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in the f bi rae Congress, which give the circumstances of incurrence of 
soldier 


disability. 

We believe that the cause of soldier's death was due to injuries received in 
service, and therefore earnestly recommend the of bill after being 
amended by adding at the rate of $12 per month.” 

[House Report, Forty-ninth Congress.] 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

ting a pension to John H. Stucker, submit the toomine te rt: 
pany B Nen send Missouri State Militia in September, 1508 and was dis- 

n 5 and was 

April 23, 1864. On July 19, 1875, he filed application for pension, 
font wound of left hand, received at Alpha, Mo., while disarming 
are whacker. The claim was rejected November 18, 1875, on the 
8 that he was not pensionable under existing law. The following evi- 
noe was submitted in the case: 


iliam Dunlop, lieutenant of 88 B. Thirtieth Missouri Militia, tes- 
tifies that he has known claimant since 1861, and that while in the line of 
duty as sergeant of said company, in the northeast part of Livingston County, 

o., claimant received a gunshot wound of left hand, from which wound he 
was totally disabled from military duty, and from the use of said hand ever 
since. t says he knows the facts of which he testifies from personal 


sh 

Newton Buckner testifies that he was with claimant when he was shot; 
that they were detailed to disarm rebels and bushwhackers, and while in the 
line of auy Stucker was shot in the hand, badly mangling it. Affiant took 
until he was able to be around 


The e: g 
“The left hand 
middle of second me 


lica- 


the passage of the bi 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
a question. 
. DOCKERY. Certainly. 


If not, 2 55 insert the words $12 per month”? 


Mr. D. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that is the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. The evidence clearly shows that the husband 
of this woman was wounded in the Army. A witness testifies 
that he was present when his hand was shot to pieces by bush- 
whackers, and that he died from diseases 89 in the service. 
That being so, his widow would be entitled to 812 under the law 
had he been in the service r 1 4 being in the Missouri 
State Militia, he was not regularly in the United States service, 
and so his widow must come to Congress for relief. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee have recommended exactly what 
this woman would have got had her husband been in the United 
States service. She can not get it under the general law for the 
reasons I have stated. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask the gentleman a question, and I want him 
to answer in all sincerity. If this woman be placed upon the pen- 
sion roll under the limitations of law by direction of Co 
would she not get the pension to which she would be entitled? If 
her husband died as the result of his service, she would get $12 a 
month, and if he did not die as the result of his service in the 
Army she would get $8. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. PICKLER, Of course there is no question about that, but 
I think there is no question about his dying from diseases con- 
tracted in the service. 

— LOUD. Why not let the Pension Office determine these 
cases 
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ntleman from California must under- 
will not consider this case and have 
3 it because the man was not in the service of the United 


Mr. LOUD. But you remove that bar by this bill. 


Mr. PICKLER. The 
stand that the Pension O 


- Mr. PICKLER. It is shown that this man was wounded in the 
Army. And this woman is equitably and legally entitled to this 
pension. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I know he was shot in the hand, but he did 
not die as the result of that wound. There is no use in talking 
about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman seems to think that a shot in 
the hand would not be very much of a wound. 

Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say that he did not die in 1894 as 
the result of that gunshot wound in his hand, received thirty 


years ago. 
Mr. PICKLER. He did not have to do that. I think this is a 
ba 8 meritorious case, and the ordinary amount. 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REPORTS OF OFFICERS, WORLD’S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION. 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a memorial of 
the board of reference and control of the World’s Columbian Com- 
mission in reference to reports of officers, and to have it printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi asks unani- 
mous consent to have a memorial read and printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. CORLISS. I do not care to occupy the time of the House 
by having it read. It can be printed in the RECORD for the infor- 
mation of members. It is with reference to the publication of 


the proceedings of the World's Fair Commission. 
Be e T R. Is there objection to printing the same in the 
ECORD 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask what pro- 
priety there is in printing such a paper in the RECORD? 

Mr. CORLISS. The acts of the officers have been authorized 
to be printed by a prior act of Congress. This is a report of their 
proceedings and of the publications that are being made. It is 
information to Congress as to what they are doing. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is this a continuous board? 

Mr. CORLISS. A continuous board until 1898. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And are we to have these 

Orts eve 2 
r. COR . The publications are being made, and this is 
with reference to the work. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why not give the memorial to 


the 5 
Mr. CORLISS. Why, because this is the proper body to which 
such memorials should be presented. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

ooo of Utah. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. ose report is this? 

Mr. CORLISS. It is the report of Senator Palmer, the president 
of the World's Fair Commission. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Has this ea passed through the hands 
of any committee of the Commission 

Mr. CORLISS. It certainly has, and it is simply a statement 
of what they are Se 

Mr. Mc LIN. y should it go in the RECORD? 

Mr. CORLISS. Simply to furnish information to the country 
of the acts of that Commission. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, if he will permit. 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is this also to be spread on the 
minutes of the Senate? 

Mr. CORLISS. I understand that is to be done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It will make about a column of the RECORD. 
That is about the extent of it. 

Mr. CORLISS. It will hardly make that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand the gentleman 
says this is also to be spread on the minutes of the Senate? 

. CORLISS. Iam not at liberty to say that it will be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state that it is not done where the 
documents are presented the same day. If they were presented 
to the House and the Senate on the same day it would only be 
printed once, 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Has it already been printed as 
a of the Senate ings? 

. CORLISS. I can not say ee to that. I only know 
-that it has been presented to the Senate, but whether it was printed 
there I do not. know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If itshould be ordered to be printed to- 
nye: Sa both bodies it will only be printed once. 

r. MGMILLEN. Does the law require this Commission to re- 
port to Congress? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there any objection to printing it in the 
form of a document instead of printing it in the RECORD? 

Mr. CORLISS. Iam simply asking what the ident of the 
Commission asks to have done by this House, for the information 
of the country. 

The SPEA . Is there objection? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is already in the RECORD. 
on BARTLETT of New York. LIobject. It is already in the 

ECORD, 


RELIEF OF OFFICERS AND CREWS OF THE GUNBOATS KINEO AND 
CHOCURA. 


Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3294) for the relief of offi- 
cers and crews of the United States gunboats Kineoand Chocura. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 474.72 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay to the officers and crews of the Uni States gunboats 
Chocura who were in duty thereon in the year 1864 their pro rata 
eee eee or sal money, their due on account of eavi 
saking tip 2 bales cotton, amount ha’ m realized from 
of cotton and the same converted into the United States % 

Mr. BARTLETT of NewYork. I should like to ask if this bill 
has been re by any committee? 


Mr. FISCHER. It has been reported favorably by the Com- forged 


mittee on Claims. Iam perfectly willing to make an explanation 
of the bill. The report covers 88 pages. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Ishouldlike to have the report 


Mr. FISCHER. All the 88 2. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It is a serious thing, passing 
these bills for claims arising during the war. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will the gentleman permit me to make a short 
ee of the bill, the facts concerning which are detailed in 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the gentleman to include in 
his statement the reason why this bill was not considered on some 
Friday. Every Friday is set apart under the rules for the consid- 
eration of just such bills as this. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will the gentleman point to me any Friday 
when such bills have been considered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Every Friday is set apart for the consid- 
eration of private bills. 

Mr. FIS . If the gentleman will show me some way to 
reach the consideration of this bill on a Friday I will be very 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It can be done by ee Bess rules of 
the House. The rules of the House set apart every Friday for the 
consideration of these bills. 

Mr. FISCHER. I trust that the gentleman will not insist upon 
that objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task the gentleman to show why the bill 
‘was not considered on one of these Fridays. 

Mr. FISCHER. Simply because it was im ible to have it 
considered. The reason for this bill is this: This matter has al- 
ready been in the United States courts, as the report shows. 
Twenty-seven days 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What court? 

Mr. FISCHER. The United States court for the eastern dis- 
trict of Louisiana. Judgment was awarded in favor of these 

le. The amount was fixed by that 3 but before 
judgment of the court was rendered the money was ordered 
to be covered into the United States Treasury, and the judge 
fad 3 = that time 22 not awara Gi the Pa 3 — 
enty-seven days prior e award o ju ent, 
a law permitting payment direct to the claimants, and he so cer- 
tifies, and that is part of this report. Believing that he had no 
2 to order the money A aes i y to the claimant, he or- 
2 “a to ba covero into the Treasury. 11 here 3 

om the of the Treasury Department (Treas 0. 
2, page 19) e e this money had been 3 by the 
Department under this very judgment, and that it was laid aside 
awaiting action of Congress divert ing its payment to the rightful 
owner. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There are about eight hundred 
thousand or a million claims in the same category, I believe. 

Mr. FISCHER. I think the gentleman must bemistaken about 
that. This isa peculiar case. This is a case under a judgment 
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of a court, where the money has been ordered to be paid to these 
e and has been cov into the Treasury awaiting action by 
7.7... one or sn Fa ser 
abling ac au er 
the money paid directly to the claimants, and that is the reason 
why it was covered into the 3 
. BARTLETT of New York. Yes; but I should like some 
1 of why these men should be paid anything. 
FISCHER. It is for property—cotton—recovered and sold 
for their benefit. It is salvage money. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. As I understand, this is an obligation 
of the Government not under contract? 

Mr. FISCHER. Not under contract. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. If it were an obligation under con- 
tract I do not think the House would consent to its consideration, 
because I observed yesterday that where the Government was un- 
der a contract. obligation by the proper department 
the House would not sanction its payment, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does my colleague > 
FISCHER] mean to say that this is a claim sounding in tort rather 

Mr. FISCHER, The gentl peculiar in truing 

~ e gentleman’s iara cons 
law will enable him to put any construction upon it he pleases, 
(Laughter. ] 
WILLIAM GRAY. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of 
William Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to issue to William Gray, late a private in Company D, First 
ny Se rege New York (Lincoln) Ga a warrant for the sum of $174.43, 
in full for his claim heretofore allowed by the ment, and for 


knowledge, and for which he has never received any return or benefit; and 
said reissued warrant shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury 


Ae oo Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 i 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask for a 
brief explanation of this bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, the amonnt involved in this 
bill is one hundred and seventy-four dollars and some cents. The 
report shows that it is in payment for a horse and equipments, 
the horse having been killed and the ack eee am in one 
of the engagements of the 3 of the Potomac. The claimant 
was a private soldier in a New York cavalry regiment the mem- 
bers of which owned their own horses and equipments. TI think 
1064, abortly steeds loss, Ms: Gray sexs ef Washington aol pre- 
1864, shortly „Mr. was i re- 
sented his claim to the Tr eee MDA ‘dlaian wan 
investigated and allowed, and a Ty warrant was drawn in 
* of the amount fixed, one hundred and seventy-four dol- 

and some cents. That warrant was mailed to him as directed, 
in care of somebody in Washi „ but it never reached him. 
It was obtained from the ce by somebody else, Mr. are 
name was forged on the back of it, several indorsements of 
were 1 upon it, and it finally reached the T and was 

id. The claimant never received it or heard of it. If the 
amount had been large enough he might have gone into the United 
States courts and sued for it, but as the amount was only 8174 he 
could not do that, and it is to pay him this amount that this bill 
has been introduced. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman fear that the claimant’s 


own agona 5 this warrant? 

Mr. OLLY. No, sir. The Treasury officials who inves- 
tigated the matter say that they had no means of 5 who 
got it, but manifestly the indorsement is forged. I may add that 
one of the banks indorsing the draft is situated here in Washing- 
ton, so that the Government may bring a suit at any time to re- 
cover the amount. 

Mr. COOPER. of Texas. What evidence is there of the forgery? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The proper official of the Treasury Depart- 
ment reports it as his judgment that the indorsement is à forgery, 
he having compared the signature with the other signatures on 
file in the case. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. There has never been any investiga- 
tion by a court? è 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; the investigation was made in the 
Treasury Department, and the officials of that Department report 
that there is no question as to forgery. 

Mr. Mc The gentleman has said that the Government 
can proceed inst this indorser. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the Government may proceed against the 
indorser, is there anything to prevent the c nt himself from 
proceeding for money had and received to his use? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. He could not proceed for money had and 


1896. 
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received. He would be compelled to proceed on the draft, and 
he can not get the draft from the Department, where it is on file. 
Another thing which prevents him from taking that course is 
that the amount is only 8174, and he is a man living in cen- 
tral Illinois, so that it would be impossible for him to come here 
5 and 5 a suit for such an amount. 
CMILLIN. But that would not prevent him from pro- 
ceeding: 8 the individual who got his check. 
OLLY. He does not know who that individual is. 
One of the banks that indorsed this draft is the First National 
Bank of New York, and another is Lewis Johnson & Co., of this 
city. are several indorsements upon the draft, all of which 
are set out in the report, so that the Department is advised of all 
the banks through whose hands it passed, and the Government 
has a right of action if it chooses to exercise it. The fact is, how- 
ever, that this man never was paid. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. What committee reported this bill? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The Committee on Claims. It was reported 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HANEY]. 
Mr. Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on Claims or the Com- 
mittee on War Claims? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. The Committee on Claims. This is not a 
war claim. 

Mr. PITNEY. Was this claim eyer preceding mn 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; in the 
reported and it passed the House, but oon 
through the Senate. 

Mr. jaar meen This is a bill to pay a SUETA claim, re- 
the uno ara Claims? 


; 55 understands, I suppose, 
that this bill would be in order forconsideration on Friday under’ 
the rules of the House? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Tunderstand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, if the gentleman gets this claim 
through now, will that abate his ardor in helping us to get Fri- 
caas or the consideration of other private claims? [Laughter.] 


here every Friday attending to the business of the House as it has 
come up, and I expect to be present every Friday while the ses- 


sion lasts. 
2275 RICHARDSON. We are very anxious to get those claims 


ttled. 

ae CONNOLLY. Well, this will be one bill out of the way. 

Howie 1 
Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee. I wish to ask the gentleman a 

question. I understand him to say that this claim has been paid 
by the Government once? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; it has been paid on a forged indorse- 
ment, 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Whatis to prevent the beneficiary 
from suing the indorsers? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. For such a sum as 8174 this man could 
hardly be eet to sue a bank in New York City or in the city 


of Washin 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Do you think the Government 
aga this amount twice? 
NNO LLY. No, sir; the Government can recover it. 
It is An e fault of the Government that the money was paid by it 
on a e ent. 


on which had been forged. 

Mr. HULICK. Allow me to say that in a case which I had 
occasion to examine within a few days a claim of an engineer for 
salvage during the war was paid by the Government on a forged 
powerof attorney. The man who was entitled to the money never 
received a dollar. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The Government in these cases can always 
recover, because no statute of limitations ever bars it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Was this draft or warrant when issued trans- 
mitted by the Government to the person to whom the claimant 
directed it should be sent? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then 3 Government tock the course 

_ directed by the claimant, does the gentleman think the liability of 
the Government continues? 
15 CONNOLLY. Beyond any question it does, as a matter 
0 Anu 
. McMILLIN. When the Government had delivered the 
dates AAA anion ie OEA Wana ODE 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. In this respect the Government 
stands in the same position as a bank; if F 
indorsement it does so on its own risk, of course. 


CONNOLLY. I do not know about that. I have been | seryi 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COX. I should like to ask a question. 

A MEMBER. Oh, let this claim for $170 go. 

Mr. COX. I do not raise any question as to the amount of the 


claim; but there are hundreds of claims as meritorious as this 
coming from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. COX. Why should one claim be privileged over another? 

Mr. CONNOLL I know no reason 

Mr. COX. Then 1 object. 

FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3008) granting a pension to French W. 

of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
W. Thornhill. of Spring Valley Sie, Minn. at — — — 
shall be entitled to receive such amount from and after the 
act, subject take: 3 limitations prescribed by law. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


The report (by Mr. THOMAS) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ‘referred the bill (H. R. 
3608) granting a to French W. Thornhill, submit the following re- 


A ball 1 e 
of a medi 


mend its 
contai 
ird 


. 
e, incorporating as part of our report the — eo of fact facts 
in the report rt of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of eae 
Minn., is the son of 
— — eee 8 


£ . Thornhill was 1861 an . 180 present 
with said regiment, although not mnetared into the U United £ States military 
and rendered valuable ae efficient. service, acting as 


56 that the said Dr. French W. e e 
battle of Far min , from ae and overexertion in rendering aid and 
and wounded, received and sustained a sunstroke = 
tery and chronic diarrhea, and is now greatly disabl 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York, As I understand, this man was 
— a commissioned surgeon? 
Mr. TAWNEY. He was not. He was never mustered into the 
service. That is the reason this bill is here. Otherwise his pen- 
sion would have been granted and paid long ago under the gen- 


eral law. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What amount of money is 


asked? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Thirt 
authorized by the bill for ! 
Congress and also in the 


Mr. BARTLETT of New 
I tho 


dollars a month—the same amount 
reliéf which was passed in the last 
Second Congress. 
ork. This bill is to pension him as 


ht the gentleman asked me what 
rate of pension proposed is 830 a 


W. BARTLETT. of New York. But why should he receive so 

as as that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because he is almost totally incapacitated for 
the ce of labor of any kind. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Disabled by reason of the gun- 
shot wound? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why has not this bill been con- 
sidered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the reason that it has not been reached. 
It was considered at a Friday night session in the Fifty-third Con- 

and also in the Fifty-second This is the third 

ngress in which the bill has been reported favorably. In the 
Fifty-second the bill was passed too late to receive 
favorable consideration in the Senate. It passed both Houses in 
the Pifty-third Co: but too late to receive the approval of 
the President. As it is getting late in the present session, and as 
Ido not wish the bill to fail again as it has failed heretofore, I 
haya. 2 unanimous consent for its consideration and passage 
a s time, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why was not Dr. Thornhill 
commissioned? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because he was under age. He went out with 
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his father, a mere boy. He was too young to be commissioned or 
to be mustered into the service. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the usual pension for an assistant 


m? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions kindly inform us? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Seventeen dollars a month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I suggest that the pension here be fixed 
at the usual amount for an assistant surgeon. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a case of almost total disability. The 
man is almost wholly incapacitated for manual labor. Under 
these circumstances he would receive under the general law $72 
a month. It is not proposed in this case to pension him upon his 
rank, but Den his physical disability. 

Mr. PI R. A private gets $30 a month if totally incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor. The amount in this 
case was fixed upon the ground of total incapacity, and not on 
account of the applicant’s rank. 

Mr. LOUD. {wish to ask the 88 from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] whether, according to his knowledge and belief, the to- 
tal disability which this man is stated to be suffering is the result 
of wounds received in the service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can answer that question in the affirmative. 
Last November, before I came to Washington, this gentleman 
called upon me and exhibited to me his wound. I know from my 
own observation and knowledge that he is to-day suffering from 
that wound and that it is the cause of his present disability. 

Mr. LOUD. You could only have seen the scar, permit me to 


out I 7 r 
r. TAWNEY. No, sir; I saw the effect of ee very 


y. 

Mr. LOUD. Why did not he apply in 1864 or 1865? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has applied to the Pension Department. 
The claim was 195 55 there for a long time 

Mr. LOUD. t date? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not now recall the exact date; but until 
the Department decided that on account of the fact that he was 
not mustered into the service he could not receive a pension his 
claim was pending, and when rejected on that ground he came to 
Congress for relief. rake 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman states that this disability arises 
from the wound received in the service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am entirely satisfied that that is the case. 

Mr. LOUD. Ishall interpose no objection under the circum- 
stances stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I could satisfy the gentleman in a moment if 
I could describe to him the condition of this man’s wound. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Is he practicing medicine now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; except in his office. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be en and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. f 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. 5 er, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire first, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, to make a request for unanimous consent with reference 
to some printing—— 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done unless the demand for 
the regular order is withdrawn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina will allow me to ask unanimous consent with reference to a 
pill alread d. 

Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the demand for the regular order 


for that 75 $ 

The SPEAKER. It must be withdrawn absolutely, the Chair 
would suggest. The Chair can not accept a conditional with- 
dra 


wal, 
Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the demand. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make this 
statement: That at the close of the debate on what is known as 
the filled-cheese” bill on Saturday I promised one or two gen- 
tlemen to ask unanimous consent to 8 the privilege given 
to print on the subject of that bill. I overlooked the fact at the 
time, and now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen may print 
remarks on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? P ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Is there a limit to the time 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, we can fix a reasonable limit. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has been usual to fix a limit to these 
requests. 


Mr. RICHARDSON e tisfactory 
5 b) S t would be sa and is about 
the usual limit. ‘ 

22 itis PEOR ta perth DASE PARIA 
man from o whe S pro rint hle 
and political documents under this lavor ee 
Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, I will say, 
in response to the gentleman from New York, that he has been 
already granted liberty by consent of the House, and other gen- 
tlemen desire the same liberty to extend their remarks or to print 
remarks in the RECORD upon the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not desire any liberty in 
that direction. I do not believe in it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. These are gentlemen who represent erg 
districts, who want to publish some remarks legitimate to the 
I think there will be no abuse of the privilege. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Thaye no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman asks consent that 
members may be permitted to print in the RECORD remarks on 
what is known as the “‘filled-cheese” bill within the next ten days. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PERKINS. Remarks of their own? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; their own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very glad to incorporate 
that ae ma request. Is there objection, with the modification 
su 

ere was no objection. 
THOMAS M. ELLIOT. 

Mr. HULICK. I desire to present for consideration the bill 
ue R. 989) to amend the military record of Capt. Thomas M. 

iot, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The bill was read at length. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 
rt in that case. 

he SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order, 
AMENDMENT OF JOINT RESOLUTION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit, before the regu- 

lar order is Jp gece with, the following resolution of the Senate, 

which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House i 
Commitice oa Enrolled Bills st 7... athos UB odors 


rrect 
enrolled joint resolution S. R. 116 by striking out the word eight,“ in the 
mone line of said enrolled joint resolution, and inserting the word “seven” 


The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
REASSESSMENT OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3281) to 
authorize reassessment for improvement and eral taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, with a Senate amends 
ment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read and concurred in. 


MANAGERS OF THE NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER 
3 SOLDIERS, 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees rests with the Com- 
mittee on pAn È 

Mr. HULL. . Speaker, I desire to call up the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the Board of Man- 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. a parliamentary inquiry. How long 
does this call rest with the Committee on Military Affairs? They 
have had one 8 5 

Mr. HULL. e had only one day, and did not et through. 

Mr. LOUD. Unless it is in continuation of a bill, I think they 
have exhausted their time. 

Mr. HULL. I will state that we did not, but yielded some time 
for the Turpo of allowing the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries to come in with a matter that they wanted to 
present. 

The SPEAKER. They are allowed two days. 

Mr. LOUD. Regardless of whether any matter is pending? 

The SPEAKER. If the matter under consideration runs into 
the second day and occupies that day, the time then would be 
exhausted. i 

Mr. LOUD. Are they entitled to two days anyway? 

1 The SPEAKER. They are entitled to two days two morning 
ours. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolution which 
I have indicated, and which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That William B. Franklin, of Connecticut; Thomas J. Hender- 
son, of Illinois; George L. Beal, of Maine, and George W. Steele, of Indiana, be, 
and the same hereby are, appointed as members of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States. 

William B. Franklin to succeed himself. term of service expiring April 

1896. Thomas J. Henderson to succeed John C. Black, his term of service 


re 


1896. 
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L. Beal to succeed Francis Fessenden, his 
W. Steele tosucceed himself, 


expiring April 1896, Geo: 
„ zi 
to take effect April 21, 1896. 


ce iring April 21, 1896. Geo 
his term of service expiring April 21, 1806, 


Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] is 
recognized. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] desires 
to be heard on this resolution. I do not want to relinquish the 
floor. If we can come to an agreement as to time, I should be 

lad to do it before we enter on the consideration of the resolution. 
f will ask the gentleman from Kansas if an hour’s time will be 
all that he will want? 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
Tracey] also desires time, and several of my colleagues from 
Kansas and perhaps some others wish to upon this subject. 
I should like two hours; and I wish to say in that connection that 
a less time than that will not be sufficient to discuss this matter 
as it should be discussed. It is a matter of such consequence and 
importance to every inmate of the Soldiers’ Homes of this nation 
that the time should be granted. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will consent, I am 
willing to have two hours’ debate. I have no idea that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will want anywhere near an hour, but 
I want to have the right to control one hour, and let the gentle- 
man from Kansas control the other hour. It seems to me that 
with the amount of business that we have, which we are anxious 
to get through the House to-day, that is all the time we should 
devote to this. This day will exhaust our call, until all the com- 
mittees have been again called. ‘ 

Mr. BLUE. Permit me to say that I hold in my hand affidavits 
charging W. B. Franklin and General Smith, for whom he is re- 

ible, with cruel and brutal treatment of the inmates of the 

ome at Leavenworth, Kans. I hold also here a report made by 

the Inspector-General. This Soldier’s Home is a corporation, 

standing above the Government of the United States, apparently, 

and it is time that the people of this country should know how 

theinmates of these Homes are treated. Two hours is avery small 
time in which to tell them. 

Mr. CROWTHER. We should have three hours. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CROWTHER] 
insists that we should have three hours. About 2,000 soldiers from 
Kansas and Missouri are incarcerated in that semiprison at Leaven- 
worth, and they are entitled to a hearing here. At the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri, I ask three hours, so that 
this matter may be fully discussed before this House, and so that 
the people of this nation may know what kind of treatment is 
being accorded to the soldiers there. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if we can make no agreement as to 
time, I will reserve my time and let the gentleman from Kansas 


roceed. 

* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 
Mr. HULL (to Mr. BLUE). Tou are base: Est for an hour. 
Mr. BLUE. Mr. S er, with that understanding J will pro- 

ceed. I am satisfied the House will give ample time to hear what 

I have to say, and for the N of this discussion I move as an 

amendment that the name of W. B. Franklin be stricken out and 

the name of that gallant soldier and Christian man, Gen. O. O. 

Howard, be substituted in his place. I desire to have that amend- 


ment pending now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his amendment 


to writing. 
Mr. BLUE. I will have it put in 5 
The 3 The gen from [Mr. BLUE] is 
Mr. BLUE, Mr. Speaker, to begin with, I desire the Clerk to 
read the remarks of the late Senator Plumb, made six years ago, 


upon this subject, and found in volume 110, on page 7456 of the 
RECORD. I desire to have order, if I can, while that is being read. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 


Mr. Piums. That is true, but that phraseology was intended to embrace 
the selections of persons not then agreed upon. 
I know none of them personally. I have no acquaintance with any of the 
rsons named in 55 except Mr. Morrill, of , and Gen. 
ohn C. Black, late oner of Pensions. As to both of those men, I 
take pleasure in sa that I have no doubt they are most excellent persons 
to be members of but I want to say that I shall not hereafter vote 
so as to give to 8 person longer than six years’ service u Board. 


Board ought to be very frequently renovated. While the 


clining y: 
the hour of its pe: 
But I have a much better reason for believing thai 

as conservative, as wise, as economi endus free from ordine 
as it ought to be. The Board practi 33 to informa’ 
get, of one and that manis General Franklin, the president, 
who was an excellent r, and no doubt. of course. is avery man, 
who, from the time which he has given to the position of manager of the 
Oolt's Arms Works, in Connecticut, and from the time which he gave as the 


t the ent Is not 
5 — 
m which I 


manager of the American branch of the Paris Exposi 
fr: ent as he thought was necessary in order that the two million and odd 


tion, has taken such a 
aonana appropriated for the maintenance of these Homes might be properly 

sbu: = 

The theory is that each one of these members looks after some one Home. 
The result is that the Board itself as a Board practically gives no attention to 
them. I have in mind one of these Homes at which there has been appointed 
a governor: who has been an officer for a number of yearsand who is con- 
spicuously unfit for the place; whose presence in his pomon is an affront to 
the inmates of the Home: who by reason of his habits and of his arbitrary 
and rough and brutal methods has ca no end of trouble; and by reason 
of some other things also has contributed to a scandal which, while it has not 
yet obtained very much vent, at the same time has left everything in an ex- 
cpedingly unhappy condition, that could not have been if the visitation 
which this Board cught to give to these Homes had been of a proper char- 


acter. 

The Board makes once a year a trip throughout the country visiting these 
Homes. Itis dined and wined by the governors of the Homes while on its 
round. It,of course,gives a certain superficial examination to the Homes, 
but opportunity is never presented to the inmates of the Homes to make 


complaint. 

I da not say how much trouble exists at any of these Homes or how much 
room there is for criticism, but I do know that at one of them a condition of 
things exists which, if it had not been sheltered under the honored name of 
General Franklin and the other members of this Board, would have been the 
subject of open comment for years since. s 

I believe, as I stated in the beginning, that there ought to be a constant 
1 of members, and in consenting now to vote to put in General Frank- 
lin I do it with the understanding, not that I have any complaint about him 
as an individual, but for the reasons which I have stated, that in consenting 
to him I do it under protest, because there is no time now to make any sug. 

tion of a better arrangement, but with the distinct understanding t 
should be in 3 when his term expires I shall insist that some other 
person shall take his place, and similarly in rd to all the other persons who 


are in the Board when their terms, re: ively, expire, provided always they 
have had the benefit of a full term. years is long enough in one of these 
ministrative place, ially where the tances are 


laces. an especial 
buch that the Board is practically removed from criticism. 
Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, that declaration comes to us 
as from the grave. It is an enunciation of the belief and under- 
standing of the greatest public man that Kansas ever sent to Con- 
gress; one of the ablest in detail and understanding that ever 
came from the Western portion of this nation; a comrade of un- 
8 courage, of great power, and an earnest and devoted 
iend of his comrades. You will observe that he said six years 
ago that this Board was practically one man, and that man was 
. B. Frankli That condition has been intensified, and to-day. 
more than then, he is the spirit that 
rules this Board. 
It has been charged by his friends and the friends of Smith that 
I have a personal reason for the prosecution of the claims of m; 
comrades at this time. I denounce that statement as untruthf 
and false. I have but one pepo in this, and that is to free these 
poor old men, who are without homes and without the means of 
support; feeble, indigent, wretched, from the oppression of the 
drunken and brutal man, who is kept there in control as governor 
of that Home. I have no other purpose to serve; and when that 
is accomplished I shall be satisfied; and I assure both Mr. Frank- 
lin and his friends that I propose to lay the truth bare as far as I 
know it, fearless of the consequences, and in justice to these men 
to see that they may be treated as men who defended the flag 
deserve to be treated. And now, to show you that I am not 
unsustained in this matter, I desire to read to this House, as a 
art of my remarks, a letter received from an ex-governor of 
ansas, a gallant officer in the Union Army, a man who served 
under the immediate eye of that illustrious chieftain, General 
Grant; who has not only been the governor of the State of Kan- 
sas, but was commissioner at the Centennial at Philadelphia, was 
commissioner of internal reyenue for the State of Kansas for a 
period, has since that been an honored railroad commissioner of 
the State, and is now commissioner of insurance of the State of 
Kansas. This comes from no feeble, oppressed old soldier of that 
Home, but from a man of standing and character, and I desire to 
read it to this body. 
Mr. STEELE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. BLUE. Certainly. 
Mr. STEELE. Do you believe that General Smith has taken a 
single drink of liquor of any kind for the last three years? 
Mr. BLUE, I think he has been drunk a hundred times in that 


dictates and controls and 


time. I have the proof here that will condemn him. He has not 
only been drunk, but vomiting drunk, crawling drunk. 

Mr. STEELE. My understanding is that he is the head of the 
Keeley League. 


Mr. BLUE. For profit. 

Mr. STEELE (continuing). Elected at Harrisburg during the 
last summer as the head of the league. 

Mr. BLUE. He is the head of the Keeley League, at $1,200 a 
year; and that is not ak he is getting. 

Mr. STEELE. If he is a drunkard I do not know it. 

Mr. BLUE. If he is a drunkard you ought to know it. 

ES PERLE I know I ought to know it if he is; but I do not 
ieve it. 

Mr. BLUE. If what the gentleman does not know about these 
Homes was put in a book it would make a large volume. He stood 
in his place here a few days ago and asserted that the general 
treasurer of this Home was required to give bond to a guaranty 
company, and when I challenged the statement in regard to that 
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he still insisted, as I understood it, until my colleague, Mr. WIL- 


'Lram A. STONE, drew the law on „and he then said he did not 
so understand it. The nextday he arose under a question of privi- 
lege and stated that the Secretary of War approved these 
and that he was mistaken about it 
Mr. STEELE. The RECORD will show what I said about that. 
Mr. BLUE. And the Recorp will show that out of seven or 
eight statements you ron ou one of them was correct. The 
gentleman 18 rged With misun erstanding. 
Mr. STEELE, It will show that the gentleman made a state- 
ment that he did not back up in the RECORD, and was not true. 
Mr. BLUE. I will back it up if there is any question about it. 
This is the letter: < 
25 : Topeka, March #9, 1396. 
My Dran Sm: I am constrained by a sense of Nate i congratulate and 
encourage you in your reported struggle to free the United States Soldiers’ 
Home of Kansas from the disgrace and dishonesty which has scandalized the 
acts and administration of Governor Smith from 
charge down to the present time. 
It has seemed impossible that he should be able to stifle investigation and 
thed or attempt to re- 
5 character, backed byi evidence that 
would convict in any court of law in the land. But the mysterious secret of 
that su has long been felt to be General Franklin’s power and. N 
great that he would be left off the Board on expiration of pres- 
term. Infact, I felt it im ble for Governor Smith to be held to account 
for any crime or disgrace with him at the head of the management for his 


protection. 
Feeling this, I addressed a letter to m Gen. Newron M. CURTIS, of 
Bice Sigg ele re tpi ty py et Bak ety Neve TANTON ge a O 
as understood by me. Of that letter I now hand you a carbon for your infor- 
id General Franklin made it very hard to 

me from any active in the troubles 

there, mano 7 in the one appeal to the General, as re 


Let me j 

I our full delegation will join you, and never let up until you get the 

truth uncovered, when 2 will have earned and all will —— 
thanks of comrades and people of our State. 


GEO. T. ANTHONY. 

To Hon. R. W. BLUE, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Now, I am informed that my colleague from New Vork [Mr. 
Curtis] after having received this letter, which Governor An- 
thony tells me was written for the express purpose of being used 
here, so that these men might be relieved from the oppression of 
Smith and Franklin—I am informed, I say, that my colleague 
from New York never read a word of this letter in committee, 
and, so far as I know, he never suggested to any member of the 
committee that the letter had been written to him. If he did, I 
shall be glad to be corrected now. 

Mr. TIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Kansas refers to me and asks for an explanation of a matter 
which affects his side of this discussion. I do not wish to inter- 
rupt the gentleman now in the line of his argument. I do, how- 
ever, desire an opportunity to reply to the gentleman’s statement. 
I will in due time make proper reference to Governor Anthony, 
whom I knew when he was under my command, in command of 
a battery. I shall give due credit to him and to 5 else 
concerned, and if there is any attempt to show that which is not 
creditable to other people, I shall seek to do my share in having 
the House informed as to the actual facts. 

Mr. BLUE. Did you ever exhibit this letter to the committee, 
or say to the committee or to any member of it anything that was 
in the letter? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iwill answer those questions when 
I occupy the floor in my own right. 

Mr. BLUE. Very well. Then I will read the letter for the 
information of the House: 


come out from every contest unsen and without t: 


TOPEKA, March 19, 1896. 
My DEAR GENERAL: I come to in this communication in obedience to 

a duty at once painful and imperative 
utmost candor and brevity, first assuring you that I have no personal end 
to recht y enemies to punish nor friends to reward as an inspiration or 
3 to no one mere than myself was due the location of the Western 
of the Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, in this State. From the incep- 
tion of the contest. between the seven 8 to have its location 
under the law I wasin close touch with Gen. W. B. 
Board Each visit to Hartford and meeting with him in the West 
for and confidence in him, until I came as 


immediately became 8 that Governor Smith was 
sition as a milit er and rigid disciplinarian, 8 the task of gov- 
himself. instinct, charac- 


q 
erning, except as He was low in in private 
and corrupt in practice, d 0 code of morali 8 
and as gov" among gentlemen. 
honest men. 


trol, his ion 
e 
. to pean de Beard a it to his own 1 
cou an e a — 
Ae ote ino actae 
received the most positive assurance the governor 


APRIL 15, 
me that the then pending trial between Governor Smith and Dr. W. 
which aap oe the and — a the governor, should stop 
right then and. there as best solution o troversy, and 
question of veracity shouid be ing into. > 


between the . 

Instead of this the case was opened, the laws of evidence disregarded, an 
unimpeached testimon: ahoved a aside with ar ee ps as Manager Cook bani 
undoubtedly tell you—the governor vindicated, one of the purest, best 
men in this State or country 

action by General Franklin—and it was his action as and is an e 
to me; so utterly inconsistent with the characteristics of honor and j 
which seem to govern him in other relations. 
intimates to me that he is held in bon 


many a great man lies in inn to 


1 am ä blie ae pr op cap DONNE 1 
soon made Board nagers, and knowing that 
have voice and influenes in that action, I ee a 


fi that be not continued in his present 
pi e pae mga vase — 1 na man, of which our country has so many, 

I believe to be the only solution of a matter which the Home in 
a turmoil, brings humiliation to its veteran oecupants, dishonors the 
Government it should honorably represent. 

Very truly, your friend, 

Hon. Newron M. Curtis, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Senator Plumb, in the remarks which I have had read, called 
attention to the fact that when there was a ded investiga- 
tion there some years ago the comrades who are occupants of 
that Home had no voice in it. Isay to 2 Mr. Speaker, that to- 
day that Home at Leavenworth is in a e of intimidation from 
the governor down, and that no man dares to testify before the 
Board of Managers or before anybody else against 
oecupies the office of governor by virtue of General Franklin’s 
power, without knowing that he must take the road as soon as the 
investigation is over. I in my on a number of letters 
written by these feeble old men, saying, in substance: For God's 
sake, don’t use my name. If you do 1 shall have to take to the 
road. I have no home; I have no way of maintaining m „and 
if it were known to the governor that I had written you this letter 
I should be driven from the Home immediately.” 

That is the condition not only of the comrades there but of 
every officer from the governor down to the humblest: occupant 
of that Home, and when my good friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
stands in the presence of this House and asks me if the governor 
drinks now, and says that if he does he does not know it, I say to 
him that if that man could be stood up here as an object lesson he 
would be the ee yt aking evidence that could be exhibited to 
show his dissip: character and his unworthiness to fill the 

lace. ae man who looked upon him could avoid seeing it and 
owing it. 

I have also here a telegram which I desire to read: 

TOPEKA, KANS., March 27, 1896. 
Hon. R. W. BLUE. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. &.: 
Letters 
lin’s a tment and depose Smith as governor of Soldier's Home, Sixty 


—. 


ae ee demand it and stand behind you in the fight to 
l T: J. ANDERSON. 
O. A. COULTER. 
P. H. CONEY. 
. W. VEALE. 
O. A. BAS Š 
T. J. Anderson, the first signer of this telegram, is one of the 
most humane and worthy of all the men in Kansas who followed 


the flag. Many gentlemen here may know him. He isa man of 
and truthfulness, For 
many years he was connected with the Santa Fe Railroad as its 


worthy soldier. P. H. Coney is a lawyer of character and dis- 
tinction at Topeka. He was a heroic and brave man in the hour 
of trial. O. A. Bassett is an honored ju 


Leavenworth County, a retired army officer, in which he says: 
LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 27, 1896. 


Fight on floor for Veteran Soldiers’ Home. State behind you. 
™ 5 GEORGE E SPENCER. 


I have many other letters here, only a few of which I will read. 
Here is one from an officer in Dickinson County, Kans.: 
ABILENE, KANS, March 31, 1896 


Drar Srm: Al tire , I wish to comm end om 
fight on BEA of the Holdisrs’ Hameed this Bante, sad tines — 
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hing tosave their country. Itis 
— them in their their e e e vou 
do, who have been there sa; y would as soon be 
3 vou would 2 me for taking your time 
C. H. PATTISON. 


a tyrant over men who have given eve 
the worst ou this 


Here is a letter which was written to Maj. Tom Anderson by 
an attorney of repute at Leavenworth, Kans., which has been 
sent to me: 

LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 28, 1996, 

Dran — 5 I note —— Sage the inclosed from the Capital that 

on of Governor A. J. 


ith here at co As at- 
Torney for =the bors" here Tam in a ion to know and do know, and 
to hang Smith if 


r you cnn 
governor, I assure you that you will merit 


in giving the men 
and receive their Phoarefolt t nks, 
Very respectfully, JESSE GEORGE. 
Maj. THOMAS ANDERSON, 
Topeka, Kans. 


TO FIGHT AGAINST GOVERNOR SMITH—HIS REMOVAL SOUGHT THROUGH 
THE RETIREMENT OF GENERAL FRANKLIN. 


WASHINGTON, March 27.—(Special.) 
Maj. Tom Anderson and G. W. b Looped te Topeka, wired Colonel Bun to-day 


him to o — a) of General asa member of 
the Board o idiers’ Homes, and to secure the of 
Colonel Smith, governor oe the Leavenwo: Home. The message stated 
t 00.000 O . ent, in that position. Mr. CALDERHEAD 
. Uke character. Colonel Blu stated that he 
would comply with the eh bon For some time he had been conv: that 
General Franklin should allowed to sa nen the and also he had 
been of the . to dispense the services of 
Governor 8m He said he would join in the effort to defeat oeenn 
of General Franklin to succeed himself on the Board. The claim is 


that General Franklin has for. years 8 the dismissal of Governor 
Smith. it appears that the main object of somo of the Kansans is to t rid 


of Governor Smith, and that they would not now advise fighting neral 
bad not prevented the removal of Governor Smith. 

The House tte on Affairs, at its first effort over the Frank- 
lin trouble, decided 5 to 4 not to name General Franklin to succeed himself, 
but at not name a man to take his place. The next 
day one member of the committee his vote and his name was inse 
EC ee eee ee 
the committee, has t General 


Saga 
nd tho naino of Gon. Thomas e 
f that of General Franklin. 


Emits eee of my friend Captain Coney, who, 
by the way, is a son of Erin, with all the warm blood of an Irish- 
His letter is in these words: 


TOPEKA, KANS., March 31, 1896 
EAR COMRADE AND FRIEND: [hope that you will not relax ate 
f a) of General Franklin, and there 


hrough secure Governor A. J. el 
the Soldiers’ Home. I know and we know that the States of Kansas and Mis- 
sou encampment they will ask it. Se one 
ve probably received 


wi 

serve you if it reaches you in time to be of service 

Make your powers tn tide fight, and tk will be appreciated. you may reat 

Yours in F., C., and L., P. H. CONEY. 
Hon. W. R. Brun. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. & 

These are some of the letters that I have in my 
reference to this matter. But in order that m 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] may not goamiss, [have 583 
which I wish to read and to which I trust he will give attention: 
THE STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 


I. Miers Powell, of lawful age, 
That Iam a member and imate of the $ ‘National “Boldiers’ Home D. Vs D. V 
at 6 Kans., and have been 


20, 
That I am strictly tem te, oe any kind of intoxica 7 
tind | have navaxteen disci cea de pane 


Aa treated for apinat trouble and rheuma ber 20, 
18%, to Jan 10, or thereabout, 1895; 8 on Christ- 
mas m Gov. A. J. Smith, of said ina 
state of into: ion; that he was there, as he said, to visit the sick patients, 
and that went thron Si wees ee avers. 
loud he passed my bed, No. reached out m 

Fand te shake havds with him and said, “How do ou ei thathe 


passed on, that he then looked 
Said. . 
and then turned and wen 

That atter getting oat of tho hospital T mado applicati e 


2 
the said force till September 30, 30, 1895. 
paea terest yar # stear chon police court before the X. J. 


Smith—in fo discharge of. m) duty as police: that w. man came 
FFF oi 5 hed taken the Keeley treatment and 
was a member of the the governor in 
— Tio gave him tho Tha 8 3 ‘oo 
man ve ve seen 
L men who had hed police off with simple 


those who were not Kesten men. 
It is an understood thing among the veterans at the Home that to be a Kee- 
loy man is to be the governor's or's fayorite, and a charge of drunkenness never 


escapes ent unless the offender takes the Keeley cure, and I have 
noticed that to be a fact while a member of the force. 
That w in the said q oy mem; 


notably one Thomas K 
was in the he habit of ot 
pital and was 


pat Neck the h 
That I the hy aap ETT 1895, and went 
on the police force of said Home again, of which force I am still a member. 
Now, I hope the gentleman will listen to this: 
on hil la a the night of the 7th of Fe t on the 
jae e tyon Ps e Seal post ort 


pf Sry for the 
a —— — 
5 enough, I should think— 

Smith driven home“ drunk"; that when he (the said 
n mith) got e buggy he had to sa apport himesit by ca Ling hold 
of the w. he staggered to the door, and it tovuk him some time to 
find the doorknob; Ces Ewe Cine to him and know that I was not mis- 
taken in his being drunk, and had he been an old veteran I would have con- 
sidered it my duty to have arrested him. 
MIERS POWELL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, the 1 notary public in 
and for the county and State aforesaid, this day of ebruary, A. B. 1896. 
expires March 


N 
[sear] HARRY PLANTER, Notary Public. 
Later on, it seems, a further statement is made by this same 
man, to which I challenge the attention of the gentleman from In- 
diana: 
THE STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 


TTT dul sworn, da: oath. depose aod si 
that on — desing: Governor + J. Smith drunk, ean toth ie: 
my affidavit made xy, Ine (to wie amoro full and definite 
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epee 
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ee 
H 
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bscribed and sworn to before the undersigned, 
d, this ist day of March, 


r 
JESSE GEORGE, Notary Publie. 


THe Stare or KANSAS, s, Leavenworth County, ss: 
I, John C. Mathews, of lawful age, sing first duly sworn, on oath depose 
1 was dishonorabl 


say: That on or about the 4th of Fe rably dis- 
| Be from the Western Branch, National Home tor Di Disabled Volunteer 
— ers. on eof Ba yong absence without leave, repeated 
g into the Home: that at tho time 8 discharge 


ta governor of 


Home for an honorable discharge, and he (tho go ee 
sent me to 
discharge: 


with E order for him to make me out an honorable 


in ess for a few that he would return for his 

papers when the captain su nt time to make them out; that r 

sach time t return, wherew was eers 

Weist, Smith, and was brough the head of the in the 
ment, where the al 


g his arms; ee after 


being 
Stent who then was present, into the ra or one 
iy Scotland, who then was present, into the turnkey's room; that w. 
in the turnkey’ the of this affiant were twisted so hard 


choked into insensibility; that 
my right eye no saversiy. thak the 


him a hea la er being choked as 
above from the pren Seps which this affiant is still 
5 1 * — emg sufficient consciousness 
and strength to stand u . 
the cell on the hard ieee he . — for five hours or 


SAE SETIP ADS OTA ergy eter A ERS ORRE VOTOS SoTa 
stated before, with repeated absence 


Smith the next morning, charged, as 
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without leave, repeated drunkenness, and W. the Home. 
As to the flrst „this afflant has stated his reason for being absent; as 
to the second. this 5 but in answer to the third 
and last, affiant says that he was f: EE 
brought upon the fin: of an empty bo on 's person by the above- 
named officers at the ice station. 


JOHN C. MATHEWS. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a no blic in 
and for the sald county and State this 2ist day of March, A. B. Mer 
My commission July 8, 1896. 
{SEAL.] JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 
Srate or KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 


affidavit, and that the facts stated do not include all the acts of injury tha 
the said officers committed to the said John C. Mathews, but are as to 
what he may have remembe: 

MIERS POWELL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notary 1 in 
and for the county and State aforesaid, this 2lst day of March, A. D. 1896. 
My commission expires July 8, 1896. 
[SEAL.] JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 


Now, I do not know whether that is a “plain drunk” or not. 
It looks to me as though there might be some “trimmings” to it. 

Mr. MARSH. Is that man still a member of the police? 

Mr. BLUE. I judge not. If he were he would not be there 
long after that statement, no matter how truthful it may be. 

Now, Mr. S. er, this Board has a remarkable way of doing 
things. Until the law took hold of them they appointed their 
own inspector, who, of course, found everything correct; because 
if he did not he would fare like this policeman—he would not remain 
there long. But there had been scandal after scandal connected 
with this institution, as Governor Anthony says; and General 
Averill was sent there as an inspector to ean inspection and 
report the result of his observations. I hold in my hand a state- 


ment of one of the parties who was called before Averill 
as a witness, : 
STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 

James F. Toasts, of lawful being first duly sworn to law, 
upon his oath de; and . ‘Averell and Local r 
Cook were iny: some ges preferred against Col. A. J. Smith 
governor of the Soldiers’ Home near this . I was called before them an: 


checks, in reply to whi 
ed me to cash a r 
0 


ressin, 

Finally I took the check an 
tional Bank, turned the check in as a personal deposit, and gave the soldier 
the money. The question was asked what bank the soldier alluded to, but 
I could not tell, for he only said“ The bank." 

I was then asked if I 
icated within 
at the lai 


month W. ing : his walk 
8 , his face bloated, and he had a verystrong scent of whisky. I 
knew him we an 


friendl, ell as with n the one . 
„as well as at the Home, an 

upon to make any statement 5 any of them. General Averell 
—.— what reasons I had for t ng Governor Smith was drunk. I said, 


JAMES F. LEGATE. 
Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 26th day of Novem- 
My commission expires November 27, 1897. 
Lal.! N. E. VAN TUYL, Notary Public. 
SEPTEMBER 24, 1894. 


I saw Col. A. J. Smith, veno of the Soldiers’ Home of Leavenworth, 


, disgracefully in Leavenworth City within the last four 
months. 
AMOS McLO 
Of McLouth, Jefferson County, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the gentleman from In- 
diana considers being ; but toa plain, common man from 
the Western country like Kansas these affidavits, I take it, would 
be some evidence of a man’s drunkenness. I could multiply state- 
ments of this kind over and over again. 

Mr. STEELE. Have not those men been discharged from the 
Home for insubordination? 

Mr. BLUE. I do not know whether they have or not. But 
Mr. Legate has not been discharged from the Home. He never 
was connected with it. Neither was Mr. McLouth disc 
from the Home. Neither was Governor Anthony, nor T. J. 
Anderson, nor P. H. Coney, nor O. H. Coulter, nor O. A. Bassett, 
nor G. W. Veale, nor Jesse George. : 

Mr. TALBERT. 1 thought I had heard it stated that Kansas 
was a ees State. 

Mr. BLUE. Les, sir; outside of the Government reservation. 
E And I want to say in this connection that Governor 

th runs the biggest saloon in Kansas, under the shadow of the 


flag that these men fought to sustain. The Inspector-General, on 
page 88 of his report, says in regard to this saloon which the 
governor runs: ` 


The basements of two baing are occupied fo: fund 
store and restaurant and the other as beer hall. e sales of 
restaurant amounted to $14,601.99 during the year. and the or 
to $11,581.75, and for other items out of the profits to $777.77. e profits at the 
Home store a to be about 30 per cent. The profits at the beer hall were 

5,886.23. At the close of the fiscal year the value of the merchandise on 

d t $3,975.80 a year previous, and the cash 
against mar The number of employees 
members and 22 civilians, who received a total 
compensation of $9,705.97, or $157.18each. Atdate of ag tapers the post funds 
on han of $3,200.80 on deposit and $277.31 cash in the officesafe. The 
same system of checks adopted at the Milwaukee Home is used for the beer 
hall here. The cash at the store was not in use, as it was reported 
gut ot order. Possibly the restaurant facilities could be improved. The brew- 
ing association from which the r has been purchased donated a handsome 
fountain to the Home, and has built an ice house for the storage of beer, and 


keeps it in repair. 
While the same reports, 63, show the following recapitula- 


tion for all the Homes, as follows: 
TABLE 15.—Statement showing business of beer hall and employees under post 


8, one as 
store and 


What, profits! And the man who runs that saloon at the West- 
ern Branch is the president of the Keeley League! Í 

And the men out of whom these profits are made are the poor, 
helpless, homeless defenders of the nation’s honor and the pre- 
servers of our liberties, and on the same grounds, under the same 
flag, is operated a Keeley-cure establishment at a cost of $22.30 
to each one taking the cure. The saloon keeper deals out his 


poison at one place on the grounds to make at an 
annual profit of $13,886.23, while at another place he rakes in the 
shekels at a aes capita profit of about $15 per victim. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is pretty good fot a prohibition State. 

Mr. BLUE. This land is segregated from the territory of the 
State of Kansas, and is owned by the great Government of the 
United States. It is entirely under its control. In one room is 
run the beer saloon, to make drunkards of these old men; and in 
another room the governor of the Home is president of the Keeley 
cure which is run in connection with the Home, and indorsed by 
General Franklin. 

Mr. HULL (from his seat). That is not unusual. All of the 
Homes have them. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from Iowa says that is the practice 
in all of the Homes. If that is so, then for God’s sake let us have 
some one appointed on that Board like General Howard, who 
would put a stop to the drunkenness in these institutions, 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will permit me, there is a mis- 
take in his information. At the Marion Home there is no saloon 
within the grounds, and on the con 

Mr. BL How many on the outside? 

Mr. STEELE. I was just going to say that, on the contrary, 
immediately outside, because of the fact that there is no saloon 
within the ground, these saloons have grown = rapidly, until 
there are now 11, 1 think, of them on the outside. These men sell 
liquor to the soldiers, and in many cases the soldiers are robbed 


every day 

Mr. BLUE (interrupting). And yet you, in violation of the 
law, out of the funds in your hands support a civil force on the 
outside—a police force to protect these people—which the State of 
Indiana should support. 

Mr. STEELE. h, no. 

Mr. BLUE. Then the In -General does not know, or you 
do not. I do not believe the gentleman from Indiana does know, 
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as I said before. The Inspector-General in his report, at page 20, 
says: 

Sedan “9 the Government should pay fully for the light and heat of this 
Branch Home, but this fund, which is raised among the men themselves. pays 
15 3 of all bils for fuel and oil purchased by the Home, that being the 
estimated cost to heat the post fund buildings. This fund has also been taxed 
quite a large sum for the services of men hired by the civil authorities of the 
surrounding county for patrol duty in connection with the law relating to 
the sale of liquor within 1; miles of the Home. It would seem as though this 
expense for the enforcement of a civil law should not be borne by the Home, 
nor the additional expense of feeing lawyers to prosecute the violators. But 
the authorities of the Home speak with t gratification of the results, and 
as if su ul prosecution was impracticable otherwise. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman from Kansas will permit me, I 
would like to ask him two or three questions. 

Mr. BLUE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. How many persons compose the Board that has 
charge of the Home? 

Mr. BLUE. Well, eleven, I think, individual members, 

Mr. RAY. Eleven on this Board of Managers? 

Mr. BLUE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And General Franklin is one of them? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. You are making your drive directly at General 
Franklin as one of the eleven? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And he is a member of the Board? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. J 

Mr. RAY. You do not charge him with drunkenness, as I un- 
derstand? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. These affidavits to K bioa yon are referring, and 
some of which you have read, are directed to the governor of the 
Home, General Smith. Is that true? That they are all directed 
to the governor? 

Mr. BLUE. That is correct. 

Mr. RAY. These charges of drunkenness are all directed at 
the governor of the Home? 

r. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Then why do you make an attack on General Frank- 
lin, any more than upon the other directors or managers? 

Mr. BLUE. These remarks of Senator Plumb, which furnish 
the keynote to the situation, if the gentleman had listened, 
charged then and there, six years ago, t he was the man who 
ran the Home. 

Mr. RAY. Then the substance of your charge is this: First, 
that the governor of the Home becomes grossly intoxicated at 
times, and is therefore unfitted for the ition he holds; second, 
that the other gentlemen composing the Board of Directors, or 
managing the Home, are Son derelict in their duty to permit 
General Franklin to run and control the Homes in the manner 
that the gentleman has sug; ; Í 

Now, it seems to me that the criticism is aimed indirectly, and 
I may say di y, at every member of the Board of Managers, 
and therefore that every one of them ought to be removed if one 
of them is removed. For you can not single out one man and say 
that he is to blame; because the other men must know and permit 
and sanction the disorders to which the gentleman refers, 

Mr. BLUE. Is that all you wish to ask? 

Mr. RAY. Is that statement of your position correct? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Why? j 

Mr. BLUE. For the reason that Mr. Black’s place is offered to 
be supplied by a former member of this House, Thomas J. Hender- 
son, and the place of another member, General Fessenden, to be 
supplied by General Beal,of Maine, and we have not yet reached 
the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman it me to ask this question, 
Do you propose to continue this raid on all of the members, or do 
you intend to limit it to General Franklin? 

Mr. BLUE. Well, I will say in response to the gentleman that 
“ Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. HILL. Then, another question. Have = any charge or 
not to make against the personal character of General Franklin, 
or are your charges entirely confined to the superintendent or 


governor of the Home? : 

Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman had paid attention he would not 
have misunderstood me. I charged that the inspector’s report— 
the document of the House numbered 288, which any member 

` can get by sending over to the document room for it—that that 
report shows that either General Franklin is grossly negligent or 
grossly incompetent or that he is not honest. Now, aks me 
not. e report in its detail speaks for itself. 

Mr. STEELE. On what of the report is that? 

Mr. BLUE. It runs all through it. Iwill give you the pages 
before I gét through. I charge that General knows of 
that beer saloon at Leavenworth. I charge that he knows of 
Smith’s conduct. I charge that Franklin knows that, in violation 
of law, he has in his hands at this time certain trust funds that 
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he ought, under the law, by the plain intendment of it, to turn 
over to the general treasurer. I charge that General Franklin 
was for many years both president and treasurer of that Home 

and that when Congress passed a law that the treasurer should 
not be one of the Board, he took a man Friday, a clerk, an assist- 
ant inspector-general whom he had picked up at one of these 
Homes as a sergeant, and he put him in there through his influ- 
ence as the general treasurer, and from that hour to this he has 
practically controlled and now controls the fund, as he did before, 

Mr. L. May I ask the gentleman one more question? 

Mr. BLUE. Wait one minute. I will call your attention toa 
matter, that you may be studying on it after you sit down. Iwill 
first call the attention of the gentleman to page 8. This is not 
the matter which I had in mind, but what I do charge is that 
this report shows that balances in their accounts are forced; that 
on a page which I will Peay find it is shown that their account 
in one instance lacked $5,000 of balancing. Is that good book- 
keeping? It is on page 22, and is as follows: 

Supplies when issued to the shops are off the property records, 


and thus the stock on hand in the several shops (and in some considerable 
quantities were found) do not appear as on 7 though not expended = 


attention to keep the ce accurate without either surplus or shortage. 
In the knitting shop the value of stock on hand July 1, 1894, was re- 

00 ENE EI T NAAS EE BAS PE L PEANN EA puCioe SEE , 350. 30 
Received during the year as 7,981.48 
From this there was expended d th year in Wale Mau 

ere Was e 0 . 

pairs socks, at 0. 107 per pair, for material 8,181.68 

Value of stock not expended... .......-..... 2-22. -----nnccennoecnnenene 6, 150. 10 
ce of stock on hand as reported in shop account 745. 

Value of stock not accounted for 5, 404. 49 
except $2.50 for 12 stump socks. The lanation of this may be very simple 
and easy, but perhaps it may be eq y easy to keep shop and property 
accounts so they balance. 


Mr. HILL. The gentleman mistakes the meaning of my ques- 
tion entirely. The point I want to get at is whether there is any 
difference between the gentleman’s estimate of General Frank- 
lin’s s-rvices or 7 esi or incompetence or dishonesty—if it is 
proper to speak of General Franklin as a dishonest man—if there 
is any difference between the way the gentleman looks upon him 
and the way he looks upon General SEwELL, General Black, Gen- 
eral McMahon, Colonel Mitchell, General Fessenden, General 
STEELE, Major Barrett, General Pearson, General Anderson, and 
Colonel Cooke? Or does the tleman include them all? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, there is all the difference in the world. 

Mr. HILL. Do you include them all in the same catego 

Mr. BLUE. By no means. I know General Cooke has found 
o how Mi this management is, and I know he has no 

eart in it. 

Mr. HILL. And he is the only one you except? 

Mr. BLUE. I do not say that. I have not found out about 
them. Iwant to say in all candor and in all charity that I am not 
here to condemn our good friend from Indiana . STEELE] ex- 
cept for one reason, and that is his lack of knowledge of this Sol- 
diers’ Home. I said awhile ago that what he did not know about 
it would fill a considerable volume, and I repeat again that the 
gentleman from Indiana—judging from what I have heard of him 
on this floor—is gorged with misinformation in regard tothem. I 
do not at this time attack anybody in the management of these 
Homes except General Frankli use I um not conversant 
enough to know about the rest, only thus far, I say that good busi- 
ness men ip pe not to have permitted this thing to continue with- 
out a more thorough investigation. 

Mr. RAY. May J ask the gentleman a question right there? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. How long has General Franklin been the president 
of that Board of Managers? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, I do not remember. He has been sixteen 
years on this Board. He has been there a long time—too long. 

Mr. RAY. Is he elected by the Managers? 

Mr. BLUE. Iso understand it. The tleman will save me 
time and himself trouble if he will do a little differently than I 
apprehend the Committee on Military Affairs did—if he will look 
at this volume, Document No. 288, and in order that he may have 
sapie opportunity to look at it and be fully informed on itin as 
little time as possible, I will furnish him with an index. 

Mr. RAY. Ishould not understand an index if you gave it to 
me, but I should like to have the facts appear in your remarks, 

] is as much upon one 
member of this Board as upon another, and that you can not sin- 


gle out one—— 
Mr. BLUE. Ifthe gentleman had paid attention to my remarks 
he would have found out his mistake. One war at a time is 


enough. I am going at the fountain head of this business, and 
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when the fountain head is changed the source will become pure. 
These men who are now treated so inhumanly in these Homes will 
then have an opportunity for decent and fair treatment. I donot 
care whom you put in General Franklin’s I do not care 
whom you put in General Smith’s place, so are honest men 
that will do their duty and do it fearlessly and uprightly. 

Mr. SPERRY. I would ask you if this trouble of which you 
complain has been brought to the attention of General Franklin? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, yes, my good friend from Connecticut; no- 
body knows it better than he does. I would like to tell some 
things on this floor which I would not tell here; but this much I 
will say: As is said in Governor Anthony’s letters, there have 
been: continuous scandals ever since Mr. Smith was Speed, 
and General Franklin from time to time has had these whitewash- 
ing investigations to cover over and smooth down and conceal 
pon view the brutalities and the drunkenness of this Keeley-cure 
graduate. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 
How tong ee this scandal been known to the president of the 


O; 2 
£ think from the beginning. 
Mr. CROWTHER. 


sent that my colleague’s time be 
Mr. H How long? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. For one hour, 
Mr. HULL. I will object to an hour. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. For half an hour. 
Mr. HULL. How long does the gentleman want? 
Mr. BLUE. I want to get thro 


The 
consent that the time of coll e be extended half an hour. 
Is there 5 [After a . The Chair hears none. 
Mr. BL Now, Mr. Speaker, I have here another affidavit 
ooa another phase of this matter, and I trust now that the House 
give attention to this affidavit, because it shows something of 
the conditions that exist there and how the law is abused: 


Tue STATE or KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 
Jesse of lawful being duly sworn, on 
nnn a igh er agg ge 
Soldiers’ Home, Disabled 


5 


ti 
bidding. 
The reason for his a tment I think can bo explained as follows: A short 
time Deforo: his appolatment, A J. Stith, governor was 
before Col. E. baa hog Cl a 
Leavenworth, on the charge ving 
3 the Home was giving some evidence against 


i 
0 
1 
el 


g 
; 
BBs 
ere 
ZER 


Ẹ 
5 
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appointed commissioner at the Home. Colonel Cl is a soldier of no mean 
record and is respected in the eS ena of nio 


comm: 
missioner here yet, and says hundreds of comp! 
members of the f 4 


of Home, but if he is called u to give testimony before an — —.— 
3 do = that from what he knows of Smith he is y un- 
or governor. 

There are in which this man Wheeler has used his process to 
arrest and back into the Home men who had been once ished for 
the same offense by Governor Smith. Notably, one John Walsh, E the month 
of August last. I saw this man’s discharge, with the charge of assault on 


that he was not going 

go before Commissioner Clough. This was just w. 
and although the orders of the marshal were to take prisoners before the 
nearest commissioner (and Mr. Clough 

ined, went down to see 


o the district attorney abou 
could not get the old man baek in 


one of the men who would not take the Keeley treatment. 

In June, 18%, one William F. Williams came to me VER a Story of Cistroms 
and complaint about his treatment at the Home. Said he had impris- 

e Home for some weeks; had n for his 

and it had been denied him; and he was limited to the Home H 
but it had become unbearable, and he had walked out, after trying —— 
get his discharge. The old man had on his uniform, and I told him thatI 
would not write to them nor intercede in his behalf till he turned over every- 
thing to the Home that belonged toit; he said he dared not go back, that the 
would lock him up again if he did. At that time,. I Governor Smith 
as being somewhat reasonable and just, though I knew him to be im: 
I told man that if he would his to the Home turn it 


without 


to Govern: 
uarters. The governor was notin, but his adjutant, Ha: was there, 
in 8 uiry said he woul ig ara ‘ie oan snd 
arres 


sin 

said, Ves, Governor, I want my discharge and 

governor said, < What in the hell would fou do vith its 

and stay away if you had it?’ Williams then said that 
vornor, not satisfied, said. 

P 

again, offsetting it with profanity, “They 


and then to abuse the man again in in him 
he could have his discharge. I then told the governor the old man 
wanted his discharge and if there was anything in the way of his having it I 


shut it in my face. 
time), Governor, now I regs admis- 


faco. 

I waited e in the building, and after came out in 
F a police officer and was taken to jail. Smith me, but 
said nothing. I went out to the jail and asked the r or o at the jail 
if Mr. had been locked up there,and he told me it was none of my 
damned business. F Smith in 
his buggy. I hailed him and asked attor- 


i 
Ẹ 
H 


mation, 
If he is in jail I wish to know 
I have nothing more 


large. to sa; 
be locked up without cause, and T shall in tohim make my word good.“ 
The Governor said, “ He is here on the and you can find him. 

I went back down to the 


discharge 

C 

atlan was iy dppreaion fagotto od mast totals the Keeley treatments 

. 

eee er 

ment that he bad rithou 
me for m 


him ide when 
an affidavit to the effect that he had not been 
I could hear Williams 
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I wrote to 
his 


him a note telling him that Ifelt that I 


on if Thad. 
y de- 


Sata AMan 

SRAN tee aopa —5 ee 

threaten: accused me o: promised to expose and ruin me if 
mos andede to hin his demands. 


did 
Lfelt that I had made a mistake in 1 pology to such a man, even 
ee, e told bim eo; told lum he was at 
liberty to e me if he could, —ç that I had no retraction nor 
to make, and could not make any in the honor of truth. I never 
him again on the sub but in the face of these facts and others 
coming under m observation, I feel perfectly justified in sa: that gor 
ernor Smith would not hesitate for a moment te threaten terrorize 
one to vindicate him by falsehood if he dared: Ihave his letter ohana the 


of my reply. 
"have observed that t so soon as any charge is made against Smith he 
2 rs — scatter © See ees 


2 — done 80, and 
‘ve done 80. 
I immediatel 


apol 


VFC 6 
tion with hes —— was Wee Smith the ment day sent for this 

man examined and made him deny eve: 88 
davit of an eyewitness to the examination who to bo 


in his case. 
55 
fact that Governor Smii 
Tam told, a salary of 
tract, an . 1 or ev 


habit th Lesli: „Neeley . They a y — 
uor t the r. yin lent a 
wa the Home for tae ites ot — pine i for certain dues, 20 more. 
The Ai erenes bet eon $22.50 and to be 8 or, nd what goes 


with it bas never tos m my knowledge Pox satisfactorily answered. 
Smith has been in absolute control of the fund for some months—yes, years 


The contract above referred to was. signed by Governor E. N. Morrill for 
the Board of 
Now, whether Governor. 2 — 9 . 
can not, I think, successfull j reaa Le the situation, and the 
relation he sustains to the Koay trea 5 
ese circumstances: he has a 


The orm story is that when a man takes the treatment he is admon- 
ishod that if be ever breaks it he will be 1 igh ong nll echo gL wach bei 
believed to be by some more efficacious treatment itself. 

Governor notwithstan: 


the 
his connection with the Keeley Club and 
. to uh here of a 
with the summons case he 
was found in the venworti brooms st agame 80 eare 
man he yet has his old haunts. [have seen an affldavit to the effect 
6 in a state ot y on at 
lo’clock at 

In Nn when: gpretty 
hot for Smith, he took Captain Jacobs out and told him 70 up some- 
thing or fix up . Shockley," the home treasuere, 

and said “I want: to that ley,” which J: Jacobs refused to do. 
Isentin the cony tto Hi Lochren on w. anin tion 
was i „„ soon after a 
sent out from blication 2 


10 ö and the 

‘Topeka opts e ata era a libeling me 8 
out the I 8 
. e 


ent, and found that it had been sent r, amà ho governor's 


* a retraction from Mr. Wheeler, he gave it. I 
also asked Governor Smith for a disayowal of his s acts but have 
never received one word from him. Mr. Whi whole re- 

fi publica: but-since it published some of the governor's 


Mr. C. L. Knapp, of the firm of Knapp & kat in the earlier 
history of the Home, during the Weaver investigation, tes! ‘ore the 
that th asked them to cancel his (Smith's) . account with 

them, out of consideration for the Home trade he (Smith) had given them. 
Na el J. eee that he was compelled Smith in person 
to take the Keeley tment, and promised . t he would put 


ralf br Se 55 crm and o Tieres re 


doing light chores about ence; andi for more than æ wasin 
ent, doing his. p on ts work, but was on the pay roll as a stable 


— — month 
I further state S information and Dorata 
mem such portions as 1 as can come “my observation, personally. 

Imake positive affidayit., 
JESSE GEORGE. 


Suhscribed: in my ce: and sworn to before be eon mea 
notary, public in. an for the county and State aforesaid, this 6th y of 


96 > : 
[SBAL.] mir gigs Sey 


give. 


Maj. W. B. SHooKnEY; Treasurer: 


There is one additional statement in this affidavit. which impli- 
cates a few of the leading men of Kansas, whose names I do not 
propose: to use unless they are used by the opposition. I will not 
now use them, but I inform yon that in the event they are used 
by Franklin’s friends I will use them. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, in order to rest ot haat Pek I wish you wonld read. 
T exhibit to the Honse the photograph of these signatures, and I 
wish the Clerk to read the heading, 8 the officers of the 
Keeley League, and also to read the receipts 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE KEELEY LEAGUE OFFICERS. 


President, EE Andrew J; Smith, ee Western Branch National Miti- 
V. S. 1 


tary-tr sone — Barry, 260 Clark strest, es 
a ttee, Col. Andrew J. Smith, = omic G. Dustin, 


Executive commi 
Dwight, II.; John H. G . Shanklin, n, Trenton, 
Mos H? 8. Roberts, Newtonville, Masa; B.- Lader, ‘National Soldiers 
Home, Leaven Connty, Kans. 


Prones A. J. Smith is interested pecuniarily in the Keeley 
League. As guardian of old soldiers’ pension money he per- 
mits” them to pay repeatedly to his. money-making scheme (the 
Keeley: treatment) $22.30 out of their pension money. | 


POST FUND. 
WESTERN BRANCH, NATIONAL. HOME- FOR w W S.. 


1893. 
Maj. W. B. SHOCKLEY, Treasurer: 8 
cents e of any” treasurer of the post fund twenty-two dollars and thirty 


$22.30. 


cents ont „ that may come into your hands for me. The above 
er of treatment for club dues, ete. 
“oie do —— Der month. 


THOMAS (his x mark) W. 
Regiment 


Company K, Seventeenth New York Infantry, 


Keenry INSTITUTE; WESTERN BRANCH. WN WS. 


May 31, 1894. 
Maj, W. B. SHOCKLEY, Treasurer: w 
Please pay the treasurer of the Keeley institute- twenty-two. dollars and 


thirty cents out of moneys that may ceme into your hands for me, as follows: 
Deduct full amount from next tof pension. The above sum to be 
in — — of treatment for alcoholism, 
dollars pension per month. 
eile Sst oe ——— — —ð — 60 
fnitigtion tear fee, Keeley sn 
Dues (yearly); —— — 1.00 
Badge, Keeley League 80 
„ K 22,30 
Second treatment. 


OMAS (his x mark) WILKINS, 
Company K. Sean teenth Regiment New York Infantry. 


ane ee ‘24, 1804, $22.30. Paid in full. Andrew 
J. Smith, manager Keeley inst: W. 


82.30. KuxL nV INSTITUTE WESTERN. BRANCH N. be Sy 


Maj. W. aa ee ee. asurer: 


the treusurer-of the Keeley institute twenty-two dollars and 
that may come into your hands for me, as fol- 


uct amount from next installment ot pension. The above sum 
to be in Twelve dollars of treatment for alcoholism. 
ee per month. 


— . . 289890 


mhind trat tment. 
I declare that this order was read to me before I executed it, and that it is 


my free act and 
THOMAS. (his x mark) WILKINS, 
Company &. Seventeenth Regiment New York Infantry, 

Witness: E. B Wiesner. 

Indorsed: ig g A 
nes y nS nyo iat May 27, 1505, . 0. Paid in full. Anae J. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, I desire to: have this other document Dae) 
eee the receipt. These are the orders they are required’ to 


The Clerk read as follows: 


$290. 
Keenzy INSTITUTE, WESTERN BRANCH, N. H. D. V. S., 
July 1. 139%. 


Please pay the treasurer of the Keeley Institute prenty two dollars and 


F that mu . or me, as follows: 
~~ ae: next installment pansion $1; balance succeeding in- 
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The above sum to be in payment of treatment for alcoholism. 


$12 pension per month. 
Keeley treatment 


Initiation fee, Keeley League 
Dues (yearly) 8 


Badge, 


Do not deduct from wages. 


NATHANIEL J. HOLDER, 
Company H, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Infantry. 
THE STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 
Nathaniel J. Holder, of lawful age, being first duly swornjon oath depose 
yH, 


say that I was late of Compan: Fifth Regiment Connecticut Infantry, 
and that I served two years and four months in the late war; that I have 
been for two years last ta member of the Western Branch, National Sol- 
diers’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; that during the said two years I 
have never been under the influence of liquor to such an extent that I was 
not able to take care of myself, but that prior to July, 1894. b 
t the first time I was 


visited y 11, 1894, and was 
by him that if I would call at the office he would put me on the pay roll; 
that I thought I knew what the governor was after, and that his design was 
to get me to take the Keeley treatment, so I did not call at his office as he 
requested; that the next day the said Governor Andrew J. Smith 
called on me while at my work and ordered me to call at his office during t 
da: . 
t he also on 
told the said 2 then that I was no 
the cure; that the governor said that I did not look like a drinkin man, but 


heumatism, 

And I also 
told him that so far as the habit was concerned I had no need of the 
cure; that I never drank at all except when I was not workingand happened 
to be around where it was, and then I would drink a little much the same as 
other men; that Smith told me the treatment would help my disease, and 
that if I would take the treatment so long as he (Smith) was governor of the 
Home I would have work and be on the pay roll; that Smith took me himself 
down to the Keeley room and introdu: me to the Keeley boys,” and said. 
Here is a good man: he is going to take the cure;"’ that he also introduced 
me to the doctor, and the doctor examined me and said that I only had slight 
palpitation of the heart. 

t before going down to take the treatment I — an order for $22.30 
on my pension money in payment therefor; that said order on its face onl 
puthortned the withholding of 5 from my next installment of pension an 
the balance was to be withheld from the succeeding installment, but that 
the whole amount was withheld from my next installment over m 

f t on g the Keeley treatment I was immediately ved from 
the dump sentence and was put on peter ect at 40 cents per day as a farm 
hand; that I kept on at work sandin; brick walks for some days, and 
then I was sent for by Governor Smith and put to work taking care of his 
r e August, 1964, until the 6th day of October, 1806: also carrying wood 

0 4 un e yo r. ` gw 
ant 8 Ake mid tee and 


doin chores about Governor Smith's house du: 
r month and was on * eee roll of said Home 


all of said time drew $7.50 
as a stable hand, though I was doing Governor 8. s private work as 


aforesaid. 
That in October I made application for a transfer to the Marion Home, 


own pro- 


which was refused me, and I was also dropped from the pay rolls. 
That soon after this I was put on the H tal pay roll and worked thirty- 
five days in the hospital; that after I had q 


t the hospital on account of | 


in arrested in ay own barracks an 
taken before ant eevee on charge of being — that the governor imme- 
na 


re me sixty days’ dump and sixt; 
t I worked; that I then deman 

the governor that I had been “harge 
drunk; that they had proven nothing against me either time and 


of being 
that I was tting tired of it. I was sent back and put on the dump, and 
about four days 


line again I would be turned out of the 
had thought to do my dump duty an 
I wished now that he would give me a disc! at once, as I did not care to 
submit to his treatment poet onger. Whereupon he told me to “shut up,” 
but I was so thoroughly in ant that I would not, and told him “that I 
wanted my d and that I would rather be out and walk the pike and 
beg for bread than to submit to such abuse; that he knew that I worked 
for him fifteen months and had never touched a drop“; that because of this 
talking back he ordered me back to the ouse, where I was kept for an 
hour or so and again brought up before the said governor to apol ; that 
I told the governor that there was no insult intended and that I was simpl 
speaking my mind, but was sent back and did the dump duty, and after 
had done the dump duty I was reported as having gone in a house that was 
forbidden on the pike, and was brought up before the 
not allowed to make any defense, but the governor 
you wanted your discharge a one of months 
‘ou that if foe violated the discipline again I w Le you a dishonorable 
discharge; will now give you one”; that he then Mr. Wheeler to make 
outa onorable for me, and I then left the Home; March 26, 1896. 
NATHANIEL J. HOLDER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notary public in 
on for the county and Siste ay this 3d of 3 
commission expires 1896. 
texan} 2 * JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The time of the 


te; that I told the governor that 
t an honorable rge, but 


* 


Mr. HULL. I would ask the gentleman if he can fix any time 
within which he can get through? 

Mr. BLUE. I think I can finish within another half hour. 

Mr. HULL. ForIthinkif you are going to read papers you 
can read for a week. You have ma before you which you 
can read for a week. 

Mr. BLUE. You can not read papers for a week from reputa- 


ble poopie on the other side. 

. HULL. I would like to get through with the matter to- 
day, and let it be voted up or voted down. I ask that the gentle- 
man have another thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
that the time of the 8 from Kansas be extended for thirty 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a parase l The Chair hears 
none, and the time of the gentleman is extended thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know if this testimony has been 
taken with notice to anybody or whether it is ex parte affidavits; 
and if so, whether they have ever been presented for the consid- 
eration of the Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes? 

Mr. BLUE. Some of them have and some of them have not. 
They are all ex parte, with the tion of the affidavit of Le- 
gate, and in some other instances the of Managers have the 
original papers. In that case he says he gave the testimony before 
General Averill. 

Mr. HULL and Mr. MORSE rose. 

Mr. BLUE. Iwill hear the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
. HULL. I interrupt the gentleman now, so that while he 
is on the floor he may notice a point which will undoubtedly be 
ken of by other gentleman. it not true that the larger part 
of these charges were investigated, that the citizens of Kansas 
City came before the investigating board, and that these charges 
were Tapay isproved in the investigation? 

Mr. BLUE. reply to that I want to say, and I want the 
House to understand it, that any investigation ever held by the 
Board of Managers was a roaring farce, and that no man in that 
Home would dare to ify. inst this drunken, brutal gov- 
ernor, who is a graduate of the ey cure, without knowing that 
he would have to take the road as soon as the investigation was 
over; and I want to say further, that a adres of giving the 
men an opportunity to testify, by suspending the governor, never 
was made. Further, I say that ev pretended investigation 
made there was made, as intimated in Governor Anthony's letter, 
for purpose of shielding the governor of the Home as far as 


e. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BLUE. If you will be right brief, I will. 

Mr. MORSE. Iwill. My question is this: Does not the gen- 
tleman from Kansas know that there is a very close connection 
between the breaking of the rules and the insubordination at that 
Home and the beer hall and the canteen, and does he not think it 
would be a pg good thing to shut up that beer hall? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes; and I think it would be a pretty good thing 
to shut up the mouth of the beer guzzler who Sats pa over it, 
ee) That is the first step in the business. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, without any disparagement of any member of it, 
because I know how these things are done—I want to suggest to 
that committee, when they put up this man’s name here as a can- 
didate for reelection, it is an open secret that it took two efforts 
to get his name brought in here. I understand that in the caucus 
which was held to determine the question the first vote taken 
showed 5 against e oom: him and only 4 in favor of it, and 
that influences which I will not now mention were used to get 
some member of the Board tochange his mind, so that the candidate 
was © V 

Mr. er, I charge that that institution is a private corpora- 
tion. I charge that it holds property which belongs to the United 
States in its own name, and buys and sells and traffics and dis- 

s of it at its own sweet will; and if gentlemen will get House 

ument No. 288 they will find that that is the case. I desire 
to give the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and I 
will read to the House, an index of that document, which will 
point out the irregularities that have been practiced and the things 
that have been done there which ought to condemn and drive from 
power this man—General Franklin—who holds the first place on 
the Board, because he manipulates and handles the funds through 
his man Friday, a man who I verily believe can not give a bond 
except through a 83 pane see 

I am told that the practice is for the Secretary of War to send 
to these treasurers two forms of bonds, one, the ordi form, to 
be signed by private individuals, and the other the form fora uae 
anty company, so that the treasurer may take his choice. Wehay 
been told here by members of the Board that the treasurer is 
1 to pay 8500 for his bond obtained from that corporation. 
1 not know who is behind that, but I am also informed, 
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and I would like the Board to deny it if it is not so, that this 
same eral treasurer demands of the te Home treasurers, 
seven in number, that each of them give a bond through a 
guaranty company, at a cost of $100 to each. Is there any 
arrangement between the general treasurer and this guaranty 
company by which the $700 thus obtained from the other treas- 
urers enables the company to ease up” upon his $500? 

Those treasurers have in the past been permitted to give bonds 
as other honorable men generally give them by procuring the sig- 
natures of satisfactory individuals, and without meg, Nitya 
expense than the fees for preparing the bond, but this man Friday 
of General Franklin’s compels the other treasurers to take their 
bonds from the guaranty company and pay $100 apiece for them. 
I call attention to that charge, I say further—and I want Gen- 
eral Franklin’s friends to pay attention to this and correct me if 
I am wrong—I say that the post buildings on those grounds, if I 
am not mistaken, constructed out of the funds gathered from the 
old soldiers, are insured in a company in Hartford, Conn., of 
which General Franklin is an officer. It has never been the policy 
of this Government to insure its buildings. It is rich enough to 
get along without doing that, but for some unaccountable reason 
these buildings on the Government grounds, which ee to 
these men, are insured in a company in Hartford, Conn., of which 
Iam told General Franklin is an officer. If that is not true I 
shall be glad to be corrected. f 

* STEELE. I will answer that, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. BLUE. I will not be interrupted now, but I will let you 
answer it later. 8 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know whether this Board of Mana- 
gers have power to remove their prami 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, this Board of Managers can do anything. The 
fact is that they have no use for this Government except to have 
it furnish money. The truth is, as I shall show by this report, 
that they obey a law when it suits them to doso, and if it does 
not suit them they disobey it—I do not mean in every instance, 
but in instances. They can change their governor at their own 
sweet will. s 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire the Clerk to read another affidavit, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 
Je Keller, of lawful being duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: 
That from May, 1803, to nly, 1805, he was clerk in the office at headquarters 
at the National Soldiers’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; that among other things he kept the Keeley books and had 
charge of the Keeley orders taken on veterans’ pensions in payment for the 
Keeley treatment. 
it was his duty when the extra-duty pay roll was paid to through 
the pay rolls and orders and eg on the pay roll for the Keeley 
treatment; that it was also his duty, when the pensions of the v. were 
d, to take all pension-request slips and when pensioners made request for 
heir pension money to examine and make stoppages from their allowances 
for the payment of any Keeley orders they might have signed; that some- 
times the whole amount of the order would be stopped and held out and 
sometimes only a portion, owing to the amount of pension the pensioner was 


Affiant further says that scores of these men would come to him mais 
about their notes or he baer Smeal how much they owed on them; that the: 
ost invariably * the Keeley treatment, and say, “ Here 

to pay out money for it when it done me no ae 


be pe ted and turned 
ed 


. 
Na 0 S O! 
frequently com lained bit- 


and for tho county and State aforesaid this Set daf or March, 1h. in 
ma YS ANNIE M. POUPPIRT, Notary Public. 

Mr. BLUE. Here is one other affidavit that I would like to have 
read, and which I send to the desk. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Before that is read I would like to 
ask this question, whether the gentleman has any expressions 
from the soldiers who are inmates of the other Homes as to the 
qualifications of General Franklih—whether they favor him or 
not? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE OF KANSAS, County of Leavenworth, ss: 


vil war, late of F. 
the Twenty-eighth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and whose age is over 6i 
being duly sworn, deposes and oas: 

to the Western Branch, National Home for Disabled 


of the Home was detailed as sergeant of the police guard at the Home, and 
while on duty as sergeant of the police peard quite a number òf men, eight 
or ten, came during the cold weather an 


men to the temporary admission barracks to stay over night, and shes 


S pe eens e and affiant further states that the men would 
come and say to him that they could not be admitted as there was no 
room for them in the Home. 

Affiant states that some of these men were taken to the adjutant's office 


by himself, and thatthe sergeant had seen their discharge papers from the 
Army and their pension Coty tener and knows that they were i gees? and 
justas good peers sabe had h That this occu during the months 
of January, Aot È and March of 1894, and that at this time there were 
from fifteen to twenty-five young men, from Forts Leavenworth 
and Riley, Kansas, a majority of whom had never been in the volunteer serv- 
ice, were there taking the Keeley cure, and occupying beds and places at the 
meral table at the time on was being refused to the old soldiers 
escribed above, and clai there was no room for them in the Home. 

And affiant further states that he took two of these men to the depot to 

leave the Home that were 8 to walk, and that they comp 
to him that they had no money to buy anything to eat and no place to sleep 
or stay at night, and that affiant gave one of them 50 cents; and affiant further 
states that he was neyer before Governor Smith for any offense whatever, 
but that he was once rep’ ed by Governor Smith for calling an old sol- 
dier a gentleman. That he took an old veteran before the governor under 
ted by the governor, and said to the governor, “This is the 
* The governor said. Don't call that man a gen- 

‘urther affiant saith not. 
JAMES JOHNSON. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this the 27th day of November, A. D. 1894; 
and I certify that the affiant is reputable and entitled to credit. 

[SEAL.] J. H. GRANGER, Notary Public 

[The original of this affidavit is in the hands of the Board of Managers.] 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). Fourteen minutes. 

Mr. BLUE. Ido not like to stop until I get through, but the 
chairman of this committee [Mr. HULL] seems very anxious about 
this matter. I hope the House will accord me an opportunity 
when the time comes to close this debate, because I have studied 
this question considerably. Trusting that I may have the oppor- 
tunity to be heard when gentlemen on the other side have spoken: 
I will now, with a few words further, close what I have to say. 

In this connection I wish to state that the last affidavit read shows 
that there were from fifteen to twenty-five young men of the Reg- 
ular Army in this Soldiers’ Home, receiving the Keeley treatment, 
while old“ comrades ” of the war—foot-sore, weary, hungry—have 
been driven away from the Home with the statement that there 
was no room for them, and this in the winter time, too. I chal- 
lenge the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to that fact. 
If he has any doubt about it, I think I can convince him the state- 
ment is true. 

Mr. HULL. What is the charge—that a large number of men 
of the Re Army are accommodated at the Home? 

Mr.BLUE. Yes,sir; soldiers from Fort Riley and other places 
who are undergoing the Keeley treatment for the profit of Smith 
and his confederates. Where does this $20 go? It goes into the 
Keeley fund. Who has ever madeany investigation as to how that 
Keeley fund is spent? Nobody but the men who are concerned in 
it. Does not General in know, does not the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] know, that this infamous Keeley cure 
is practiced in practically every Soldiers’ Home? Do they not 
know that at practically every Home there is a beer saloon mak- 
ing profit for the man in charge of the post? Does not the gentle- 
man from Indiana know that the has assigned civil officers 
as guards about the Home in his own State? he not know 
that in violation of the contract this Board provided for the leas- 
ing or purchasing of additional ground in order to obtain natural 
gas? My understanding is that under the contract citizens were 
to furnish that ; but it seems that for some reason or other 
they did not furnish a sufficient quantity, and an additional plat 
of «bogies was purchased to be paid for by the Government. 

not the a know all these things? If he does not, 

then it is time that he should be looking up this matter. Does he 
not know that the report of the T- eral shows that the 
persons in control of this Home have forced balances in their ac- 
counts? Does he not know that the report of the Inspector-General 
shows—I am not speaking now upon the authority of any affida- 
vit—that some of the funds belonging to this corporation, the 
Soldiers’ Home, are kept in banks which are not public depositories? 

If the gentleman does not know these things which I have stated, 
I call his attention to them and to the further fact that during one 
year of the management of this institution, with this man at the 
head, about a quarter of a million dollars’ worth of the public 
property belonging to the Home was condemned or destroyed. 

embers of this Board came before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and asked of the Government that they be permitted to bu: 
supplies in an aggregate quantity for a considerable time ahi 
for the use of the Home, pretending that this was the better policy. 
I have had occasion to look into this matter, and I find that such 
is not the practice of the Army. Has somebody got a job in re- 
serye to profit by such an arrangement? The practiceof the Army, 
as I understand, is to buy the supplies as near the post as they can 
be bought expeditiously and cheaply. Why do they want to buy 
all the supplies of one particular kind at one place? I call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to that. Is any of the Board of Managers or 
his friends interested in a contract of that kind? 

I call the gentleman’s attention also to the fact that this Board 


arrest, as 
old gentleman, Governor. 
tleman; he’s a scoundrel;” and f 
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eee ee the Santa Monica Home —a of 
them at least did at an expense of $6,000, the ostensible p 
being to look into the business of the Home at that place. y 
aie paar’ era OAE NEULA DINE ar ing car. I do not 
know how many ladies formed a part of the party, the railroad 
company required that at least 15 tickets be purchased. And 
when these men got through with their business at Santa Monica 
they discovered t the nearest way back was by San Francisco 
Portland, Oreg.! Ihave here and shall take occasion to pre- 
sent some items of some of the ditures of these luxuriant 
They came around in that way, the trip costing 

000 and upward. One hundred and fifty-seven dollars was for 
servant hire. I am told that in some of their bills are for 
ities for servants; in others, charges for neckties! My col- 

e ide of me says that the statement also contains a 

1 or two. I believe also there are charges for cleaning 


thes, . 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I say that this private cor- 
poration, holding property which ri htfally belongs to the Gov- 
ernment—a private tion which costs the Government about 
500,000 a above the Government. It has resisted, 
„0 effort of the Congress of the United States to 

control it. Im have been assured by a member of this Board 
of Managers, who is also a United States Senator, that I could not 


defeat this man Ffanklin; that the Senate would see to it that he 
presence 


was not defeated; and that statement was made in the 
of my colleague from Missouri. 

Junderstand that behind this octopus whose tentacles reach to 
every part of this Government, every sycophant, every under- 


strapper, is called upon to stand by this man Franklin for fear of 
pang his place. I have been informed, and I believe that even 


good governor of the Home at Dayton, Ohio, the State repre- 
sented in part by my friend on the right here i . GROSVENOR], 
has been known to have ere to friends to see to it 
that General Franklin was not defeated. Y 


I say to you, and I say here in the face of the country, that Gen- 
eral in in this matter is Soe ar i 
incompetent, or he is not honest. And I say f 

the Soldiers’ Homes have no better friend than Iam. I believein 
the great charity, and I do not pro . when the time comes for 

‘ou to answer here, to be charged with being an enemy of the 

omes, I am friendly to them, and as a member of the mit- 
eee i ee ae not object to a single item that went 
into their Jam here to vote the last dollar necessary for the 

r sup of the soldiers of this great nation, but Jam here 

8 e friends of Mr. Franklin and to the friends of that 

uate of the Keeley institute at Leavenworth who is his tool 

t as long as I in my place on the floor of this House I 

propose to defend my old comrades i the brutality and 
cruelty of this wretched and contemptible man. [Applause. 

I want to reserve the balance of my time. I ask now to a 
ves of my remarks this statement.of the expenditures of this 
uxurious octopus in its travels to the West, and also this index 
to the the Inspector-General of the Army. 


The e of expenditures is as follows: 


Tanin L.—Statement o, itures outdoor relief and incidental ex- 
S ofthe ee Home for Disab 2 fed 


isabled Volunteer Soldiers, year ended 


Amount. | Total. 


Western, Pacific,and Marion È 
b $2, 835. 86 
Special car service — 1,600.00 
Hoard and meals en route R i 
Servunts 157.95 

77.55 
24.46 
15.00 
10.00 
3.50 
6.05 
5.05 
1.87 


80, 372. 20 


Gen. W. B. —— E E 
Board and meals en route. .-.-.--- Rise 


sess NSN 


Car —... amepoae Romane eee 
9 viz art 
a B. we 2 
ee tickets and 
Official visits to Southern Branch. 
iir - ny 
Noe SO aa Ne LAT PEAS sara 


. expenses, ote.—Continued: 
Gen. J. C. Black. viz: 


road tickets, berths, and seats 
tickets, berths, seats, meals 
and. porterage.. 


Rebs 


Meals en route 


EEB 


E. N. Morrill, viz: 
ilroad tickets, berths, and seats 
Board and meals en route 


pees 


Gen. James Barnett, viz: 

Railroad tickets, berths, and seats 
Board and meals en route 

Postag 


roe nei 


agi . . mpata |, 5 
S2 SSS Kansas SSSSU SSS | ZASS 8888 8888 


Gen. Francis Fessenden, viz: 
Outdoor relief. 
Postage 


a5 


Col. G. W. Steele, viz: 

Railroad tickets, berths, and seats 
Board and meals en route 
d baggage 


oe 8B 
azaz 


STEE 
R 223328 


tions 
ri machines, file andre 
—— on postage — 5 


or-general’s office, viz: 
tor-general 
Traveling and other actual expenses 


1896. 
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TABLE L.—Siatement of expenditures for outdoor relief, eto. Oontinued. 


Pes i a OS — . RSS R eS e $570. 00 
— — ae 145.00 
Typewriting machines 142.00 
Stationery, eto 247.6 

New York agency, viz: mus 
Mig Seared „ 000.00 
815 ai hoes onery, | postage, StG 113.5 

tationery, postage, etc 
n S 889.18 


288 
FE 


GUL EDE E E AA AEE EA E R EANAN EN 
Mr. BLUE. I hope that each member will document No. 
288 from the document room. I will ask the k to read the 


index to it, so that you may understand it and that it may go 
oe the RECOn VU. I should like to have unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 


we o F 
Mr. BLUE. I will make these charges directly, 3 
tlemen may not be deceived. I wish to have this index as 


5 of my remarks. 

Clerk read as follows: 

Regulations of the Treasury as to redeposit of unexpended balances not 3 

Vouchers relating to Post Fund“ not made in duplicate and not fully 
for „Six bsent 


presented months absent 8 
President of Managers of certain funds; balances 

not de ted with 1 m Saniga atai —8 —UüU—̈—p 8 
General laws e the deposit, advances, and withdrawal of pub- 


a supplies not uniform or under central manage- $ 

NID R S E —. — —. —— 

Business a SE SPS SE PATIO RIEL Ah tod eT 8 

—— e S, N E S A E TA ENT 8 
— aut ualifled under the law, to avoid which 

whee a sates ä civil thorities for patrol duty 1 
be aw ‘or u 

in out the civil law and for lawyers A 


avagant prices ee for flags 


gares 


= 


E88 S88 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. 


Mr. Speaker, I trust the House 
will take the question before it under careful deliberati 
cide — to: to its merits. 

We have had an arraignment of the Soldiers“ Homes b Peg Rep- 
resentative from the State of Kansas [Mr. BLUE], within the limits 
of which State one of these Homes is located. He arraigned the 


governor of the Leavenworth Home and indirectly the prigen him, goes 


of the Board of Managers, which consists of eleven 

elected by Congress in open session. In the enactment of the bill 
establi these Homes it was provided that the Board of Man- 
agers should be selected with the dignity and consideration given 
to the detin of the President of the United States when that 
question comes before the House for determination, and it becomes 
us to carefully consider every accusation made against those who 
are responsible for the management of these Homes, as it would 
if the conduct of the President of the United States himself were 
under consideration for official misconduct. 

Icome to the s of this question as that member of the 
majority of the Military Committee who resides nearest to New 
England. From that section Congress has,from the establish- 
Sane of these Homes, selected twomembers. The State of Maine 
has had a representative in the person of General Fessenden, who 


, and the Military Committee have 
t State to take his place. 
Gen. William B. Franklin, who has served a long time upon 
this Board, has been renominated by the Military Committee, 
ing, as I believe, in accord with the sentiments of the people of 
Fennec i aT gS ERS OTTO ar OE A 


has declined to serve lo: 
ee 


attacked — by Ar. Buus} re. 
W been made by the gentleman from Kansas LUE] re- 
the e of the governor of the Home at caren eerie, 
are old. They have been investigated, and I regret 
that the report of the officer F 
published and laid upon the desks of members. I have the re 
of the investigation on my desk. 

The arraignment ee by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BLUE] is worthy of little consideration both as to the matter and 
the method of its t, which was ex parte and is entirely 
irrelevant to the question before the House. 

Mr. STEELE. y Lask you right there if Colonel Cooke, the 
member of the Board from Kansas, was not present when that in- 
vestigation was had? 


Mr. SORR of New York, I will endeavor to answer that as 


the dietingaiahed tleman from Kansas [Mr. LUE and to put 
forth some ge: facts which have not been allud 

The numerous affidavits which the gentleman from 
read to establish a case. against the governor of the Leavenworth 
Home, as was the ing of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], are ex parte, obtained without notice to 
any member of the Board, and do not bear that stamp of regularity 
required in courts of justice as do those which I propose to bring 
to the attention of the House. 

This question comes before the House on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to fill the vacancies in the Board of 
Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes. My friend from Kansas moves 
to amend that report og a pag $ out the name of the gentleman 
first named in it, Gen Franklin, and substituting that 
of Gen. Oliver O. Howard. The Committee have in 
their report selected a tative from the State of Maine, 
which is the home of General Howard, and it would be an inno- 
vation to select two from the same State. 

Mr. BLUE. Will you it me tocorrect yon? Youaremis- 
taken. General Howard lives in Vermont, as the gentleman from 
Vermont will tell you. 

Seng especies Thati is true. General Howard lives at Burling- 
t. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is a fact I did not know. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that General Howard is a native of Maine, but his present resi- 
a is Vermont. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I t the statement of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], and that of the gentleman 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. General Howard is an officer of the 
3 States Army on oa retired list; and it has not been the 
tom of Congress to put officers on the retired list upon this 
Board, and I doubt very tes it it would be regarded as adicios 
to do so now. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman allow me to in t him? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No; I must decline. Lou have 
had two hours, and after I have spoken half that time I willen- 
deavor to answer any question you may desire to ask. 

As to General Howard, I have nothing but toutter. The 
3 — 5 General Franklin ta t i reelected _ oe 
position as so long ani y occupi tis charged t he 
constitutes the Board; that its soul, as we are to understand from 
our friend [Mr. BLUE], rests within the breast of General Frank- 
lin. Ifthis be so, it is because the other members of the Board 
have such confidence in his ability that they trust him to a greater 
extent than they would if he were less competent. That he is a 
man of superior ability and character, and that they may trust 


without tion Wherever General Franklin is known. 
The difficulty at venworth arises upon charges of an ex-sur- 
geon of the Home, by the name of Weaver. Let us consider offi- 


cial evidence, and not that which is mere hearsay. Dr. Weaver's 
communication containing charges was addressed to General 
Black, a member of the Board, and other communications of like 
character were addressed to Governor Glick, the United States 
pension agent of Kansas. General Averill, the inspector of the 
omes, was ordered to go there and make an investigation of the 
complaints. Colonel Cooke, of Kansas, the member of the Board 

of N anagers, has supervision of that Home in all matters of 
eral and su the conduct of the governor, When 
Colonel Cooke and General Averill began the investigation, they 
invited the members of the body known ds the “Keeley contin- 
gent ” or “Legion” to come into their presence and state if either 
of them had ever been forced to take the Keeley cure, or if either 
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of them knew of an 
forced to take it; and no one replied. 

They were then informed that they could come privately to 
Colonel Cooke or to General Averill, as they saw fit, and oe a 


other member of the Home who had been 


statement, if the 


had the slightest fear that their testimony would 
cause them tos 


1 er,andnonecame. Dr. Weaver was summoned 
and given an opportunity to establish his accusations, made on 
personal knowledge and by hearsay. Every he referred to 
was summoned and examined. The people of Leavenworth came 
and og Sota the various charges. From the hurried examina- 
tion I have been able to give to the testimony, none of the charges 
made by Dr. Weaver were sustained. I will now read the testi- 
mony of ex-Senator Alexander Caldwell and other prominent citi- 
zens of Leavenworth: 


AT THE NATIONAL HOTEL, 
Leavenworth, Kans., October 11, 1894. 


At the National Hotel, city of Leavenworth, a body of the leading citizens 
called upon the assistant tor general in the afternoon, and Mr. Alex- 
ander Caldwell, speaking for them, said in reply to inquiries: 

Q Sow Ka ve you resided here, Mr. dwell? 
2 ce Š 


. What is hace business or occupation? 
My own business is manufacturing and ermine 
. Are you well acquainted with the citizens of town? 
Ves, sir; I am very well acquainted with them. 
Q. Will you please state the object of your visit here? 

The object of our visit here is to answer such inquiries as you ht 
choose to make of the citizens of Leavenworth in re to this investiga- 
tion, to give our testimony, if you want it, in re; to the Home and in 
zora to Governor Smith, knowing that he is under investigation, and sub- 

this paper, which I hand you. That paper is signed by fifty of the rep- 
resentative men of the town. The mayor is present, and the chairman of 
the board of county commissioners, and the remainder of the gentlemen are 
representative men, and the men in the other room are alike representative 


men. 
addressed to the Board of Managers of the National 


[Paper submitted, 
Home, and marked Exhibit M.] 
rtunity to observe the character of 
estern Branch of the National Home since its estab- 


Q. Mr. Caldwell, have you had an o 
the of the 

A. Lhave been at the Home frequently and have seen Governor Smith fre- 
quently. I havetherefore taken sge interest in the welfare of the Home, 
and while I am not familiar with all the details of the ment, and could 


not be expected to be unless I was on the inside and had access to the 

books and accounts, yet I think I know 5 the general - 

pomi of the Home and of the conduct of Governor Smith in connection with 
e Home. 


. Will you please state the result of your observations since the estab- 
3 * — Home regarding the conduct of the members who have 
o 

A. I will say this, that immediately after, and for a good while after, the 
establishment of the Home it had m to some extent an association of 
drunkards. It wasarare thing that we could drive as far south as the Sol- 
diers’ Home and back without meeting from one toa dozen drunken members 
ublic road who were offensive, and some times very 
troduction of the Keeley Institute, and for the last 
or more, we have not seen anything of that kind; there has been a great 
Yesterday I drove to the penitentiary, and while 


„so that 
on without bei 
le of Leavenworth fi 
t this reformation has 
his courage, and for that they are ver: 
haga Ga that he has not only benefited the Home an 
© old soldiers, but the city of Leavenworth, for which avery man. 
woman, and child in the town fee: He has been enthusiastic and 
persistent in that work, and I think he has accomplished more than any other 
man could have accomplished, because he was peculiarly well fitted to accom- 
plish a work of that kind. 
Q: Are you 1 tae with Governor Smith nag ng Ad 
. Yes, sir; I have known Governor Smith from the first day he arrived 
here to take charge of the establishment of the Home. I was one of a com- 
mittee of four—General Smith, General Colbur, and George T. Anthony. Our 
committee arranged for the securing of the grounds for the Soldiers’ Home 
and ee hoon Bg all the details of the matter, and I was necessarily familiar 
with the at that time, and saw a great deal of Governor Smith. 
Q. And your interest in the Home has been naturally more lively than that 


of on citizen who was not so early en; in its estab! ent as you were? 


that. In doing that we had the promise that the van- 
tage toour city, besides being a proper institution to establish of the Soldiers’ 
Home, and I was ne exceedingly anxious that in all ts the 
Home should be a success, t the e of Leavenworth ef not re- 
gret what they had done, so I have taken a deep interest in the Home, and I 
am a friend of the Home. 

Q. Have your observations of the 8 of the Home, or of the 
governor of it, disclosed anything that would be obnoxious to the sentiment 
of the citizens of Leavenworth since May, 18937 

A. I have not seen anything of the conduct of the governor that would be 
obnoxious, by sec on the contrary, everything that is commendable. 

Q. Do you believe that you represent the sentiments of these fifty gentle- 
men in making it that general? 

A. I feel dq sure I do. I don't know that I put it strong enough. Icould 
not feel more intensely on the subject than I do. 

. Mr. Caldwell, you and all the gentlemen for whom you are speaking are 
undoubtedly aware that certain charges have been made the man- 
agement of the Home and implica‘ its governor. I ask you tostate freely 
and frankly if you know of any incidents or facts that would implicate the 
governor in any misconduct since May, 1893? 

Re e neral. If I did, I would frankly state it to you. I do not 
ow of a thing. 

Do you know of an ntleman am: those you nt who would 
be sly to know anything that would be obnoxious to the rules and regula- 
tions governing the 


A. No, sir; 1 do not have in mind any gentleman who knows of any charge 
such as you refer to at all; I do not. 
2 5 Pow me have you been aware of the fact that an investigation was to 
e 
A. Tare of this investigation about ten days ago. 
Q. CA TON Binks, OF A iito your 9 what is the source of 


these charges 7 
A. I do not know of anybody in the city that would make charges of that 
kind, and am forced to the conclusion that they must emanate from officers 
omnes ye ee eave bears on the street that 
and Dr. Weaver were res ushing these charges, 
but I do not keow that this a tack bu £ 
r. Sam 


uel Dodsworth, mayor, city of Leavenworth, in reply to inquiries 


said: 
Qg 7 — 3 orth, how long have you resided in this city? 
ce É 
Q And you know the sentiments of its citizens upon almost all subjects? 
Yes, sir; partly. 
2. All public matters? 
Ves, sir. 
Q eo 7% acquainted with Governor Smith? 
es, sir, š 
g How long have you known him? 
Since his assignment to the Home. 
. Have you been t as to the character of his management and the 
reforms he has undertaken to introduce and carry out? 
A. Yes, sir; as far as anyone not connected with the Home could be. 
Q How have they affı the town? 
. In what respect, General? 
oam zepo toits temperance and intemperance, and general moral aspects 
on the stree 
A. In my judgment, the management of Governor Smith in that respect 
has been such as to be highly commended 55 this entire community in rela- 
tion to his management in endeavoring to reform men who needed reform, 
ve What has been its effect upon the saloonsin the city? 
My own personal judgment is that it has been beneficial. I would state, 
to my notion, our saloon men, or men who are engaged in the liquor business, 


rning a jority of the men that are engaged 
the busin: good ci are men who, to my present 
belief, would assist a movement of that kind, of encour: it the 


other way. 
Q. Do you think the saloon keepers in the city—the respectable ones desire 
the class of customers which the Home p when the men were unre- 


A. I think not; no, sir. I do not think they desired that class of trade. 


Mr. F. G. Markart, in reply to inquiri 3 i 
Q How long have you te ded horo? 15 : 
m years. 


Q- Do you occupy any official position? 

J lice ago for a 

ge and a half. I have been post commander of Custer Post here for a num- 
the behavior 


and sobriety of the men, and at the same time have been doing 
amount of business with the Home, going back and forth for five or six years, 
and I find a most wonderful improvement, since the Keeley cure s „in 


onal — out of the Home would get in jail have 
workmen. 

. Do you know of anything, or is there anything within your knowl 
which 0 00 sustain a barge of mismanagement of. the 5 or miscondu 


r. J. W. 
I have been here Sumeh Bee years in the hardware business, on the corner 
of Third and Delaware streets for the last ten years. I wasthere before there 


Revere to the Home—steam dummy. 
come in, and there was not scarcely an 
day or any part of the day that we would not see from one to half a dozen ol 
soldiers, some drunk, an 


That was a daily occurrence. Since the Keeley institute went into operation 
at the Home we have seen but very little of that kind of drunkenness; in fact, 
it is a rare case now to ses one t is intoxicated, it has been quite a 


relief to the people around in that vicinity, and now we are glad to see the old 
veteran, whereas before, we were at the sight of on account of 

their conduct. 
Q. Is it within your knowledge or observation that there has been any 
ment of the Home, or misconduct of the governor, since May, 


? 
A. I know nothing of any misconduct on the part of the governor, nor 
have I heard from any ble source that there was any complaint with 
his ment whatever. 

Q. Do you know of any poe who professes to have knowledge of any 

ment or misconduct? 
A. If Ido they have never repeated it to me. 
Q. Have you heard any public rumors of charges against the governor of 


the Home? 
A. [have heard rumors that there were ODATTA Ihave not only heard 
that there were charges but, on the other hand, I have 


the governor, 
peers that the governor preferred against others; so I don't 


Q. Do you know anything of the source of any charges against the Gov- 


ernor 
A. I do not know; but, to the best of my belief, they come from some of the 
officers in the Home, and also assisted by another party or parties on the 


outside. 
. Can you state the grounds for your belief? 
a The 2 ds for my belief are Lor the gua reason that there has been 
an inves' tion heretofore, and the surgeon, Dr. Weaver, lost his place as a 


result, and there are some of the officers—Major Shockley I have heard is 
Bn Aig dag eee parties on the outside. That is my belief. 
r. John Hannon $ 
I have resided in Leavenworth seven years, At present I am engaged in 
the real estate business. 5 
R: Do you occupy any official position? 
Yes, sir. 


1896. 


Q What is that? 
I ama member of the board of county commissioners. I am its chair- 
man. 

Q. Are you acquainted with Governor Andrew J. Smith, of the Home? 
r. 


. Yes, sir. 
Q. During the aged (ap and a half, what have you noted with regard to his 
administra’ m th regard to his r, manner, „5 
A. Since my first acquaintance with him I have had some official and per- 
business with him, and my observations of his conduct are that he has 
always shown himself as a gentleman and his conduct both at the Home and 
in the city has been excep Sam A good. Ihave been at the Home, as I have 
stated, on official business quite frequently by reason of the position I hold 
as Commissioner—I am also co. oner for the poor—and in that capacity 
I have had a good deal of dealing with the governor. 
. What have you noted in regard to the management of the Home? 
I think it has been exceptionally good. Ihave been at Milwaukee and 
Ihave had some observations from the: 


and I do not think the manage- 
ment of the Leavenworth Home could be improved upon. 
i is your age? 


. 5. 

J. You have heard what these other gentlemen have said with regard to 
the improvement in the conduct of the members of the Home as to their 
temperance and intemperance; does your obseryation coincide with theirs? 

A. Yes, sir; I think Lam, perhaps, more familiar with the majority of the 
members of the Home who visited the city prior to the institution of the 
Keeley League and subsequently, than any. other citizen in the county. 
When an soldier has no place to go to an is eligible to the Home, coming 
from all parts of the country for admission without proper papers and with- 
out any money, and at all seasons of the year, eve: Body them to the 
9 tor the poor. I have never a Governor Smith for the 
admission of such persons, when at times he was crowded and not permitted 
to take anybody in, but what my appeal was always acceded to. I Have taken 
men from the city down there in my own conveyance, soldiers that have 
come here for to the Home without proper papers, and in no 
instan to provide for 
r of soldiers that have families that 


to the and of course that was of frequent occurrence; and hay- 
ing somewhat to ‘dn with the public highway to the Home, I have often had 
my attention called to the onness an 


bers of the Home along the publie road. They were! along side the road 
in ones, twos, and by the dozens from here to the Home. Now, since the in- 
stitution of the Keeley League, a drunken man between here and the Home 


arare g, or in the city. 
S Haya you seen anything during the last year and a half in the conduct 
of the governor of the Home that would sustain the charge of mismanage- 


ment or misconduct on the part of the governor ? 
A. There could be no foundation for such a charge from my observations, 
as think za the governor here and at the Home two or three or four 
a wee 
. Voron duties as commissioner of poor lead you to frequent interviews 


A. Yes, sir; a member of the Home came to me first, about a year last 
ht I do not now recollect, and praon eres he — captain of 


. Carruth? 

. Yes, ps and he said if I would igo tothe office of Dr. Weaver Icould learn 
more about the charges. I said to the with him 
in an he had said meets the Rover ner, as I was frequently at the Some 


He replied to that by 2 that it was a Democratic ess now, and 
—.— nerea was g 55 a Democratic management, and that they were 
ve ou 
Q t was the date that man presented these charges to you? 
I think it was about the middle of July, 1893. Of this occurrence I have 
never en to anybody before. 
Did you go to see Dr. Weaver, as he asked? 


O, sir; have never been in Dr. Weaver's office that I know of. I want 
say this, that I am personally acquainted with a great 


8 a you acquainted with Governor Smith? 

. Lam, sir. 

9: ya have heard something of charges being preferred against him? 
2 Plesso state what you know with regard to these charges, 


7 General merchandise department store. 


and I was tl; 
es they 
a 
better man the Home anywhere, which I have hi a good man 
Eastern People speak of in different ways. Sometimes a poopie from the East 
come ou months, when mey 


ear. en I heard 
Mr. Hoffman: “Wouldn't it bea dea to get up a peti- 
tion to the 


Board and ask them not to believe in those charges, and investi- 
gate and ask the business people of the city?” I signed petition, and 
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after I signed the 8 Dr. Weaver called and he said to me: “ Mr. Etten- 
tition to the Board in favor of 


before. Before the 1 insti- 
was very seldom that we ever did any business with the old 
veterans, because they had no money; but since the Keeley institute has 
been out there we find that the trade from those veterans has increased con- 
siderably. They come in and buy dry goods for their friends, wives, and 
children, and some have been Comins in and i Ee Pg of clothes. y. 
the ans has increased wonderfully since that Keeley institute has started 
up out there. 
x 3 again to your conversation with Dr. Weaver, was that all he 
vou 
A. That is all, because I had no time tostand and talk with him. I wus just 
going to purchase a stock of goods; it was on Saturday, about 5 minutes 
fore 10 o’clock, and the sale commenced at 10 o'clock, and I rushed away. 
He was astonished that Ishould take a hand in this business. He did not 
want me to come up here in behalf of Governor Smith. 
Q. When did he say that to you? 
On Saturday morning, a little before 10 o'clock. 
. Whereabouts? 
. On the corner of Fourth and Delaware. 
2 How did he know that you were coming here? 
. Because we circulated a petition Friday. 
Mr. Harvey D. Rush said: 
I have lived in Leavenworth nearly thirty-eight years; I am 66 reas old, 
and I have been in business 8 during the time I have lived here. 
Q Are you oe Sere as with Governor Smith? 
Very well, indeed 


Q How long have you known him? 
Since the Home was established here. 

Q Eare ou visited the Home frequently? 

+ Yes, sir. 

Q Have your relations been intimate with the governor? 

Not especially so; though I have visited his house a few times. 

Q. Have you had a good opportunity to observe the management of the 
Home. the Xiscipline of its members, and the conduct of the governor? 

A. I think I have; yes, sir. 

Q. Have you noticed anything in the management of the Home which 
ae m „ to your mind? 

5 ve not. 

Q. Haye you seen anything in the conduct of the governor during the last 

Zoar ri a halt that you SA criticise? g 
. Nota 8 

Q Will you Please state what have been your general or particular obser- 
ze 2 5 ft 7 5 with regard to his management as governor and with regard 

condu: 

A. Since the establishment of the Keeley cure at the Home by Governor 
Smith the conduct of the members has been good, They come to town and 
go away sober, as a rule; previous to that, when they ted our town it was 

e exception when they went home sober. Iwill say in reference to the con- 
duct of the governor, that I have seen nothing out of the way whatever 

the last several years, since he took the Keeley cure himself. 
he is certainly a e-hearted man, and I have heard, I think I 
2215 fully a hundred men, members of the Home, express themselves decid- 
y in his favor and as being well satisfied with his treatment of them. 

Q. Are Ton in position to know the public sentiment of this town on any 

sy hes topic? d 
I believe that I am. à 

Q. Do you know of any public sentiment here that is antagonistic to the 
management of the Home and toits governor? 

A. Well, I think, without a single exception, I have not heard the governor 
spoken of eroga tariy tn the last three or four or five years, except one 
gentleman called Dr. Weaver. Ithink there is a universal sentimentin fa- 
vor of Governor Smith. It is not because he treats with thisman, that man, 
or the other; it is because the people actually love Governor Smith. They 


think he is a big-hearted and the man for the 5 It was only re- 
cently that I heard of these charge and I was greatly surprised. 

Mr. W. N. Todd said: 3 3 p 

Ihave resided here since 1857; am 43 years old; have known the governor 
ever since he has been located here, andam familiar with the management of 


the Home, and only within the past few days heard of Soy on bein 
preferred. As ds the conduct of the members of the Home, I think 


am ina tion to speak knowingly and satisfactorily. I live on the main 
road | g from the city to the Home, and prior to the establishment of the 
Keeley cure my family were frequently anno; by intoxicated members of 


the Home stopping at my house, rin the doorbell, knocking at the door. 
and otherwise 8 the — n my family; have frequently had 
them come into my yard, take a bottle of whisky from their pockets and 
drink the contents, twoorthree of them at a time. My family havea 

room koking oas on the yard, and my little children would often tell me o: 
old soldiers in there drinking whisky, and would uently show 
me bottles that they had thrown away in the yard. go these 
char, and that they had some relation to the Keeley cure, I took occasion 
to my folks if in the last year or year and a half they had been annoyed 
in this same manner, and they assu: me that they had not—had not, either 
by the ringing of the door bell or annoyance in any manner whatever, and 
that they passed by in a sober and in a decent manner. 

Q. According to your observations, has the experience of all the citizens 
been similar to yours? 

A. It has, wherever I have had occasion to of it; the experience of 
one is the same as that of another. I would like to say in this connection 
that at my place of ess we were frequently annoyed by two or three 
drunken soldiers coming in and begging for this thing and that . 

ye Have you been annoyed in that way during the last year and a 7 

Not in a single instance. I think that the establishment of the Keeley 
cure has been one of the most beneficial results that was ever undertaken, 
and it has brought up the morals of the men, as well as satisfied the commu- 
nity, the citizens of Leavenworth, and whereas the old soldiers were once a 
nuisance and a burden, they are now a source of pleasure to the people, and 
I believe it all comes from Keeley cure, every bit of it. 

Q. Are you in a position to know the general sentiment of this community 
with regard to the management of the Home and the conduct of the gov- 
ernor during the last year and a half? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam. 

2. What is that sentiment? 

The sentiment is universally in favor of the governor, both as to his 
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Recount — hing within your own knowledge why charges 
upay 5 have led to this inves- * 


tis 

James A. 2 Mee ad I have resided here since May, 1857; my age 

What is your occupation? 

Con and der. 

Q. ae important work have you done in buildigg during the last ten 
A. I the Kansas Oi pee D Atchison Union Depot, Buffalo 
Union Denver Union ig opot on Gi in Iowa, general 
of the Santa Fo Ratiroad ontezuma 6 
Hot Ñ . Mex., and also a portion of t Kansas, an: 
a num C e 
0 


of insane 
— — 1 He PSS and other at the ‘s Fair, and 
a *.. the Sal 2 buildings 


years ago or 

Q. You have been Ery matting two and two together for man: 

can you account for ‘these charges against the governor from ona 
oe ig sa ig own knowledge? 


8 . 
. i am 60 of age; amin the bank- 
bi president of thi nion Savings Bank. 
sitor at the Soldiers Home? 


2 Are you uainted with the ernor? 
Ever since been Agro believe. 
Have you had frequen observing the management, 


Q. t opportunities for 
7 ee ae conduct of the members of the Home? 


have noticed a great change in ld soldiers. It has been improving all 
the time, and from then u 3 present time it has been a for me 
to take anyone out to the ‘ore that time I felt a delicacy in 
taking my family down to the Home, but now Iam very to take anyone 
down there, t there ae Det Clk a Saree BRDA: 

W 

9; FF—TFFFTTTT 

that you could criti 

A. No, sir; nota 2 hae Watt: commendable 3 

Aes au pretty F... . people of 

A. Yes, sir; 5 3 ance 

think they agree with ents you expressed 
regara td 8 the management 11 8 
Yes, sir; is universal. 

T And you are in a position to know! 

2 I come in contact with all classes of citizens. 

T have resided bore thirty-five years, At eee are ages Na leg 
ness. WIDADA pee ioe taa three years I have been in the wholesale 
groce asiness, 

T Aro you acquainted with a man named McLoutht 

am no 
i Rie roe Se aires ee oe a De mee ene 
. Yes, Png Bap erty 
What is Mr. uated with fis associ — — 
ling among them. Prom bis s associates I - ee 
wasan entirely worthless character 1 ae en gte citedand have contrib 
uted money to keep him from starv: . 
2 to keep him from starving: ns 
o not. 

28 ou know an about his habits? 

y from his appearance; from that I should say he was a 
man, drank 


8 How 8 have you anonn him? 
ince he came to this ci 


Tot within the last year; I ha t time. 
You have heard what the gen have said who have delivered their 
y here this evenings ¢ does your o observation of we Home and of the 
governor Vieni you to agree with sentiments 
It does, entirely. 
Mr. Authur Simonds said: 


755 Haren you frequently visited the Home? 
Have hi ly, indeed. 
E tunities for observing its management? 


rtunities to observe the conduct of the governor in 
cers and members of the Home; have you ever — 
intereoiirse with oficors and mombers of the Home; have you ever been 


? 
Yes, sir; I have on several occasi: 
‘What Las boon his conduct with reference to his language and manner? 


zi 7 
i 


tleman toward each and eve 


one of 
ive word, or swear at them, but always 


gayo thet goed ything in th d the governor during the last 
ve 88 an e conduct o e or 
a: and a half which you nat criticise? 


A. I will answer that, General, in my simple way; I have seen the 
ernor when he is I presume I have seen 
— never seen him in 


ae u 
es, air. 

ou known him? 

Hin for — years, but I can not say how long. 


* Have you known or seen much of him within the last year? 
I have seen him several times; sir. 
Q: Do you know 


habits? 
3 yos siz, Taid; tn in fact, I know I do. 


TA It in very, very seldom, Tam sorry to say, that he isnot under the ng. 
Q. Do you know anything about his reputation for truth; have you ever 


8 Ihave known him to give checks on the 
tac thee hase howe returned through our banks here not 


have known of them? 
he 


aoe 
ii 


te $ 
93 


cashed them? 

He had in one instance that I know of—he had „ 
and the man —— — Persia money, and 
the man that kept 8 deposited the check sande be ton teak cant 

returned unpaid. Ido not know whether it was paid for afterwards or 


off 


part of the time. 


HiS 
15 
ay 
a3 


ou known him? 

ess five orsix years, at least. 

Have you had any opportunity to observe his habits? 

. Yes, sir; very tly. 

What are they? 

Most of the e I see him intoxicated; hardly ever catch him sober. 
2 d you : 


anot a Bataan 
I would not —— it was su ntiated by some better authority. 
know a Mr. Lilley? 


Tae ee 


business, but I donot 
e or the last year or two. 


a Tes Is this — common reputation of the man? 


155 1 5 — Aag eee that the tlemen who have signed this 
atatement to the Hoard of nagors agreo with you and the other gentlemen 
wao bavo 8 testimony here’ a 


itatingly sa 

Q. Are these gentlemen all that are in town that would with you? 
No, sir; there are thousands of others of the ; It Tam 

this comunmnit is 


don 
Mi, Cari Hoffman sas, twenty-four years; I am 48 years of age, and 
ve n c nty-four ; Iam m 
business is dealer in Sos. and paea usic dealer. x: 
PiE Are you acquainted with Col. A. J. Smith, governor of the Home? 


am, sir, 
¥ How ow Tong have you known him? 
I have known him ever since he came here. 
$ Have you visited the Home frequently? 
te often i pin sir. 
opportunities to observe the behavior and conditions of 


it mem 
A. Yes, oY I have. 

Q. Have you ade an opportunity to frequently observe the conduct of the 
9 
een been the result of your observation of the management of 

‘ome? 

A. I must say that I consider it a model establishment and its manage- 
ment is exce ly fine, and I admire Governor Smith for being able to 
mois geo ome in such a splendid manne: 

Q. I wish to ask you if 7 have had rod. ‘opportunities for o the 
C Eara — umber of ti personall, 7 Mcially. 

A. ve a num im as well as o 

Q. Have you seen, within the Taat year and a half in conduct 
that you would criticise?—A. No, sir; I could not 

g: Are you acquain with a man named McLouth?—A. No, I am not. 

you know 4 man is, 1255 know 


the name ve . A Yes, sir; 
to him on the street. 

9. Do you know an about his machine ot NNN General reputation 
no 


very good. 


Q. What is bad about it?—A. You know what a bad pen ang a aman in 


regard toa 
about it. 


ything y about the man; . 
eee cag 
in TENS 


— with Governor ee —— have 
the management of the Hom 


eee omens Rae depen Ayre ec 
— eertain eee pee AN 


i You have noe ‘intimate! 
. es for closely o 


EE i eE ELE EAE 
E I Anr orar laters and pipita or? 
A. From m otanevations LEIAN aay: thie: 9 ee 
at the Home from the time its construction first commenced, from what 


I havo seen of Governor Smith and his management it ae ae believe 
well m 
Q: Have you observed an thing im the - governor's uring that close 
you wo cise 
A. Ihave not, within the past three years. 
3 Pe Do ao know a Mr. th? 
Whore does he-reside? 


He resides at alittle town in Jefferson County, or near a little town in 
Jefferson County, named McLouth. 
Q, How Dan have pave — known ħim? 


———ç of the time McLouth is 
not responsible. 
posi gine fo yr ea responsible a good part of 


2 Are} you acquainted with his reputation? 


Tam. 

T hat is termed a fiend.” 

y w ’ 

. 

Q. Would you consider his statement an incident coming under 
„CC 

W. 

Mr. Alexander Caldwell 

C Teia a DOTEE these gentlemen here 
who have given. 

A, Wo ware aware.of the-fact that this inves tion was. pot y eared ES 
feeling a t interest in the welfare of the Soldiers’ Home, and ving 
that ane oan. injustice to Governor Smii * 

emen 


rt was being made to di ith, and an 
asked the 


tos of sight or ten, o 
pemerasan m that might possess. or answering any q 
jon we 
ons Fuat he > might e choose to ask, and also for the purpose of 9 A aay to 


the 3 a petition tion signed b Se hong? fread ara — aaipenone a 
manage- 


to the 


itappeared to be the desire of every n to 0 

the exact facts in the Home and the r. Colonel Smith, so far 
as they knew them, simple justice might be done in this case. I want to 
say this—it has been si hat Governor Smith has been and 
harsh in his 3 of the Home, but his reputation as a -hearted 
man, and his conduct among and with the citizens of Leavenworth, as well 
as at the Home, has been 


only about fift; tlemen present to-day, a thousand or more would have 
5 present ie the vited and had 
meeting and had time to get here. 


Inanticipation of aninquiry which members may make, Iwill say 
that Colonel Smith, previous to his arriving at the Home in Leav- 
enworth, had snffered from the excessive use of intoxicants. He 
took the ‘Keeley cure and, deriving benefit from it, advised others 
to take it. But, Mr. Speaker, that he has continued to drink or 
that he is wanting in those finer qualities which constitute a gen- 
ee I do dee e out 5 oe am 1 , I take 

easure in referring to my frien: m New Yor OOLE]J, 
who has known Colonel Smith for many years ang Aach te 
from personal knowledge. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it a fact that they have these Keeley insti- 
tutes at all these Soldiers“ Homes? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I am not informed on that subject. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, do they have such an institute at Leay- 
enworth, Kans.? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir. 

= TALBERT. A regularly established Keeley institute? 

CURTIS of New York. My friend from Indiana [Mr. 
— who is a member of the Board, will be able to answer 
that 3 when he takes the floor: 
3 in addition to the testimony of the many persons 
want to read Exhibit M. 
= N Board 4 Munagers of the National Military Home located at Leaven- 


uniform kind treatment and careful discipline 
of the inmates of this institution. 


deal 
.. 


ee eee eee the governor are without 
r anis VA iia of POLTA and good 

o therefore name vern- 

mean that Governor Smith be retained in his present position, as — indi- 

and 9 acquaintance and business contact, 

—.— to be far better equi for the management of this institution 

bcp em who, by misrepresentation and false charges, are seeking to pull 


Dated Leavenworth, Kans., October 6, 1804. 
> Wool & Co., department store; 3 
Chickering Hall; È. Pea Paper, cashier ror National Notional, Ban; Bi 

mann Todd Grocer Co., wholesale grocers; J. W. Crancer oe 
wholesale hardware; Roheting & sG 5 3 Rush & 
Sprague; O. ; Geo. A. H. D. Rush; J. C. 
Lysle, . K N. 1 Lain 5 Ketcheson & 
Reeves ben; Arthur rs E. W wW. —— ` 
Rothen 


ufacturing Nati nal Bank Ji ia Hammon; vice: 

fol a 
—— First National Bank; J. W. — 
Bank; eee, 


i - 


Sam 
elzer, jr.; vat F. 
‘A. Caldwell, president Commercial 


Grape tek agon Faith Seam ie WAP, R W. Nathaniel 8. Th Si ESPR: s ym 


St. t Marshall, general i Bur. 
Route: B. Harper, Leavenworth 8 dard; Edwin M. — 
Pastor t M. E. Church; Gv Markast manager A: d: 
Central Committee; F. G. Markart, 
& Co, lumber; W. A. Fang pe eweler; 1 
& arg sey itters; Breens An oe 
T. A. Pacific System: ww Waiter , a oc 
` t, news- 
— e Saudari; Sara 2 8 wE 
I will read a letter from Edwin M. Randall, jr., pastor First 


Methodist. Episcopal Church of Leavenworth, 
not able to appear at the time of the investigation: 

LEAVENWORTH, KANS., October 18, 1894. 
Gen. W. W. ee —_ N. Y. 

DEAR SIm: It was n y privilege to attend themeeting of citizens at the 
National Hotel of thin city CCC 
8 to that of the o 

I will pretend to „ 2 
— ‘tho pose your investigation at the National 

ei that should have made you more ay info: — 
bat do feet th t I canindorse the general managementof the Home. 3 
been a froq visitor there, a number of the 


„ Who was 


ver e 


tho other hand. there proba- 


in + differ mt with Colonel Smith. 
otwithstanding all this, his m as eminently success- 
ful. I doubt if you could find another man who could do as well in 
that tion of almost unequaled difficulty. I know perso: y that the 
of citizens wi my circle of acquaintance are prac 


n has of 
—— 6 of the most courteous 
T have ever seen. so regard 


ger nem ee ghee it nent Raga high ae tongs 
inmates. of the 
. it is absurd. My kn: 


be 
= fat his ae wouid be regarded 


EDWIN M. RANDALL, Jr. 


Zend a copy oF metter to General Pronto m Rev. T. H. 
Kinsella, Catholic chaplain, under date of 8 29, 1896: 


FEBRUARY 29, 1896, 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN. 


President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. G. 

GENERAL: In view of certain adverse criticisms of the management of this 
Western Branch now going the rounds of the press, I have the honor to sub- 
mit to you my personal experience as testimony in rebuttal of all ei at- 
tacks, whether 1 rivate malice or ill-advised sym ři 

As a Catholic in o is 3 for many years, ig gen that I 
ost living in Thee poten tgp ess of the motives 


large a number of old men, b bent 8 e mental, and moral pr aran Pog 
consequent on old age, it peapea that discontent and 

wrongs should find | fnd a piace m cles their mental feelings. Such a condition of 
—.— 8 8 5 few, is of course pi be . 8 ad 
ci ers ani clonic newspapers use these ravings of decre e 
tf authori anid breed disoonbent. R 


I deem it m se Sra to la; —.— u. as president of the Boar’ of anes 
the true state rng of aftairs . a fall’ 8 therefore, of my position ‘ore 


the public, I —— bold. tow aos 2 the management of this Branch Home is 

able, humane, and generous to an eminent degree. Order, of course, must be 

maintained, and the vicious few must be suppressed. On these two points 

elming membership of the Home sin full accord. The loy 
treatment is but a means to this end. It has boon successful, and su 

that can be measured only by a comparison betw the 

9 the same as existent before its i 


Ne u- 


as here before the Western Branch ane ee in. 
watched its Federeri and saw its raoi (ne vps 

bells of our church joined their music to the shout Foy that sited 

the air when first you sent us the news—the g 


orious news that th 
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Home would be at our 
se day quickly came when all good citizens regretted the presence of 
es 


tes. We too were liberal, as you well know, yet 
0 


tern ch in their midst, so t was influx of men and women 
of low character and intemperate habits. Thecity authorities had toincrease 
the police force; the sheriff of the county was kept busy long after each S ef 
day, and I honestly believe Governor Smith himself became alarmed. This 
was some five or six years . In April, 1892, the Keeley treatment for 
alcoholism was introduced, and the ual improvement in the mo and 
manners of the drinking class of the Home has given an air of peace and con- 
tentment to this Home which it had not known before. The change is very 
marked, and it rade Oily the efficacy of the treatment. 

Iam in a position to obtain the woy best testimony in regard to this much- 
talked-of treatment, and I must say that I would show myself indifferent to 
the best interests of humanity as well as to the welfare of the veterans of the 
late war should I remain silent on this occasion. Iam fully convinced that 
the Keeley League has worked a transformation in this Home; that the treat- 
ment has been, on the whole, a 1 and that, what is more to 
the patok no one to my knowledge has been unduly influenced to take the 
treatment or to pay the expenses entailed. 

I have the honor to be, very res woe ‘our obedient servant, 

(Signed) 08. SELLA, Catholic Chaplain. 
A true copy: 


ROBERT HAYES, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant, 


I also read a letter from Rev. W. J. Gillespie, the Protestant 
chaplain: 


Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. 8. 

GENERAL: I hereby beg leave to lay before you the following facts in the 
interest of justice and the best interest of this Branch Home. 

1. It may have come to your knowledge, or it may yet come to your knowl- 
edge, that attempts have n made through the newspapers, and, perhaps 
otherwise, to discredit the management of Col. Andrew J. Smith, governor 
of the Western Branch. 

2. I have been here, as you know, for more than nine years; that is, almost 


from the establishment of this Branch, and have had opportunity of knowing 
the facts I am about to state. 

8. From 1886 up until about three years ago the r old men who came 
here were the victims of the saloons, brothels, thugs, who seemed to 


* old soldiers as their proper prey. 
. The public highway from venworth to the Home, and, indeed, the 
limits surrounding the Home, became infested with disreputable places 
wues sancon men and women lay in wait for our people, especially 
abou on 0 

So di ful La these conditions become that the respectable men and 
women of Leavenworth bitterly ee of the sights and sounds and 
. exposures on the part of our gged and en men on the pub- 

0 ways. 

5. About three years ago the Board of Managers permitted Colonel Smith 
to establish a course of treatment for such of our as an uncon- 
trollable drink habit, and who wished to be cured of it. The results have 
been wonderful. More than thirteen hundred men have availed themselves 
of this treatment. I have personally talked with more than a thousand of 
them. I have never heard one of them intimate that he had been forced to 
take the cure, or that he had been injured by it. On the contrary, hun 
of them have told me how thankful they were for it, and how much their 
general health had been benefited since freed from alcoholic disease. 

Morally the change in the men has been as marked as it is physically. In 
the barracks, on the grounds, the most wonderful change in the gentlemanly 
bearing of the men has taken place. 

6. Through the efforts of Colonel Smith and the officers and members of the 
Home who have aided him, many of the vilest places along the highways 
leading to the Home have been closed. The sight of drunken men lying on 
the roadside or indecent exposures of their persons is almost un- 
known. Not only are there no longer complaints from citizens about the 
members of the Home, but, on the other hand, uent Mg ener of grati- 
fication are heard over the change effected, and the most uential people 
in business and social circles are very free in their expressions of commenda- 
tion of Colonel Smith's work as governor of the Home. 

On February 18 last, when the Editorial Association of the State of Kan- 
sas visited the Home, Col. D. R. Anthony, their and the editor of 
the Leavenworth Times, the most influential paper probably in Kan: paid 
avery slowing tribute to the wonderfully e management of Col. 
Andrew J. Smith as governor of this Home. 

7. May I, without offense, express the hope that the Board of Managers 
will not permit any misrepresentations made by d ies or the 
enemies of the veteran soldier to influence it so as to any obstacle in the 
t unfortunate 
Physical, and 2 

and finan 
r ga d' as has been Colonel Smith's material 


— De aio for alcoholic si 
ee a (Signed) W. J. GILLESPIE. 
1 Protestant Chaplain. 
PESNI ROBERT HAYES, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant. 


In reply to the charge which has been made that General Frank- 
lin procured the appointment of Colonel Smith and has retained 
him as the governor of the Home at Leavenworth, Kans., because 
of some family connection or close relation in the late war, I 
wish to say that Colonel Smith is neither a relative nor connec- 
tion of General Franklin, nor did Smith ever serve on General 
Franklin's staff. There was ous the Board of Managers when 
the Kansas Home was established a gentleman who at the time 
was also governor of that State. Hehad been one of her most dis- 
cerca soldiers and had contributed to her glory and credit 
by his skill, DeBary. and 5 the late war. I refer to Gen. 

Martin. It 


John A. was he, Speaker, who asked for and 
secured the appointment of Col. Andrew J. Smith as governor of 
the Home. Co 


onel Smith had shown his capacity as a subordinate 
officer in the Home in Maine. Governor Martin , desiring to have 


the Home in his State opened under the most successful auspices, 


asked for and secured the appointment of the present governor. 
He has retained the confidence of the Board of Managers, and 
everyone is equally msible for his retention. 

It is not for me to raise the question of propriety as to the con- 
duct of the gentleman from Wares Mr. BLUE], who has under- 
taken to report the secrets of the Military Co ttee. The chair- 
man of that committee [Mr. HULL] is here in charge of this 
measure; he will have his time in this discussion. The conduct 
of any membei who attempts to disclose the proceedings of an 
executive session is one upon which all men in this House must 
have fixed opinions. It is enough for me to say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has recommended the four gentlemen 
named for the favorable consideration of the House. 

Mr. ppeaker, as to the general management of these Homes. 
which the gentleman from Kansas has so bitterly condemned, 1 
wish to ay that we are fortunate in having upon the floor of this 
House a Member who has many times represented an important 
district in the State of Indiana and has had long service upon 
the Board of Manakan It will fall upon him to explain—at least 
I shall not undertake the task to do so—the methods by which 
these various Homes are governed. We have in the other branch 
of Congress two distinguished Senators (MITCHELL of Wisconsin 
and SEWELL of New Jersey) who have long been members of this 
Board. Iam authorized to say that General Franklin’s name did 
not come to the committee by any action or wish of his own, nor 
from anyone who can be regarded as his personal representative. 
His reelection has been urged by members of the Board and a 
nee number of men who know his high character and qualifica- 

ons, s 

The soman on which has been put forth by the gentleman from 
Kansas that General Franklin has neglected to properly perform 
any of the various duties peti | upon him in respect to the 

ment of the Homes, the public property, or donated funds 
is a criticism upon the act of Congress deere these Homes. 
The Board has complied with the requirements of the law creat- 
ing it. If that law is in est way subject to criticism—if any gen- 
tleman wishes to modify what may be termed the organic law of 
these institutions, let him propose amendments for the consid- 
eration of the House. 

I may say in addition (if I have not already made it sufficiently 
pn that the member of the Board living nearest any particular 

ome is charged with the general supervision of the Home and the 
88 of looking it and correctin en 
Colonel Cooke, of Kansas, has had this ic ome under his 
supervision, subject to the general and regulations estab- 

ished for the government of the Home. I have no doubt that all 
matters connected with the management of the Home will be fully 
and amply explained by my friend from the State of Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE]. 

I stated in the beginning of my remarks that I wished to address 
myself to the House as a member living nearest to New Eng- 
land, from which States two members are to be elected, and as 
one having a greater personal interest in the selection of mem- 
bers from that section of the country than those living in the 
Central and Western States. I have in a feeble manner dis- 
charged the obligation resting upon me as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and a member of this House. I have 
heretofore 1 of General Franklin simply as a public officer, 
as a man c argoad with important duties which he ought not to 
neglect, which he is too wise and too able to fall short of perform- 
ing. I will go as far as any man here in requiring a strict and 
seo performance of the duties imposed upon him and the Board 
of Managers. 

Mr 8 if the grea will ind 3 1 . pe cee to my 
a few words in respect to my perso; eelings and relations 
General Franklin. 

Itis now nearly thirty-five years since I was among the numberof 
those who, unacquainted with war as a science or art came back on 
that memorable and . Monday, the 22d of July, 1861, from 
the battle of Bull Run. me res in camps on the other side 
of the Potomac; others came to Washington. General demorali- 
zation prevailed. New commanders were given us, who under- 
took the task and responsibility of organizing, instructing, and 
equipping an army out of these demoralized troops. To learn 
how well they accomplished this task, you have to read the glorious 
history of the Army of the Potomac. I was a captain in a regiment 
of two-year volunteers, and early in August called at the headquar- 
ters in Alexandria to get a pass to Washington, and for the first 
time met Col. William B. Franklin, of the welfth United States 
Infantry, who had been assigned to the command of the forces on 
the Virginia side south of Long Bridge. That interview resulted 
in an acquaintance which has lasted until to-day. I had been an 
invalid for five or six years, and for that reason and want of 
opportunity lacked many of the qualifications which should 
have been possessed by a man of 26 years. I was without 
knowledge of military affairs, and if this Government has just 
reason to be satisfied with the service 1 was able to render in the 
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four mpeg eats years—in following the flag—in discharging the 
duties of the several positions to which the Administration saw 
fit to appoint me—I say that the value of those services is due in 
t part to the care, the counsel, and the instruction given me 

y Gen. William B. Franklin. 

I speak as an individual, with a heart full of gratitude, of my 
devotion, my affection, and my sincere regard for General Frank- 
lin. He was my friend when I was young, inexperienced in pub- 
lic affairs, totally unacquainted with the duties of the position I 
had undertaken; he gave me instruction which enabled me to per- 
form them, with at least some credit to myself and I hope useful 
to my country. While in the performance of my legislative dut 
I know neither friend nor enemy. I will, however, as an individ- 
ual, stand before anybody, any tribunal, and defend the purity of 
character, the ability and devotion to duty and to his country of 
Maj. Gen. William B. Franklin. 

Mr. Speaker, I refer to him with feelings which are heartfelt and 
sincere, because whatever of sey I brought to the public service 
and honors I have won Lowe largely to him. I appeciate the value 
of his services not only to me, but to his country, as a teacher in 
those days of devotion to national unity, when the services of such 
a man were of supreme importance to the nation in educating the 
mass of willing, but uninstructed volunteers. I trust the House 
will pardon me for my digression from the main question, and for 
thus speaking of a comradein arms for whom I have cherished and 
still cherish the fondest and most affectionate sentiments of esteem 
and devotion. ons rere : 

Mr. HULL. ill the gentleman from New York yield me the 
remainder of his time, or yield it to the gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. 1 i anh 

Mr. CUR of New York. Certainly. I yield the remainder 
of the time to the gentleman from Indiana. i 

Mr. STEELE. r. Speaker, I regret that I have not the voice 
or the assurance of the gentleman from Kansas. I hope themem- 
bers of the House will, on account of my diffidence, and I assure 
you it is great when I get on my feet, give me the attention they 
would give,to a beginner and make any allowance necessary for 
any of my shortcomings that may be apparent. g 

This is a subject of profound interest to this country, and is of 
special interest to the honor and integrity of every good soldier. 
Are we to come in here to-day and attack the reputation of as good 
soldiers as ever did battle, and throw their reputation to the winds 
because we will not hear but one side of the case? 

The gentleman from Kansas . BLUE] has seen proper to state 
that what I did not know about the Soldiers’ Homes was enough 
to fill a book. That is true, although I have been a member, and 
an active member, of the Board of Managers for something over 
four years; but what I know of the character of matter he has 
ain, ty the attention of the House during the discussion to-day 
would fill a library. 

Since I have been a member of the Board of the seven different 
Homes, I have information of the same kind, and enough of the 
same kind of literature that the gentleman has presented to the 
House to-day to fill a book or a library. Everything he has 
brought to the attention of the House, or nearly Sad & ing, has 
been carefully investigated not only by the Board of Managers 
of the Home, but particularly by a subcommittee of the Board. 


Mr. Morrill, of , now governor of that State, was for over 
three years a member of the and as such the local manager 
of the Leavenworth Home. Col. Sidney Cook, also of Kansas, 


been a member of the Board for over two years, and both of them 
in their capacity as local With General Pearson, a dis- 
tinguished soldier of the State of Pennsylvania, and General 
Averell, have investigated the charges that have been brought in 
here at different times. They did not go intoa ial investiga- 
tion. Look at the volume the gentleman from New York, Gen- 
eral Curtis, brought before you, if you think they did not go to 
the bottom of the matter. And the investigation by General 
Pearson and Governor Morrill, if anything, went more into detail, 
and every witness brought before them the assurance that 
whatever he said he might feel absolutely satisfied should have 
no influence upon his status in the Home. In that way the facts 
were brought out. 

And before forgetting it I wish to sayin this connection that as 
members of the Board of Managers we go to each Home, excepting 
to that in California, once a year, as required by law. We do not 
go to visit from one Home straight around once a year, but from 
time to time we visit all of the Homes, except the Calif ‘ornia Home, 
as the law assumes we should. Owing, however, to the great 
expense attending it, we have not visited the California Home 


more than once in four or five years; but the local manager 
comes from it from time to time and gives us in detail what is 
going on there. 

The gentleman from Kansas said that what I do not know on 
this subject would fill a volume, and yet he asked me a question 
the other day about a bond. I knew that by a provision put into 
an appropriation bill the system of keeping the accounts at the 


> 

Homes had been changed, and it was decided that the president of 
the Board of Managers should not be the treasurer of the Home. 
Owing to that change in the system, for three months men in the 
several Homes were without the necessary funds to make purchases 
that ought to have been made, on account of that bill. And when 
it was settled and this striker“ of General Franklin was made 
treasurer of the Home by the Board of Managers, General Frank- 
lin had but one vote, just as any of the rest of us had. And, Mr. 
Speaker, while we as members are not as a rule as well informed 
as he is—I know I do not know as much as he does in these mat- 
ters—yet my vote is just as potent as his, and whatever is wrong 
in the venworth Home—or in any other, for that matter—I as- 
sume my share of the responsibility for, whether because of ignor- 
ance or because I have not had time to study the matters, it makes 
no difference which. ` 

Whenever we go to one of those Homes, as I was saying, we see 
that every soldier who is in the Home that day is notified that if 
he has any complaint of any nature to make he is invited to come 
before the Board and state just what the complaint is. He is 
heard, and not in the presence of the governor or any officer of the 
Home, either, and is informed that what he says to us shall not 
operate against him as a member of the Home. That is done at 
every Home in every case. 

y, in 1866, gentlemen of the committee, the first National 
Home was established at Togus, Me.; in 1867, those at Dayton and 
Milwaukee; in 1870, that at Hampton, Va.; in 1885, that at Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; in 1886, that at Santa Monica, Cal., and in 1888, 
that at Marion, Ind. 

In these Homes 78,000 men have been cared for, and 15,000 have 
died. During the last year there were, in the National Homes, 
20,600 men cared for, and the average attendance was about 16,000. 
There have been expended from the organization of the Homes to 
the present time over $40,000,000, and no man dare say, or can 
substantiate the truth of the assertion, that there has n one 
single farthing lost in the e diture of this great sum. 

And here let me say something abont the trust fund. As may 
be seen from the rt of the d of Managers for the year 
1895, these trust funds originated in the benevolence of two of our 
patriotic citizens—a Mr. Ward anda Mr. Stinson. These worthy 
men left 1 ies of considerable amount and committed the care 
and expenditure of their bequests to the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Volunteer Soldiers. As trustees the Board 
considered they had no right to surrender active personal control 
of this money; to have covered the amounts into the Treasury 
would, in the opinion of the Board, have been a yiolation of this 
sacred trust, for then the wishes of the donors could not have been 
realized unless Congress should be pleased to appropriate from 
the legacies. These trusts have been continuously at interest, 
and the income from interest would have been lost to the old sol- 
diers had the principal been stored in the United States Treasury. 
Refer to the report of the Board and you will see what were the 
amounts of these legacies, what the interest tarnings, what dis- 
bursements from this source have been made, and what the bal- 
ance on hand. A benevolent lady, who does not wish to ade 
nar name, has also given and equipped a library for the Dayton 

ome. 

I will say that the Board of Managers are the creatures of Con- 
gress. Congress created the corporation. Congress named the 
members who are to belong to this corporation, and as such cor- 
poration they hold the lands, or at least a greater portion of them. 

me have been deeded directly to the United States, but they 
hold the rest in trust; they could not dispose of them or make 
title excepting for the United States. 

Coming to the cost of the maintenance of these several Homes— 
but I am not going to detain you long—I will say to you that the 
efficiency of the management of this Home has been demonstrated 
by the report of the Inspector-General, the same Inspector-Gen- 
SAs report that you have been invited to read, and I hi you 
will it—not alone the parts that the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BLUE] has selected for you, but every word of it. And when 
you come to read the report that this same Inspector-General also 
made to the Secretary of War, you will find more criticism on the 
keeping of accounts in the War Department than in those kept 
by the Board of Managers. 

And let me tell you further what you will find, that the Home 
for regular soldiers that is under the management of the War 
Department has cost per capita $197.89, while that of the National 
Home has been but 5117.64, a difference of $80.25 per man in favor 
of the management of the National Home—about 69 per cent in 
favor of the National Home. Of those in the National Home 
5,600, or one-third of the whole number, have been in the hospital 
because of their infirmities and their greater age. The average 
age of the members of the National Home is over 60 years—pretty 
nearly 61 years—while the average age of the men out here at the 
Home for r is only a little more than 51 years. 

The meninthe National Homes are there because of their infirm- 
ities, their disabilities, and the comparatively small expense in 
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the care of the members of the National Homes has been achieved 
notwithstanding the fact that about one-third of the number have 
been cared. for in the hospitals. Let me say to you further that 
if you will goto these National Homes—and I refer to all of them 
you will find the men absolutely satisfied, or as much so as they 
can be where they must be deprived of the society of wife, 
mother, or sister; that they have the cleanest houses to sleep in, 
the cleanest beds, the cleanest tables from which to eat, the clean- 
est and the best-cooked food and the greatest variety, that any 
soldiers have ever had in the world. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEELE. Les, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it not a fact that there is no discrimina- 
tion made against soldiers who are drawing pensions in these 


Homes? 

Mr. STEELE. That is true. 

Mr. TALBERT: That they draw pensions and also have the 
privilege of being inmates of Homes, and get the same treat- 
ment 


Mr. STEELE. Yes; without limit as to the amount of the pen- 
sion so far as the law is concerned; but the Board of Managers, 
upon their own responsibility, excepting in rare cases or very 
meritorious or distressing cases, do not it men who are draw- 
ing more than $16 a month, very few above $12. Lately there 
have been afew men totally blind or without logs or without 
arms cared for in the Homes, notwithstanding the fact that they 
receive more than $12 or $16 per month pensions. Why, there 
are a + many men in the Homes who would not be there if 
they could help it. We have cancer patients whose people do not 
care to board them. A man came to me in my own district not 
very long ago and said: ‘‘I must go to the Soldiers’ Home. My 
wife is dead, and while I can go to my son-in-law’s house, I can 
see that he does not want me there. I could get work if it were 
not for this sore that is eating out my life, but I can not get board. 
Therefore I am compelled to go to the Home. I want to give up 
my pension; I want the Home to use it. But we have no au- 
thority to use it. We may not use it and do not want to use it; 
too many wives and other dependents would be deprived of it. 
Mr. TALBERT. I do not wish to take up the gentleman’s time, 


but I will ask him if he will give this House some information | I 


about this Keeley institution? 

Mr. STEELE. I was going to speak about the Keeley Club. 
The Keeley Club was formed in 1892 or 1893, at Leavenworth. 
Since the beginning of that organization there have been some- 
thing over 1,300 inmates at that Home who have taken the Keeley 
cure. Of those there have been about 13 per cent of lapses. Two 
hundred and forty men, confirmed drunkards who had got to the 
Home because they were drunkards, have taken the Keeley cure 
and have rejoined their families and are now making their own 
living at home. 

An officer high im railroad circles took the Keeley cure of his 
own volition. And I assert that there is not a single soldier who 
has taken the Keeley cure except of his own yolition, and after 
they have gone home have done well. 

A civil engineer, as I say, of the Missouri Pacific Railroad took 
the cure, and after staying at the Home awhile and demonstrating 
that he was cured he went out into business again and is now 
drawing a salary of $3,500 a year. In other words, it is shown to 
have been a great advantage tothe Home. The Board of Man- 
agers approached the subject reluctantly. It was something that 
the Board did not know anything abont, and they were afraid of 
it. But after hearing Governor Smith, who had himself taken the 
cure, we concluded to let them try it at a reduced price. Instead 
of $25—Dr. Keeley’s regular price at that time—the Board said he 
might charge $10. The men of their own accord have formed 
what they call a Keeley Club, and charge $20. Thisis an arrange- 
ment of their own. enty dollars is paid, of which ten is the 
fee, and with a part of the surplus they have built a beautiful 
chapel at the Home at Leavenworth. They expend the neps as 
they see proper. And now I want to read what this Keeley 

e sa I will not take the trouble to. read the whole 
of it, but it says: 

At a regular meeting held by the Veterans’ Keeley League in its hall at 


the Western Branch, National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Leaven- 
worth , Kans., Sunday, rnary 23, 1896, the following resolutions 


pon 
the administration of the gestae of the Western Branch, National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, have charged through the public press that 
members of this Home have been coerced into taking the Keeley cure; and 
“Whereas, while we are fully aware of the motives 5 it, 
sucha charge, if allowed to remain uncon! ted, would as a serious 
imputation upon the intelligence and of the members of our league: 


iting reflection apan our integri 

„JFF 
a cause for sole p al je 

“Resolved, That individually and a collectively we deny that we or 
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“Resolved, That we, now present at this spacing. numbering 304 members 


Disabled Volunteer and us 
charges of coercion b ht w J. Smith, L g of this 
character and 


Branch Home, basing action u our familiarity with 
the nature of is worth in tise eniamats of thi mies —— cay ge and 


JOHN T. PEET, 
President Veterans’ Keeley League, No. 1, of the United States, 


Attest: E. A. TRADER, Secretary. 


I have here a letter from the Protestant chaplain of the Home, 
commending it in the highest terms; I have here a letter from the 
Catholic chaplain, commending it also in the highest terms, as. 
well as the management of the Home. As was stated by the gen- 
tleman who preceded me, Governor Smith came from the Togus 
Home, I happened to be a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs when Governor Martin was elected. He stated to. the. 
Board in my presence—members of the Board who were before the 
Committee on Military Affairs, “If you will allow Smith, of the 
Togus Home [he was treasurer there], to go out to Leavenworth 
as governor of that Home, then I will accept the position as man- 
ager.” He knew what troubles were in store for him unless he 
had what he re: as a competent man for governor. And 
Governor Mo speaks for him. I will ask the Clerk to read 
what the governor says: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 8, 1898. 
Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, : y 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
I was local manager of the Western. Branch Home for three years. It was 
then, and I believe is now, the best- Soldiers’ Home in the country. 
introduced the Keeley cure into the home. See Board minutes. No one was 
forced to take cure during that time, and I do not believe there has since. 
E. N. MORRILL. 
Mr. STEELE. T also have a dispatch here which I will ask the 
Clerk to read. ask the gentleman from Kansas Mr. BLUE}, who 
is familiar with gentlemen residing in Kansas, to state whether 
the signers of this dispatch are not every one of them reputable, 
honorable men. 
The Clerk read as follows: 3 
LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 8, 1898. 
DEAR Sin: We, the W Pt citizens of Leavenworth City, in behalf of 
common justice and fairness, desire to express our disapproval of the unjust 
Home located adja- 


aspersions cast upon Governor Smi the Soldiers 
cent to this city. We are well with his manner of procedure 
and its results, and can cheerfully state as to the marvelously results in 


of kindness. make him with the old 
boys, and 8 the old Keeleyites, an accepted and 


leader. We full ieve his withdrawal — surely jeo 9 con- 


again i Wi actuated mat- 
ter by the hope that you will succeed in placing the affair in its proper light 
before Congress, that justice may be done a deserving and worthy pr hg in 
that our ap may be heard is the prayer of your petitioners. 
ed:) H. M. Aller, 3 Te Madi 

P. Wilson, president Great Western Stove . Wil- 

First Presbyterian Church; Thomas H. 


rector Epipħany Catholic Church; Rev. P. mnedy, Cathe- 

Leavenworth, Kans.; Very Rev. J. T: i LE. 
W. Snyder and W. B. Nickels, president and of the 
Manufacturers’ National Bank; Carroll, cashier Leav- 
enworth National Bank; J. W. ler and Amos E, W. 
vice-president and cashier First National Bank; J. W. Sprat- 
ley and E. A. Kelly, president and cashier, Union. Savings 


Hon. G. W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, when the time comes I will 
give this House to understand what motives are behind that, in- 
cluding the governor of Kansas, so long as he has put himself in 
this attitude. I could fill a volume with telegrams of reputable 
men, but I will show the motives. behind this—— 

Mr. STEELE. What I would like to know is if these are not 


oe men? 

BLUE. Some of them are, and some are practically un- 

known. I do not suppose that several of the ministers: whose 

names are signed know any e about the 
ughter. 


1 2 of his satanic majesty. 
. STEELE. Do you not thi the men who signed that 


telegram: knew as much about the Home as the signers of those 
pa — read knew about what they were swearing to? 
3 Oh, no, my dearly beloved friend, 


UE. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4023 


Mr. STEELE. I think they do. I would like the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to state what he knows of these 
men, if he is here. 

Mr. BLUE. I want to su t to you before you yield the floor, 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Curtis] said while on the 
floor that all these charges had been gone over. I call your atten- 
tion now specifically to the fact that there were 30 to 50 men of 
the Regular Army in the Home witen old soldiers were turned 
away; and I want to call attention 

Mr. STEELE. You have made your speech once. 
5 I want you to explain these things before you quit 

r. 

Mr. SPALDING. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 2 

Mr. SPALDING. I find in this report here of the Inspector- 
General of the Homes that there were condemned during the 
year at this Home 72,656 articles of all descriptions, whose origi- 
nal cost price was $46,868.14, and the property sold i 
$1,523.87. What was the character of this property? This report 
does not explain. 

Mr. STEELE. The general character of that would be old har- 
ness, old tents for use when the men were out, condemned shoes, 
articles of equipment taken from the hospitals, and property of 
such character as has been issued and has been used up or worn 
out, or has been hopelessly damaged and was ins and con- 
demned, as you, as a soldier, fully understand is bound to occur. 

The SP. pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
ii BLUE. I call your attention to a fact with reference to 
this question, and I think the gentleman will be given all the time 
he wants. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana be permitted 
to proceed until he concludes his remarks. Is there objection? 
[After a pene The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis] 
stated that all these charges had been investigated, by such an 
investigation as this Board gives; but I call your attention to the 
fact that the charge of Governor Smith having been drunk in, 
February last, as proved here, has never been investigated. 

Mr. STEELE. As to that I can not make any answer on my 
own responsibility, or of my own knowledge, but from the char- 
acter of your ex parte witnesses, from the way they testify, Ishould 
judge that it would require a great deal of this character of testi- 
mony to establish the charge so that I would believe it. There 
are a hundred thousand peop in the United States who have 
taken the Keeley cure, and the eyes of all those people are upon 
Governor Smith, who is at the head of the organization known as 
the Keeley League of the United States. He was a good soldier, 
and the only weakness I have ever heard charged against him was 
that at one time he was a drinking man; but, as has been stated, 
he took the Keeley cure, and he has since conducted himself so well 
that he is at the head of the ization of men who have taken 
thecure. Therefore, I do not the charge is likely to be true. 
I do not think he ought to hold the presidency of the organization, 
because he has enough to attend to at home. 

I wish the committee to understand that unless there isa quorum 
present—seven members—the Board never undertakes to do busi- 
ness. It is a quorum of the Board that acts, and not General 
Franklin. General Franklin, because he is president of the Board, 
and because, as was said by the gentieman from New York [Mr. 
Curtis], we all have implicit confidence in his integrity and abil- 
ity, is allowed to exercise certain authority; but it would be just 
as reasonable for me to question the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
BLUE] about each cular item in an appropriation bill that 
we have passed by Appropriations Committee, of which he is 
a member, as for him to expect every member of the Board to be 
able to go into all the details of administration in the various 
Homes. But, Mr. Speaker, when the Board visits the Homes, they 
see that every detail is properly carried out and that the Homes 
are administered for the comfort and the betterment of the condi- 
tion of all the old soldiers. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Howoften does this Board of Man- 
agers meet? 

Mr. STEELE. They meet quarterly, or oftener if the business 


pe it. 
. BURTON of Missouri. How long are they generally in 


session? 

Mr. STEELE. Weare there long enough to go over the esti- 
mates sent in from the various Homes. The examines 
ee and determine what they can get along with at each 

me. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. My a was, about how much 
time does the Board din that business? How long are you 


bag ang in those meetings? 
. STEELE. On an average, from five to seven days. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. And that occurs four timesa year? 

Mr. STEELE. Not merely at the meetings for official business; 
but, for instance, when we meet here we go over all these esti- 
mates, and then we generally visit one of the Homes, so by the 
time we have completed the work of that meeting it has occupied 
five or ten days. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. How often do you go to a Home? 

Mr. STEELE. Once a year, excepting to the Pacific Home. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. er, there are several gentlemen who 
desire to be heard on this resolution, and Lask unanimous consent 
that the debate may run until we adjourn this afternoon; that 
the consideration of the resolution be resumed to-morrow imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal, and that the debate con- 
tinue until 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. TRACEY. I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. HULL. I will modify my request so as to ask that the de- 
bate continue until 3 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. TRACEY. Ihave no objection to that. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr, ST. _Let it be remembered at this point that we, as 
Managers, excepting the president and secre get no pay what- 
ever for our services, and do not expect it. e give our time 
freely, and get only our actual expenses. What we want, outside 
of our hotel bills and our transportation service, we pay for. The 
e swaps to us is 3 in feeling that we are giving aid and 

ort in a noble work. e Inspector-General of the Army says 
of us, on page 6 of his report: 
soe 9 5 seem well suited for their 
E... ee ee 


Again he says, page 6: 

It isevident that the officials of the Home are actuated by the most humane 
sentimentsin providing shelter for needy newcomers, but this should hardl 
be at the expense of the other inmates. The limit has been reached ak 
passed, and for further relief must be addressed to those who. alone 
may decide whether or not the door and all other avenues of relief shall be 
closed to disabled old veterans. Some of the houses in which these old sol- 
diers now sleep were never properly constructed nor suitable for continuous 
abode by such occupants. 

Further on he says: 

According to report, the annual cost of clothin capita ave: but 
815.27 Which seems extremely low for the warm 8 rtable raiment. 
provided: and even this allowance, while possibly too restricted for some 
articles, like shirts, may be excessive in others. © food is substantial and 
well cooked, though perhaps a diet more suited to the advanced 
members might be had at some of the Homes; the large kitchensand inviting 
dining halls are ly adapted for the purpose, and everywhere system- 
atic and economic management is apparent, and several branches furnish 
remarkable models, deserving study and imitation. The daily cost ofthe raw 
ration, as reported, averages $0.1494 per capita, and of the cooked ration . Id. 
though the prices paid for supplies vary un ve contracts at the 
same place and are not everyw the same. $ 

Then he goes on to speak of the character of the rations and 
clothing (page 8): 

The annual cost of maintenance per ca 
the Southern Branch to $139.34 at the 
branches is $117.64, ome eg! to the figures 
been somewhat reduced. contract has hardly been wor! very 
anne age | res —— therefore, — as ee. el 1 mes ps of being 
u , doubtless, that a here 
but into ae oe thee of the — eee N 

q property and stores on hand seemed to be generally 
suitable for the purpose for which and commendable zeal was 
8 by the Poara in — . 8 begs A ara 

ere were three c u eo year the o t vera! 
Branches. * * * The officials — “be assiduous! ierde ior thet 
eee te epee Rae oe eae 
pi y on under r 
and economical administration was patent on every side. * $ 

Now I want to read further from what this same Inspector- 
General of the Army has said. Hear what he says about Gov- 
ernor Smith (page 35 of his report): 

Governor A. J. Smith, to whose untiring ene: and t resourcefulness 
much of the good work aceomplished at this Breach is ue, has remained in 


cha: 

Taking the number of trials during the ee eer ee the 
Home es and a ri.  discip! - 
pares favorably wi that of ony of the iom, ti discipline at tis 3 

My friend here talks about the saloons in these Homes. There is 
no saloon at the Home in Indiana, but just outside of it are 8 or 10 
grogshops to which the men go—not saloons, where they would 
merely get beer and where they would be compelled to behave 
themselves, but grogehops where they are not only made drunk, 
but are systematically robbed every pay day. And at that Home 
a greater per eent of the men — reason of thé presence of 
these grogshops, taken in charge during the an at the 
Leavenworth Home. They were not „ There is a guard- 
house, or, as it is now called, a light room, but there is no punish- 
ment administered in the way of confinement to any of the men, 
but they are put into what are called light rooms and kept there 
until they are able to take careof themselves. The experience of 
the Board has been that there is less drinking or drunkenness 
where beer is sold at the Home store than there is where the men 
do their drinking off the Home grounds. They are under surveil- 
lance and are not robbed. But while this was the case at the 


ta varies from $95.67 at 
and the average for all 


to me, which may have 


4024 
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Indiana Home, there were, according to the report, only 5 per cent 


taken chargo of in this way at the Leavenworth Home. 

I do not feel called upon to defend Governor Smith. I do not 
feel that it ought to be necessary to do so. I do not understand 
why the president of the Board of Managers should be attacked 
because of the conduct of one manin whom he has no more inter- 
est than he hasin the governor of any other Home. These Homes 
are all under the charge of the Board of Managers. Does it not 
occur to gentlemen of the House as asingular thing that the man- 
agement should beso faulty at the Leavenworth Home while there 


is no complaint coming from any other Home. 
Mr. NES. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
was no guardhouse’’ at any of these Homes. I refer him to page 


86 of the document he has in his hand. 

Mr. STEELE. I mean that it is not maintained as a Arent 
house. As I have said, the men are placed in what are called light 
rooms. 

Mr. MILNES. ‘‘Guardhguse” is the name used in the report. 

Mr. STEELE. The men are placed in those light rooms, but 
te for punishment, only until they are able to take care of them- 


ves. 
Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 
Mr. BLUE. Has the gentleman never heard any complaint in 
RAY to the Togus Home? 
. STEELE. I have heard complaints from men who have 
been . discharged from that Home. 
Mr. BLUE. ave you not heard it charged that there was a 
very bad state of affairs at the Togus Home? 
Mr. STEELE. I have heard no charge that has not been inves- 
tigated or will not be Nee : 
BLUE. Investigated by whom? 
Mr, STEELE. S e Board. 
Mr, MILNES. ill the gentleman please give us more precise 
information in regard to the saloon run at this Home? Is it run 


under the direction of the board of control? 


Mr. STEELE. At these Homes they have what are called stores, 
and in these stores beer is kept, Even in the great State of Maine 
the governor, who is a prohibitionist, who never himself dri 
intoxicating liquors, found that it was utterly impossible to con- 
trol the men, to keep them from getting drunk at the Home in 
that prohibition State until he put beer in the store and made 
strict ations for its sale. 

Mr. NES. It is, then, the policy of the Board to run a 
saloon at one of the institutions and a jag cure” at the other? 
5 

Mr. STEELE. It is the policy of the Board to manage the Homes 
in a way which, it seems to them, will be for the very best inter- 
ests of the soldier. And it is a question whether we shall allow 
them to sell a little beer within the Home, where the sales can be 
regulated and the officers in charge can see that no man gets 
drunk, or whether the inmates of the Home shall be allowed to go 
to grogshops just outside and buy all the liquor they want and 
become drunk. 

Mr. MILNES. Is it true, as was stated by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE], that the saloon—or store,“ as the gentleman 
from Indiana calls it—at Leavenworth made over $13,000 last year 
out of these old soldiers by the sale of beer to themy 

Mr. STEELE. As a matter of fact that is like some other of the 
details that have been gone over. I do not know what the profit 
was, but I do not have any idea that it was anything like that on 
the sale of beer. The report, however, will show. 

Mr. SPALDING. If the gentleman will permit me, the report 
of the Inspector of the Army—not the 3 of the Home says 
the profit of the beer hall at this Home for the year amounted to 

3,886.23. 

91317 STEELE. Oh, well; there are a great many articles besides 
beer for sale; no Whisky. 

A MEMBER. I thought they had all taken the gold cure out 
there, that nobody was drinking beer. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Spenter; I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he thinks it right that this Government should 
authorize such athingat these Homes, and that this amount should 
be made, or allowed to be made, by speculating in suchan article 


of traffic as that? 

Mr. ST. Well, the Board sees proper to permit it, for 
what they d as good reasons, and every cent of the profit goes 
to or for the efit or amusement of the soldiers, all of them; and 
only a comparatively small per cent of them are drinking men. 
Their average age is now fully 61 years, and the unfortunate 
chronics do most of the drinking. 

Mr. MILNES. Do you think it right that they should be al- 
lowed to make nearly $14,000 a year from the soldiers for selling 
them beer? 

Mr. STEELE. Well, if the gentleman will read the whole of 
the facts in reference to the matter, and if he takes into consider- 
ation all of the conditions existing, he would think differently 


perhaps himself. It does seem, I will admit, an enormous sum 
to one who is unacquainted with the conditions. But does the 
gentleman know to what purpose this fund is put? 

Mx. MIL I donot care what is done with it. 

Mr. STEELE (continuing). A band is hired; they have built an 
amusement hall; have built a church, and have added very many 
conveniences to the Home. d this matter is . not by 
the Board of Managers, but id controlled by the board of survey 
you may call it so—consisting of the governor, the treasurer, and 
one or perhaps more officers of the Home. 

Mr. Would it not be a good idea to start a Good 
Templars’ Lodge, to be paid out of the revenues arising out of the 
same fund? 

Mr. STEELE, I can understand, Mr. Speaker, that this seems 
to be very strange to gentlemen who have not investigated the 
matter or who do not understand the facts as they exist. But 
what are we todo? These men will have their beer or liquor. Is 
it not better to vy ae it to them in the Homes, where they can be 
provided for and taken care of and protected from robbery, than 
to let them go outside and become the prey to any man who chooses 
to take advantage of their helpless condition when drunk? You 
will agree with me that it is better to regulate the sale and allow 
them to have it in the Homes than to allow them to go out and to 
be robbed at these saloons and drinking halls in other places in the 
neighborhood of the Home. It is 15 the difference between 
whether the Home is to have the profit, and at the same time pro- 
tect the inmates of the Home, or the grogshop just outside of the 
Home shall have the profit, with the privilege of robbing the 
soldier on every pay day. If it is held better—and it is being tried 
that way at the Marion Home, in which I am particularly inter- 
ested, t being my own State—it is being tried there; but I 
want to say, in my opinion, that the control of the men running 
to saloons outside of the Homes, instead of inside, has not been 
favorable to the Homes or their discipline. 

Mr. MILNES. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like 
to say that in my own State we prohibit the sale of any liquor 
outside of the Homes, within 1 mile of these institutions. 

Mr. STEELE. That is done also in Ohio, 

A MEMBER, I believe it is 3 miles here. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to make an in- 
quiry of him? 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM, I wish to ask whether any complaint against 
General Franklin, except for retaining Governor Smith, has been 
made? Ihave heard of none. 

Mr. STEELE. So far as I know, there is no complaint in any 
other direction. General Franklin was one of the pioneers of the 
West. In 1843 he went to Chicago and helped to survey for the 
harbor. He then went over to Milwaukee for the same purpose, 
and was the engineer of the first great bridge that spans the Mis- 
sissippi River, a bridge that has since made it possible for you 
gentlemen who live in the West to go and come East. At the 
outbreak of the war he was here as superintendent of the con- 
struction of this Capitol and of the Treasury building; then went 
to the field and performed honorable and gallant services in the 
cause of the Union. No man will dare to attack his honor, his 


integrity, or his ability. The only thing against him that I know 
of at is his politics; and there is absolutely, let me say, no 
politics in the Board of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home. I would 


rather, of course, myself, that he wasa Republican. I do not know 
but that he would be a little better man on that account. But we 
do not know politics in the Board. 

I had occasion to investigate these matters in detail at aio 
having been a member of the committee that investigated the 
management of the Homes at Milwaukee and Dayton at the in- 
stance of the Democratic House in 1883. They investigated the 
Homes and raked high and low for something to criticise in the 
management, and could not find anything, political or otherwise, 
to complain of, N vou would have thought the Democratic 
party Was pong raided. 

Mr. MILNES. If the gentleman will permit me, one other ques- 
tion. How long has this gentleman, General Smith, been active 
in this Home? 

Mr. STEELE. Since its organization, as far as I know. He 
went there at the special request of Governor Martin, of Kansas, 
and was taken from the Togus Home, where he was treasurer. 

Mr. MILNES. How long since he took this Keeley cure? 

Mr. STEELE. Iam unable to say. 

Mr. MILNES. Is it true that he has taken the cure to your 
knowledge under stress of dismissal? : 

Mr. STEELE. Not at all. It was before I knew him that he 
took the cure, I think. I had not seen him, excepting once. It 
was when I was on the Congressional committee at the Togus 
Home, in 1883. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I said at the beginning, there is so much 
talk about, and Iam so often interrupted, that I lose the run of 
what I desired to say for the information of the House. I have a 


1896. 


letter from Governor Morrill, of Kansas, which I would like to 
have read by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE OF KANSAS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Governor's Office, April 9, 1896. 
My DEAR STEELE: I promised Governor Smith [ would write you in re- 
pa to what I knew of the man nt of the Leavenworth Branch, National 
ome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. Since I went off of the Board two years 
I have seldom been there, and can say but little from personal knowledge. 
e a member I was there frequently, and endeavored to a close 
watch of matters. The Home, as you well know, was well 
can not believe there isany foundation for the charges of brutality. 
Keeley cure was a ane success, redeeming over a tnousand men 
temperate habits. o difference in the Home since the cure was intro- 
duced is very marked. My orders were that every man should be left en- 
tirely free to take the cure or not, as he pleased, and no one ever intimated 
or me that he was compelled to take it. I hope you are having a pleasant 
0. 
Yours, E. N. MORRILL. 
Hon. G. W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. STEELE. I want to read what Mr. D. R. Anthony said 
about this Home. 

Mr. BLUE. That is not George T. Anthony? 

Mr. STEELE. But he is as good a man—the editor of a good 


papar ; z . 
r. BLUE. I oy wanted to distinguish. _ z 

Mr, STEELE, I have the letter printed, if there is no 
objection. . 

r. HULL. You had better have it read. 

Mr. STEELE. There is so much of it, it will take too much 
time. I will print it with other papers. 

NATIONAL MILITARY HOME, Kansas, March $, 1896. 

Srn: I hereby beg leave to lay before you the following facts in the interest 
of justice and of the best interests of this Branch Home; 

I. It may have come to your knowledge, or it may yet come to your knowl- 
edge, that attempts have been made through the newspapers, and perhaps 
otherwise, to discredit the management of Col. Andrew J. Smith, governor 
of the Western Branch. 

2. I have been, as you know, here for more than nine years—that is, almost 
from the establishment of this Branch—and have had opportunity of knowing 
the facts I am about to state. 

3. From 1886 up until about three 
here were the victims of the saloons, 


ears ago the r old men who came 
rothels, and thugs who seemed to re- 


the Board of Managers permitted Colonel Smith 
to esta tment for such of our ple as an uncon- 
trollable drink habit and who wished to be cured of it. 

The results have been wonderful. More than thirteen hundred men have 
availed themselves of this treatment. I have personally taiked with more 
than a thousand of them. I have never heard one of them intimate that he 
had been forced to take the cure, or that he had been injured by it. On the 
contrary, hundreds of them have told me how thankful they were for it, and 
how much their general health had been benefited since free from alcoholic 


Morally the change in the men has been as marked as it is ph . In 
the 8 grounds, everywhere, the most wond c the 
gentlemani 1 of the men has taken place. 

6. Through the efforts of Colonel Smith and the officers and members of 
the Home who have aided him, many of the vilest places along the highways 
leading to the Home have been closed. 

The sight of drunken men lying on the roadside or Sipser $ indecent ex- 
posures of their persons are ost unknown. Not only are there no longer 
complaints from citizens about the members of the Home, but, on the other 
hand, frequent expressions of gratification are heard over the change effected, 
and the most influential people in business and are very free in 
of commendation of Colonel Smith's work as governor of 


bruary 18 last, when the Editorial Association of the State of Kansas 
visited the Home, Col. D. R. An’ 
Leavenworth Tim 


ully, W. J. GILLESPIE, 
Protestant Chaplain. 


Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN. 
NATIONAL MILITARY HOME, 
Leavenworth County, Kans., February 29, 1896. 


GENERAL: In view of certain adverse criticisms of the management of this 
Western Branch now going the rounds of the press, I have the honor to sub- 
mit to you my personal experience as testimony in rebuttal of all such at- 
tacks, whether era poms. Be rom porate malice or ill-advised dais Ebon 

As a Catholic priest li in this community for many years, I feel that I 
have exceptional opportunities to know the true in’ ness of the motives 
which these attacks. They are base, and in no sense represent the 
sentiments of our people, either within or without the Home. Among so 
large a number of old men, bent under physical, mental, and moral infirmi z 
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ent on old it is to be e that discontent and 8 
wrongs should find a p among their mental feelings. Sucha condition of 
8 though confined to a few, 

į lawyers and s 8 Fee use these ravings of decrepitude to 
discon 


ent. 
I deem it my duty to lay before you, as president of the Board of Managers, 
X; With a full sense, therefore, of my ition before 
the public, I make bold to say that the management of this ch Home is 
able, humane, and generous to an eminent degree. Order, of course, must 
main ed, and the vicious few must be sup „ On these two points 
of the Home is in full accord. The Keele: 
treatment is but a means to thisend. It has been successful, and su 
to an extent that can be m only by a comparison between the present 
state of affairs and conditions and the same as existent before its introduc- 
tion into the Home. I was here before the Western Branch Home was in 
being. I watched its construction and saw its halls ually peopled. The 
bells of our church joined their music to the general shout of iby that filled 
the air when first you sent us the news—the poroa news—thatthe Soldiers’ 
Home would be at our gates. We, too, were liberal, as you well know, yetthe 
day gunet oe when all good citizens ie, flo the presence of the Western 
Branch in their midst, so t was the ux of men and women of low char- 
acter and intemperate habits. The city authorities had to increase the police 
force. The sheriff of the county was kept busy long after soon ey day, and 
I honestly believe Governor Smith himself became alarmed. was some 
five or six years . In April, 1892, the Keeley treatment for alcoholism was 
introduced. and the ual improvement in the morals and manners of the 
d class of the Home has given an air of and contentment to this 
Home which it had not known before. The ge is very marked, and it 
certainly proves the i ed the treatment. 
in a position to obi the ver: 


the overwhelming membershi 


ment has n, on the whole, a gratifyin; 
the paat no one to my knowledge has 
trea’ pent re y — 5 be vee entailed. x baten 
ve the honor vi your o nt servan 
E ESS 


ELLA, Catholic Cha; 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. S. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 4, 1896, 
STEELE, ° 

DEAR SIR: We are much interested, as we know you are, in the welfare of 
the National Soldiers’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. We are.espe- 
cially interested in the Leavenworth Home. Its development and progress 
have been daily before us. 

Gen. William B. Franklin, who, as the commander of the Left Grand Divi- 
sion of the Army of the Potomac, rendered such distinguished service dur- 
ing the war, has held the position of president of the Board of Managers for 
more than twelve years. We have watched his career and believe his policy 
to have been „ To his ability, experience, conservative action, an 
pecs fitness for the position is due the present excellent condition of all 

e Homes. 

We are convinced that a change in the management at this time would not 
be for the good of the veterans,and therefore heartily favor his reappoint- 
ment and urgently request that you will give him your vote and ve sup- 


rb. 
ery 
K. 


E. W. Snyder, presi- 
facturers’ National Bank; W. B. Nickels, cashier 
Man National Bank; J. W. 

Union Savings Bank; E. A. Kelly, cashier Union Savings Bank; 
H. F. Rush, president the Rush aomas Company; J. S. Rice, 
James G. Graham, Arthur Simmons, tenson, Woolfer & Co., 
department store; I. W. Crancer, of the Crancer Hardware 
Company; O. B. Taylor, James A. 8 Ino. W. Fogler, 
vice-president First National Bank; John Kellery. C. B. Brace: 
E. P. Willson, president Great Western Stove Company; Isur 
Wilson, presi ent Great Western Manufacturing Company; 
J. L. Abernathy. È 


NATIONAL MILITARY HOME, 
Leavenworth County, Kans., February 28, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: In compliance with instructions from Col. Andrew J. Smith, 
vernor of the Western Branch, National Home for Disabied Volunteer 
oldiers, Ihave the honor to submit my semiannual Papert of the Keeley 
Institute of the Western Branch, National Home for bled Volunteer 
Soldiers, commencing July 1, 1895, and ending December 31, 1895, as follows: 


We have treated for chronic alcoholism gg 33 
We have treated for other narcotics -....----».=-.---.-...-=......-..-....- 8 


Two hundred and six married men have been returned to their families 
and friends. I have a number of members who have taken the treatment 
ital corps, and am happy to ay that they give 

Sa on, and can be trusted to handle Jiquors as safely as those who 

ve never 8 the taste for liquor. Members whose nervous ayapana 
was broken and shattered by drink have become strong and able-bodied men, 


that the 


Tre 
healt 


taance has occurred 
Sking the treatment. 

Great care is exercised in the administration of the Bag srg teh Asst. 

burgs. A. W. Reese and J. L. Fryer deserve great credit for their d, care- 


tion of the members who have taken the treatment. Many of 
them attend divine services on the Sabbath and conduct themselves ina 
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ly creditable manner; but as this is only a semiannual report, and the 
tin ear been referred to in my former annual reports. Iam og ge 


to limit my remarks to afew of the most important 
£ a less number have been treated du: the last six months 
than at any other time, which is simply to the lack of material, as it 
would seem that almost all of our excessive ers have taken the cure 
and are now sober men, and are using their influence toward the upbuilding 
of the Home, and by their etapie many men who have not taken treat- 
ment have discontinued the habit from sheer force of example. 


Yours, very respectfully, 120 


Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. 8., Hartford, Conn. 


Mr. BLUE. Will you read some extracts from D. R. Anthony's 

paper within the last few weeks? 3 
r. STEELE. I would, if I had the paper, read what is said 
about that Home. 

Mr. BLUE. I will furnish you some extracts. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, about the character of the treasurer of 
the National Home, it was said by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BLUE] that this “striker” Was taken from the Home. Why, 
we could as business men from these Homes as there are 
in the country. Until I find that a soldier has done something 
dishonorable, Icount him an honorable man, and noman can point 
his finger to anything that Major Birmingham has ever done that 
was not strictly honorable. 

He had been 3 the treasurer of the Home for a number 
of years, and the Board found him to be not only capable, but 
unusually so, and an honest man; and when these changes were 
made, as I said before, these people, being out of money, were 
compelled to act hurriedly. He was carried up to Hartford, 
Conn., where he was not acquainted with the people at all, his 
home being in New York, and I do not know that he could have 

t a bond there instantly, or that he had time to go elsewhere. 

ese men had been without money for a long time, and it was 
n for him to act quickly. I did not know whether the 
bond had been given to the Board of Managers, as the treasurer's 
bond had theretofore been given, or not. 

I did not understand that when the bond was made, but he 
came in and said to us, “ I have got to make this bond quickly.” 
And he made it to the Secretary of War, as the law prescribed. 
The Board did not concern themselves about the bond. It was not 
a matter of concern to us, and,as I said, the details are many. 
When I said—and the record will bear me out—I could not say 
just to whom he made the bonds, to what officer of the Govern- 
ment, but that he had made it to the Secretary of War or some 
other officer, and I understood had been compelled to so make it, 
and I found out my error the next morning, the first thing I did 
was to get up and report it. 

About the insurance, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] 
stood here and stated, as a suspicion almost amounting to a cer- 
tainty,” that the bond was given by this man in a company in 
which General Franklin was interested, and that the post build- 
ings at various Homes are insured in companies in which General 
Franklin has a special interest. As a matter of fact, I want to 
say to you that he has no interest whatever in any insurance com- 
panies excepting two—the Orient and the National, both Hartford 
com es. He has no interest in any security or bond company 
, but he has an interest in those two insurance companies. 

buildings, erected out of money from the post fund, 
built for the comfort of the men themselves, under officers of the 
Homes, are insured for $199,200. 

There is that much insurance carried on that character of build- 
ings, and these buildings are monuments to show that the money 
has been rly used, instead of the saloon men getting it, men 
who would not only make the men drunk, but rob them. As I 
say, the insurance carried on these buildings amounts to $199,200. 
Seventy-two policies are carried, and five of those policies are in 
companies in which General Franklin hasan interest—the Orient 
and the National. He has 89 shares in the National and 30 shares 
in the Orient. In the Orient, in which he has 30 shares, there is 
carried $6,500 of this $199,200, and in the National, in which he 
has 89 shares, there is carried $3,000. So, out of the total insur- 
ance carried on these Homes, amounting to $199,200, there are 
8 aggregating 89,500 in companies in which General Frank- 

has some interest. 

Two of those policies are on buildings at the Maine Home, and 
when the governor phed me he telegraphed that General 
Franklin had no interest in any company insuring those buildings, 
so far as he knew, and I do not think he had. He was not aware 
that he had any interest in the Orient. So that my friend from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE] would better look a little to statements that 
he makes, especially when he makes statements of that kind, and 
assails the character of an honorable man. 

I do not feel that it is just to the House that I should detain you 
longer. I feel that I have covered the ground tolerably well for 
me, although when I come to look over my remarks I shall doubt- 
less find myself em because I have left out many things 
that I Should like to = : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. What about the regular soldiers 


in explana’ 
the reason wh 


at 


who were admitted to the Home at the same time that volunteer 
soldiers who were entitled to admission were refused admission? 

Mr. HULL. I should like to hear you on that? 

Mr. STEELE. I will find out about that to-night if I can. I 
am 5 to give an answer on that subject now. 

Mr. LL. Telegraph out there. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Ce y. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It seems to be universally 
conceded that this man was drunk all through the war fre- 
quently; that he is a drunkard; and I want to ask you if you pro- 
pose to keep this drunkard at the head of that institution when 
you have found ont that he is a drunkard? 

Mr. STEELE. What drunkard is that? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. This Mr. Smith, who is com- 
plained of by the arauan from Kansas [Mr. BLUE]. 

Mr. POOLE. I should like to answer that question. 

Mr. STEELE. I will answer that question. As one of the 
Managers of the Home, I will ay to you that if I have a vote and 
I should find that Mr. Smith had been drunk one single time since 
he hastaken the Keeley cure I would not only vote against retain- 
ing him, but I would do all I could i retaining him. I do 
not believe he has been drunk once since he has taken that cure. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Is there any evidence that 
would convince you that he was drunk? Can there be any pro- 
duced, of any nature, that would convince you? 

Mr. POOLE. Lean answer that, if the gentleman will allow me, 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. i 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. 5 I understand the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] has asked a question of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, if the Managers of the National Soldiers’ Homes 
would allow this man, whom he says was drunk before the war 
and drunk during the war, and has been drunk since, would be 
allowed to remain as governor of the Home. Perhaps I am the 
only man here who can speak from personal knowledge of Col. 
Andrew J. Smith. I knew him when a boy. I knew when 
we were in the Army together. We have slept under the same 
blanket and drank from the same canteen. I have had more ex- 
perience with him than any other associate I know of on this floor, 
and I can say of my own knowledge that that man never was 
drunk during the war; and any man who makes that chatga here 
can not prove it. He may have been under the influence of liquor 
while in Kansas, but that is a prohibition State, and I am not 
responsible for that. [Laughter.] But I will say, Mr. Speaker, 
that Colonel Smith was as gallant a soldier and as true a man as 
ever went into the service. I would like, if the gentleman from 
Indiana will allow me, to say a few words on this subject. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Indiana will permit you to 
go ahead on this. 

Mr. POOLE. While this is up 

Mr. BLUE. I want permission to submit a question to ou 

Mr. POOLE (continuing). I know something about the man- 
agement of Soldiers’ Homes, 

Mr. BLUE. I want permission to ask you a question. 

Mr. POOLE. All right. 

Mr. BLUE. This A. J. Smith is not the celebrated A. J. Smith 
of the war? 

Mr. POOLE. This A. J. Smith was formerly adjutant of the 
One hundred and twenty-second New York Volunteers, and after- 
wards assistant adjutant-general of the Third Division of the Sixth 
Army Corps, afterwards assistant adjutant-general of Hancock's 

of the Army of the Potomac. 

. You have not answered my question. 

Mr. POOLE. I do not know what you mean, then. 

Mr. BLUE. That was not Gen. A. J. Smith? 

Mr. POOLE. That is another man entirely. 

Mr. BLUE. One further question. 

Mr. POOLE. Iam 3 the man who is now the gov- 
ernor of the Soldiers“ Home at Leavenworth, Kans. 

Mr. BLUE. This is not Gen. A. J. Smith. 

Mr. POOLE. This is not Gen. A. J. Smith, of Missouri. It is 
another man. 

Mr. BLUE. In regard to this man that you are now speaking 
of—you say you know him? 

Mr. POOLE. I know him. 

Mr. BLUE. Was not he a member of General Franklin's staff? 

Mr. POOLE. He was not. 

Mr. BLUE. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. POOLE. I am sure. He knew General Franklin. We 
served together in the Sixth Army Corps, and General Franklin 
commanded the Left Grand Division of the Army of the Potomac 
in the Fredericksburg campaign, which included the Sixth Army 
Corps, and Colonel Smith undoubtedly knew General Franklin 
then; and I will say further that there was no army officer in the 
Army of the Potomac better known to General Grant and Gen- 
eral Sheridan than Col. A. J. Smith. He was a good soldier 
and a brave man, He was also a true man anda good man to his 
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comrades and had as kindly an interest for the men of his regi- 
ment as any man I have ever known. 

Mr. BLUE. What did you and he drink when you drank out 
of the canteen together? 

Mr. POOLE. We drank cold water. There is no one here but 
would know that I did not drink liquor with him. Any man who 
knows me knows well my habits in that re; These charges 
that have been made against Col. A. J. Smith of being a “ brute” 
and a “drunkard” are unfair. You can not prove them. In that 
connection, I know something about the management of these Sol- 
diers’ Homes, and I know that such charges are often made by the 
inmates. Some years I was one of a committee thatwas sent 
= a the Ha ome at 2 = were made 
at tha e against the manager of the Home. © governor, 
General Pitcher, was an old officer of the Regular Army, and yet 
these charges were made inst him as strong as these charges 
are made against Col. Andrew J. Smith. We went over to the 
Home and remained there two or three weeks; taking the testi- 
mony of the witnesses, and there were a great many of them. We 
had something over 100 witnesses sworn, and the result of our 
investigation was briefly this: We recommended that every man 
who made the charges against General Pitcher should beexpelled. 

And I want to pole here that you can convict the officers 
of any poorhouse or iers’ Home or any institution of that kind 
in this country if 25 listen to all the charges that would be made 
by the inmates of those Homes. Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, a 
good oe who get into those Homes are drunkards. 

Bars BLUE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 


Mr. POOLE, Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. If Andrew J. Smith is such a gentleman now and 
drank nothing but cold water, why on earth did he take the 
Keeley cure? 

Mr. POOLE. There were times when he drank liquor. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I understand that this Gen. 
A. J. Smith was not the gentleman you describe. That has been 
the general understanding all over the House, and that is why I 
asked you the question. 

Mr. POOLE. Now, I admit that Colonel Smith, at times during 
the war and since, drank liquor; but he had the manhood, when 
he found it was injuring him, to take the Keeley cure. He is an 
enthusiast in all he does; and when he had taken that cure and 
found its benefits, it was not surprising that he went around 
among the men under his charge and induced these men to take it. 
LI am glad to see that 1,300 men under his influence took the Keeley 

cure and have become good citizens once more. It is not ris- 
ing that the other men who did not take that cure should find fault 
with themen whosaved themselves from being common drunkards. 
It is not an unusual thing. I have served with Colonel Smith in 
battle; I have seen him under almost all circumstances, and I 
never saw him under the influence of liquor. He was a gallant 
soldier during the war, and I can not believe to-day that he is 

unjust to any of his old comrades. 5 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, Cer two minutes to the gentle- 

5 N 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. 0 N ; 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to offer an amend- 
— and have it pending, 1 may speak to it when the proper 
@ comes, 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. Whereas. charges of drunkenness and * to inmates of the 
Home and mismanagement have been made against Col. Andrew J. Smith, 
governor of the Home at Leavenworth, Kans., the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House shall int a commission of three per- 
so two of whom shall be members of the House and one a membe: 


nate, to investigate said c and file a report of their finding in 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers of the 
United States. If a majority of the commission find that said Col. Andrew J. 
Smith was guilty of said ‘ges, or of either of pers, Se said Board of 
Managers shall forthwith remove him as governor of Home and appoint 
soe eee ee ee ie ecm oars ST 
to pay the expenses of sald investigation. The commission shall have power 
tosend for persons and papers. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order on that. 
The proposition is entirely ont of the line of such things. The 
President is a member of that Board, so is the Secretary of War 
ex officio, and so.is the Chief Justice, and I do not want a com- 
mittee appointed by a part of the Board. 

The S pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman desires to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BLUE. I desire to reserve the point of order. 

Sir STEELE. I simply wish to say that we welcome investi- 
on. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 

from Connecticut [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, Mr. Speaker, I think I shall not 
occupy five minutes, because I simply desire to place myself on 
record in defense of a distinguished citizen of my State, a pole 
man who stands as high in blic estimation as probably any 
other citizen of Connecticut. eral Franklin is nota native of 
that State. He came to Connecticut soon after the war of the 


rebellion, and after the death of Colonel Colt took c of the 


Colt Firearms Company and e it most sue ef win- 
ning the admiration and res of the people of his adopted State. 
He been connected with many business enterprises in Hart- 
ford and elsewhere in the State, and his standing been such 
that he could have any position he would t. General Frank- 
lin does not belong to the political party which I represent, but 
he has been repeatedly requested to accept office, and he has once 
or twice headed the Democratic electoral ticket, and has been 
otherwise honored by the a party with which he has been 
affiliated. The utter puerility of the charges that are made here 
against General Franklin may be understood and properly appre 
ciated, I think, from the fact that one criticism e upon hi 
is that he, or the managers of the Soldiers’ Home, in the exercise 
of a wise discretion, allowed the insuring of the property connected 
with the Homes in Hartford companies. I understand from the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] that some $200,000 of insur- 
ance is carried on the property of the different Homes. 

Mr. STEELE. One hundred and ninety-nine thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit 
that it would not be possible to get $200,000 of good insurance 
without going to the city of Hartford for it. eos, procs The 
companies with which General Franklin is connected are among 
the best in the world. I will guarantee that there has been no ex- 
tra commission paid, and I submit that it is perfectly legitimate 
for him or for the Board of Managers to place their insurance in 
the Hartford companies, because those companies are the best in 
the country. I do not think this fact reflects at all upon the 
management or upon General Franklin, and if that charge is a 
fair indication of the seriousness of the other charges that are 
made, as I believe it is, I do not think this attack upon General 
Franklin is worthy of the attention of this House. 

Mr. HADNER of Nebraska. I will ask the gentleman whether 
itis not the fact that General Franklin is even now connected 
with a number of important business concerns in which he is 
actively engaged? 

Mr. of Connecticut. Yes, sir; he is connected with one 
or two fire insurance companies, and he is also vice-president of 
the Hartford Steam Boiler In tion and Insurance Company, 
and, in fact, he is connected with many of the leading business 
enterprises of Hartford. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And he devotes himself very act- 
ively to that business? 

. HENRY of Connecticut. I have never known any business 
with which General Franklin has been connected that has suf- 
fered. His management of the Colt factory for a long term of 
years was very successful, and the same can be said of all his busi- 
ness associations, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And he devotes himself to that 
outside business? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. That is his reputation. General 
Franklin neglects nothing that he undertakes, and I do not believe 
that ae connection with the Soldiers’ Home he has neglected 
any duty. j 
_ Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, for four days, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. Suurorp, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. LEONARD, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


ness. - 
The motion of Mr. HULL was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the oe recommending an appropriation to recom- 
nse John Moore & Co. for extra work on the post-office, custom- 
ouse, etc., at Denver, Colo., was taken from the Speaker's table 
= 5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
prin 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BILL. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. EDDY, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 8041) for the relief of certain Indians residing upon the 
ceded portion of the Red Lake Reservation, ~ the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1308): which said. 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 
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` REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 3672) for the relief of Richard P. Blackistone. (Report No. 
1298.) 


1300.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 4098) for relief of Thomas F. Ryan. (Report No. 1301.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims: The bill (H. R. 4603) to confer jurisdiction on the Court 
of a Land Claims to try and determine a title. (Report No. 
1302.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 

e bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 

cay Poe County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. (Report 

0. 


wi bil (H. R. 7501) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett. (Report 
0. KJ 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 8221) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and Charles 
M. Larsh, reported in lieu of House bills Nos. 2475 and 2478. 
(Report No. 1305.) > : : 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
H. R. 6954) granting a pension to Lucinda Andrews, of Essex, 

t. ones o. 1307.) i A 
By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. (Report No. 
1308.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8211) to provide for the com- 
missioner of copyrights and to revise the copyright lJaw—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8212) for the preservation and pro- 
tection of public records and documents, and providing for the use 
of copies thereof as evidence—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8213) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned can- 
non and 60 cannon balls to the a C. Stoyell Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Moravia, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. . S 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8214) granting to Will 
E. Webber Post, Grand Army of the ublic, of Galatia, in Saline 
County III., two condemned mounted brass cannon—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R.8215) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Atlantic 
City, in the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. j 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill ee granting to 
Custer Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., 
2 condemned cannon and 25 cannon balls—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. ` k 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R.8217) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

B Mr GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 8218) to amend section 3287 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing in certain 
cases the storage of distilled spirits in metal tanks in distillery 
warehouses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8219) granting the 
use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a pub- 
ph re and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 


airs, 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8220) to amend the act approved February 9, 1881, to grant the 
right of way for railroad pure through certain lands of the 
United States in Richmond County, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. À 5 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 171) authoriz- 
ing Surg. P. M. Rixey, of the Navy, to accept from the King of 
Spain the grand cross of naval merit with the White distinction 
mark, in recognition of services rendered to the officer and sailors 
of the Santa Maria who were injured by an explosion on that 
ship—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

y Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 251) to set 
apart Monday evenings during the session for pension business 


and limit debate at evening sessions to ten minutes on each bill— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 254) asking appointment of 
an additional assistant by the Clerk of the House—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial by the legislature of Massachusetts 

ing the United States Government to assist in the extermina- 
tion of the gypsy-moth pest—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Private Land 
Claims was dischar. from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
2843) for the relief of William M. Boyd, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pae bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: . 

r. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8222) for the relief of Austin 
G. Jacobs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8223) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the District of 
Columbia to John H. Gause and others—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. s 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 8224) to refund to Jesse H. 
Farwell money paid as 5 duty on the schooner Southamp- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims, F 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R.8225) to increase the pension 
of George R. Shebbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

N KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8226) to increase the pension of 
William Sharrock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8227) for the 
benefit of James S. Fish—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 
By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 8228) granting a pension 
to . Jane H. Vandevere, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. 


Gen. William Vandevere, United States Volunteers, deceased—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8229) to pension Ida Jennett, 
widow of Joseph Jennett, late assistant keeper of Gull Shoal Light- 
House, North Carolina—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of J. E. Merriam—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8231) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8232) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John O’Brien—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8283) for the relief 
of the estate of Abel Adams, deceased—to the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 3 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

be r. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Cen- 
ter County, Pa., recommending the passage of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of 5 staples by an export bounty 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Rhode Island Engineers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Providence, R. I., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 3618, to increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval irs. 

Also, petition of Dr. George F. Payne, of Atlanta, Ga., for the 

e of House bill No. 1664, regarding naval pharmacists—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Memorial of the board of reference and con- 
trol of the World’s Columbian Commission, in reference to reports 
of officers—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors, 
residents of Crosby, Mo., favoring the of a service-pension 
measure granting not less than $8 per month to all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors who served not less than ninety days 
in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

3 of e vf fag boy Post, No. =i Orana Army 
of the Republic, Department of Missouri, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 1196, for the relief of soldiers and — — or 
their heirs, formerly pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
who have been dropped from the pension roll, or rerated thereon 
ata lower fi; , and establishing a standard of ratings under 
said act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of various manufacturing firms of 
the United States, for the passage of House bill No. 6577, to au- 
thorize the registration of trade-marks and labels—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, petition of John J. Gerstle, for the passage of House bill 
No. 8050, ting a pension to Joseph Gerstle—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Pa to accompany House bill 
No. 7194, for the relief of Eli Conner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the United States Peace League, 
the English Peace Union, and various other English, Pan, i 
French, Belgian, Dutch, Danish, Italian, and Sicilian societies, 
favor of a permanent arbitration tribunal between Great Britain 
and the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petitions of E. O. Rose and L. E. Reed, 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of the Lafayette Republican Bat- 
tery, of Jersey City, N. J., asking for the passage of the bill pro- 
viding for a new ffice building at Jersey City, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Liquor Dealers’ Protective League of Camden, 
Elizabeth, Paterson, ensack, Plainfield, Perth Amboy, and 
county of Warren, State of New J cen fa against the passage of 
House bill No. 6668, to amend the act relating to the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the District of Columbia by raising the license 
fee—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petitions of William P. Kastenhuber, of Jersey City, N. J., 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter —to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of W. L. Woodward and others, 
of the State of California, for the passage of a special act placing all 
soldiers reenlisting from the Veteran Reserve Corps on the same 
footing as other veterans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Santa Ynez, Cal., favoring the pas- 
sage of Bause bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural sta- 
ples by an export duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Los Angeles County, Cal., for the 

of a service-pension bill of at least $8 per month to eve 
33 dischar soldier, sailor, and marine who serv 
ninety days in the late war on the Union side to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rivera, Cal., asking that religious 
matter be admitted as second class in the mails to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John A. Martin Post, No. 153, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Soldiers Home, Cal., fayoring a general service- 

ion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Nathaniel D. White and others, of 
New York, in favor of the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of E. B. Hendric and others, of 
Denver, Colo., favoring the passage of bill reviving the office of 
Lieutenant-General in the interest of Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of several hundred citizens of Min- 
nesota, for legislation in favor of the carriage of bicycles as bag- 

age, to e e House bill No. 4246—to the Committee on 

By Mr TRELOAR: Papers to a bill 

4 : Papers to accompany bill granting a - 
nce A. J. Vanarsdel—to the Committee on Invalid Persona: 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Rebecca R. Mitchell and 
other officers of the Idaho Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
praying for international arbitration—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, April 16, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the retary of the Treasury, in r nse to a 
resolution of the 10th instant, relative to the cases of Kentucky 
claimants for rents for barracks and quarters allowed by account- 
ing officers of the Treasury and reported to Congress January, 
1895, in House Executive Document No. 234, and not appropriated 


for, transmitting a report made in these cases sis the Comptroller 
of the Treasury March 28, 1896; which, with the accompanying 
ered to 


papers, Pape referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
rinted, 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
War submitting an estimate of $15,000 for the purchase of ma- 
chine guns for the service of the fiscal year 1897; which, with the 
e het y papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed, 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 2d instant authorizing the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to reexamine Treasury settlement No. 133, being claim 
in favor of George Baber, formerly of Gallatin, Tenn., for bar- 
racks and quarters, reported to Congress in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, third session, a report thereon 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury, dated the 11th instant; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Anti- 
Saloon e m ha District of Columbia and a petition of the 
American istian Missionary Society, praying for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial national commission of inquiry to investi- 
gate and -report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, its relations to 
crime, pauperism, taxation, and the general welfare; which were 
refe: to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Columbus, 
Ohio: a petition of the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla.; a 
petition of the Fruit and Produce Exchange of Boston, Mass., and 
a petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of 

waukee, Wis., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Commandery of the 
State of Colorado, Military Order of the Loyal ion of the 
United States, of Denver, Colo., praying for the revival of the rank 
of Lieutenant-General of the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Council No. 64, American Pro- 


tective Association, of Breckinridge, Colo., remonstra ainst 
placing the statue of Pere uette in Statuary Hall; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Denver, Colo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for a cation of clerks 
in the service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Core Makers’ Protective Union, 
No. 5900, erican Federation of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio; of 
the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Philadelphia, Pa.; of the American Federation of Labor, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; of Union No. 6651, American Federation of Labor, 
of Columbus, Ohio; of the Federated Trades Council, of Madison, 
Wis.; of American Waiters’ Union, No. 5108, of St. Louis, Mo.; of 
Federal Labor Union, No. 6512, American Federation of Labor, 
of Belt, Mont.; of Journeymen Tailors’ Union, No. 140, of Hot 
Springs, Ark.; of Central Labor Union, American Federation of 
Labor, of Toledo, Ohio; of Steam Engineers’ Protective Union, No. 
5703, American Federation of Labor, of Denver, Colo., and of the 
Screw Makers’ Protective Union, No. 6256, American Federation 
of Labor, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation secur- 
ing better markets for grain, grain products, meats, and all manu- 
factured products of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN 1 asi a petition of the faculty of the 
School of Pharmacy, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich, 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the status of 
pharmacists in the United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Edward B. Linsley, of Three 
Rivers, Mich., praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of W n, D. C., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 3559, providing for the extension of Fourteenth 
street northwest; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Wash- 
ington, D. C., Lagi 3 for the enactment of legislation exten 
the sewer system of the District of Columbia; which was ref 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also Se en a petition of 933 residents and property owners 
of the Southeast section of the District of Columbia, praying for the 

assage of the bill to incorporate the East Washington Heights 
Fraction Railway Company; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the 8 of E. L. Haughton 
and sundry other citizens of North olina, „praying that an ap- 
propriation of $10,000 be made to continue the improvements of 
the Trent River, in that State, as already commenced under the 
United States Engineer Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was a 3 ce 2700) 3 of = heirs of certain 
seamen lost in undering o t-vessel No. 37, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2337) for establishing a fog-signal vessel at San Francisco 
Bar, California, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


n. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 933) making an ropriation for the purchase of a site 


and the construction of a light r at St. Andrews Bay, 
eee icon adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
definitely. 


He also; from the same: committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 657) to provide for the erection of range lights at St. 
Josephs Bay, Florida, and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a n. 


He also, from the same: committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Quay on the Ist instant, ones 
that the Christiana light station, Delaware, be raised to the fourth 


F to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably and submitted a report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th instant, 
Lecibd tt Ue peopaendl te tke ͤ ̃̃ v 

to be y approp: m bi i 
favorably and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was agreed to. 
Mx. QUAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
ref the amendment submitted by himself on the Ist instant, 
viding: for a relief vessel for the Fourth light-house district, 
Koda to be proposed to the sundry civil 1 bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on 55 and printed; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the Ist instant, providing 
for the stationing of a first-class light vessel at or near the Over- 


falls Shoal, eee intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil a riation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 


printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven 
Bank of the State of Connecticut, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1122) for the relief of Sallie Hardmond, re- 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2845) for the relief of Mrs. L. A. Barber, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr.. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1155) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome 
E. Morse; of the United States Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to accom- 
pany the resolution of inquiry adopted by the Senate on the 20th 
ultimo concerning the location of the turrets of battle ships; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. Harrison the 14th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil a bill, the 
amendment proposing to appropriate one- of a year's 
each to the widows of M. F. Watkins, Charles Stone, and James 
Newsom, late members of the Capitol police, rted it without 
amendment. and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
8 2 iations and printed; which was agreed to. 

r. GRAY. At the request of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, I 
present for him the views of the 5 regard to the right 
and propriety of taking fur seals, and relative to House | 
8206, to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the extermina- 
tion of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and for other purposes, 
which is before that committee, and upon which there is ama- 
jority report. I move that the report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2865) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the name of James H. Tucker; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on atthe’ Affairs. 

He also introduced a (S. 2866) granting a pension to Sarah 


M. Kingsley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2867) granting a pension to Joseph 
Which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
papying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
0 introduced a bill (S. 2868) granting a pension to Dora 
D. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying pa , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Š TCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2869) for the relief of 
J. E. Merriam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. 
Baughman to We pees Saale street in the city of Washing- 
ton; which was twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2871) to 
amend An act for the correction of the mili record of Wil- 
helm Spi urg,“ approved July 21, 1892; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2872) to increase the pension 


McDowell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Enid, Okla.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


from the termination of 5 road 
and bridge on the north side of Cache River, in i County, 
„to the national military cemetery near Mound City, in Pu- 
laski County, III., and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill apie’ for the relief of Nim- 
rod D. Kineaster; of Indiana d.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2876) granting a on to 
Mrs. Millie Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2877) granting a ion to 
Hiram Santas; which was read twice by its title, — referred 
to ür. TELLER veroduved a bill (3.2878) granti 

$ in a . 287 ng a ion to 
Aaron Wood; which was read twice by its title, 9 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2879) granting a ion to Charles 
A. Hutchings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2880) granting a pension to Charles 
E. Mann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2881) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Ela; which was read twice by its title, and, 
der the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2882) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Lieut. Commander George Washington 
De Long and his comrades, who lost their lives in the Jeannette 
Arctic expedition; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
ya Toa to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. 

r. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be pro d 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee om Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submi two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to thesundryeivila intion bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL BUILDING FOR NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the time of 
the Senate long enough to place on record some facts in relation 
to the necessity. for a new building for the National Museum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from bee 
in pursuance of previous notice, calls up from the table a bi 
which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 698) to provide for the erection of 
an additional ilding for the National Museum, 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, when the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, designed for the increase and diffusion of knowledge among 


1896. 
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men,” was put into practical operation it was discovered thati a 
National Museum would be a large contributor to the great pur- 
of the founder, and that the nation was destitute of such an 
itution. The Smithsonian building accordingly early began 
to be temporarily crowded with many gifts and objects of rare 
value, and subsequently a se te building for a museum was 
found to be indispensable. tronized as was this collateral en- 
e e of the Smithsonian by the Government, through many of 
its Executive Departments, and guided by the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution in a scientific and educational direction, as well as in the 
tical diffusion of knowledge, it was sure to become an impor- 
tant, but inexpensive institution of publie education, with a con- 
stantly increasing collection of important materials worthy to be 
intrusted to the custody of a national museum, where they might 
be forever preserved and thus increase in value with every suc- 
ceeding generation. l $ 

The statistics in relation to the present Museum are interesting, 
and indicate its extensive scope and character. It is not a dime 
museum” of ue curiosities, but without money and with- 
out price it offers to visitors more wonderful attractions by its 
many specimens of rare scientific and historic value. The several 
States are represented by a great variety of contributions of spe- 
cial interest, and if they were represented by many more their 
wealth of materials would be in no danger of being exhausted. 

There are now 3,406,920 specimens in the Museum, many of al- 
most priceless value, and it is even claimed that a fair appraisal 
of the value of the entire collection would make if amount to 
several millions of dollars. ells 

A museum has been properly defined as a consultation library 
of objects,” and our National Museum justifies this definition, as 
it may be said to be thronged by an inquisitive people daily asking 
questions, and here seeking proper answers. Itis visited by those 
who are students in various es of science and by those who 
are not students, but all find it an object lesson. It is a free school, 
the benefits of which are annually extended to multitudgs of vis- 
itors from almost every State and Territory of the Union. All who 
pass through the door of the old or new building are registered, 
and the total number for the past nine years was 3,474,056, or an 
average of nearly 400,000 ae a 

This shows that the average daily number of those who have 
found pleasure and instruction in visiting the National Museum 
for the past nine years to have been over 1,000 day, except 
Sundays. They come from distant States as well as from those 
near by. Those who live not far from Niagara are said to be con- 
tent with its roar and rarely visit the great falls, It is the multi- 
tude of American travelers from distant homes who have most 
pride in and seek the most profit from the National Museum. 

The co mdence of Museum amounts to 20,000 letters 
annually, and as largely comes from remote as the nearest States, 
peperoni eene for or giving information. 

In 1879 the present Museum ding was authorized to be con- 
structed, at-a cost of $250,000, and was completed for that sum. 
It was, I believe, roughly planned by General Meigs. The in- 
terior of the buildjng is appropriate for its use, while the exterior 
has won less commendation. Although it covers 3} acres of 
ground, another building of equal or larger dimensions is already 
an urgent necessity. 

The additional building will 2 wont of the Smithsonian, 
and occupy there a like space and position with that on the east 
side of the Smithsonian, but will be one story higher, and with a 
cellar. Thecost will be 2 more, of course, than was that 
of the present building, but it be built with the same strict 
economy as was the first. 

The great lack of room for the proper exhibition of gifts, or of 
any materials collected for the Museum, tends to re its proper 
growth and value. A large additional amount of room is great! 
needed to illustrate the natural wealth of our country, of whic 
many more specimens deserve to be gathered and all classified by 
States. The minerals, marbles, and building stones of some of 
our States are now fairly represented, but a better and more com- 
plete collection might be obtained from many more of them. 

The congested and present crowded condition of the Museum is 
visible, of course, to all who enter it; but I do not suppose that 
members of Congress can be generally aware of the great amount 
of material which has been already collected, ared, and la- 
beled, with much labor, that has been up and is now 
stored away in various odd places, nninsured, and entirely hidden 
from view. Some of these materials have been temporarily in 
the lecture room, and many out-of-the-way corners are also thus 
monopolized. 

Some valuable materials, for want of room to receive them, have 
been and are now in the basement of the museum of Yale College. 
The great herbarium, the most important collection of American 
pum in the Torie; has to be stored at present by the Agricul- 

ent. 

In the t of the Smithsonian Institution and in its towers 
a space equal to 200,000 cubic feet is crowded to the utmost extent 
with boxed and labeled material. In one basement room are 


packed 50,000 skins of birds, and 50,000 more are in the gallery, 


and it must be remembered that we have the most beautiful and 
the widest collection of birds of any country in the world. 

There are various sheds in scattered places and one temporarily 
hired, with an estimated rire ae of 170,000 cubic feet, fully 
packed with valuable materi one of these ephemeral struc- 
tures containing numberless objects of interest are fireproof, and 
all are dangerously combustible. 

It is now just a half century since the establishment of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and its work has been a continuous 
honor to the United States. It is the custodian of the National 
Museum, which is the only lawful place of deposit of ‘‘all objects 
of art and of foreign and curious research, and all objects of nat- 
ural history, plants, and geological and mineralogical specimens 
belonging to United States.” 

The idea has been suggested that possibly it might have been 
wiser to have originally selected a site where a much larger struc- 
ture for the Museum could have been erected; butitsremoval from 
the neighborhood of the Smithsonian building would have made 
it impracticable for Secretary Baird, in whom Congress reposed. 
the utmost confidence, to have had anything to do with it, and 
far less to have been the persistent and efficient guide and pro- 
moter of a great national museum,as much to his personal honor 
as even the national fish hatchery has proved to be. 

The additional building now sought will be equal to 
the ation ande ition of a very large amount of accumu- 
lated material now unhappily stored away, and will also provide 
3 space for future accumulations that should not longer be 


the agents of great museums abroad are reported to be regularly 
e e here, with authority to purchase any American curios 
and antiquities, and in some directions they are to have 
already obtained better specimens for exhibition have been 
left for us to find. 

The New World, of which the United States forms so bes ager 
a part, in its prairies and mountains, hills and forests, with their 
extensive See ages ge Pee 3 rivers, with the 
animals, , birds, an , the sto e prehistoric race, 
the e the Indian tribes, as well as the notable modern 
history and life of the present inhabitants, all seem to have dis- 


eee ee oe not be likely ever to be disputed or im- 
peached. 

While this additional building, with its additional story and 
cellar, will more than double the capacity of the present museum, 
it is probable as the years go by that it will be necessary to keep 
step with the research, progress, and record of the American 
people. and as early as 1926, when our population will be not less 
than 140,000,000, it may be expected that another and emer 
building in the rear of the Smithsonian, facing on South B street 
and connecting the two wings, will be required to mark and 
illustrate the age. 

Lask that Senate bill 698, which is on the table, be now placed 
upon the Calendar. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will take its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the bill concerning 
which the Senator from Vermont has addressed the Senate be put 
upon its passage at this time. I know it isa bill to which no 


Senator objects. 

Mr. MORRILL. I prefer that an amendment of the same char- 
acter shall be put on the sundry civil cs fp aan bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the bill co be passed through the 
Senate and goto the other House. 

Mr. MO . I would rather keep the bill back for the 
present. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor yesterda: 
afternoon, in order that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
might move an executive session, I had hoped I was approaching 
the conclusion of such argument as I have been able ta present 
to the Senate in regard to the questions that have been raised in 
this interesting discussion as to aimon Col. Henry A. Du Pont 
to a seat in the Senate. I thought I had shown that the plain 
provisions of the constitution of Delaware made it necessary that 
the speaker of the senate, who exercised the office of governor, 
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should retain his office both as speaker of the senate and as sena- 
tor from the county that he in represented; that there not 
only was no express provision of the constitution creating a va- 
cancy in the contingency that was provided for, but every impli- 
cation from the language used and every intendment to be 
gathered from the various provisions of the constitution pointed 
to the fact that no such vacancy was contemplated as possible. 
I also, I thought, disposed of the argument that was founded 
upon the two prohibitory clauses, or the two clauses prescribing 
qualifications, or rather disqualifications, for senator and repre- 
sentative and also for governor. I think it is admitted on both 
sides that if the mere exercise of the office can be argued to create 
@ vacancy, those clauses do not apply. I think I showed also that 
by the universal practice and usage in the State and all branches 
of the Government and in the opinion of all its people no vacancy 
was created in the numerous instances in which the speaker of 
the senate had been called to exercise the office of governor. 

But the counsel have two branches to their argument, and 
forced by the stress, it seems to me, of the situation in which they 
find themselves, they invent a phrase, ‘‘ suspension from office,” 
that is, that though there is no vacancy when the speaker exer- 
cises the office of governor he is suspended for the time being from 
his legislative function as senator. 

Mr. President, I dwelt upon the fact that thereis nosuch phrase 
in the constitutionas “‘ ion from office“; that the thing itself 
is not provided for and is at war with the whole scheme of the 
constitution; that it would produce a state of things much more 
inconvenient and much worse for the people of the State than to 
create a vacancy, for if you create a vacancy it can be filled, but 
if you create a suspension you create a sort of vacancy that can 
not be filled, and thereby leave one-third of the representation of 
a county destroyed without possibility of supplying it—a state 
of things which it is not conceivable that the framers of the con- 
stitution ever intended or would have permitted if it had been 
called to their attention. 

Su „as I said yesterday, that the framers of the constitu- 
tion had suggested to them in their convention that when, 
under the provisions that they had framed, the speaker of the 
senate exercised the office of governor the speaker was suspended 
from his function as senator, thereby creating a vacancy that 
could not be filled, and that one-third of the representation of a 
county had thus been helplessly destroyed, the answer would have 
been (and I think no intelligent man will suggest that it could 
have been other) that we do not think we have done this thing, 
and we certainly never intended to do it. 

This suspension is claimed to have been worked on an entirely 
9 ground from the prohibitory clauses, so called, of the 

tution, or the qualification clauses on what they call an in- 
herent incompatibility between the executive and legislative 
offices, and a so-called American doctrine of public law has been 
invoked, which is said to be founded upon the division of the 
three departments of the Government in American constitutions 
into executive, legislative, and judicial. I have asserted that 
there is no such American doctrine. It has been demonstrated 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in his admirable 
argument that no such doctrine ever exi or has ever been 
declared by any writer on constitutional law. I read goy 
from Story on the Constitution, I read from Mr. Webster's 
es, and I also read from Mr. Madison in the Federalist to 
show that there was no such doctrine, and I think I have so shown, 
the doctrine being merely that one 88 shall not exercise 
the whole of the powers of the other artment, not that there 
may not be an occasional participation of those who hold position 
or Office in one in the exercise of the powers of the other. A leg- 
islator, a senator or representative, is not the legislative depart- 
ment. A legislator is not the general assembly; he is only one 
constituent factor of it. He can not exert legislative power, 
though the body to which he belongs can. He is not one of the 
t : me, and nen he 5 an 5 entra 
t is not the legislative department participating in an executive 
function, but itis a single unit of those composing the legislative 
department Eee some duties that may Hi eal Or called 
executive. t is all there is of it; and it has been shown that 
that is a thing that has not been avoided in any constitutions of 
the forty-five States of the American Union. I assert that with- 
out fear of contradiction. 

To show how utterly untenable the theory of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is, and upon which he built his 
whole argument, it seems to me, we all recollect—certainly eve 
lawyer recollects—that in the State of New York until 1848, think 
it was, the supreme appellate tribunal of that State was composed 
of the lieutenant-governor, certain judges, and the senate, one of 
the members of the legislative department, and that the senate 
of New York through a large i period of the ry of that rag 
State was performing judicial functions. No one thought that 
any American system was being trampled under foot when that 
constitution was in force, and no one ever dreamed to assert that 
the framers of that constitution were not imbued with a knowl- 


edge of what was required or those who were undertaking to create 
a framework of government for a free American Commonwealth. 

It is not worth while that I should pause to ransack our histo 
for instances so multiplied as they have been, but we can 8 
without effort the fact that Chief Justice Marshall was Secretary 
of State when he was commissioned as Chief Justice. He was 
commissioned in January, 1801, and continued to act as Secretary 
of State until the end of Mr. Adams’s Administration. I have 
never heard that the great American principle of division of gov- 
ernmental powers was destroyed or seriously impaired by that 
historical fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Did he exercise both offices at the 
same time? 

Mr. GRAY. Both offices at the same time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He exercised both? 

Mr. GRAY. He exercised both. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether he exercised the function of 
Secretary of State and Chief Justice at the same time? 

Mr. GRAY. He did. After sitting in court he went to his 
office of Secretary of State and signed commissions, and made 
communication with foreign powers as Secretary of State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will refer to the 5 

Mr. GRAY. I have it not here, but if it will gratify the Sena- 
tor I will have that matter made clear for him. 

Mr. GEORGE. You are referring to Chief Justice Marshall? 

Mr. GRAY. To Chief Justice Marshall. 

Mr. TURPIE. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no doubt of it. So all that we can do is 
to agree with the proposition of Mr. Webster, that when we want 
to find how much 5 is permitted by the members of 
one department of the Government in the powers or duties of 
another we have got to look to the written Constitution, and that 
there is no such general American doctrine as that declared. by 
the Se x from New Hampshire. I am just reminded that 
Chief Justice Jay, after he was Chief Justice, and while he exer- 
cised the office of Chief Justice, performed a very important 
executive act when, under the commission of the Presi ent, he 
made the treaty of commerce with Great Britain of 1795. 

Mr. President, we are too practical a people, we are sprung 
from a people who are too practical, we have inherited our laws 
and our constitutional tendencies from a people who are too prac- 
tical, to be bound down in this practical matter of constitution 
making by any hard-and-fast theory such as the Senator from 
New pshire declared existed. When we want to make a 
government we consider the object we have in view, the conven- 
ience of the provisions that we have made, and the machinery that 
we have created for the end we had before us. 

But, Mr. President, the argument of incompatibility on this 
foundation of discrimination between legislative and executive 
functions, as incompatibility for any other cause, will work a va- 
cancy if it works anything, not a suspension. There has been no 
case cited by the learned Senator from on, whose powers of 
research and industry we are all familiar with—there has been no 
case cited in which the taking or acceptance of an incompatible 
office has worked anything but a vacancy in the office already held. 
There is nowhere, sofar as I know (and certainly the distinguished 
Senator has cited no instance), where incompatibility has been 
adjudged to work any effect at all upon the office already held 
that that effect has not been the creation of a vacancy and not of 
a suspension. The suspension of function is a thing that must be 
provided for by express constitutional or statutory enactment. It 
can not in its nature be a thing that works its own creation. It 
is a limited and special and extraordinary effect to be produced, 
where it is produced at all; and it can not be ed that such an 
effect would follow the mere incompatibility of office, if incom- 
patibility existed. 

But, Mr. President, there is another view to be taken of the 
argument of the Senator from Oregon and those who agree with 
him and have followed him. He says upon this ground, inde- 
pendently of all others, incompatibility of function, there is a sus- 
pension worked in the position of speaker of the senate and sen- 
ator from Kent County, in the State of Delaware, in the special 
case we have before us. If it is an incompatibility of function 
that creates this ion, and not express constitutional enact- 
ment and declaration, then the s msion can only exist pro 
tanto; it can only exist, according to the Senator’s own argument, 
so far as that incompatibility extends, because there is no other way 
by which the Senator can logically arrive at theconclusion that there 
has been a suspension by reason of inherent incompatibility be- 
tween these two offices, except by arguing that there is a common 
law which forbids two incompatible functions to be exercised at 
the same time by the same man. Well, admitting, then, for the 
sake of argument, that the legislative function is incompatible 
with the executive function, and that therefore there was worked 
a ion on that account of the legislative function so far as 
Mr. Watson was concerned while he exercised the office of gov- 
ernor, the matter we are concerned with here and now is not a 
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legislative function at all; it is the electoral function that he was 
orming when he voted for United States Senator on the 9th 

y of May, 1895, and had no relation at all to the legislative 
duties that were prind by the constitution, had no relation 
at all to the great fundamental character that he held as a legis- 
lator; but was a function imposed upon him by the Constitution 
of the United States, and bore no semblanee at all to a | tive 
function, Therefore this function of voting for a Uni States 
Senator was outside of this domain of incompatibility, and could 
not have been affected by it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May Task the Senator from Dela- 
ware if it is not a fact that Mr. Watson could only exercise the 
electoral function in virtue of the right existing in him at the 
same time to exercise the le tive function; and if the right to 
exercise the legislative function was suspended, does it not follow, 
as a matter of course, that the right to exercise the electoral func- 
tion was 8 ded at the same time? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I think I understand the Senator. 
But the Senator has made an exceedingly artificial argument on 
this whole matter of suspension of function occasioned or worked 
out by the incompatibility of another function. It is true that 
Mr. Watson was elected a member of the legislature of Delaware, 
and that, as a member of the legislature of Delaware pec alee and 
duly elected, he had a right to participate in the election of a 
United States Senator. ow, if his exercise of the office of goy- 
ernor, according to the Senator’s real belief, worked a vacancy in 
his office, that was an end of Mr. Watson as a legislator, and he 
had no right to participate in the election of a United States Sen- 
ator any more than if he had been expelled tya vote of the senate 
from that body. But that is not this case; t is not that plain, 
simple case that plain people can understand. We are dealing 
with this exceedingly complex situation which the Senator from 
Oregon has created for the purposes of his ar; ent, to wit, that 
there was no vacancy created in the senate of Delaware such as I 
have described by the exercise of the executive office, but there 
Was a suspension of function. He remained senator, or otherwise 
his place could have been filled, but he could not vote because, 
forsooth, he was performing executive duties under the constitu- 
tion—could not vote on a law, could not do anything that was 
required of him as a legislator. Why? Because his office had 
been vacated? No. As I said just now, it had not been vacated. 
But because the legislative function was incompatible with the 
executive function, and just so far as that incompatibility ex- 
tended his pre and capacity as a 1 ator was in a state of 
paralysis. I do not know how else to describe it. But when we 
come to a function that was not within the four corners of this 
carefully described incompatible function, to wit, voting for a 
United States Senator, he still had been elected, his office was not 
vacant; it was only s nded, according to the Senator’s own 
argument, as to its le tive side, and he was bound to exercise 
the electoral function of voting for a United States Senator for 
which he was elected among other things to exercise. That is all 
there is in that. Otherwise the argument founded upon incom- 

tibility of function or suspension of office, it seems to me, is one 
that is self-contradictory and opost : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. the Senator will allow me, he 
is getting a little bit away from the proposition he was arguing 
a moment ago. The Senator assumes, for the sake of the argu- 
ment—that is, for the time being—thatmy contention was correct 
to the effect that the right to exercise the function of legislator 
was suspended while Mr. Watson exercised the office of governor; 
and then went on to argue that, although that might be so, still 
Mr. Watson had a right to exercise the electoral function, which 
was not suspended. Ireplied to that, for the purposes of showing 
that that is not a sound ar, ent, by stating that he could only 
exercise the electoral function in virtue of the right residing in 
him to exercise the legislative function; and whenever the right 
to exercise the legislative function was held in abeyance or sus- 
pended, then, as a matter of course, it necessarily follows that the 
right to exercise the electoral function was also sus ed, and 
therefore it follows still furthermore that that particular argu- 
mice of the Senator from Delaware is not, in my judgment, a 

one. 
oer. GRAY. That particular 
Oregon is not a good one. That is r 
ments could not be run, of course, upon such an attenuated in- 
tation of constitutions as the tor feels it n to 
e in this case, in order to establish this incompatibility of 
function. I agree to that; but I am taking his argument as he 
has made it, and I have shown that, by its own terms, he arrives 
at a point where he must admit, if he is logical in that respect, 
that participation by Mr. Watson in the election of a United 
States Senator was the exercise of a function that was not in- 
compatible with the exercise of the office of governor. That is 
what we are dealing with here. We are not talking about his 
right to vote in the enactment of a law orto perform any purely 
legislative function. All we are concerned with is whether he, 


ent of the Senator from 
ail there is aboutit. Govern- 
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m parti apakne in that joint assembly on the 9th of May, tran- 
scended the right that must belong to him in order to permit him 
to so participate. The Senator says no, because the legislative 
function is incompatible with the executive function. e say 
this is not a legislative function, but an electoral function. Then 
the Senator replies: ‘‘Oh, no; I have suspended him; no constitu- 
tion has done it; no other case in the whole broad area of the 
United States has done so; but I have suspended him as a legi 
lator, and therefore his right to participate in the election of a 
United States Senator, which is attendant upon his character as a 
1 is ded also.” 

M L of Oregon. That is so. 

Mr. GRAY. But how has the Senator suspended him? Not by 
his own ipse dixit, although I am afraid if we analyze his argu- 
ment it comes down to that—not by his own ipse dixit, not 
cause he ought to be suspended according to any view that the 
learned Senator might have of what the proper constitution ought 
to be, but he has suspended him by asserting that there was an in- 
compatibility between two functions which he was elected to per- 
form, to pass laws and the executive function. 

Mr. ALLEN, That is an ipse dixit. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. Granting, for the sake of the argument, 
that that is what he founded it upon, now in the absence of any 
constitutional provision establishing such a state of things, in the 
absence, too, of any authority, any precedent, anywhere from 
Maine to Georgia or from Massachusetts to California, any in- 
stance in American public law—in the absence of all that, I say, 
wemust confine his argument, then, tothe incompatibility between 
two functions that works a s nsion, and say that as to a func- 
tion that is not incompatible, that . thus produced can 
not exist. That is all that can be made of it, taking his own ar- 

ent, and that is all I meant to do. Where the reason of the 
aw ceases the law itself ceases. 

No, Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan felt that this 
artificial argument and this phrase invented by him would have 
to be supported, and as he supported it, by ingenious argument, 
and by not one syllable of authority, although he said the in- 
stances were numerons. I challenge him now to make good the 

roffer that there are numerous instances in the history of the 
nited States where a s msion was worked, such as he has as- 
serted exists here, independently of express constitutional or statu- 
tory provisions. The Senator does not reply, and I take it for 
anted that neither his research nor industry has been able to 
iscover a einai such instance, any more than I have been able 
to doso, or the learned and able Senators who have preceded me in 
this argument have been able to discover a single instance of such 
suspension thus worked. : 

So we come back to the original plain proposition, the exercise 
of the executive office by the speaker of the senate either worked 
a vacancy or there was no vacancy of any kind. It certainly did 
not work a vacancy that it was im ible to fill. 

Mr. President, I think I have said enough on that point, but let 
me add to the authorities which have been already cited by me, 
going back a little, as to this matter of what is American public 

aw in regard to the division of the three great departments of the 
Government, and see whether I was right or the Senator from New 
Hampshire was right in his declaration of what that public law 
was. I read from Story on the Constitution; I read from Mr. Web- 
ster, the great expounder of the Constitution, in one of the most 
interesting es he ever made; I read from Mr. Madison in 
the Federalist; and now let me come down to modern times, and 
take a late writer on constitutional law, Mr. Pomeroy. At sec- 
tion 173, in the first part of his work on constitutional law, he 
says, ane quoting the several articles establishing the three de- 
partments: 


This lan is clear, precise, and apparently without exception or limi- 
tation. Yet when we compare it with other clauses of the Constitution we 
shall discover that the separation of functions is not thus ect; that the 
several departments are not thus absolutely independent of each other. In- 
deed, such an ideal independence is impracticable. While the classes of 
functions committed to the 1 ture, the executive, and the judiciary may 
be generally or in the mass distinct, there must be, in the very nature of 
things, some points of contact, some overlapping, some commingling. 

But, Mr. President, as I said at the outset, all this argument in re- 
gard to what is the proper construction of the constitution of Dela- 
ware and the proper interpretation of the clause by virtue of which 
Mr. Watson, as speaker of the senate, exercised the office of governor 
is a work of supererogation. It has been indulged in here by me 
at great length, I admit, because I considered it proper to vindi- 
cate the action of the authorities of my State before the Senate 
of the United States, and to demonstrate absolutely the propriety 
of the conduct of the governor of Delaware in his participation 
in the election for a United States Senator on the 9th of May, 1895. 
It had been abundantly demonstrated before by the able and dis- 
tinguished Senator from Indiana p TURPIE] and the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that this interpretation of the 
constitution * upon it by the governor and his advisers was 
correct; and I have endeavored to repeat it, even with the peril 
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of weakening the argument by my repetition of it. But, after 


all, it is not necessary that the Senate should burden itself with 
this argument. What we have to consider here, and what is con- 
clusive of this case, is the proposition that the Senate of the United 
States has no right, power, or jurisdiction to decide as to the 

ualifications of a senator who voted on the 9th of May for the 
ection of a United States Senator from Delaware—absolutely 
none—and we shall stultify ourselves, Mr. President, we shall re- 
verse the precedents of a hundred years in this body, if we shall 
allow ourselves. from whatever motive, to step down from the 
high plane we should occupy in eligi, ous high judicial func- 
tion to usurp the duty of the senate of ware to judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members. Unless 
we recognize that right in the two houses of the State legislatures, 
it is in vain that we should demand respect for the exercise that 
we make of a similar power given to us. We ought to be very 
careful not to transcend in the exercise of this power the proper 
and ap Hag poss? judicial function that has been conferred upon 
us by the Constitution of the United States. The senate of Dela- 
ware, and not the Senate of the United States, is to judge of the 
qualifications of William T. Watson to sit in the senate of Dela- 
ware while temporarily exercising the office of governor. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon, of course, is too able 
and too learned a man — 5 admit that proposition; hat with a 
exceeding ingennity which has characterized his argument throug 
all the “pees S of this case, he seeks to evade or avoid the force 
of that proposition by setting up some other one, which he thinks 
will carr: him around the inhibition which is implied upon the 
Senate of the United States to exercise the judicial function of the 
senate of Delaware. Having assumed a suspension of function— 
@pure assumption, as I have shown, nowhere warranted by the 
constitution or any ble authority anywhere, outside of ex- 
press statutory enactment or constitutional enactment—having 
assumed a on of function and created a phrase and a con- 
dition for which there is no constitutional warrant, the Senator 
builds up upon this assumption the further proposition that there 
was so seat subject or open to occupancy in the Delaware senate 
as to which the judicial power of that senate could be exercised, 
and upon this proposition, thus established, he proceeds to show 

the Kansas case—from which the suggestion, I suppos, ofa 
seat not subject to occupancy, although hrase did not come 
from there, was given to the Senator’s mind—that the Delaware 
senate has no jurisdiction to judge in regard to this matter, but 
that the Senate of the United States has. That is a very remark- 
able proposition, to commence with. The Senator says under 
that clause of the constitution of Delaware which it has in com- 
mon with all the constitutions of the States and of the United 
States, that each house shall judge of the elections, returns, and 
nalifications of its own aa that it has only the right to 
judge of the act of the election and return, of the fact of the 
ualification or disqualification, but if there is any admixture of 

w or constitutional interpretation necessary to the adjudication 
of the case, then the senate of Delaware has no right to determine 
it, but the Senate of the: United States has. How monstrous that 
proposition sounds when you state it, and yet that is the proposi- 
tion! 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ido not contend that the senate 
of Delaware have not the right to decide it. I said they did have 
the right to decide it in the first instance, but that their decision, 
if they misconstrue the constitution of the State of Delaware, was 
not binding upon the Senate of the United States, £ 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, there is no such power as that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Oregon conferred upon either house 
of the Delaware legislature by its constitution, or w 
of any legislature by 


the houses 
a constitution, to judge in the first in- 
stance. ink of it! The only power is to determine finally. 
That is what “judge” means. k at Worcester’s Dictionary 
or any other good dictionary, I ask that a dictionary be brought 
to me. What does the word “judge” mean in those clauses? It 
means, or it means nothing, to determine finally the question; and 
to judge in the first instance is not to determine finally. What 
sort of a privilege or a prerogative is that to the houses of a legis- 
lature, that they may, judge, it is true, as in an inferior jurisdic- 
tion, but that that ju ent is subject to reversal, subject to be 
set aside? I ask the Senator from Mississi ippi to read from Wor- 
cester’s Dictionary—I see he has it—just what the word judge” 


means. 

Mr. GEORGE read as follows: 

To examine and decide as a judge; to determine finally. 

Mr. GRAY. To determine finally.” What sort of a jurisdic- 
tion is that which is conferred according to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Oregon? That would be a futile jurisdiction; it 
would not answer the purpose for which it was given. What says 
the Senator from Oregon to a jurisdiction given to the Senate of 
the United States under a similar clause to judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members? Is. it to judge in 
the first instance only, subject to be reversed in the Supreme 


* 


or the circuit court of the United States, or wherever the question 
might come collaterally or directly before a judicial tribunal? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will simply say that the Senate 
eee States is the highest court in the United States of 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon, having 
once strayed from the beaten path of constitutional law, has 
wandered farther and farther into the jungle of misinterpreta- 
tion—I was going to say ignorance, but I can not use that word 
in connection with the Senator—of the fundamental principle, as 
it seems to me, of American constitutions. Sir, if there is one 
position that we have been taught in the hornbooks of constitu- 
tional law in d to this dual Government of ours it is that 
there is noinferiority and no superiority of the oneas to the other 
from the beginning to the end of that scheme. Each is absolutely 
teres, atque rotundus in its own sphere, and is inferior to no 
other jurisdiction created by man 
= CHELL of 


Mr. MITCE Oregon. May Lask the Senator from Dela- 
ware a question? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Delaware seems 
to treat very lightly the position I assume on this question. I 
should like to test his argument by asking him a question. The 
constitution of the State of Delaware says in plain terms that the 
senate of the State of Delaware shall consist of members. Sup- 
pose the senate of the State of Delaware should admit a tenth man? 

Mr. GRAY. I will come to that directly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And should admit him to a seat 
pass upon his qualifications, allow him to vote, and a Senator of 
the United States was elected, and the tenth man gave the casting 
vote which secured his election, would the Senator from Delaware 
contend that in virtue of the clause of the Delaware constitution 
empowering the senate of the State of Delaware to pass upon the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members, its de- 
cision in that case would bind the Senate of the United States? 
Would he contend that we were concluded—that we had not the 
right here ourselves. finally to construe the constitution of the 
State of Delaware as to the number of senators who constituted 
the senate of the State of Delaware? If the Senate of the United 
States has the right to determine in that kind of a case, has it not 
the right in any other kind of a case if there is a doubt as to what 
theconstruction of the constitution of the State of Delaware should 
be as to the number constituting the Delaware senate? Is the Sen- 
ate of the United States bound hand and foot by the decision of the 
State of Delaware, giving a misconstruction to the constitution of 
that State, admitting an unreasonable number to the membership 
of the senate of that State, and a number not permitted by the con- 
stitution? That will test the argument of the Senator and will 
also, at the same time, test my argument, and I am willing to 
have it tested by an answer to that question. 

Mr. GRAY. Isw that if the Senator makes his own ar- 


ent and appli is own tests he will be very happy, but I 
. plying some tests to his argument which seem to 
a 


ittle 8 
Mr. MITCHELL of egon. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. I propose to go on and apply my own tests, be- 
cause if we pursue his ition we would never get through, 
and we would have to submit at the outset—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to have an answer 
to my 8 n. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator admitted just what I Said. He does 
not differ at all with the proposition I stated, and that is that his 
contention is that though the senate of Delaware may only decide 
in the first instance in regard to a constitutional question involved 
in the qualifications of one of its own members, and can not decide 
it X, the Senate of the United States can. Then his reply 
was, Oh, the Senate of the United States is a superior juriedi ic- 
tion.” He did not mean that. I know he did not mean it in the 
only sense in which it can be taken, because, as I have shown, the 
word superior“ and the word inferior“ are not admissible in 
talking about the constitution of a State and the Constitution of 
the United States. Each is supreme initsownsphere. It admits 
of no superior, and of course I know the Senator is too good a 
lawyer to contest that argument. 

But let me read it again, because it is well to go back to the 
sources of constitutional law, and keep ourselves, like the sailors 
when they take an observation, u the true course. 

The Chief Justice says in McC h vs. State of Maryland: 

In America— 

The United States— 


the powers of sovereignty are divided between the Government of the Union 
and those of the States, and they are each sovere: th respect to the ob- 
jects co itted to it, and neither is sovereign with respect to the objects 
committed to the other. 

Now, there is committed to the senate of Delaware by its con- 
stitution the power to ju of the election, returns, and qualifi- 
cations of its members, and when it does judge that judgment is 
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final. It can not be reviewed by any other authority in the State 
orout of it. The supreme court of the State would not presume 
to review it, and yet the Senator from Oregon says that the Sen- 
ate of the United States can review it. 
es MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Delaware 
ow me? 
Mr. GRAY. I will come to the Senator’s question in just a 


moment. He has put a cause, as he has been doing all through this 
ent, outside the one we are ing, and has e 
that a tenth senator was admitted senate of Delaware 


where the constitution provides for only nine. That question is 
very easily answered; the answer is obvious to everyone, but I am. 
not going to answer it, because I am not going to be led outside of 
this case. What they have adjudged in this case is what we are 
concerned with, and not what they might adjudge in a supposi- 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that that 
i Was discussed and fully answered by the Senator 


Mr. GRAY. I recollect it very well. 
Mr. BACON. I think it is hardly necessary for the Senator to 

t it. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask a question of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, and also of the Senator from i Does 
the power given to the Delaware senate to judge as to the qualifi- 
cations, returns, and election of its own include the 

wer to determine what number shall constitute the senate of 
ware? 

Mr. GRAY. The constitution determines that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nine. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is just 

Mr. GRAY. It is an abuse of 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am glad we can agree on one 


int. 
oe GRAY. It is an abuse of language to say that there is any 
necessity of construction, interpretation, or exegesis as to what 
a word denoting number means. You have somewhere to arrive 
at an initial point in the exercise of human ay ar When 
you arrive at a numeral you must understand what it means; 
and it does not mean anything else. Nine does not mean ten; 
nine does not mean eight. That is all there is of it. 

The case that we are trying is not whether a tenth member was 
admitted, but whether, as the Senator from Oregon contends, the 
number of the senate of Delaware established by the constitution 
at nine has been reduced to eight, for he distinctly says that it has. 
He has said so three times in the course of his argument. That 
is. the case we are dealing with, and I do not propose to evade an 
answer to that question. 8 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Right upon that question the 
Senator will allow me. I say that in one theory of this case advo- 


cated on this side of the Chamber the constitution of the State of | d 


Delaware is open toconstruction as to what number the senate of 
the State of Delaware is to consist of during the time the 
of the senate is exercising the office of governor. M tis 
that, it being open to construction upon that point, it not being a 
matter fixed. by numerals specific and plain that everybody un- 
derstands, as we all understand what eight means and what nine 
means, one of two constructions may be placed upon it. If that 
is true, if I am correct about it, and assuming for the sake of the 
ent that I am correct whether Iam or not, suppose the sen- 
ate of the State of Delaware construed it wrong or construed it 


ht— 
as GEORGE. In whose ju 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It being a matter open to con- 
struction as to the number that constitutes the senate of the State 
of Delaware during that particular time, will not the Senator 
from Delaware agree with me in the view that in that kind of a 
case the judgment of the senate of Delaware would not be bind- 


upon us? : 
ag GRAY. It is just as impossible for me to agree with the 
Senator from Oregon as to that nine means eight or that 
eight means nine. Of course [ do not agree with him. 

he Senator from Oregon has been struggling all through the 
discussion of this question to get around the plain provision of the 
constitution of Delaware that the senate consist of nine mem- 
bers. But he says while we admit that there is such a clause in 
the constitution, similar to a clause in every other constitution in 
the United States, that each house shall judge of the election, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its own 5 here is a case it can 
not judge of, but the Senate of the United States can. How did 
he get away from that? Does the proposition appear any the less 
monstrous since his explanation that the Senate of the United 
States has had confe upon them some sort of power to make 
a final judgment upon the qualifications of a senator of the State 
of Delaware which the senate of that State has no right to 


There you come back to it. I say it is monstrous, however you 


ent? 


put it. The trained American lawyer rejects it as abhorrent in 
its statement 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator will allow me again, 


because I do not intend to be placed in a false position so far as 
this question is concerned. Suppose the constitution of the State 
of ware had a clause in it similar to that in the Pennsylvani 
constitution, to which my friend referred the other day, or a spe- 
cific clause that the speaker upon succeeding to the exercise of the 
office of governor should not be a senator, so that there would not 
be any question about it at all. The Senator would agree with 
me certainly that in such a case, during the time when the sena- 
tor who was speaker of the senate exercised the office of governor, 
there would be a reduction of one in the senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; the vacancy would be filled. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose it were different? Lam 
su a case. 

5 X. Oh! 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ido not mean to claim that that 
is this case, I am supposing a case where, by the express provi- 
sion of the constitution of the State of Delaware, it is provided in 
terms that while the speaker of the senate exercises office of 
governor the senate, instead of being composed of 9 members, 
shall be composed of 8 members. Then there would be no 
question about it. In that event, under a constitution of that 
kind, I think certainly the Senator from Delaware will agree with 
me that if the senate of Delaware put in a ninth member, under 
the pretense of passing upon the qualifications, returns, and elec- 
tion of their own mem the Senate of the United States would 
not be bound by the judgment. 

While I admit that there is no such itive and ific pro- 
vision in the constitution of the State of Delaware, I claim that a 
fair construction of the constitution of Delaware means precisely 
that. Then {say that if it does mean precisely that, in that case 
the senate of Delaware consists of only eight members for and dur- 
ing the time the speaker of the senate exercises the functions of 
governor. If Lam right in my construction—the Senator of course 
contends I am not—and the senate of the State of Delaware had 
admitted a man to that place, I contend that it would be a judg- 
ment as to passing upon the admission of a man which would not 
be binding here. That is my argument., 


Mr. GRAY. so Bac 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 


make a cs e 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr, GEORGE. I 3 to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Oregon. He has made a t many suppositions. I want 
tomake one. Suppose we try this case upon the facts as they ap- 
pear in the record, and upon the constitution of Delaware instead 
of upon the constitution of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is just what I am trying to 


0. 

- Mr. GRAY. Lou can not get more out of a e dere es 
there is in it. I have stated the proposition of Senator as in 
substance and effect made, and however he may indulge in cir- 
cumlocution, however he may restate it, it all comes back to the 
same thing, that the senate of Delaware can not finally determine 
whether it is a fair construction of their own constitution that 
there are eight members instead of nine, but that the Senate of 
the United States can. Is it any less objectionable now? Is it 
not rene as abhorrent to reason? Does it not just as much reverse 
all the notions that have obtained in all the years as to American 
constitutions and as to the powers of government as when it was 
stated in its bold form? Has it gai anything of comeliness in 
the more roundabout fashion of statement adopted just now by 
the Senator from Oregon? That is the proposition. I have not 
misunderstood the Senator. 

The Senator from Oregon, as the Senator from Mississippi has 
said, has been indulging all 5 oR the argument in suppositi- 
tious cases. We want to argue this case. When the senate of 
Delaware adiudged - that is, determined finally—that Mr. Watson, 
duly elected as a senator from Kent County, with proper creden- 
tials, occupying one of the three seats from that county, nota 
fourth seat, not a tenth seat, was properly a member, his term of 
senator not having expired, and as such entitled to participate as 
a senator in all the proceedings of that body, why was not that 
decision final? If it was not it must be because the Senate 
of the United States has a function and a power conferred upon 
it to determine finally what the senate of Delaware can not deter- 
mine finally. That is all there is about it. There we are arrived 
at the same point again. We have not advanced a single hair's 
breadth from the original position as I stated it. 

Mr. President, the constitutions of our States, as well as the 
Constitution of the United States, are all postulated upon the 
intelligence of the citizens of the States. Inno part of our scheme 
of government is there distrust evinced of the people in any State. 
Why should the senate of Delaware be distrusted to determine 
finally a question arising as to the election and qualifications of 
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one of its own members, and not the Senate of the United States? 
Why is it not as competent to determine? Is there anywhere 
admitted in our scheme of 8 any inferiority of the 
States or of the people of the States to the people of the Union at 
large, or of the representatives of the States in their legislatures 
to the representativesin the Congress of the United States? They 
are drawn from the same citizenship; they are drawn from the 
same communities. There is no inferiority to be thought of with 
reference to their character or their functions. 

Of course, when you come to decide what our great public 
American policy is, there is an absolute ignoring of every sugges- 
tion of distinction as to ability, function, power, or capacity of 
the representatives in the State legislatures and those in the Con- 

ess of the United States. The Union could not have been 

ormed upon any other terms. Therefore we find it and we find 
it adjudicated over and over and over again that this power is a 
final one, it is an exclusive one, and that they are empowered 
just as the Senate of the United States is empowered to judge of 
the law as well as of the fact. 

Mr. President, where do you find, where does the Senator from 
Oregon find, the authority for the ingenious proposition that he 
has made on this branch of the subject, that they may judge of 
the fact and not of the law? What writer on American law or on 
constitutional law can be adduced to support that monstrous 
proposition? It may judge of the fact and not of the law! Who 
tells you this? Who says so? Not the Constitution of the United 
States; not the constitution of the State of Delaware, for it says 
simply shall judge—determine finally—every question that is in- 
Savai in the admission of a senator. 

Suppose, according to the real belief of the Senator from Ore- 

m, khare was a vacancy or there was claimed to be a vacancyin 

e resentation of Kent County in the senate of Delaware 
when Mr. Watson assumed the exercise of governor, and there 
had been a writ of election issued by somebody in order to fill that 
seat, and the man elected to fill the seat presented his cre- 
dentials. Was not the senate of Delaware competent to decide 
whether he should be admitted or whether Mr. Watson still occu- 
pied that seat, and to decide that did they not have to decide 
whether there was a vacancy or not? Had they not jurisdiction 
of the whole subject-matter? I should like to hear the Senator 
from Oregon answer that question when he comes to talk about 
this case again. 

Of course they did. If that question had been decided either by 
putting the man elected in or by turning him away from its doors 
and saying Mr. Watson still holds his seat by virtue of his elec- 
tion two years ago for the term of four years, are we not bound 
by it? Is not that the very matter which is submitted by the con- 
stitution to the senate of Delaware to decide—a question of fact 
and law Iadmit. We have no division in the judgment of the 
senate as we have between court and jury, the question of fact 

ing for the jury and the question of law being for the court. 
But they are the judges aoe prac Mo the law and fact, or they 
can lesi — judges at all, and it is absurd to call them ju 

Mr. President, let us see if we have any authority for so plain 
a proposition as this. The Senator from Oregon cited a case from 
Kansas, in 11 Kansas, in which Judge Brewer decided that when 
the constitution says the house of representatives of the legislature 
of Kansas shall consist of, say, 125 members, and where four or five 
additions to that number were admitted from districts that had 
not been created by law—and in that case an election I think was 
had (I will ask my friend the Senator from Indiana . TURPIE] 
if he recollects it)—a State printer who claimed to be elected by 
the legislature was not elected, because there had been certain 
members admitted to seats which did not exist. That is all there 
is about that. The case is in 11 Kansas. Judge Brewer says: 


Articl section 8, declares that each house “shall be judge of the elec- 
— war and qualifications of its own members.” Its de tion is 
no 


In this very case— 
the subject of appeal or review. It is final— 

And I hope the Senator, although he has read it over and over 
again, will listen to me as I emphasize it— 
It is final, and concludes everyone. 

The Senator says it concludes everyone except himself and his 
brother Senators in the United States Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Except the friends of Mr. Du Pont. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, has is included in this power? 

Does the power to judge of the qualifications of its members include the 
power to increase such membership? 

Of course it does not— 


Can it its members without limit? Is it like an academy of science 
ora lodge of Odd Fellows, capable of indefiniteexpansion? * + And it one 
house can admit members above the limit prescribed by law, why may it not 
above the constitutional limit? But when— x 

And here is what I ask the attention of the Senator to from this 


very case, which is relied upon so much by the Senator from 
Oregon— 


But when the district 
present that district is 


then the decision of the house as to who shall 
usive and fipal. 


Now, what does “conclusive and final” mean? Conclusive and 
final on everybody except this privil body, privileged beyond 
everythi t was ever conceived of in American law—the Sen- 
ate of the United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. Final and conclusive upon everybody except 
the friends of Mr. Du Pont. 

Mr.GRAY. Except the Senate of the United States, I will say. 

It determines who was elected; whether the returnsare sufficient, and also 
whether the elected has the proper qualifications. Over all these mat- 
ters its j ction is ample, its determination final. 

Mr. President, it has sometimes been said that words are used 
to conceal thought, but no one ever believed that words, as they 
are used in constitutions or in the decisions of our courts, were 
meant for anything but to express their plain and obvious mean- 
ing, and final and conclusive” has but one plain and obvious 
meaning, and that is that it is final as to everybody; it is conclu- 
sive upon all. 
aka Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, says the same 

ng: 
There are certain matters which each house determines for itself, and in 
respect to which its decision is— 


What? 
conclusive. 

a And among these things is the right to membership in either 
ouse, 

So much for the Kansas case cited by the Senator from Oregon, 
Let us take the other Kansas case, already referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana . TURPIE] and the ator from Mississippi 

Mr. GEORGE], and see if we can not extract from it some construc- 
ion and gain some light upon this question, which I admit does 
not need elucidation, but which the Senator from Oregon has been 
able, I will admit, to befog to some extent. It takes a very able 
man to befog so plain a proposition. 

The same judge, Brewer, now an associate justice of the Supreme 
Court, in the case of Kansas ex rel, Attorney-General vs. Gilmore, 
says: 

The constitution declares, Article II. section 8, that each house shall be the 
jude of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members. This 


a grant of power, and constitutes each house the ultimate tribunal— 

Not to decide in the first instance, as the Senator from Oregon 
says, but the ultimate tribunal. Of course the Senator agrees 
with me that if it is the ultimate tribunal, even the Senate of the 
United States could not review that decision. 

The two houses acting ointly do not decide. Each house acts for itself 
and by itself; and from its decision there is no appeal, not even to the two 
houses. And’ this power is not exhausted when once it has been exercised, 
and a member tted to his seat. 

Now, we are coming right down to this case. Mr. Watson was 
undeniably admitted to his seat. 

It is a continuous power and runs through the entire term. At any time 
and at all times during the term of office, each house is empowered to pass 
upon the present qualifications of itsownmembers. B ection 5 of the same 

cle acceptance of a Federal office vacates a member's seat. 

I have the constitution of Kansas here and have referred to it, 
It provides that the acceptance of a Federal office ipso facto vacates 
a member’s seat. 

Mr. TURPIE. In the legislature. 

Mr. GRAY. As a member of the legislature, 

He ceases to be qualified— 

Says Judge Brewer— 
and of this the house is the judge. If it ousts a member on the claim that he 
has accepted a Federal office, no court or other tribunal can reinstate him. 
If it refuses to oust a member, his seat is beyond judicial challenge. 

Of course the Senator from Oregon is at liberty to differ with 
Judge Brewer. The Senator from Oregon is an authority of 
himself, I admit, and I would defer in almost any case that I had 
not examined or as to which I had not established a conviction to 
his opinion as a lawyer. But I cite here the opinion of a judge 
delivered in a case properly presented and argued before him, 
which there were no prepossessions or preconceived opinions to 
defend, as we must assume, in the exercise of that high judicial 
function. I am afraid that we all on both sides have some pre- 
conceived opinions in this case, and therefore I do cite this judi- 
cial opinion of Judge Brewer as one that is decisive as to the 
power of the Senate to review the action of the senate of Dela- 
ware in regard to the qualification and right of Mr. Watson to sit 
as a member of that body. 

What are you goin, to do with that decision? What are you 
ing to do with this doctrine, admitted ev here, and contrary 
which not a single expression of any jurist or law writer has 
been produced? We can trample it under foot. We have got the 
powe to do this thing. But Iassert that we will never do a thin 
use we have the power unless we can do it rightfully, an 
that is the safety of our institutions and the assurance and guar- 


anty to the people of the United States that their constitutional 
government will be preserved. 
Mr. President, that is not all. There is another case cited 
That same distinguished jurist from whose text-book I 
Cooley, in 13 Michigan, already cited by the Sena- 
. TURPIE] and the Senator from Mississippi 


already. 
ashe i 
tor from Indiana 


1896. 
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. GEORGE], gave us a deliverance on this very point. Thir- 
th Michigan, 481, is the case, and Iread from page 492. Judge 
Cooley said, in re 


ly to an 8 made by counsel, that the 
house or senate— do not recollect which it was—had the right to 
judge of the facts, but not of the law: 


It is a sufficient answer to this argument that, while the constitution has 
conferred the general judicial power of the State upon the courts and offi- 
cers ified, there are certain powers of a judicial nature which, by the 
same ent, are expressly conferred upon other bodies or officers; and 
among them is the pore: toju of theq cations, elections, and returns 
of members of the legislature. e terms employed clearly show that each 
house, in deciding, acts in a judicial capacity, and there is no clause in the 
constitution which empowers this or any other court to review their action. 
The general superintending control“ which the supreme court possesses, 
under section 3 of Article VI of the constitution, “over all inferior courts,” 
does not extend to the judicial action ot the lative houses in the cases 
where it has been deemed necessary to confer judicial powers upon them 
with a yiew to enable them to perfect their organization and perform their 
legislative duties. The houses are not “inferior courts" in the sense of the 
constitution, but, as legislative organizations, are vested with certain powers 
of final decision, for reasons which are clearly imperative. 

It may happen, as suggested in the argument, that with each House not 
only deciding for itself questions of fact, but also construing for itself the 
law, we may some’ witness the extraordi le of the two bodies 
cons and enforcing the law differently, while a third construction is 
enforced by the courts upon the publicat large. But with this TA in 
view, the evils of allowing the courts a supervisory power over the d ions 
of the houses upon the on of members are so great and so obvious 
that it is not surprising that the framers of the constitution refrained from 
conferring mapom: The supervision could not nyna A be exercised 
during the on of the legislative body, and to correct the decisions after- 
wards by sinung the laws would only be to substitute a great pub- 
lic evil for that which ht have been a wrong to an individual member and 
tothe district which el him, but which could seldom affect the State at 


It can make no difference that in this case, according to the pleas, the ques- 
tion passed upon by the house was purely a question of law. The question 
of the legal election of a member is — 2 a question compounded of law 
and fact and the house must necessarily pass upon both. If we have the 

wer to review the decision in one case, we have in all. If we can correct 
eir erroneous construction of a law, we have the same power to correct any 
erroneous decision upon returns, qualifications, or majorities. Itis sufficient 


for us to say that the constitution not conferred upon us this jurisdiction, 


and whether the on made is right or wrong, we shall leave it where it 
has been left by the fundamental law of the State. 5 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let me ask the Senator from Del- 
aware a question at that point. I do not know that there is any- 
thing init, butit strikes me that there is probably, after all. Does 
the Senator think that the cases are exactly parallel, so far as ap- 
plying a rule is concerned, in attempting to attack a decision of a 

egislative body collaterally that way before a court and a pro- 
ceeding like the one in which we are now en; , the election of 
a Senator? Is it not possible that there is a difference? “ 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think, so far as this case is concerned, that 
it is ible that there is any difference which prevents that ex- 
position of doctrine from being applied literally and exactly to the 
case in hand. If there was anything in the matter that it was 
collaterally before the court Judge Cooley did not say so, and if it 
were collaterally before the court it is collaterally before this 
court, The State of Delaware is not a party. 

Mr. TURPIE. Nor is Watson a party. 

Mr. GRAY. Nor is Watson a party. Itakeit asin the case 
in 11 Kansas, where it was the case of the election of State 
printer. The State printer was pursuing his rights in court, and 
the doctrine laid down by Judge Brewer in t case entirely 
coincides with what he laid down in the su uent case in 20 
Kansas. It is possible the Senator might reply that the courts of 
the States will not undertake to review this jurisdiction thus con- 
ferred by a State constituticn, yet the Senate of the United States 
does not come within this all-embracing finality which has been 
ascribed by these eminent judges to the decision of the House 
upon the question of the qualifications of its members. Then I 
will not stop to show why there is no difference and why when a 
thing is final or conclusive on everybody it necessarily includes 
the Senate of the United States. I will simply refer to the fact 
that the Senate of the United States has determined for itself that 
it is bound by this very doctrine and has several times enunciated 
it when it had jurisdiction of the question. In Sykes vs. Spencer, 
in Taft’s cases, at page 521, the committee say and the Senate 
adopted the report: 

In the opinion of . committee it is not competent for the Senate to in- 
quire as to the right of individual members to sit in a legislature which is 
conceded to have a quorum in both houses of legally elec members. 

The only thing that the Senate of the United States has ever 
permitted itself to do is in a case where there are two bodies each 
claiming to be the legislature of the State to decide which is the 
lawful legislature. t it has to do, of course, 

Mr. M HELL of Oregon. That was the Sykes case. 

Mr. GRAY. I know, but when of the two contesting bodies 
which is the lawful legislature has been determined, then the doc- 
trine applies which they lay down in the Sykes case that— 

In the opinion of your committee it is not competent for the Senate to in- 
quire as to the right of individual members to sit ina 1 ture which is 
conceded to have a quorum in both houses of legally el members. 

Mr. TURPIE. That is the Delaware case. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the Delaware case. The Turpie case, page 


The 


625 of the same volume, was interesting and instructive. 
committee say, and the report was adopted by the Senate: 
We also think that the 8 of the senate of Indiana as to the title of 
. 


Messrs. Branahan and McDonald, the two members in question, to their seats 
is binding upon the Senate of the United States. This body is made by the 
constitution the judge of the election, qualifications, and returns of its mem- 
bers. The senate of Indiana is likewise the judge of the election, qualifications, 
and returns of its own members. We must determine all questions e 
ont of the proceedings of the electors. But who su: the character 
electors is to be determined by the legislative body of the State. 

The character of electors in the election held for a United States 
Senator in Delaware May 9, 1895, must be determined by each 
house of that legislature, and that is what the Senate says in the 
Turpie case, and it said it was so determined and we are bound by 
that determination. 

We can not inquire into the motives which control its judgment. In ren- 
dering that judgment, whether it shall give a hearing to parties, permit 
debate, examine witnesses, act upon evidence or without evidence, are mat- 
ters within its own discretion. that di tion were exercised in the man- 
ner charged by the remonstrance, a majority think that a public crime was 
committed, for which the offenders are pS fam to the people of Indiana. 
But we can not try the question. (Case of David Turpie, page 625.) 

Now, they thought a great public crime had been committed in 
Indiana upon the statements made by the claimants, and yet, not- 
withstanding that, they said that the Senate of the United States 
was concluded by that determination, though they believed it to 
be not only wrong buta crime, and that it could not be reinvesti- 
gated and redetermined in the Senate of the United States. In 
Clark and McGinnis vs. Landers and Power, in the same volume, 
at page 637, we find the same doctrine declared: 

Every act of the assembly in which they take part, and to which their con- 
sent is 3 has an absolute validity as if their title had been afflrmed 
by an adjudication of the house itself. 

The committee in this report, submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], were speaking of certain members 
that it was claimed had been unlawfully admitted to participation 
in the powers of the house of representatives. 

Their title is not, as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima facie title. Itis 
an absolute title, continuing until the house itself has adjudicated that some 
other person be admitted to their place. This adjudication is only operative 
for the future, and has no retroactive effect whatever. When the house 
makes the inquiry on the merits, it nr | treat the credentials as prima facie 
evidence upon that question. But until the house tries the case the creden- 
tial is conclusive. 

What? On the house alone? No— 
to all the world. 

Further on, in thasame report, the committee say: 

The report in Sykes vs. Spencer, decided by the Senate in 1873, is relied 
upon as supporting an opinion con to that which we have stated. If so, 
we dissent from it. But it isto be remarked that in that case, which was 
upon an election held less than seven years after the close of the war, the 
doctrine of the report is not relied upon in the debate. * We think 
there are but two ways in which it can be proved to the Senate. One is the 

ssion of lawful credentials. The other is the judgment of the House 
tself, not only the final, but the sole judge of the elections, qualifications, 
and returns of its members. 


Mr. GEORGE. Final and sole. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, I am going to read again an authority that 
has already been read and commented upon, because it seems it 
is very hard to make an impression upon the obdurate and un- 
believing minds of the unconverted. Cushing, in his work on 
the Laws and Practice of the Legislative Assemblies, says, on 


page 195: 
SECTION VII—DISQUALIFICATION, 


Whenever a member ceases to possess those qualifications, which are in 
their nature continuing, or which members are expressly required to pos- 
sess during their continuance in office—as, for example, when a member re- 
moves from the State or other local constituency in which he is required to 
continue to reside whilst in office—the seat of such member is thereby liable 
to be adjudge vacant upon the fact of such disqualification eee 
to the knowledge of the assembly. To the disqualifications of this kind ma 

be added those which result from the commission of some crime which would 
render the member ineligible, or from aome. gro official or other miscon- 
duct, in co; uence of which he is expelled or discharged from being a 
member. In all these cases, unless there is some Sopar provision of law 
by which the subject is regulated, the fact of disq cation can only be in- 
quired into and decided upon by the assembly itself. 


SECTION VIII—ACCEPTANCE OF DISQUALIFYING OR INCOMPATIBLE OFFICES, 


charge 
of this kind th 
itself. In 


Now, Mr. President, that brings me down to this ipso facto ar- 
gument, which I will not treat separately, but as I am fatigued 
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and the Senate is fati 


clusion. In a case in 


the 
facto Jud acancy 
senate or the house, as the case might be, passed a granmen of 
ouster, and until that judgment was he was to intents 
and pw a de facto membor and that his participation in the 
acts of the legislature could not be inquired into. SoCushing, as 
to the very case argued by the Senator from Oregon, that a dis- 

ualifying office has vacated the legislative office, says emphat- 
Kally, without qualification: 

There is no vacancy until it is so declared or implied by the resolution of 
the assembly itself. 

Mr. President, I will leave that ipso facto branch of the argument 


‘ht there. 
ee VILAS, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question right on that point. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. Has there ever been known a case, is there any 
shown in the books, where the action of a legislative body was 
challenged by reason of the participation in it of any member of 
that body whom the body itself admitted? 

Mr. GRAY. In answer to the question of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I will state that I have not found anywhere such a case. 
I have asked my distinguished and honorable friends the Senator 
from Mississippi and the Senator from Indiana if they ever dis- 
covered in their researches such a case. They have lied that 
they have not. I have heard no such case adduced by those who 
have argued the other side of this 3 If one such case can 
be cited, I should be ged to have it produced now or during the 
pending debate, and I challenge its production. Of course I am 
not omniscient and do not know that there is no such case, but I 
do not believe that such a case can be found, for it is not in the 
reason of the thing that there should be such a case. The acts of 
a de facto officer are as valid as those of one de jure. This well- 
settled doctrine of law is one that also applies with determinative 
force to this case. 

Now, Mr. President, I go a little further on the matter of how 
a vacancy is worked where there is an disqualification. 
The constitution of Delaware has prescribed certain disqualifica- 
tions for members of the house and senate, as well as qualifica- 
tions. Of course qualifications and disqualifications are the same 
thing so far as the 3 of the house iseoncerned, for quali- 
fication is nothing but the absence of disqualification. There are 
certain qualifications asserted and there are certain disqualifica- 
tions asserted fora senator with which we are concerned. 

Section 8, Article II, provides that 

of 27 
estate 


or in either. 
inhabitant ‘of 


in which he shall be chosen, 
business of the United States or of this State. 

Those are qualifications. Now as to disqualifications: 

No person concerned in any army or navy contract, nor member of Con- 
gress, nor any person holding any office under this State or the United States, 
except the attorney-general, officers usually a ted by the courts of jus- 
tice tively, attorneys at-law, and officers in the militia, holding no dis- 
qualif g office, shall, during his continuance in Congress or in office, be a 
senator or representative. 

Unquestionably under the power conferred by section 6 of that 
article, ‘‘Each house shall judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members,” if it is alleged either that a 
man is not 27 years old, or that he has an army or navy contract, 
or that he isa member of Con; „or that he holds an office under 
that State, the senate must judge of that disqualification. The 
Senator from Oregon admits that it must judge of it, and that the 
mere existence of the disqualifying fact does not operate to unseat 
him or invalidate any.act in which he participates unless there 
has been a judgment of ouster by the body to which he claims to 
belong. That 1 is universal. ere is no case cited to 
the contrary; there is no authority that controverts it anywhere. 

The very section on which the Senator from Oregon relies, that 
holding an office under the State disqualifies him to be a senator 
while exercising the office of governor, says that if he is concerned 
inan army ornavy contractit disqualifieshim. They are coupled 
in the same clause. Suppose there was present and voting upon 
the nay on which Mr. Du Pont claims to have been elected a sen- 
ator who was interested in a navy contract or affected by some of 
the other disqualifications enumerated in the constitution, and enu- 
merated in the very clause on which the Senator from Oregon 
relies, that his vote in the joint assembly, as well as in the senate, 
had been uiesced in without protest or objection, much less 
without a judgment of ouster by the senate, is it claimed that the 
Senate of the United States can adjudicate hisright and practically 
3 a judgment of ouster? No; the Senator from Oregon 

y edoes notsayso. The other side have to make 
a case where the senate of Delaware can not judge of the qualifi- 
cations of its own members; and there is no such case. 


Mr. TURPIE. There can not be such a case. 

Mr. GRAY. There can not be such a case. Take any of the 
State constitutions, which are very much alike in prescribing 
these pag eee The constitution of New Hampshire for 
nearly a hundred years, from 1784 to 1877, in prescribing the qual- 
ifications of the members of the house of representatives, said, just 
as the constitution of Delaware says: 

Ey ‘ber of the house of tatives shall be ch by ballot; 
for 5 5 vane at least next 7 fis election shall have been an . — 
ant of this State, shall have an estate within the town, parish, or place which 
he may be chosen to represent of the value of £100, one-half of which to be a 
freehold, whereof he is seized in his own right; be at the time of his 
election an inhabitant of the town, parish, or place he may be chosen to 


represent; be of the Protestant religion, and shall cease to resent 
= an, parish, or place immediately on his ceasing to be 
‘oresail 


qual as 
I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire ~ 
CHANDLER], if he Wero grange how that worked, if any of 
disqualifications worked ipso facto. If, for instance, a law was 
passed and there was necessary for its passage the vote of some 
man who had been elected and was not a testant, who was 
either a Roman Catholic or an agnostic, would that act beinvalid 
without a judgment of ouster? How are you going to find out 
whether a man is a Protestant or a Catholic, or how did they find 
out in New Hampshire prior to 1877 whether a member of the 
house was a Protestant or a Catholic? Was it competent for any 
man walking on the street to charge that So and So is.a Catholic 
and therefore not competent to sit in the legislature of New 
hee ee I take it not, so far as any effect from that assertion 
wo 0. 

Mr. TURPIE. Or to assert it here. 

Mr. GRAY. Or to assert it here in the Senate of the United 
States, when the credentials of a Senator elected by the legislature 
of New Hampshire come before us. The Senator from Oregon, if 
he made the same argument in a case of that kind that he makes 
in this, would pa here is a seat not open to a ara for it 
says that he shall immediately cease to represent town upon 
his ceasing to be qualified as aforesaid. So it will be charged 
here, proved, and admitted on the record that A B, a member of 
the house, who participated in the election for United States 
Senator, had conformed to the tenets of the Roman Catholic 
Church, and therefore it appears upon the record that a disquali- 
fication inhered in him as to that office. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Delaware 
will allow me, I will admit in this case,.if the fact was disputed 
that the speaker of the senate had succeeded to the exercise of the 
office of governor and was exercising the office of governor, then, 
as a matter of course, it would be for the Delaware State senate to 
pass upon it. Here all the facts are admitted by everybody. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; I am 9 Just now that case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Who will decide whether the man 
shall sit in the senate or not? 

Mr. GRAY. I understand it. Iam supposing just that case, 


088 


blic | that in 1876 a man had come here claiming to be elected a Senator 


from the State of New Hampshire, and that upon the journal of 
the senate of that legislature it was found that one of the persons 
who voted for him, and whose vote was necessary to his lection, 
was admitted to be of the Roman Catholic religion. 

Mr. ALLEN. And still the legislature had allowed him to sit 


ere. 

Mr.GRAY. And still the legislature had allowed him to sit 
there; had not chosen to oust him for his religious opinions. I 
want to know whether the Senate of the United States would 
claim to exercise the jurisdiction to cast that man from its doors 
and say, Go hence; you are not worthy to be a Senator of the 
United States, because you were voted for by a man who was ad- 
mitted to have been a Catholic in the legislature of New 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will answer that in that case, if 
it were the law to-day, as it is not fortunately — 

Mr. GRAY. No, Teaid in 1876. 

Mr. GEORGE. In 1877. 

Mr. GRAY. It was changed in 1877. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If that were the law to-day, and 
the senate itself had on its record the fact of the disability, 
and the provision of the constitution was plain and specific that 
on the existence of that fact the person has no right to sit there, 
then I would say we were not bound by it. 

Mr. GRAY. Then you claim an beg er jurisdiction in the 
rato of the United States from the legislature of New Hamp- 
shire 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do in that case under those cir- 
cumstances, where the senate of the State had a the 
question of fact and made it a matter of senatorial 8 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Because in that case it would be 
in adjudication by the New Hampshire senate itself of the very 
fact of disability which the constitution imposes. 

Mr. GRAY. I am not surprised that the Senator from 8 
has so declared. He was driven to declare so by the logic of 
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position, and he is too good a logician to blink at a conclusion 
after he has staked himself upon the premises. Of course, it 
brought him just to that point, and he was bound to admit that 
absurd conclusion; but that absurd conclusion is not supported by 
any text-writer or any jurist or any man who is competent to dis- 
cuss American public law that I know of; inly no such sup- 
port has been cited in my presence in the Senate. 

Mr. President, this whole doctrine of an ipso facto working of a 
vacancy upon the acceptance of an incompatible office, admitting 
that there was an incompatibility, does not apply to the case of a 
member of the legislature. In all the cases those offices are 
other than legislative offices; they are all cases where the func- 
tion of the office which is vacated is one possessed by the person 
in its entirety; it is a function by itself, not participated in by 
others, upon which he does not have to depend on the ab ce | 
of others; but when you come to this quasi office of member of 
the legislature, where you are a unit of the greater body where 
the function is performed, the legislature of which yon are only 
one constituent unit, then you must depend for your position and 
status in that body, not only by reason of the constitutional pro- 
vision, but necessarily upon the judgment of the body itself. In 
other words, if we admit for the sake of the argument that the 
exercise of the office of governor is either an incompatible or pro- 
hibited office, it can not work of itself a vacation of the legislative 
office. This doctrine only applies to offices which are such in 
the proper sense of the term, when the holder of it has a function 
complete in itself, and whose status is ind dent of others in 
like situation. In the case of a member of a Lin, argue body such 
member is only a part of an organized body e legislative duty 
or function is in the organization, not in the member—sach body 
has a self-recognizing capacity and individuality, and controls its 
own organization and relations of its constituent parts or 
members. It can not be changed against its 1 

Mr, HOAR. Does the Senator carry that trine so far as to 
say that the legislative body’s own judgment as to whether a 
quorum is present is binding upon us? 

Mr. GRAY. That has nothing to do with this case. I admit it 
is a question that might sarge. D my consideration if I were not 

ing something else; but the Senator will excuse me from 
going into it now. I frankly say that I am not prepared to an- 
swer it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it has a close relation to this 


case. : 

Mr. GRAY. Whether it has a close relation or not, I am really 
not prepared to answer it, I say frankly. I am considering now 
the powers of the house to judge as to its own organization and 
as to the units that make up that organization, 

Ihave said about all that I think it is necessary for me to say 
on this subject. No doubt I have, in the opinion of the Senate, 
said much more than was necessary for me to say, but the ques- 
tion is interesting. It involves very much the integrity of our 
constitutional system in the State of Delaware, and it involves 
very much the integrity and continuity of the judgments of this 
body in similar cases—how far it will permit this Senate to judge 
of the qualifications, elections, and returns of members in the 

islature of a State. Wecan judge of the procedure that has 

m place in the election of a United States Senator, what the 

electors prescribed by the constitution havedone; but who are the 

electors, in the language of the Senate in Turpie's case, is a matter 
which must be determined by the legislature itself. 

Mr. President, it will not evade this universal, this accepted 
doctrine of American constitutional law to say that in this case 
there was a seat in the Delaware senate not subject to occupancy. 
That is only another way of stating the same fact. Whether there 
was a seat subject to occupancy then, whether there was a seat 
filled or no, whether there was a vacancy in a recognized seat 

rovided for by the constitution isa question for the senate of 

laware to determine. Judge Brewer says, in the very case 
cited by the Senator from Oregon, was there a district vided 
for by law; and if there was a district, then who should occupy 
it was a matter for the house itself to determine. So in this case, 
we say there was a district provided not by law, but the con- 
stitution itself, the organic law, the highest law of the State; and 
whether Mr. Watson filled it, or whether it should be declared a 
vacancy and another person be elected from Kent County to fill 
it, was a thing for the senate of Delaware to determine, and when 
it did determine it it determined it finally. That view of the 
matter concludes this question it might all have been said in com- 
eee afew words. What is the jurisdiction of the United 
tates Senate over this per foreman If wehave not that juris- 
diction, and the senate of Delaware had, that is all there is of it, 
and we need not 8 words in arguing it. 

Mr. Du Pont was declared by the joint assembly not elected, 
because he did not receive a majority of the votes of the lawfully 
elected members of the legislature who participated in that elec- 
tion on the 9th day of May, 1895; and to reverse that declaration 

a judgment of the Senate of the United States would be to do 
ce to the constitution and laws of Delaware and deprive 


that State of a right which belongs exclusively to the State and its 
a rey under the Constitution of the United States. 

thank the Senate for the patience with which they have lis- 
tened to me. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRownInG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3281) to author- 
ize reassessments for improvements and general taxes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill a R. 5258) granting an honorable discharge to John B. 
Besler; an 

A bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHrox in the chair). The 
Senator from Kansas will please suspend while the Chair lays 
oere SE Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
com gre ndian Reservation. 

Mr. PEFFER. In pursuance of the unanimous consent of the 
Senate given yesterday, I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 332, being the bond-sale resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not understand that there was any unani- 
mous agreement that the unfinished business should be laid aside, 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not know that there was 

Mr. VILAS. If the request of the Senator from Kansas is 
agreed to, it substitutes the bond resolution for the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not care what the proceeding is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I am calling attention to the fact 
that I object not to the unfinished business pang displaced, but 
if there is an order which is entitled to the right of way—andIdo 
not know but that there is—itis an order which displaces the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Unanimous consent of the Senate was given 
that at the close of the remarks of the Senator from Delaware the 
Senate should proceed to the consideration of the order of busi- 
ness which I have just suggested. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not object to the Senate proceeding to the 
consideration of that order of business, if that was the agreement. 
I only object to its being done while the unfinished business is 
5 laid aside. That was not of the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e ill read the last 
order of the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. VILAS. On what of the RECORD? 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. On pages 3081, 3982 of the RECORD 


The Secretary read as follows: 


of April 15. 


y of that om Wew Hampshire 3 
CHANDLER] was on the floor in the midst of a speech. Then, b. sins Bac 


t was 
the — — Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
the nnanimou 


rstand t ent em- 
braces the idea that the bond resolution is to be the business. I 
have noob; to that. 


Mr. PEFFER. At that time? 
Mr. ALLISON. At that time. 
Mr. PEFFER. That is the understandin; st 
Mr. ALLISON. Giving ra course, either by unanimous consent or oth- 
erwise, to — err 
Mr. Perrer. That is rulable, undoubtedly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate in regard to the matter? 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask the Senate to proceed to theconsideration 
of the bond resolution in pursuance of the unanimous-consent 


agreement. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask if that was made the 
order of business ous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been the understand- 
ing of the Chair. Does the Chair understand the Senator from 
Wisconsin to insist on his objection? 


Mr. VILAS. Iam making no objection to the execution of the ; 


unanimous consent that was given. I only insist that the execu- 
tion of that order displaces the unfinished business which had 


been laid before the Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Kansas whether 
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he will not be willing to allow that special order to be temporarily 
laid aside until the Indian appro riation bill can be finished? 

Mr. PEFFER. No, Mr. ident, I am not willing now to do 
anything but to dispose of the bond resolution in some order! 
way. A e want to know whether we are going to proceed wi 
it or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want the Senator to understand that I am 
not seeking to put his resolution out of the way, so that the Senate 
will not have a chance to consider it. I may desire to say some- 
thing on the subject myself before it is disposed of; but I do think, 
if this Congress is going to adjourn this summer, we must pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEFFER. I appreciate the forceof the Senator’s remarks. 
This does not happen, however, to be a short session. We have 
all summer before us, and our salaries are paid by the year. Itis 
true this is a Presidential campaign year, but we certainly shall 
be able to dispose of all the business before the Senate in a reason- 
able time and get to this bond resolution, which I regard asa 
very important one. I have three times procured, through the 
courtesy of the Senate, unahimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution; and I do insist now that that consent 
be enforced by the Senate. Of course I know the Chair can not 
do it; but I ask the Senate to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that that resolution displaces the 
unfinished business. The unfinished business is before the Senate. 
If, while the unfinished business is pending, there is unanimous 
consent given to take up something else, I do not think the unfin- 
ished business is thereby displaced. 

Mr. HALE. Or if a motion is made to proceed to any other 
subject-matter. 

. PLATT. If a motion is made and agreed to to proceed to 
the consideration of another subject, that would displace the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. HALE. Of course; but the Senate can do that at any time 
it pleases. 

. PLATT. Les; but I do not think unanimous consent to 
take up something else while the unfinished business is pending 
would displace the unfinished business until that was disposed of. 

Mr. PEFFER. My own view of the case was that it was not 
the intention of the Senate that the unfinished business should be 
taken from its place upon the Calendar, but that it should remain 
there, notwithstanding the enforcement among ourselves of the 
consent ent to take up the bond resolution; and that was 
stated at the time publicly and privately. 

Mr. PLATT. We have passed fifty bills by unanimous consent 
while the unfinished business was pending, and it was never sup- 
posed that the unfinished business was thereby displaced. 

Mr. HALE. When unanimous consent is given that at a cer- 
tain time on a certain day a subject-matter shall be taken up or 
shall be made the unfinished business, unless with that consent 
there goes a proposition that it shall be continued until disposed 
of, the sete is always one way, that the privilege exhausts itself 
when the measure is laid before the Senate, and that at any time, 
either by unanimous consent or on motion, that may be displaced 
and something else taken up. For one, as to any yoga mage 
bill that I have in charge, I am willing to state that, believing it 
to be the desire of the Senate to pass the appropriation bills and 
adjourn at as early a day as possible, no matter what subject- 
matter has been fixed for a certain time to be taken up, I shall 
test the sense of the Senate as to whether it will continue to take 
up days and days, as they have been taken up by the Delaware 
case, rather than proceed with the consideration of the business 
of the Senate that everybody wants done. The Senator from 
Kansas . PEFFER] gets his unanimous consent enforced when 
he gets his resolution before the Senate; but immediately the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], if he chooses, can 
move to take up the Indian appropriation bill, and the Senate 
may decide, in its discretion, that it is more important to proceed 
with that bill than with anything else. That is for the Senate to 
decide. - 

I protest against the theory that, because unanimous consent is 
given to take up a particular matter ata particular time, we have 
to take all the time which the advocates of that measure choose, 
without having the opportunity of testing the sense of the Senate 
about taking up anythin else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ate the state of the case as he understands it. Unanimous con- 
sent seems to have been given to take up the bond-sale resolution 
upon the conclusion of the argument of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. Acting under what he supposed to be the rule, the Chair 
laid before the Senate the unfinished business soon after 2 o'clock. 
The Senator from Kansas 7 PEFFER] then asked unanimous 
consent that the unfinished business be laid aside in order to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bond resolution, without displac- 
ing the unfinished business, or, to be more correct, only tempo- 
rarily displacing it. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], as 
the ir understands, objects to that conditional laying aside of 
the unfinished business. 25 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit, when unanimous consent has been 
given to take up a measure at a fixed time, as in this case, it 
then becomes the duty of the Chair to lay the matter before the 
Senate. The Senate can proceed with it, or tpone it, or take 
up any other matter it sees proper; but unanimous consent hav- 
ing been given to take up any business, it ought to be laid before 
the Senate. That has been the universal rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In 
agreement, I ask that the 
Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the Chair stated correctly 

Mr. HOAR. What is before the Senate now, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that soon after 2 o’clock, acting upon what 
he understood to be the rule and also upon the suggestion of the 
clerks at the desk, he laid before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution in regard to 
the Uncompahgre Reservation. Now, the Senator from Kansas 
asks that that be temporarily laid aside, without losing its place, 
to take up the bond-sale resolution, for the consideration of which 
at this time he claims that unanimous consent was heretofore 
given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to a question of order. Under that 
consent agreement it is not necessary for the Senator from Kansas 
to ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. It 
is already temporarily laid aside by the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, and it is the duty of the Chair to lay the resolution before 
the Senate. ; 

Mr. VILAS. So far from that pemg anp case, I believe it to be 
true that the Senate has agreed to take up the bond resolution; 
but instead of it being a consent that the unfinished business 
should be laid aside for the ‘Purpose, it was ressly the other 
way, that this resolution should me the . hed business. 
The Chair has already had read from the desk the remarks on that 
subject yesterday, which I shall again read. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] stating the case, the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said: 


Then I understand the unanimous-consent agreement embraces the idea 
that the bond resolution is to be the unfinished business. I have no objection 


to that. 

Mr. Perrer. At that time? 

Mr. ALLISON. At that time. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is the understanding. 

That is what Iam nowinsistingupon. If there had been made 
a request that it should lay aside the unfinished business instead 
of becoming the unfinished business itself, that might then have 
been objected to. It was not a request that the unfinished busi- 
ness should be temporarily laid aside, but it was a request that 
one order of business should supersede another. That is the effect 
of the order which was made. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, if it is a mere technical 
objection, I beg leave to modify the request. My request of the 
Chair was to lay before the Senate the bond resolution, and the 
Chair, before recognizing my address, laid before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the Uncompahgre joint resolution. It was 
then that I made my request that the unfinished business be tem- 
porazily laja asidein order that this agreement might go into effect. 

Mr. HOAR., Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under all the circumstances, the 
Chair is satisfied that perhaps it would have been better, under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, to have laid the bond resolu- 
tion before the Senate, and let the Senate dispose of it as it saw 
SNo Chair, therefore, now lays that resolution before the 

nate. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis what I rose for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the resolution will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution 
five Senators to investigate gene all the material facts and 
circumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by 
the Secre of the Treasury in me braig 1894, 1895, and 1896. 
ae oe IDING OFFICER. hat is the pleasure of the 

mate 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to state to the Senate that so far asI 
know, the friends of this resolution do not intend or expect to 
spend any more time than has been already expended, or at least 
very little more time, in the discussion of the resolution. In order 
that the way may be clear, I will state to the Senate further that 
when the resolution was first before the Senate the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] moved that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. That motion was pending when the hour 
of 2 o'clock arrived and the resolution went to the Calendar. The 
next day a somewhat similar resolution was offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], with this difference, that 
instead of making the committee a select committee the resolution 


ursuance of the unanimous-consent 
md resolution may be laid before the 


roviding for a committee of 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4041 


provided that the investigation should be prosecuted by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I then moved to substitute my resolution of 
the preceding day for that of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The Senator from Massachusetts moved to lay my substitute on 
the table. A vote was taken, which resulted in a majority of 34 
to 16 against the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts to lay 
my amendment on the table. In view of that fact, the Senate hav- 
ing once expressed itself by way of preference for a select com- 
mittee rather than the Committee on Finance, I move to lay the 
pending motion to refer on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. That carries the whole thing with it. 

Mr. PEFFER. Oh, no; not under our rules. 

Mr. HOAR. I think so. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that under our rules a Senator may 
move to lay an amendment on the table without carrying the 
whole subject with it, but this proposition is to lay on the table a 
motion to refer. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand the rule is the reverse of that. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhapsitis. I do not know. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is clear as to amend- 
ments, but the Chair does not think that there is any express rule 
of the Senate on this particular subject. 

Mr. HOAR. The universal parliamentary rule has been that 


where any pending mot on e 
Mr. PEFFER, order to avoid any further discussion on the 
subject, I withdraw my motion. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn, 


Mr. PEFFER. [ask for a vote. 
Mr. HILL. I ask for the reading of the resolution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 


Mr. VILAS. Before the Secretary reads the resolution, do I 
understand that the Senate now proceeds to the consideration of 
the bond resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has laid the resolu- 
tion before the Senate, and the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] requested that it be read. : 5 

Mr. . I only desire to be specific that I object to this 
being done except, in pursuance of the understanding, as a substi- 
tute for the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. Except as the unfinished business? 

Mr. VILAS. It becomes the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin objects 
to the consideration of the resolution except as the unfinished 
business of the Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire it to be understood that the resolution is 
before the Senate as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is impossible for the Chair to 
enforce a unanimous-consent agreement, of course; but if it is 
objected to the question must be determined by the Senate. 

. PEFFER. What is the objection, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Vilas] objects to the consideration of the bond resolution 
except as the unfinished business. : 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; which is in accordance with the consent 


agreement. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
that question will come up later on. The bond resolution is before 
the Senate in consequence of the unanimous-consent agreement. 
Necessarily it displaces everything else. It is now before the 
Senate, and must remain as the unfinished business until the 
Senate orders otherwise. So the question raised by the Senator 
from Wisconsin will ceme up hereafter; not now. 

I ask that the resolution may be read. 

Mr. VILAS. That is exactly in accordance with my under- 


standing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER Feb- 
ruary 12, 1896, as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
Vice President, whose duty it shall be— 

First. To investigate and report generally all the material facts and cir- 
with the sale of Uni States bonds by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Second. To investigate and report spocany whatamount of available funds, 

ury and on deposit in other paos 


what pet gion where, whether in the United 
W. 


the United States. 
Third. To investigate an: 
bonds, by what authority, 


d report as tothe manner of disposing of said 
and what contracts, advertisements, or Sroposals 


were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what os a 
cl 


ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or 
privately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any syndi- 
cate or person or persons with yi to the sale and purchase of the bonds, 
and the profits made or to be made by such syndicate or any person or ee 
connected with such syndicate directly or indirectly; whether any officer of 
the Government, or any person or persons for such officer, and on behalf, 
and in his personal interest, and with his 8 or consent, entered into 
any contract, agreement, or arrangement, directly or indirectly, with any 
person or 3 partnership, corporation, 9 or syndicate, for the 
pw of affecting the price offered or to be offere tor said bonds, or any 
em, with the intent and expectation to receive commission or personal 
reward by reason of such contract, eement, or arrangement; whether 
such contract or agreement had any and what effect on the prtom offered for. 
— a rina the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and to 
w extent. 


Mr. HILL and Mr. ALLISON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. I was not aware that the Sena- 
tor from New York had the floor. 

According to the agreement arrived at the other 17 5 ion 
of which was read by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VLS], 
it was understood that the bond resolution should be temporarily 
laid aside from time to time for the consideration of appropriation 
bills. I now ask unanimous consent that it may be laid aside for 
the time being, in order that we may proceed tothe consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill, the bond resolution, of course, 


not loing ye 
Mr. I only want one ruling from the Chair with re- 
t to that. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Isit now defi- 
nitely determined that the bond resolution is the unfinished busi- 
ness and has taken the of the joint resolution that was on 
the Calendar as the ished business? If it has, the Senator 
from Iowa is correct. If it has not, it will require unanimous 
consent that that also be laid aside. I simply desire to know the 


—— Al 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish only to call attention to the fact that 
the Senator from Kansas the other day, when this agreement was 
made—the one quoted by the Senator from Wisconsin—expressly 
agreed that that might be done. If he now objects—— 

Mr. PEEFER. Certainly; the Senator from Iowa misunderstood 
me. I did not agree that it should be laid aside except by unani- 
mous consent, the same as we would do in any other case, 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HILL. ‘Or otherwise.” 

Mr. PEFFER. Or otherwise,” the Senator said himself. Of 
course or otherwise” might even come yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. I read from pages 3981, 3982 of the RECORD: 


Mr. Perrer. I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that there is an 
ment by unanimous consent to proceed. when that time comes, with the bond 
resolution; but we can doubtless arrange as to that matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It will not disturb that arrangement. 

Mr. Perrer. With that understanding of course I shall not veined nn 

Mr. ALLISON. The bond resolution is subject to appropriation bills 
distinct statement made by myself the other day when it was sought to 
that resolution a al order. Of course the Senator from Kansas does not 
expect to go on with the bond resolution to the exclusion of the appropria 
tion bills; at least I hope not. I do not understand that to be the order. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand the agreement to be just as it was made, Mr. 
President. There was a unanimous-consent agreement made a few days ago 
that yesterday at 2 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m. we should proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bond resolution, but yesterday at 2.15 o'clock we were not 
ready by reason of the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
5 was on — floor in the oo pon = — 3 Kn b 3 
consent, the agreement was postponed or de un ay at the conclu- 
sion of the speech of the Senator from Delaware (Mr. Gray]. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then I understand the unanimous-consent ent em- 
braces the idea that the bond resolution is to be the unfinished business, I 
have no objection to that. 


Mr. PEFFER. At that time? 

Mr. ALLISON. At that time. 

Mr, PEFFER. That is the understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Caving Wey; of course, either by unanimous consent or other- 
wise, to appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is rulable, undoubtedly. 

I submit that it is a fair understanding that the resolution when 
it became the regular order of business, as other resolutions and 
bills hitherto have been, would be subject to appropriation bills 
when they were ready for consideration. Therefore, I ask unani- 
mous consent that we may temporarily lay aside the bond resolu- 
tion with a view to considering the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I aboae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. HILL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me to make an inquiry in relation to the status of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. Certain! 


8 y. 

Mr. WALTHALL. According to my recollection, when this 
measure was last before the Senate the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS] offered an amendment to it, and the amendment 
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from the consideration of the sub- 
ject. The amendment was to strike out lines 1 and 2 and insert 
That the Committee on Finance be directed,” etc. I ask to be 


was pending when we 


informed whether the amendment is now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that the pending question is on the motion to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The amendment is pending, however? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. The amendment was 
presented, but the pending question is on the motion to refer the 
resolution to the committee. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I should have preferred that the 
unfinished appropriation bill should have been taken up this after- 
noon on account of a personal engagement of my own. Beyond 
that it makes no difference to me when this question shall be dis- 
cussed. Any Senator has a right to moveto take up an ap ropri- 
ation bill if 0 sees fit to do so. If the appropriation bills are 
suffering because of lack of attention, any member of the Appro- 
priations Committee can now make a motion to take up any of 
those bills for consideration. 

Mr. President, the ee tress author of the resolution, as- 
suming to speak in behalf of its friends, announced to the Senate, 

bly by authority, to which I did not observe that the dis- 
Fnguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] assented, that no 
one expected to speak in favor of the resolution. Of course I 
assume that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] didnot intend 
to deceive the Senate. I must assume that he did not intend to 
deceive the Senate. I assume that he did not intend to allow the 
matter to be taken up under the promise that it was to be consid- 
ered without debate on the part of its friends, or he would not 
have made that statement, which I repeat n in his presence, 
that the friends of the resolution did not intend further to debate it. 

It is , probably, that the Senator from Kansas should 
control this matter, It is a Populist resolution, and who has any 
better right to control it than he? The resolution has its ira- 
tion in the Populist pen: It has its inspiration in hostility to all 
bonds whatever. The resolution, Populistic in its character, pro- 

s to investigate not only the recent syndicate transaction, but 

ə loan of February, 1895. The last three bond issues are pro- 
posed to be investigated by the resolution. In the two speeches 
which I made upon this subject when I was cut off by the expira- 
tion of the morning hour I commented upon the fact that the in- 
vestigation is pressed without formal charges, without specifica- 
tions, without any allegations of wrongdoing, irregularity, or 
corruption. I am not now speakingof the ingenious statements of 
the Senator from Kansas when he proceeded to discuss the resolu- 
tion. The only tangible ground for an investigation stated by the 
author of the resolution was that the issuing of bonds should be 
investigated because there was a peon curiosity to learn about 
them, and it was gravely argued in the Senate that that was a 
sufficient reason for pair firich a investigation. There is 
no amendment now pending for an investigation by a standing 
committee of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas in his brief remarks made a few mo- 
ments ago took it for granted that because the resolution was not 
laid on the table it is to . I was one of those who voted 
against laying it on the table, in order that it might be considered 
in connection with the resolution of the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and that was the only reason. There 
are no two Senators here who as to the grounds of the pro- 
posed investigation or the results ted to be established. I 
said the other day that the fairest method would have been for the 
Senators are clamoring for an investigation of the bond trans- 
actions undér the present Administration to have come in here and 

ified in the resolutions themselves the precise things which 
ey desired to have investigated and the reasons therefor, the 
ds therefor, the allegations of unfairness, the allegations of 
Regality, and the allegations of corruption, in order that when the 
fiasco is terminated somebody would be responsible for the reso- 
lutions. I think it would bave been better, for the reason that 
when the committee shall finally report, if it shall ever report, 
Senators will be precluded from rising in their places and saying, 
„We never charged this; we never charged that; we never 
charged the other. We did not say there was this; we did notsay 
there was that.” 

The resolution is to be passed in the dark. It is to be passed, if 
paea at all, not because of specific allegations made against the 

onorable of the 888 because public curiosity 
demands that the tor from and his friends shall be 

tified. The extraordinary character of this proceeding, there- 
Fore; may well be commented upon at the outset. This course is 
taken, as I said before, because when the result shall be announced 


Senators do not wish to be confronted with its results. 
If the committee shall find that there was no ity, then 
they will say, Nobody charged i z the commit- 


tee shall find that there was no corruption, it will be said, No- 
body charged corruption.” If the committee shall find that 
everything has been done according to law and in good faith and 


for the best interests of the country, Who said to the contrary?” 
will be the question. And the country is put to the spectacle of 
a legislative investigation with no one responsible for any distinct, 
definite allegation of wrongdoing, but an investigation just for 
the purpose of having an investigation, for the novelty of it (it is 
not a novelty in the Senate), for the fun of it, for the mere sake 
of having something to do in the near future. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New York permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator from New York understand 
that it is necessary, before the Senate may investigate, to have 
what is equivalent to an indictment? As I understand it, investi- 
gations are made for various purposes, sometimes to ascertain 
whether there has been fraud, and sometimes to ascertain if the 
methods are bad and might be improved by legislation. The gen- 
eral class of investigations is with a view to legislation, and there 
are many reasons for investigating where we would not indict for 
crime. 

Mr. HILL. All that is true enough, but what I object to is that 
the resolution not directly, but indirectly, not having the courage 
to charge wrong openly, insinuates it, and before I get through I 
shall demonstrate it even, I think, to the comprehension of the 
Senator from Nevada. It is preferred, instead of making formal 
allegations, to take the gossip of the street, to take newspaper 
insinuations rather than formal charges. 

Lam not going to spend any further time upon the first point 
of inquiry which the resolution augue. The first thing which 
the Senate is formally to authorize the committee to do is to inves- 
tigate the question of the authority of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds. I say, or was p ing to say when I was 
interrupted by the expiration of the morning hour, that the farm- 
ers of the Senate, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], had risen in their r 757 at various times 
and said that the farmers deny the authority of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue bonds under the act of 1870, and the Senate 
is asked to pass a resolution which virtually casts doubt upon the 
authority of the Secretary to issue bonds. It is to investigate a 
question of law, not a mere question of i It is to report 


by what authority the bonds were issu hat is the first point 
to be investiga By what authority does the Secretary of the 
Treasury issue them? 


Mr. President, the act of 1875 settles the question. It is con- 
ceded that bonds have been issued by prenons Secretaries of the 
Treasury. It is conceded that the whole question has been exam- 
ined over and over again. I say it is beli the Senate to au- 
thorize at this time and under these circumstances a committee 
formally to investigate the question of the authority by which the 
bonds were issued. All that anyone has to do is to read the act. 
It settles the question. For any purpose of maintaining specie 
payment bonds can be ed whenever it is necessary. Hisa 
continuing authority, to exist after 1879. It exists all the while. 
It exists to-day; it will exist to-morrow; it will exist when the 
next Secretary of the Treasury takes his place. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator contend that it exists for 
7 7 pamper of redeeming Treasury notes issued under the act of 


Mr. HILL. Not necessarily. The act of 1890 stands by itself. 
No question is raised in regard to it here, It is not pertinent to 
this discussion. 

Mr. STEWART. Have not bonds been sold to buy gold to re- 
deem Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890? 

Mr. HILL. Under the provisions of that act the Secretary of 
the Treasury has a right to take any funds in the Treasury for 
that p 3 e bonds were issued under the act of 1875. 

Mr. STEWART. Have not the proceeds of the sale of bonds 
been used to a certain extent to redeem Treasury notes issued 
under the act of 1890; and if so, by what authority was it done? 

Mr. HILL. The act of 1890 stands by itself, and I will come to 
lea tle Sinko before I am through with the remarks which I shall 
submit upon this question. I first wish to analyze the resolution. 
The attention of Senators has not been particularly called to it. 


It provides— 

To mig my oe and report specially what amount of available funds, classi- 
fied, was in the United States Troavary and on deposit in other pisces, sub- 
ject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasury at the time the bonds were 


sold or offered for sale. 
All those facts can be found in the rts of the Secretary of 
the They can also be ascertained, if anyone desires in- 


formation upon the subject, by a simple resolution of inquiry 
presented to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The next question to be investigated is— 

Whether there was or was not coin enough on hand to meet all coin obli- 
gations of the Government dueat the time said bonds were sold or when they 
were offered for sale. 2 

That involves the whole question as to what currency bonds 
shall be paid in. It involves the whole question of the cial 


policy of the present Secretary of the Treasury. My point is that 
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whether or not you agree with the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
is no question to be investigated. What has been done in pursu- 
ance of the law everybody knows. The annual reports of the 
Secretary of the Treasury show what has been done. Special re- 
ports have been made here from time to time detailing all the 
operations of the Treasury, and therefore it is silly, it is undigni- 
fied, it is unworthy of the Senate, to appoint a special investigating 
committee to inquire into facts with which every Senator in the 
Chamber is absolutely familiar. 

The author of the resolution wants to investigate further: 

From what persons or classes of persons the gold was procured with which 
to pay for the bonds. 

The men who bought the bonds and paid gold for them produced 
the gold. Is it proposed to investigate the private affairs of bond 
bidders? Is it proposed to have them tell the public where they 
procured their d, from what sources? If the author of the 
resolution simply desires information as to whether the gold 
came from the public Treasury, that is one thing; but if he wishes 
to inquire as to all sorts of places from which the private bidders 
obtained their gold, in the first place, I say it is unworthy of the 
Senate to enter upon such an inquiry, and in the second place, you 
have no legal authority so to do. 

Before I am through I shall call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that you have not even provided any process to compel 
the attendance of witnesses. The committee is to make an inves- 

tion haphazard; it is to inquire from Tom, Dick, or Harry, 
wherever it can get information. You have not even provided 
for the subpœnaing of a single witness, although the committee 
is to obtain and report to the Senate where the purchasers pro- 
cured their gold with which to buy the bonds. 

The resolution proposes to inquire further— 

What agreements or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether 
publicly or privately— 

Lask the Chair whether the words“ and secretly” are now in 
the resolution. The resolution has been modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
words “and secretly ” were stricken out. 

ill the Senator from New York permit me at 


po 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. : 
< Mr. PEFFER, On p 1865 of the RECORD for February 18 
the Senator will see that Í asked permission to modify the resolu- 
z I will read the modification, so that Senators will all under- 
stand it. 
Lask the pri of making two or three slight amendments to the reso- 
lution. On line 1, after the word “ Sena‘ Strike out the words 
“not more t two of whom shall belong to one political party“; on page 2, 
19, after the word “ privately,” strike out the words y": in 
20, strike out the 


made or to be made by such syndicate, or other person or persons connected 
with such syndicate, direc i 


Mr. HILL, TheSecretary did not read the latter part—although 


perhaps he did. 

Mr. President, everybody knew that those bonds had been issued 
in pursuance of the first syndicate contract. one knew that 
in the last sale there was no contract. No r sible party has 
amy! aap that there was any contract. “Publicly or privately,” 
the Senator says. He strikes out the words and secretly” for 
fear, I sup there might be an imputation against somebody 
and that the Senate, while he thought it might be anxious to 
throw some mud upon those officials, yet possibly might hesitate 
upon the word ‘‘secretly.” 

What have you left in the resolution? The committee is to in- 
quire further 

officer of the Government, or any person or persons for such 
officer, and on behalf, and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge 
or consent, entered into any contract * * + with the intent and expecta- 
tion to receive commission or personal reward by reason of such contract. 

The Senate proposes, through a committee, to investigate the 

uestion hates officers, from the Secretary of 5 

own, have been guilty of eee tiene commission or nal 
reward or 5 from the sale of bonds. o says 
they have? What ator dare rise in his place and make the 
allegation? No one. When the report shall have been finally 
mate, if made at all, I wish Senators to reflect that they seriously 
4 88 to investigate the conduct of one of the high officers of 

e Government and his subordinates in the eee, partment 
upon a mean, contemptible insinuation that possibly somebody 
in and around the Treasury Department may have received some 

uniary reward, commission, com tion, or something else. 
eee, aa an affidavit to that effect? Has anyone from 
any responsible source uttered theslander? Not one. y, then, 
dignify this proceeding? Why enter into this allegation that may 
react upon those who propose it and upon the Senate itself? 

Mr. dent, has it come to this? the financial question 
become so strained that whether men are for gold or silver they 
can not treat each other pr Seeger : . and that 
Senators can not differ from honorable — the Treas- 


ury (and I differ from him in many 
a resolution which, upon its face, insinuates, while it does not 


ts) without gin 
directly charge, that somebody possibly has received some pecun- 
iary interest from the bond transaction? 

Sir, it is said it will do noharm. What would Senators around 
this circle say, what would the conntry say, if to-morrow morn- 
ing 1 onone offer a resolution to investigate the Senator from 


Mr. PEFFER. I would not object. 

Mr. HILL. He might, Mr. President. I say that the country 
would hold me responsible if I endeavored to insinuate in a reso- 
lution that the Senator had misused any of the powers of his office 
here. I might insinuate that there had been favoritism. I might 
insinuate that there had been abuse of power, and I dignify that 
charge by the offering of a resolution of investigation. The Sen- 
ator says he would not object. Yet the country in reading that 
resolution in the next morning’s papers would ask, Why is this 
charge made? There must be something to it, or an honorable 
Senator would not have offered the resolution.” 

So, sir, if the pending resolution carries any weight at all, if the 
Senate of the United States passes a resolution to see whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury or his subordinates have not received 
some commission or compensation upon this subject, will not the 
public, reading it, say it can not be possible that the Senate has 
proceeded to such a solemn resolution without any charge 
whatever, without any proof, without an affidavit, without any- 
thing worthy of the name of evidence? The people of the country 
would be apt to say there must have been something behind it or 
to it. Let, I repeat, and I pause for a reply, where is the Senator 
who rises in his place and says he ts to prove that Mr. Car- 
lisle or any of his subordinates obtained one dollar of advantage 
or a penny of preo reward or compensation of any char- 

or a reply. 


acter? I pause 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not the question at all. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska, another Populist, in 
favor of this resolution, says that is not the question. What is 
the question? What is the question we are going to investigate? 
You have not read the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state to the Senator one question that 
ought to be investigated, and I do not connect the name of any 
person with it. 

Mr. HILL. We are talking about this particular question now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The charge was made in New York papers at the 
time, and I PEL EO they are reliable—— 

Mr. HILL. It depends on the one. 

Mr. ALLEN. They are printed where the Senator lives. They 
are in a position to know, if anybody would know. The charge 
was that about $18,000,000 has made out of the four differ- 
ent bond issues within the last two years, and that there was a 
secret understanding or a secret agreement between the Treasury 
Department (a copy of which Fe ate eer was published in the 
New York World, and I will p uce it at the proper time) givi 
power or contracting with J. Pierpont M as the dant oh 
certain foreign money lenders for the sale of the bonds in a lump 
to him for those he represented. I ask the Senator from New 
York if he does not believe the question whether there was an 
illegal sale of the bonds is not worth 3 when it in- 
volves about $18,000,000 of public money, and why he can object 
to an investigation that either disclose that fact or will dis- 
close to the world, to the people who have a right to know the 
truth, that there is nothing at the bottom of the charge as it has 
been stated in New York papers? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Senate of the United States is 
to proceed to investigate all the insinuations that are contained 
from time to time in the New York poms it will have its hands 


full. In the first place, no New York newspaper or other reputa- 
ble ne per in any other place in the 3 has made any 
rtaining to this particular subject 


specific tion 2 

‘Mr. ALLEN. I to correct the Senator. Iam not going to 
help him kill time, however, for a great while; but I beg to correct 
Dir HILL. What particular de the charge 

T. t parti paper made the c ? 

Mr. ALLEN. The New York World, for one. I think I have 
the paper in my committee room now. I will get it at the proper 
time, and other papers have charged that there was at least $10,- 
000,000 to be made out of the last $100,000,000 issue of bonds, ac- 
cording to the bp sae contract between the Government officials 
and the agent of the bond syndicate, a portion of which was de- 
stro the popular clamor, causing the bonds to be offered at 
public sale at some fiye or six different places in the country, 
which ini tion gave to the country as a popular loan. 

Now, that charge was made. It stands uncontradicted. Is it 
not worth investigating? I submit to the Senator, who is usually 
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very candid, but who grows as mad as a massasauga in August 
when any question of this kind is broached, whether private indi- 


viduals can make contracts with Government officials by which 
$10,000,000 or $12,000,000 are made upon a single transaction? If 
the charge be true or not, I submit whether these Government 
officials have the slightest power to issue the bonds of the United 
States for any 1 I am one among the number who say 
(and I believe I can demonstrate it to twelve jurymen who would 
take an oath to determine the question upon the evidence sub- 
mitted) that whenever Mr. Carlisle issues a Government bond of 
this nation he does it without a statute authorizing him to do so. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska off with the 
allegation that some New York newspaper had intimated that 
some money had been made in the purchase of bonds; that 818, 
2 had been made in one minute, and $10,000,000 in another 

ute. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ten million dollars on the last issue and $18,- 
000.000 on all the issues. . 

Mr. HILL. I have never heard one of these men who criticise 
the transaction who ever stated the amount twice alike. Finally, 
after saying that he has some article somewhere else than here, 
and therefore we do not know the precise language of it, he winds 
up with the question whether I think there ought to be any objec- 
tion to investigating by what authority the bonds are issued, and 
he volunteers his opinion as a farmer (because that is the capacity 
in which he last announced himself) that he does not believe there 
is a law for it, and that he could convince twelve jurymen that 
there is no law for it. Well, we do not usually try questions of 
law before a j It is not done in New York State, and I do not 
believe they do it out in Nebraska. 

Mr. President, the courts are open, if you can convince one court 
of the United States. The courts are open; institute your pro- 


Mr. ALLEN. I wish-to ask the Senator from New York a 
uestion. 
F The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Was the Senator from Kansas, who is usually a 
very truthful man, authorized to say that there was going to be 
no one to participate in the debate upon his side? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is running away from the question. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not; Iam getting right to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not going to dispute with the Senator on 
his proposition of law as to trial of cases in New York, because 
the experience of Tweed and a few other persons in that State 
shows that they have pre 5 ways. The past history of 
New York litigation, especi ma the punishment of those who 
have þeen guilty of crime, may be said to besomewhatin the dark, 
at least. I submit to the Senator from New York, who is a law- 
yer and a bimetallist as I am a farmer, that we do try mixed ques- 
tions of law and fact before a jury. f 

Mr. HILL. You must not get them too mixed, though. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is always done. The Senator never tried a 
case in his life before a jury that he did not try precisely that 
proposition. I submit to his candor as a lawyer (because I know 
or believe him at least to be avery great lawyer, a lawyer of large 

ience), that he ought to know and I believe he does know that 
itis impossible toimplead the Secretary of the Treasury before any 
court of this country. The moment it is done that moment he 
comes in with a plea that he is one of the chief executive officers 
of the nation, and that he is not subject to be brought into court 
to determine his official action, and he goes acquitted. Now, is 


not that true? 

Mr. HILL. There is more than one way to raise the question of 
the validity of a bond. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator if that is not true? 

Mr. HILL. The question as the Senator stated it is not true. 
Before I get through I am going to show that this investigation is 
in aid of one of the speculative lawsuits brought against the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the very day that this bond resolution 
was expected to be discussed here; and I am going to show that 
somebody thinks differently from the Senator from Nebraska and 
has actually brought a suit in the courts of the District of Colum- 
bia over the question of these bonds. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York knows that in 
hundreds of different instances in the history of this country it has 
been universally determined that an officer of this character can 
not be impleaded and brought into court, and that a plea to the 
jurisdiction of the court is sustained without any further investi- 
gation. There is notan exception to the rule. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Nebraska thinks he can con- 
vince a jury the House of Representatives is open to him. That 
is a pretty big jury. The House of Representatives is composed 
of men not of the political E of the tary of the Treasury; 


they are his opponens. the Secretary of the Treasury has 
issued any bonds illegally, and the case is so plain and so clear as 
my friend from Nebraska says it is, why not present it by im- 


peachment? Then my friend here can try the question and sit as 
a juryman on the trial of John G. Carlisle because of willfully 
issuing bonds without any authority of law. That is an impeach- 
able offense, is it not? 

The trouble about itis that these men have no sort of confidence 
in their position. It is a part of the claptrap of the times. It is a 
part simply of an endeavor to get up a scandal in order to affect 
this political question. As I said a few moments ago, I think we 
ought to differ, if differ we must upon this financial question, with- 
out endeavoring to throw mud unn ily upon our public offi- 
cials, who have enough to contend against under the peculiar 
existing political situation. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. I was alluding to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] to see whether 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from New York remarked a mo- 
ment ago that the House of Representatives is of a different polit- 
ical party from Mr. Carlisle, and I suppose from Mr. Cleveland. 
Does he pretend to say that a majority of the House of Represent- 
atives does not concur with Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Carlisle upon 
the question of the gold standard and the issuance of bonds to 


maintain it? Are they not, so far as that is concerned, practi- 
cr the same political party—the gold party? 
HILL. t a reflection that question is upon the House 


of Representatives. For instance, if the Senator thinks that upon 
the financial question they agree with the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury—— 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator contend that it is a reflec- 
tion upon the House of Representatives to say they are of the 
same with him and his Chief Executive? 

Mr. L. That is no reflection; but it is a reflection to insinu- 
ate that because of that fact they would hesitate to decide accord- 
ing to their consciences and their oaths upon a question of this 
character, if you dared to submit it to them. 

Mr. STEWART. But the Senator has stated that they are of 
a different political party as a reason why they would investigate 
the question. I wanted to show that his reason is not a good one. 
They are thoroughly in 3 him upon the policy of 
issuing bonds; they are as one. t destroys the allegation the 
Senator made that they are of a different 8 party. The 
gold party has been one party for twenty-five years. They vote 
together; they act together; they defend each other as one man. 

Mr. HILL. As the boys say in the newspapers, that is ‘‘impor- 
tant if true.” The difficulty about the Senator’s statement is that 
it has no foundation in fact. The 5 House of Repre- 
sentatives presented a bond bill here which the Secretary of the 
Treasury did not want, which the President of the United States 
intimated was not what he had asked. There has been no disposi- 
tion upon the part of the House of Representatives to agree with 
the President or the Secretary of the Treasury upon the policy 
which they announced. On some things they do agree; on others 
they radically differ. 

r. STEWART. Do they not agree that bonds should be issued 
and that gold should be bought to redeem Treasury notes and 
greenbacks? Upon that main proposition do they not a ? Is 
not their disagreement a mere matter of detail as to how the 
bonds shall be sold and what character of bonds they shall be? 
Upon the main question of buying gold to redeem greenbacks and 
Treasury notes is there any difference between the House of 
resentatives and the Senator from New York and the Executive? 

Mr. HILL. A large number of the Republicans in the House 
of Representatives, for whom I am not authorized to speak, un- 
doubtedly believe that if there is no gold in the Treasury with 
which to redeem your greenbacks, and no revenues with which to 
purchase gold, the President has a right under existing law to 
issue bonds. The question we were discussing was as to whether 
there was any guenon in regard to it. The Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] says he doubts it. I say go to the courts. 
The courts are cl he says, tous; the Secretary of the Treasury 
is above the law. Then, I say, go to the House of Representatives, 
where you can organize an impeachment proceeding. Then he 
answers that . — 2 substantially of the same party. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska who sits in front of me remarks that the House 
There it is. They make these 8 simply from 


ya gold bug. That covers every- 
thing, Mr. President. 


The point I am making is that the Senate is not conducting itself 
properly, in my judgment, by seriously considering a resolution 
to investigate the legal question of the issuing of bonds. How is 
the question to be determined? Aworduponthatpoint. How has 
this Government been run for the last year? „sir, the Sen- 
ate is a closely divided Senate. It is pretty difficult to tell what 
political party controls it. The Populists have now been recognized 
as belligerents, with full belligerent rights. They train first upon 
one side and then the other, and you never can tell who has gota 


is gold bug. 
the fact that there is some 


, 
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majority of the Senate. They were recognized as Populist belliger- 
ents when they were given their share of public patronage in the 
Senate, when they were given an officer to guard the secrets of 
their room. Therefore there are three parties here. The Wilson 
law does not as yet bring an amount of revenue sufficient for the 
ordinary expenses of the Government. I am not now going to 

roceed to discuss who or what is responsible for that. Iam speak- 
Ing simp] of a condition and not a theory. 

5 ALLEN . Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Not right here; not until I finish my idea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
declines to yield. 

Mr. HILL. Not just at this moment. Mr. President, the 
House proceeds upon the theory that the best interests of the 
country require that there should be more revenue, and it pro- 
ceeded to enact a tariff bill called an emergency tariff bill. at 
bill comes over here and in the Senate politically divided that 
tariff bill is seized until, in the eloquent lan e of the President 
pro tempore of this body, it is as dead as Julius Cæsar. In the 
meantime there is nothing with which to redeem your n- 
backs, there is nothing with which to secure the revenues of your 
Government. Will any Senator tell me what this Government 
would have done if the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, law or no law, had not issued Government bonds during the 
last year? Now I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to say this to the Senator 
from New York, and it is in the nature of a question: The Sena- 
tor deliberately advocated and voted for the unconditional repeal 
of the purchase clause of the Sherman Act, at the same time claim- 
ing to be a bimetallist. By the repeal of that act this nation has 
been deprived of $150,000,000 which would have covered every item 
of deficit which has occurred during this Administration. The 
Senator from New York and his have approved, and the 
Senator is approving now, the open, stubborn, dogmatic, flagrant, 
violation of the requirements of the third section of the Sherman 
Act, which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem those 
notesin silver. If the Senator from New York and his party had 
not done that, and if the Secretary of the Treasury had observed 
the law, there would have been no deficit and no occasion for the 
issuance of bonds. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Iam not going to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the question of the propriety of the repeal of the Sher- 
man silver law. That law was indefensible upon any ground. 
The friends of silver scarcely defended it when it was pending 
here in the Senate. They opposed its repeal upon the ground that 
they thought something should be put in its place in recognition 
of silver. No one pretended that it would solve the silver ques- 
tion; noone pretended that it was a logical law; no one pretended 
that it was producing any benefit to the country at large; but 
those who felt constrained to vote against its repeal did so because 
they thought it was a fitting opportunity to do something toward 
a more general recognition of silver. o true friend of silver 
should shed any tears over the repeal of that law. 

I was saying, when interrupted by-the irrelevant question of 
my friend from: Nebraska, that I think the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, instead of being investigated by this Senate, deserves its 
thanks for his stead of maintaining the credit of the 
country. You may differ with him as to what ought eventuall 
to be done upon the silver question; you may think that he err 
in the discharge of a portion of his duty; that is one thing; but 
it does not follow that itis proper to investigate, under the insinu- 
ation contained in this resolution, whether some of the money 
has not stuck to his fingers in the discharge of his official duty. 

Mr. President, before [ get through I think the Senate will see 
that they are Lott eyes to enter upon an unwise course. I know 
every time we differ about some great question somebody comes 
into the Senate and says, ‘‘Let us investigate; let us have an 
investigating committee appointed,” as though that were the 
panacea for all our difficulties. I shall call the attention of even 
the Senator from Nebraska to an investigation which he insti- 
tuted with a great flourish of trumpets as to what it was going to 
accomplish, and then I shall show what meager results were 
obtained from it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 


Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; everybody yields to the Senator from 
Nevada. [La aul! By 
Mr. STE T. e Senator says that there is nothing to in- 


vestigate. I inquire of him if there has ever been a 4 per cent bond 
sold in the market since the resumption of specie payments at a 
rate that would have made the bonds which were sold to the 
syndicate in Feb , 1895, worth less than $1.20, that is, 20 per 
cent premium? The bonds that had eighteen years to run in 1 

and 1889 sold from 25 to 27 cents premium, and so on down, but 
none of them ever sold, considering the time they were to run, at 
arate that would have made the market value of the thirty-year 
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bonds which were offered less than 130. These bonds were sold 
at least 15¢ per cent less than the market value, as it had been es- 
tablished for years, and as it was on the day they were sold. 

Mr. That was the charge made, too. 

Mr. STEWART. That was the charge, that on the day the 
contract was made bonds having about eleven or twelve years to 


run were selling from 111 to 112, making 1 per cent for every 
ear, which has been about the average. Following that those 
mds which have thirty years to ryn ought to be at a premium 
of 30 per cent; but no one has ever mp eae in the public prints 
or elsewhere that the market value of those bonds on that day was 
less than 20 per cent premium. Shortly afterwards the same 
bonds sold for 23 per cent promi in the markets here. They 
went up to that figure. course they were depressed subse- 
uently for the purpose of obtaining a further deal, but it was 
charged, and boldly charged, that they were sold ata rate that 
made from ten to twelve million dollars difference. That never 
has been denied by anybody. It has been in the public prints, 
all the respectable journals have figured it up, and no man has 
ever denied that charge. 

Itseems to me that the Executive would like to have an oppor- 
tunity to come forward and show why he sacrificed from ten to 
twelve million dollars of the Government money and what the 
circumstances were which made him do it. I think the Secretary 
of the Treasury ought to desire an investigation to clear up that. 
It never will be cleared up unless it comes before a committee and 
he has an opportunity to make a showing why it was he did it. 
That charge is made, and it can not be denied. Every broker in 
the United States knows it is true. It is admitted everywhere. 
Now let it be investigated, so that we may see if it was done in 
some emergency, and what emergency there was requiring it, or 
whether it was done for some other reason. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, when the Senator from Nevada 
makes a special appeal to me for an opportunity for him to vin- 
dicate the President of the United States it is very difficult for 
me to resist that appeal. [Laughter.] I know his intense anx- 
iety to have the President of the United States put right upon 
this question, and because I am resisting this investigation I 1 
allow the Senator from Nevada to impute some desire on my part 
to injure the President of the United States and the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

I have heard the same old argument time and time again, that 
yon must always permit an investigation; you must not resist it. 

o matter what charge is made in the public prints or elsewhere, 
if a Senator rises in his place and wants ari investigation, investi- 

te. It is asked, are you afraid to conduct an investigation? 

vest it with all the dignity and power of such a proceeding on 
the part of the Senate of the United States, keep the public press 
full of the matter for years, else somebody may think there is 
something wrong. Mr. President, it is a foolish argamenh, it is 
a silly argument, it is moral cowardice on the part of this Senate, 
every time some idle narge is made here against one of our pub- 
lic officials, whether he belongs to our party or to the other party, 
to immediately dignify it with an investigating committee. 

I do not now propose to discuss the question of market values. 
I know something of market values, and how they are made. I 
had occasion to look into this subject recently as counsel in a 
matter pertaining to taxation in the city of New York. 

Mr. STEWART. I will ask the Senator just one more question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

= D TEWART. Is the Administration opposed to this investi- 
gation 

Mr. HILL. Iam not authorized to speak for the Administra- 
tion, and I say En Ss here that I have never exchanged a word 
with any officer of this Administration, high or low, upon this 
subject, and I do not propose to do so. Sir, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has not even answered my respectful resolution. I op- 
oe this investigation not because the Administration wants it, or 

oes not want it: I oppose it as I should oppose any foolish, silly, 
or sear aet Ait ee Sea which could only add dis to the 
Senate, in my humble opinion. I would oppose it whether the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was a Democrat or a Republican. Before 
I get through I shall show that Mr. Carlisle is not the only man 
who has been falsely accused. I propose to take up the AAEE 
that have been made against other Secretaries of the Treasury. 
and to show how those charges have all fallen to the grown 
and how contemptible they appear now in reading the histo 
of the country. ore. to show how other Senators then fol- 
lowed the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] when 
he was Secretary of the Treasury with all sorts. of vile charges, 
and now, when you come to read them in the light of history, it 
is apparent how thin, how weak, how ridiculous, how contempti- 
ble they are. Yet we are asked upon this financial question 
because there are differences of opinion, because perhaps, the 
majority of this Senate are the friends of silver, to throw mud 
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against every official who differs with you. 
such suicidal, idiotic policy. I care not whether the Administra- 


Iam opposed to any 
‘tion want this investigation or not. If you put it on the plane of 
cowardice, it might be said: Oh, yes, give them 5 
want on any allegation, no matter what it is.“ So far as I know, 
the Administration care nothing about it. My judgment is that if 
this resolution is passed the men who institute it will be covered 
with humiliation and shame and will deny that they ever charged 
anything wrong against Mr. Carlisle or his subordinates. 

r. President, as I was saying when interrupted the last time 
by the Senator from Nevada, I some occasion to investigate 
the subject of market values, and I discovered that the market 
in New York is made up by sales, or, if not by actual sales, by 
offers, and there are times when the market ismade up by asingle 
offer or a singlesale. A single sale of a ten-thousand-dollar bond 
will sometimes fix the market for a particular day, and it is quoted 
all over the country that the market price of bonds was so and so 
because one bond was sold at that price. 

Mr. President, when the question of market values was dis- 
cussed in the Senate before the last issue of bonds was made, 
you recollect what was said in regard to it. We heard that there 
was a demand all over the country to invest in those bonds at 23 
1 A cry eame u Nebraska, a cry came up 
from Colorado, a cry came op m West Virginia, according to 
the junior Senator from that State [Mr. Erxins]—the blacksmiths, 
the carpenters, the farmers, were all anxious to rush to take the 
bonds at 2} and 8 percent. Where were they when the bonds 
came to be sold? You could not find them; they had fled to the 
woods; they were gone; they had no gold; they did not want oe 
bonds; and not a bond was sold except at over 3 per cent. ese 
allegations are easily made by men who simply want to make their 

int in an argument, but when you come to investigate them 
Their arguments are gone to the winds. 

This resolution proposes to investigate, further, whether in the 
last sale of bonds there was any agreement entered into by which 
any syndicate was to have the bonds. Nobody rises in his place 
and says there was; no newspaper has made any distinct charge 
that there was; and it is proposed to investigate not only the ques- 
tion as to how much money was made by the syndicate, but how 
much was made by any person connected with such syndicate. 
If I bought a bond from the syndicate the next day after the bond 
sale and sold it a few days thereafter and made some money by 
it, I am to be called upon to show how much money I made. 

I have already commented upon the fact that this resolution 
nowhere contains any ‘authority to summon witnesses. You are 
going to ascertain all about what J. Pierpont Morgan knows from 
what he voluntarily tells you; you are going to investigate this 
subject without the power to summon a single witness; but even 
if you had that power, I deny the authority of the Congress of the 
United States to compel answers to any such questions? This is 
not the sugar investigation. The right to compel witnesses to 
answer questions in that inquiry depended upon the fact that the 
committee was investigating a violation of the privileges of the 
Senate, and was investigating the conduct of Senators which 
might lead to their expulsion. That was something which you 
DETS right to investigate. It may be, although that is disputed, 
that you have a right to conduct an investigation, summon wit- 
nesses, and compel answers where you are investigating for the 
purposes of future legislation, but that is not clear. en the 
object of the inquiry must be spread forth in the resolution itself. 
There is nothing in this resolution which indicates that the inves- 
tigation desired is for the purpose of future legislation; there is 
nothing on the face of this e arian He oa except to 

tify idle curiosity; that is all. And I say to the Senator from 
oni, when he comes to subpcena his witnesses and compel 
answers, if they refuse to answer he can not obtain any informa- 
tion upon these subjects. 

I now Lag adage President, to take 1 Gee speech of the Sen- 
ator from [Mr. PEFFER] giving the reasons why in the 
allegations set forth in the resolution, not charges distinctly and 
boldly set forth, but the insinuations, the reasons, the circum- 
stances which he says lead properly to this investigation. 

The Senator said: 

Twenty-four years— 

Quoting from his speech— 
after the 
oe the resum: 
ob ten-year 5 per cent bonds. 

The inference from that is that, without such express authority, 

the Senator says Congress refused to 
wer, and in the face of that 
e Senator conceals the fact 


Kansas knows or ought to know that the Secretary was not claim- 


ing to act under any new Congressional enactment—he was pro- 
ceeding to act under the old resumption law. The Senator from 
Kansas said further: 


Senators denounced the proceeding as unlawful— 


Who? The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], and the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. epee he whom has added the distinguished 
Senator from Nev . STEWART]. This coterie of Senators 
denounced it as unla . You have heard the old story of the 
three tailors of Tooley street, who got together and reso- 
lutions, the opening words of which were, We, the people of 
England, demand so and so.” These Senators say it is unlawful. 
What lawyer in the Senate of long experience who has the public 
confidence, what judge upon the bench, who among the great 
lights of the bar of this country has ever dared to venture the 
opinion that the power to issue bonds does not already exist? Not 
one. Then the Senator says further: 

The people were surprised— 


le, as if the Populist party represented the le. 
5 eee bap — people. 
They represent but a ent of the people. They are the 
deserters from other parties; y are the conglomeration of men 
dissatisfied with the old 1 parties; they have pooled their 
grievances; they have 4 Ye the silver question because they 
think it is po = Th ve no views upon the tariff question 
whatever. ey have offered their votes here for sale, or rather 
8 upon the tariff question upon either side of this Cham- 
ber. x er no fixed, settled principles whatever, and the Sen- 
ate of the United States is asked, deliberately, to pass this Populist 
resolution for an investigation on theeve of a Presidential election, 
to enable these men to throw mud at the Democratic party and 
the Republican party. It is about time, it strikes me, that the 
Senators who represent States interested in this subject should 
act together upon the great question involved in this resolution. 
Mr. STEWART. If Republicans and Democrats now find it 
to stand together, is this the first time it has become 
necessary for wrongdoers to stand together? 
Mr. HILL. I knew you would not keep 
said you would not again interrupt me. 
Populist five minutes at a time. ughter. | 
e Senator from Kansas further said: 


The people were surprised. All ot us were mortified. Within a year after- 
wards a hundred million more were sold without any additional authority of 


ur word when you 
ou can not trust a 


The Senator speaks of that as if it were a most singular and sus- 
polosa circumstance. Why, sir, the President of the United 

tates had only asked authority from Congress for two purposes, 
He only asked authority for the purpose of simply reducing the 
rate of interest and ing the terms for which the bonds 
could run. That is all he ask He had sent to Congress a spe- 
cial message stating exactly what he felt constrained to do. There 
was nothing secret about it, but everything was open and above- 
board. A grave financial situation confronted the country; the 
President told Congress of it, and asked for legislation, not be- 
cause he doubted the power to issue bonds, but simply in order to 
save the people of this country interest, and that the terms might 
be made more easy so that the bonds could find more ready sale. 

The Senator from Kansas proceeded: 

772... a ynn N Eaa pene An g asee A an 

e exce esses and se: o es 
$= e The people were amazed and bewildered ESE 

Again the le, the dear people, were amazed and bewildered. 
It was the Populists who were bewildered. The people sore a 
level head; the people saw through it; and saw that the President 
was endeavoring to protect the credit of the country. 

The Senator said further: 

The Administration was dishonored. The nation was scandalized. 


Mr. President, how the hearts of these men bleed for the Admin- 
istration; how the hearts of these men bleed for the country be- 
cause the nation is scandalized! Isay the object of this resolution 
is to cast scandal upon high officials. The Populist lives 
ries thrives upon disseminating scandal against the two old par- 


es. 
The Senator proceeds: 

That some person or persons profited by this transaction through dishon- 
orable conduct — 8 and Ba hee denies. 

My friend from Kansas makes a pretty broad statement when 
he says that. Of course when he says there was not any authority 
for and no necessity for issuing bonds, that it was not necessary 
to redeem greenbacks in gold, and when he goes further and says 
that it was done secretly and through bad motives, of course it 
would follow that in some way or other there was some dishonor- 
able conduct somewhere in relation to it. The trouble is, the 
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Senator is wrong in his premises, and therefore wrong in his con- 
clusions ~ 


As it was conducted— 

Speakin i aw ONAP Recetas E — 
press and curious perso at 
— ent cat why one pe behest bid within = tor telecine of 

the hour for opening the bids. 

Here we have it again, a reiteration by a Senator in this body, 
going upon the record, repeating simply the silly allegations of 

isappointed bidders. f : 

The next day after the bond sale it was said that some bids had 
been altered just before the time. If they had not been presented 
before, had not the bidders a right to alter the bids up to the last 
moment of presentation? Of course they had, There is nothing 
peculiar about the bidding for bonds. It is like bidding for any- 
thing else. Any bidder has a right until the subscription list is 
closed to alter his bid. He can not alter it after itis presented, 
but he can alter it up to the very second of the time of its presen- 
tation. 

Now, the Senator from Kansas says: 

The people want to know all about it. ` 

Again it is the people, the dear people. > z 

A committee of honest, clear-headed men who will search for the truth— 

He wants a committee of honest, clear-headed men. The origi- 
nal resolution would have included one of the Populist Senators. 
Then my friend the Senator from Kansas, after his speech, con- 
sented to strike that out, so that no member of the committee 
should be a Populist. ; 

Honest, clear-headed men. 

He struck that out, so that itis not expected that on the com- 
mittee there shall be any Populist Senator. He says: 

That somebody has gone wrong we all believe. 

Who has gone wrong? What has gone wrong? Who asserts 
that there has been any wrong? What bidders so assert? 

The bankers of New York had just as much competition upon 
this question as ever before. Syndicate was again syndicate. 

on the one side and theStewart 


There was the Morgan syndicate ; 
syndicate on the other. If the Morgan syndicate got any advan- 
tage it would have hurt the Stewart syndicate. Those men have 


made no complaint. Those men who made their bids, who repre- 
sented contending and conflicting interests, have offered no com- 
plaint here. They have demanded no 5 
One of the large bidders was the New York Life Insurance 
Company, which took $10,000,000 of the bonds re ess of any 
1 dicate, and wanted more. They have no complaint. No; itis 
the mere politician who makes complaint. It is the men who de- 
sire to make political capital by assailing some public man. They 
are the men who complain. obody else complains except a man 
who wants to compel the Secretary of the Treasury to settle with 
him in order to make some money. 
Then he says further: 
"In the next place, it is alleged and believed by thousands and millions of 
people in this country— 
There is nothing small about the Populist party. It always 
speaks in behalf of thousands and millions of people— 
by members of the House of Representatives and by members of this body, 
in enough in Treasury at the the sales were e 
8 every obligation of te riria due at that time—every one. 
There was not enough gold in the Treasury to redeem the green- 
backs. We may differ with the Secretary of the Treasury as to 
what coin the greenbacks should be redeemed in. That is aques- 
tion which need not — our loss of respect for the 
Secretary of the Treasury. e Secretary of the re- 
deemed the greenbacks in gold in pursuance of the policy of the 
Government, for the purpose of 5 the credit of the 
Government. I know there are those wise financiers who say 
that he should have paid them in silver. I know there are those 
men who think it is unwise to keep see present gold standard, 
which is the standard according to law. They see no harm in 
to-morrow redeeming in silver all the greenbacks presented. 
Whether or not it would put gold to a premium they do not 
know, and they do not care. So anxious and zealous are they for 
the silver cause that they want silver used to the largest possible 
extent. . 
Undoubtedly, sir, there are many people in the country in favor 
of that idea. that as it may, it is a question about which hon- 
est men may well differ, and which will come up for solution here- 
after. The Secretary of the Treasury believes in the policy of 
maintaining the gola standard, and ke believes that the way to 
maintain the gold standard is to redeem the paper money in gold 
when demanded. You may differ with him and say it is unnec- 
essary; you may think it would not send gold to a premium if 
he paid silver; but you have no right to say that he is đishonest 
because he differs with you. You have no right to say that he 
deserves investigation because of that fact. You have no right 
to insinuate that possibly some of the commissions have found a 
place in his pocket simply because you differ with him. 
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I do not at this time to discuss the gold and silver ques- 
tion proper. It is a great question, worthy of the consideration of 
the best minds of the country. It is a question upon which there 
has been honest difference of opinion for many years, and doubt- 
less will be for many years tocome. I have no words of criti- 
cism or censure to make as to the man who honestly differs with 
me upon this subject. Ican discuss the question with an adver- 
sary without at all impugning his motives, but I have nothing 
but contempt for the man who can not discuss the question with- 
out conceding to his adversary the same honesty of purpose that 
he claims for himself. 

Iam not going to anticipate the issue of the great silver ques- 
tion. It is now being discussed in all the villages and hamlets of 
this great country. Men are taking issue upon one side or the 
other. This inistration, whether wisely or unwisely I do not 
stop now to inquire, hassaid that it found the gold standard when 
it came into power and that that standard must be maintained, in 
its judgment, until it is ed by act of Congress. So long 
as that standard ‘exists Mr. Carlisle and the President think it is 
their duty to maintain it. They think that when our paper cur- 
rency is presented for redemption it should be paid in gold to pre- 
serve the credit of the country. They may be wrong; you may 
differ with them; but, sir, I think it is unworthy of any true 
friend of silver to array himself upon the side of men who offer 
the investigating resolution as an effort to undermine them in the 
popular approval and support of the country. 

Nothing can come of it. I am not here to pass any eulogy upon 
those men. I say I differ with them in some features of this ques- 
tion, unn now to inquire into, but I am here to say that, in 
my humble judgment, in this transaction they have endeavored to 
do what they have believed to be right. I believe they have sought 
honestly to preserve the credit of the country. I believe they 
think that the preservation of the gold standard is essential to the 
welfare of the country, and as executive officers they think they 
are bound to maintain it. 

The majority of the Senate may differ with them. Let it be an 
honest, respectful difference. Let it not find shape in angry at- 
tacks upon them, in attacks upon their honesty, in attacks upon 
their in ty, in attacks upon the legality of their acts. So much 
I deemed I ought to say in behalf of those officials. 

I sometimes think that we carry the investigation business too 
far. Every little while some one writes me asking for an investi- 
gation into this matter or the other. They have seen the efforts 
of the Senator from Kansas and other Senators from time to time 
to investigate every conceivable subject, and therefore we are 
overwhelmed from time to time with applications for unnecessary 
and useless investigations. It was only a year and a half ago that 
the distinguished tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], after he 
had become a Populist, rose in his place and offered a resolution 
to investigate the question as to what Senators around this circle 
owned national-bank stock. Seriously he plead for that resolu- 
tion. I had the honor to make some remarks in opposition toit. 
It finally went to the tomb of the Capulets, which is the Calendar, 
and there it rests. But it was at the height of the silver fight, 
and blood was up on both sides. It was said that some of those 
who were advocating silver were mine owners, and that fired the 
Senator from Nevada and he introduced a resolution, which I 
shall not take the trouble to read, in which he deliberately pro- 
posed to have an investigating committee appointed to bring in 
the names of the Senators in this Chamber who happened to be so 
unfortunate as to own national-bank stock. 

What a cowardly proceeding it would be to oppose that investi- 
5 8 70 What are you afraid of? I was not afraid of anything. 

have never owned a dollar of stock in national banks or any other 
kind of stock. I opposed it upon the general principle that a Sen- 
ator has a right to own national- stock. He a right to 
own any other kind of stock that he wants to hold. He should not 
legislate in d to the particular bank in which he is interested, 
but he has a right to own bank stock and mining stock. He has 
aright to own railroads; he has a right to own newspapers; he has 
a right toown farms; he has aright to raise crops—cotton, wheat, 
and everything else—as to all of which we legislate. of course; and 
yet it remained for the Senator from Nevada to rise in his place 
and propose deliberately to investigate how many Senators owned 
bank stock, in order that some reflection might be cast upon their 
votes on the financial question—a silly, ridiculous, contemptible 
proceeding, unworthy of grave and reverend Senators. 

Must we investigate everything that is done? The investiga- 
tion business is contagious, I observe that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WaLTHALL] is giving me some attention, and Ihave 
a letter here (the handwriting is a little poor) which comes from 
God's own country, down in Mississippi: 

LEXINGTON, Miss., February 24, 1896. 
Mr. DAVID BENNETT HTLL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: I am an American Democrat— 

That is good— 
who unquestionably sent Mr. Page M. Baker, editor of the Times-Democrat, 
New Or: La., a silver dollar, $1, in registered letter No.41, November 6, 
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1895, to renew my su to his most valuable and reliable Democratic 
journal, the New Orleans Weekly Times-Democrat, for one But I have 
not received a copy of the Times-Democrat for abovesaid $1 to date. I am in 
favor of you for ent of the United States in 1896— 


The man has considerable sense [laughter]— 
instead of any one of the Republicans in this country. Bui Tam opposes to 


red letter 
5 Baker, of the 
Times-Democra: La., has not received registered letter No. 41 
and above said silver dollar which it contains. 

Isent Mr. Joseph Pulitzer, editor the World, New York City, N. Y., some 
silver money in each of the two red letters, Nos. 18 and 27, which I 
wrote him October 17, 1892, and October 22, 1892, but that I have not received 
a registered return receipt for either of the two above said registered let- 
ters is unquestionably evidence that the editor of the World has not received 
the two above said letters and money. 

‘The above said money which I sent Mr. Joseph Pulitzer, of the New York 
World, in the two above said Be aia letters, was for the Democratic 

onal Western campaign fund of 1892. 


nati 
N 8 
e know that Mr. Pulitzer was sent the money, but what he 
did with it does not yet seem to be disclosed— 

I think that the silver money which the above said registered letters con- 
tains has been lost or stolen— 

A serious charge, Mr. President— 

That the parties to whom it was addressed has not received it— 

That exculpates Mr. Pulitzer— 

Please investigate the matter in regard to above said silver dollar which 
Isent the editor of the Times-Democrat, New Orleans, La., and also investi- 

te the matter in to the silver money as stated above which I sent 


e editor of the World in the two above said registered letters of October, 
1892. Find the money which all three of the above said registered letters 


contains, and then have the result of your investigation published in the 
New York papers. 
Very respectfully, SAM SANDERS. 
ughter. ] 


submit this letter to the Senate because you might as well 
make this an omnibus investigation and include every charge 
that may be proposed during its incumbency. Further than this 
I have the following petition: 
To the United States Senate and House of Representatives: 


Your petitioners, citizens of the State of New York, y and ear- 
nestly ask your honorable body, by appropriate legislation, to provada fora 
national commission, for an , thorough investigation of the subject 
of social vice, in all its phases, its relations to labor and wages, to ma: 
and divorce, its effects on individuals and the general welfare of the people, 
and its general, economic, criminal, physical, and moral aspects in connec- 
tion with pauperism, crime, the pu lic health, and morals; and also to in- 
quire into the practical results of ee and the various methods relied 
upon for the repression of the evil in the several States and Territories in 
the United States, and in the District of Columbia. 


A good many people sign it, giving their residences. I desire to 
have the petition go in the Recorp for the purpose of showing 
that the investigation business, started by the Populist Senators 
in this body, has led to suggestions of investigations of all kinds 
and character, and no one knows where it will end. 

I have also a letter from citizens of Brooklyn, members of the 
International Association of Machinists: 


Hon. D. B. HILL, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: We, citizens of Brooklyn, N. V., members of Lodge Interna 
JFC 
aco of inves’ on a 00 inv 
the treatment our members are recei ies in the Brooklyn War -Yard. We 

hope to be favored with an answer as to your opinion in the matter. 

It is signed by the secretary and the treasurer. Ev con- 
ceivable matter is to be investigated by the Senate of the United 
States with or without charges except those general in their char- 
acter. 


I have already said that I do not think there is anything here 
worthy of investigation. We may differ as to law, we may differ 
as to the propriety of bond issues, we may think that the bullion 
in the Treasury should be coined, but the bonds have been sold. 
The last sale was made in the public market. There is nothing 
to investigate. Those who predicted that a majority of the bonds 
would be sold at a rate equivalent to 3 per cent have been mistaken. 
Are we to investigate every idle charge made? 

I hold in my hand now some interviews with the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who honors me 
by his presence, making serious allegations affecting the purity 
of the primaries of our country in the great contest for the Presi. 
dency now pending. I insist upon it that the Senator’s allega- 
tions shall be treated seriously. I know that the Senator rises in 
his place on many occasions and indulges in a good jest and a good 
joke, which we all duly appreciate, but I call the attention of the 
country to the fact that recently in two public interviews serious 
allegations were made agana those who are pushing the can- 
didacy of Mr. McKinley for the Presidency. 

I am not here to say one single word against Mr. McKinley. I 
77. He has the courage to say that 
he is a candidate for the idency. He aspires to that high 
office. He does not, like other candidates, say he is in the han 
of his friends; that he is waiting for the people to summon him. 


BROOKLYN, March 26, 1896. 


I admire him because he appeals to his friends throughout the 


country and asks their support. My rience is that the man 
who is in the hands of his friends usually winds up by findin; 
himself in the hands of his enemies. Mr. McKinley has a right 
to aspire to the Presidency. I supposed he was ing an hon- 
orable canvass for the high office. I was startled to read in the 
morning paper—the Post of this city, which I usually read before 
breakfast—an article headed— 


Cam: of Boodle—Can the Republicans Meet the Fat-Frying Issue 
Again— or McKinley’s Managere-- s 


These are the headlines— 
A Widely Extended Levy upon the Country's Protected Interests—Deplored 


by Senator Chandler. 
Those allegations have been spread before the country. I ask 


the Secretary to read the first of these interviews. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BAKER in the chair), The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Washington Post, March 16, 1896.] 

THE NEW HAMPSHIRE SENATOR CALLS UPON THE OHIO CHAMPION OF PRO- 
TECTION TO REPUDIATE THE METHODS ACCREDITED TO HIS AGENTS AND 
THEREBY PREVENT FURTHER GROWTH OF THE BELIEF THAT HE HAS VOL- 
UNTARILY PLACED HIMSELF IN THE HANDS OF MEN “ WHO ARE SEEKING 
TO NOMINATE HIM BY THE LAVISH USE OF MONEY "—AN ARGUMENT THAT 
IS “BEING PRESSED TOO FAR.” 

Senator CHANDLER of New Hampshire, always frank in his utterances, 
yesterday expressed his views with characteristic freedom with reference to 
the McKinley boom and boomers. 

* What is thought and said among the Republicans whom you have met 
about the recent developments showing that money contributions are being 
gaod from the manufacturers of the East to help Mr. McKinley?” was 


It has been very seldom that I have heard more indignation expressed on 
any minor subject of politics,“ said the Senator, than within the last few 
days as information has come as to the extent to which these levies upon pro- 
tected interests are e tegen Anger is uttered by the friends of all other 
candidates ae also by most sagacious politicians who have no prefer- 
ences as yet. 

It has always been conceded that it is fair politics to advocate Mr. McKin- 
wy because he represents such protection as was pro the bill of 1890, 
which brought to the Republican ty undeservedly its widespread defeats 
in the fall of that year. the return of the people to their desire for pro- 
tection it is fair argue that Mr. McKinley, by whose name the bill was 
called, will be an appropriate candidate for President. But even here there 
is a feeling that the argument is being pressed a little too far. Messrs. Alli- 
son and Reed were gore as important factors as Mr. McKinley in the hand- 
ling of the bill of 1800, and Mr. Allison is certainly Mr. McKinley's superior 
in a knowledge of the necessary details which enter into the problem of a 
revenue by tariff duties. Conceding, however, that if a high protection can 
didate is to be desired Mr. McKinley's claim to that title is sound, it is a very 
different thing for his supporters to propose to carry on 
favor of delegates by ing money from the manufacturers of the West 
and the and everywhere else to be expended in manipulating State 


conventions. 
“AN ILL-ADVISED PROCEEDING. 


“To invade Senator Quay's State with demands, oral and written, that the 
Pennsylvania manufacturers are under such obligations to Mr. McKinley 
that they ought to furnish cash contributions with which to secure the elec- 
tion of McKinley delegates to St. Louis seems to be a mostill-advised proceed- 
ing. Yet the evidence seems to be clear that a systematic, widely extended 
levy 5 industries of the country has been projected and is 
going fo: to what extent remains to be discovered. Ever since the 
movement for McKinley it been rumored that Mr. Mark Hanna, now 
one of the Ohio delegates at large, has been ä in Mr. McKin- 
ley's interest. There has been an unwillingness to believe this and a d - 
tion to attribute Mr. Hanna's exertions to sincere and disinterested friend- 
ship for Mr. McKinley. Nobody now is so charitable. It is 3 to be 
believed that the Mckinley movement is to bea boodle canvass from start to 
finish. This belief will be injurious to Mr. McKinley; it will be still more 
injurious to the Republican party, y if Mr. Mc ey is nominated. 
*The issue will be made by our opponents whether we are to have a Presi- 
dent who was nominated by ‘fat frying,’ by the money of millionaire manu- 
facturers, and is to be elected by si corrupt methods applied to the 
suffrage in the States. 
“M’KINLEY OUGHT TO REPUDIATE IT. 
“ Mr. McKinley ought not to suffer 8 imputations of this sort. He 
ht to repudiate any such a canvass behalf. I do not believe that he 
es to stand in the unfavorable light in which he will be placed if the cur- 
8 reported and now everywhere believed stories 


canvass for the 


remain uncontra- 


Republicans pathized with McKinley in his business misfortunes, and all 
over the coun contributions were freely made to pay the honorable debts 
he had incurred, and to keep such a distinguished and honored leader of the 
party from insolvency. But it is now, by reason of recent disclosures, a 
pertinent inquiry: Who raised and handled those contributions, how 
were they, and what is Mr. McKinley’s present financial condition? Are the 
men who raised these personal contributions now going over the same 
ground they have before traveled, gathering moneys for corrupting State 
and district conventions; and is our next President, if Mr. McKinley is the 
nominee, to be controlled and dictated to by Mr. Hanna and a set of associ- 
ates who have established their domination over a President by the money 
they have furnished for him and his u z 

hed geet and i statement should be made by Mr. McKinley or in his 
bel Tell the truth should be the motto. I believe Mr. Mc ey can set 
matters right, sofar as he personally is concerned; and for the sake of the 
good name of the party I prefer to see him do this rather than labor under 

e disadvantages now upon him in the canvass for the n tion gro 
out of these repeated and continuous collections of money contributions to 
repair or to tain his personal and political fortunes.” 


Mr. HILL. In a few days thereafter some indiscreet friend of 
Mr. McKinley attacked Senator CHANDLER, to which he replied— 
and I ask to have his reply read—reiterating the previous chapter. 


1896. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
[Washington Post, March 23, 1896.] 


CHANDLER REPEATS IT—CONFIRMED IN HIS CONVICTIONS OF A M'’KINLEY 
BOODLE FUND—HE MAKES A FORMAL STATEMENT—WHY THE INTERESTS 
OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY DEMAND THAT THE OHIO MAN SHOULD NOT 
BE NOMINATED THROUGH THE ENFORCED CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE MANU- 
FACTURERS—HE DEFENDS HIMSELF AGAINST THE ATTACKS OF CRITICS IN 
THE REPUBLICAN RANKS. 


To the Editor of the Post: 
The interview with mein NES Post of the 16th has led to much misre: 


8 N their adoption. Eve: 
e ar Gt ar ae Times of March 10. I 
Colonel M is g charges. 
The substance of the charge made in the Times and reiterated by me was 
that the same men who assisted in raising the money to pay Mr. 
McKinley's debts were calling upon the owners of protected industries to 
make contributions to help nominate him for President. Although the 
charge has been denied neral GROSVENOR and others, a review of the 
subject confirms my conviction that it istrue. As bearing upon the ques- 
tion whether the collection and the use of the funds are for reasonable and 


Ie ale wan to be 0 00 2 bam VENGI could hot be necded except Tor fie 
„00% a sum which could n n ex or ille- 
of the effort to raise this large fund k pro- 


timate purposes. 
eo intarests, my points were very simple and clear. 

Such a movement is unfair and unj toward the other candidates, in 
whose behalf it is certain no such large sums of money are being raised or 
used. Messrs. REED, Morton, QUAY, CULLOM, ALLISON, DAVIS, and Man- 
derson are as devoted friends of protection as Mr. McKinley is, and the tri- 
umph of any one of them would be as sure a guarantee of the enactment of 

udicious and effective tariff laws as would be the victory of Mr. cen af A 

or manufacturers to contribute large sums of money to be e ded 
nominating Mr. McKinley over any other candidate hitherto named would be 
a most ust and uncalled-for proceeding. 

The interests of the Republican party will be seriously injured by demand- 
ing and receiving such large contributions from the representatives of pro- 
tected interests. It has been a continuous cause of attack by the opponents 
of protection—the belief that the system has been maintained, Republican 
vicbories achieved, and particular tariff schedules secured from Congress by 
the money of manufacturers. Whatever may be said in justification of rea- 
sonable contributions from such interests toward the expenses of Presiden- 

and Congressional elections after the nominations are made, a system of 
using money to control Republican nominations for office would be scandal- 
ous in the highest degree, and fatal to all attempts to maintain the purity 
and hon of ae party, organization. 

These gs I said. the facts which were the basis of my utterances do 
not exist, the truth will appear, and no one will suffer but myself, for no one 
else or was responsible for or knew of my statement. I shall be 
very to be convinced that I was mistaken. Moreover, if the attempt to 
Taito the fund of $250,000 has been arrested by reason of the publicity given 
to 99 sball be equally rejoiced. 

9 are true, and to the natural popularity and strength 
M Hanna are to continue to add the ex- 
sums of money collected by them from 
by the tariff, thoughtful Republicans will 
do well to consider the consequences of a n ation thus made; the charac- 
ter gi 5 bioh is to ensue; the e — 7 5 even with 
the ‘ore us, may comeif we rus: ong any egre- 
ous b ander, and the controversies which, even if we are successful, are to 
ollow such an on of the sanding sess of our ppnonent that gross 
venality and corruption attend the tenance of a high-tariff system by 
the Republican y, which charge we have hitherto truthfully denied. 

To those who engage in vituperation of me on the ground that whatever 
be the size of the money contributions which are being raised by Mr. 
ey's friends, or the use which is being made of them, it is injurious to 
the Republican party, and therefore a mistake for me to call attention to 
them, Mat 7 Seer said. t 3 ar 8 a at eal petty as circum- 
stances when r fora ul member ofa expose 
and condemn the faul and vices which develop in every party This pre- 
cept is a false one, and has never been heeded by me in a political life of forty 
years. Whatever may be said in favor of such restraint during the heat ofa 
political canvass, after the nominations are made, there ought not to be two 

inions on the question whether at all other times fai Republicans 
should detect and make public, correct and destroy, dishonest methods 


If, however, the fac 
of Mr. McKinley Messrs. Osborne and 
ture in improper ways of 
e owners of industries pro’ 


ma: 
McKi 


which may be growing up in the o: ization, and which if kept concealed 
through a false notion of party fidelity will soon bring the party to destruc- 
tion. t re is no way to keep a party and honest in its practices 


pure 
is an unwise opinion. It should be so kept, and 


e constant efforts of its true and courageous mem- 


W. E. CHANDLER. 
WASHINGTON, March 21. 1896. 


Mr. HILL. I have too much confidence in the Senator from 
New Hampshire to think that these allegations were made thought- 
lessly or unadvisedly. I think he knows what he was about. I 
think he believed the allegations. I think they have not been 
answered. They have not been met. Abuse of the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire is not an answer to the allegation. 
A reflection upon his motives does not meet the charges. The 
point which I make is simply that upon a ne allegation 
ina mae newspaper (because when 3 is afternoon 
that is all the Senator from Nebraska could point to) we are propos- 
ing deliberately to investigate a high officer of the Government of 
the United States and his transactions on three different occasions. 
But here sits the Senate, with one of its esteemed, distinguished 
members making an allegation against a candidate for the Presi- 
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dency, the leading candidate who is desired to be nominated, or 
if not against him, his friends, for a corrupt use of money to buy 
up a nomination and levying contributions upon protected indus- 
tries for the purpose of procuring a platform and a candidate suit- 
able to those interests and in accordance with its desires; yet no 
Senator here, not even the Senator from Kansas, has asked for an 
investigation. Itaffects the elective franchise; it affects the purity 
of our primary meetings; it is a stab at the foundations of our 
Government. When an amount of money, said in these allega- 
tions to be $250,000, is raised in the interest of a particular candi- 
date for the purpose of securing his nomination, ought not some 
attention to be paid toit? Ought not some investigation to be 
had? Iam not proposing any; I am simply suggesting it. Why 
has it not attracted more attention? 

I said at the outset the Senator from New Hampshire was serious 
in this thing. We will strain at some allegation of 1 
in some newspaper against the Secretary of the Treasury; we wi 
ask an investigation because the Senator says the people are 
curious and they want to know all about it, because there is no 
law for the issue of bonds A second Daniel come to ju ent”; 
yer with a serious allegation made by a member of this body, pub- 

ished in the public press, charging that the man who is probably 
to be nominated as the President of the United States and his“ 
friends have entered into a combination with the protected indus- 
tries of the country to secure a nomination, and it attracts no 
attention whatever. Not asingle man upon the other side, although 
opposed to Mr. McKinley, has asked for an investigation. Can 
not we upon this side take a little lesson from our friends on the 
other side, when even the civil-service reformers upon the other 
side, who to see the public service dragged down even upon 
a matter of little country post-offices, do not rise in their places 
and ask in the name of purity and justice that there shall be an 
investigation? : 

Isay when the other side do not propose to investigate their 
candidate for office, although a member of this body makes the 
serious allegation, why should we Democrats upon this side hastily 
join this Populist combine to attack a Democratic Secretary of- 
the de Let us learn a little wisdom from the men upon 
the other side; or if by some means or other we are afraid of this 
little Populist crowd who stand here holding the balance of power 
first upon one side and then upon the other, voting with us in one 
thing and against us on the next, and if we are obliged to have 
this investigation of a Democratic official upon these and 
contemptible charges, let us add this other one. Let the d- 
ler charges be investigated, too. Let us see whether they can 
afford to remain silent. Let us do it now, before the heat of this 
political campaign shall come on, so that our motive will not be 

{ t us do it in the name of the ple. That is the 
way to do it, when you want to do a mean thing, when you want 
to stab somebody. Do not do it for the Populist party; be non- 
partisan. But that is not my practice, sir. If I have any allega- 
tion to make I make it. I think I may say my worst enemy never 
charged me with stabbing him in the dark. If I have anything 
to say against a man of my own party I say it openly and above 
board. When I have anything to say against my adversaries I 
say it in that way. 

. President, I say to you our Republican friends would not 
have ordered an investigation against a Republican Secretary of 
the Treasury upon such flimsy pretenses as these. I do not be- 
lieve they will do it now against a Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury. Ihave more confidence in them. I do not believe the 
two great parties here will dance attendance to this little crowd 
of Topon whose votes we seem to need in this Chamber now 
and then. 

Mr. President, what have we heard here time and time again? 
From allegations of abusesin the burial of members to allegations 
about the eating saloon downstairs. All sorts of things have been 
dragged up here for the benefit of the Populist party. They do 
not like the issue of bonds. Of course not. They are against it. 
That is all right. They may believe in the silver policy and they 
may believe in the gold policy. Thatis all rightenough. Iam 
not 55 their motive; but I say that nothing is to be 
gained by this sort of political warfare. When there is some- 
thing to investigate that is tangible, then I am in favor of investi- 
gation. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] is not here. Two years ago he rose in his place, solemn, 
as he always is, and said that he had a grave accusation to make. 
In substance he said the Senate is a very corrupt body. Well, they 
have been talking that so much that I am free to say they have 
made a great many people believe it, I think. What was the alle- 
gation? The allegation was—he read from the newspapers—that 
every Senator was engaged in a speculation in sugar stock—a seri- 
ous allegation. I thought then, as I think now, that it was an 
unwise proceeding. I thought I knew my brother Senators upon 
this floor. rea Erdha per cent of them had no money to specu- 
late in sugar or any other kind of stocks, 


Mr. PEFFER. Iam quite satisfied that the Senator from New 
o an injustice to the Senator from Ne- 
Does the Senator from New York mean to be understood 
as saying or asserting that the Senator from Nebraska offered a 
resolution to investigate the sugar trust? 
Mr. HILL. I think it was the Senator from Nebraska. Who 
‘was it? 


Mr. PEFFER. It was the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
IMr. Loper]. 
arene HILL. Itis my recollection that it was the Senator from 

ebraska. 7 

Mr. PEFFER. Where the Senator from Nebraska came in was 
with an amendment that gave it alittle more of a drag-net char- 


acter. 
Mr. HILL. 5 a little more of a drag net. 
Mr. PEFFER. the Senator will allow me further, I will 


tor from Maryland [Mr speech 
that resolution, moved to lay it upon the table, and it was 
upon the table. After that the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ena. Garp ia 3 — 

Mr. not recollect that impassion 
Senator from Maryland. My ion was that it was the 
Senator from Nebraska. He spoke upon the subject. He offered 
an amendment. I have confused the * 
nal resolution. No matter; the Senator offered another one. 
course he is not going to be left when it ee ee 
business, and he offered another one. Whether I was presen 
when the original resolution was offered or not I do not know. 
I was present when I heard the Senator from Nebraska speak, I 
think upon some portion of his resolution. I know the air was 
filled with alle ms around this Chamber against the integrity 
of Senators. You would think from what was said that the whole 
Senate were engaged in a scheme of enriching themselves by spec- 
ulating in sugar stock, and we must have an in igation. It 
was 8 Senate by a very close majority. e Popu- 
lists were pretty nearly holding the nce of power then as now. 
It would not do to be cowardly about it. If anybody makes any 
charges you must yield right off and say, ‘‘Of course; have an 
investigating committee.” That is the new theory, the modern 
theory of moral co’ to have an eee every time a 
man an idle, silly assertion. I do not believe in it. 

But by unanimous consent —IL think it was pretty near that 
they the investigation. It was much advertised. The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska was a member of the committee, which was 
composed of two Republicans, two Democrats, and a Populist— 
the same old combination again, the Republicans and Populists 
holding the balance of power, of course, toinvestigate a Democratic 
Senate. Democrats sat here and allowed the thing to go on, tol- 
erated it, sanctioned it. What was the result? I will not read to- 
night (I will read in the morning if Ihave time) the first original 
charge, and I want to read the result. I say all over the country 
an anxious press was seeking to hold the investigation. It was a 
bitter scan on this Senate. Eagerly they awaited its results. 
First I think it was pro to have it in secret; but the press 
thundered at the doors, it must be admitted, the public wanted to 
know, the curious people wanted to know; and I think they ad- 
mi the Associated and the United Press reporters that 
the public might know all about it. 

e eee eater went on. Iam not now going to speak of it 
in its detailed results except to say, put it all together, what did 
it amount to? All the Senators trailed upstairs to the committee 
room, humiliated that they had felt obliged to go out of respect to 
the committee, and every one of them was put through a lot of 


questions as to what he had done with his money, in substance, 
whether he had ted in sugar stocks or not, whether he had 
bought any for himself, his sisters, his cousins, and his 
aunts, 


Mr. HAWLEY. And under oath, too. 

Mr. HILL. And under oath, too. Oh, they would not take a 
Senator’s word for anything. [Laughter.] Among the other 
—— made there was the specific change against the same 
much-abused Kentuckian, John G. Carlisle, that he also was 
interested in sugar stock; that he had used his influence to aid 
the sugar trust—all lies made out of the whole cloth. This Senate 
deliberately proceeded to make an investigation because they did 
not want it said that they were afraid to investigate. What was 
the result? The sum and substance of it was that they found 
that one Senator—and I would not speak of it at this time except 
justice to the cause requires me to do it—one Senator, whose 


we all admire, went before the Senate committee and 


frankness 
said: Tes; I did buy some sugar stock and afterwards sold it, 
and I would do it again; I had a right to do it; and what are you 


going to do about it?” He acted like a manly man, and I take 
pleasure in saying so, notwithstanding all the charges made about 
the t impropriety of speculating in s stock. To-day that 
i i Senator is the candidate, the favorite son, of the 
leading Republican State in this Union for the Presidency. He 
has as earnest and warm friends as any man who is now a candi- 
date for the Presidency. 
The other was the case of a Senator's hired girl, who had been 
ulating sugar stock, and another Senator’s son, 19 years 
old, had bought ten or twenty dollars’ worth of stock in a bucket 


shop. [Laughter] That was the result of the investigation. 
One Senator ht a little stock, and said he had; another Sen- 
ator’s hired girl speculated in it—I think the Senator ought 


at least perhaps to have divided with the hired girl—another was 
the son of a Senator who had ted in the stock; and that is 
all there was of it. [Laughter.] Every Senator here, eighty-odd 
of us, went before that committee, all under oath, and swore that 
they were not scoundrels, as if speculating in sugar stock was 
something terrible. 

Mr. President, I speak of this simply to show that we belittle 
ourselves by sucha proceeding. We belittle ourselves in the eyes 
of the world, the eyes of the people. There was no necessity for 
such aninvestigation; there werenocircumstances which required 
it. The clamor did not cease even when the committee made 
their fair and impartial report of the exact circumstances. The 
8 because they like to create a sensation. The scan- 

mongers upon every side came to the front. All sorts of alle- 
gations about the sugar trust appeared in the platforms of State 
conventions inst this Senate, nine-tenths of whom never 
monahi of ulating in any sort P soo es 

speak of these , y, for the purpose of asking m; 
fellow-Senators to pause before they again enter upon any 
ridiculous proceeding. That was an injustice to ourselves, and 
perhaps served us rig eee TETO B9 0i- 

What was the allegation against Mr. Carlisle? The committee 
55 „ him. 8 was not Uin ioan scintilla 
of wrong proved against him. charges o newspapers 
were shown to be manufactured; there was no truth in any word 
casting any reflection upon him; and yet that man, sir, submitted 
to it without a murmur, withoutcomplaint. He submittedto the 
allegation quietly, as befitted the dignity of his office. Now we 
are not seeking to do injustice to ourselves by an investigation of 
ourselves, but we are seeking to use the great power of the Senate 
to investigate a bond transaction simply because of some idle 
statements of the ay scone simply because the majority of the 
Senate differ with Mr. Carlisle u this great subject of silver, 
honestly differ, differ possibly with much reason—I do not pro- 
pose to discuss that question but. sir, I do submit that the cause 
of silver will not be promoted any such investigation. The 
cause of silver will only be in, by such an unwise proceeding; 
the party to which we 8 not be injured by it; but it is 
unjust to permit these attacks to be made, ee the very fact 
of investigation implies that there is some cause for investigation. 

Now I will yield, but I desire to continue my remarks in the 


gr. VILAS 
Mr. . If the Senator from New York yields for the 
evening, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, the Chair will lay before the Senate bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo. 

The bill (H. R. 5258) granting an honorable discharge to John 
B. Besler was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. Lask the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw 
the motion to adjourn, in order that I may move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. VILAS. I withdraw the motion for that p > 

Mr. DAVIS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and - 
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 17, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


1896. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 16, 1896, 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 


Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. Thomas Williams Symons, to be major. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Charles M. , to be postmaster at Shamrock, in the 


county of Onondaga and State of New York. 

William Morgan, to be ange at South River, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

Charles J. Chism, to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. 

John Leonard, to be postmaster at Port Chester, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

J. Crawford Hoag, to be postmaster at Akron, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

Curtis J. Monroe, to be postmaster at Lakeport, in the county 
of Lake and State of California. 


wis, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Delaware and State of New York. 

Alonzo H. Ale, to be postmaster at Cass City, in the county of 
Tuscola and State of Michigan. 

William F. Mariante, to be postmaster at San Leandro, in the 
county of Alameda and State of California. 

James Clyne, to be postmaster at Benicia, in the county of 
Solano and State of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, April 16, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupxx. p 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Lask unanimous consent that we take up 
the bankruptcy bill for consideration on Wednesday and Thurs- 
day of next week. I make this request now, so that members 
may have timely notice of the assignment and may be prepared 
to enter upon the consideration of the measure. 

Mr. B . Does the gentleman's request include a provi- 
sion that a vote shall be taken at a certain time? 

Mr. HENDERSON. We can arrange that when we reach the 

nestion on Wednesday morning. I thought it best that we 
should now assign two days to that business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 


consent—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before that request is put, I ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] whether he will call for a vote 
on Thursday. Some of the Pennsylvania members who are very 
anxious to vote on this = may be absent on that day. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That would be the intention, if we have 
two days assigned to this bill, unless by unanimous consent we 
be tted to take the vote on Friday morning. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that Wednesday and Thursday next be set apart for the 
consideration of the e ey: then Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
as I understand, is the next thing in order for consideration. That 
would probably be out of the way before this business is reached. 

Mr. D N. It will be nearly a week before the order 


Task Na to te. 
The 8 Ea KER. Is there objection to the request? The Chair 


hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Before passing to other matters, I would 
like to have an understanding on the part of the House that the 
vote on the bankruptcy bill be taken on Friday morning of next 
week, I find that a number of State conventions whic mtle- 
men want to attend are to be held within a week or so; and if we 
should have a vote on Thursday it would embarrass quite a num- 


ber of tlemen. 
Mr. BAILEY. I have no objection to the suggestion which the 
tleman from Iowa now but I would like to have it un- 


erstood that a reasonable time is to be allowed for debate and 
amendment under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If this request be pana the time for a 
vote is extended, leaving us the whole of Wednesday and Thurs- 
day for the consideration of the bill. The fixing of the vote for 
‘Friday is really an addition to the time already allowed. 


Mr. BAILEY. [heartily assent to the vote being taken at the 
time mentioned; I simply want an understanding that we shall 


have 5 to olfer amendments. 

Mr. ERSON. That we will arrange in detail when we 
take up this business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will not the setting apart of Friday pre- 
vent entirely the consideration of private bills on that day? 

Mr. HENDERSON, The proposition is simply that we take 
the vote on 2 > 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ithought the gentleman proposed to oc- 


cupy ORT under the five-minute rule. 
r. HE ask for a vote on that 


DERSON. Oh, no; I tonny 
day. The House has already assigned Wednesday and Thursday 


for the consideration of the measure; butto accommodate a large 
number of members who want to be present to vote on the bill, I 
ask that the vote be taken on Friday morning after the reading 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. I now ask unanimous consent for the printing 
of a substitute which I desire to offer for the bankruptcy bill as 


re by the committee. 
he SP. Does the gentleman desire to have it printed 
in the RECORD? 


Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; but as it is not a proposition comin; 
from the committee, it is necessary that the order to print should 
be made by the House. I am simply asking unanimous consent 
for that 8 

The . The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] asks 
unanimous consent that a substitute which he proposes to offer 
for the bankruptcy bill may be printed in bill form. Is there ob- 
jection? The hears none. If the gentleman has his substi- 
tute now ready, and will file it, it will be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 


2 from the Speaker's table and referred the Speaker as 
WS: 

A bill (S. 2600) granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe— 
to the Committee on Invalid msions. m 


A bill (S. 1011} for the relief of Capt. James Regan, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. HULL. L call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER, The regular order is the consideration of the 
joint resolution reported from the Committee on Military Affairs— 
ouse resolution 160,to appoint four members of the Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 
Mr. HULL. By order of the House adopted yesterday, it was 
arranged that debate on this resolution continue until 3 o'clock 
to-day, when a vote be taken. I understand that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] will control the time in opposition to 
the resolution; and I suppose that the time will n divided 
between the two sides. 
The SPEAKER. One hour and forty-five minutes have been 
consumed by the committee and an hour and fifty-eight minutes 
in l. I fectly willing that th ition be al. 
7 am perfectly g that the o n - 
lowed half the time to-day. sist 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be consid- 
ered as the order. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLUE. May I ask how much time there is now for debate? 
The SPEAKER. Two hours and forty-five minutes. 
Mr. BLUE. I would like very much, Mr. Speaker, for the 
House to be in order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad also to have the 
House in order. 1 
Mr. TERRY. What has become of the morning hour? 
The SPEAKER. This is an extension of the morning hour, 
granted by the House. 
Mr. BLUE. I desire to e twenty-five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri 1 — RACE N]. 
The SPEAKER. fore the gentleman proceeds the House will 
bein order, and the Chair will request gentlemen to resume 
eir seats and cease conversation. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. As the Chair seems to be looking toward 
me, I desire to state that I have not been engaged in conversa- 


tion. aughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not refer to the gentleman 
from Main Ar sie means. 

Mr. BO Two or three gentlemen around me seem 


desirous of advertising the fact that the Speaker was referring 


directly to me. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair had no reference whatever to the 
gentleman from Maine, 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Speaker referred to me, prob- 


ably. dene hter.] 

e SPEAKER. The Chair has no desire to call the House to 
order—not the ere But attention has been called to the 
matter, from the floor, that it is utterly impossible to hear what 
is going on. The gentleman from Missouri has the right to ad- 
dress the House without interruption; and since the attention of 
the Chair has been called to the matter by a gentleman on the 
floor the Chair is compelled to take cognizance of the fact. 

The trouble is that each gentleman in private conversation on 
the floor seems to think he makes no noise. The Chair would be 
very glad if gentlemen would be in order, so that the gentlemen 
could be heard who are entitled to occupy the floor. 

The gentleman from Missouri is recognized for twenty-five min- 


utes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the duty which I feel called upon 
to perform to-day is not a pleasant duty tome. It hasnever been 
a pleasant task tome to assail or make 3 against anyone. 
It has always been unpleasant to me to speak ill of any person. 
I would much rather eulogize than criticise, especially when the 

n or management to be criticised is that of a soldier. But it 
Bappens sometimes in the administration of human affairs that 
criticism becomes absolutely necessary; and while I would infi- 
nitely prefer to proceed along the lines of an orderly investigation, 
I feel that Iam not only justified in what I intend to say, but I 
believe that I would be derelict in my duty to the people I have 
the honor to represent here if I failed to say what I hope to say on 
this occasion. 

The Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans., being upon the 
border line of the State which I in part represent, is always pat- 
ronized, so to , by about as large a number of Missouri sol- 
diers as are in the Home from the State of Kansas, in which it is 
located. Before coming here, and immediately following the 
election, I received a number of letters concerning the manage- 
ment of that Home. These letters continued to come, and con- 
tained information derogatory to the management of that Home. 
I never sought information calculated to produce any other than 
the highest opinion of the gn ig of the Home at Leaven- 
worth or at any other place. t information I have on the 
subject has been forced upon ma; I have not soughtit. But the 
position in which I have placed has compelled me to take 
notice of it, and it is because of that fact that I y, in this dis- 
cussion, occupy what is to me a somewhat unpleasant position. 

Personally, have but little uaintance with the governor of 
the Leavenworth Home, or the Western Branch, as it is called. 
Personally, I have no acquaintance whatever with General Frank- 
lin, who is president of the Board of grey ee the Homes. 
Personally, I only know two members of the d of Managers, 
and they not very intimately or very long. Hence it must be ap- 
ent that I have no personal feeling in this matter other than a 

esire to see these Homes, which have been built up by the munifi- 
cence of a grateful people for taking care of the men who by rea- 
son of the years they gave to the service of their country are now 
unable to take care of themselves—that these Homes shall be homes 
in fact and in deed for these old soldiers and not merely in theory 
and in name. 

Now, in presenting the facts which I wish to present to the 
House to-day—and I regret that my time will not admit of such a 
presentation as I would like to make—I will confine myself almost 
exclusively to what I find in the record presented by the Board 
of Managers of the Home. I have a number of affidavits here, 
but enough of them have been read in the hearing of the Honse to 
make it unnecessary to present any more. In fact, more of them 
would be merely cumulative, although more of them can be se- 
cured if necessary. I undertake to say that from the Home at 
Leavenworth 500 affidavits can be against the character 
of the ment of that Home in so far as it affects the com- 
fort and well-being of the inmates. : 

Now, against the character of the president of the Board I have 
no word to say. As ILremarked a moment ago, personally, I do 
not know him; hence I have no word to say against his character 

rsonally. He may be all and more than is claimed for him by 

is most ardent admirers and friends. It is with the administra- 
tion of the Homes, and that exclusively, that I have to deal, not 
with him, except in so far as he is personally responsible for the 
administration, he being the president of the Board. He is, in 
many senses of the word, the Board itself. This Board meets occa- 
sionally—I do not know how often in a year. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]? 

Mr. STEELE. Four times a year, or oftener if nec : 

Mr. TRACEY. The Board meets four times a year, and in the 
intervals between the meetings the president of the Board is the 
Board itself. I undertake to say more than that, Mr. Speaker; 
I undertake to say that at the meetings of the Board the work to 
be done has been prepared and is presented to the Board by the 
president and ,and I find in looking over the reports and 
examining l of the several meetings held that not 


a single instance appears, as I now remember, in which the 
recommendations of the president so prepared and presented have 
not been agreed upon by the Board. 

Perhaps this is true in all corporations where the president who 
is continued in position from year to year uires such a hold 
upon and influence over the members of the dof directors 
that his desires are 8 respected. This influence grows im- 

rceptibly, and it would not be strange if a man such as General 

ranklin is described by his friends should acquire in a series of 
years the influence over his associates on the rd that I have 
ascribed to him and which appears all through the reports. It is 
to this influence, as I am informed, that the governor of the Home 
at Leavenworth owes the position he occupies. Hence Lam justi- 
fied m anng that to a very great degree indeed, the president is 
the de of Managers, and that his will is the law which goy- 
erns them, 

But aside from that it is said that General Franklin is a good 
man and an honest man. That may all be true. That he is an old 
soldier, and that is true; that he was a brave soldier, and I believe 
thatto be true. But with all of that, he is the governor of a sys- 
tem of Homes containing within their walls from 17,000 to 18.000 
old soldiers, every one of whom was perhaps as brave a soldier 
as he, and may be just as good a man eee Sct e At any 
rate his (the governor's) position is a good one, furnished by the 
Government, paid by the Government, and it is the least that can 
be expected of him that, as president of the Board of Managers 
he ee to see to it, as far as in him lies, that the position o 
these 17,000 or 18,000 old soldiers under his control, so far as the 
rules and 1 18 e as e eee 
it is possible eit by the expenditure of the mone 
in the hands of the Board. Be 

Mr. Speaker, it is no small affair. These men, reduced to poy- 
erty, many of them friendless and homeless—it is no small affair 
to say that when they enter a National Soldiers’ Home they shall 
meet within the sof that Home the hand of friendship and 
the arm of Koppar and sustenance, and that within its walls they 
should feel, while there, that they have indeed a home given to 
them by a grateful people because of the fact that they have 
given the best years of their lives that we might have a country. 
But is it a home when discipline is mentioned twice where kind- 
ness is mentioned once? 

I find, in examining the reports of the Board with reference to 
the cost of maintenance, some remarkable facts. I call attention 
to the fact that the efficiency of the ment must of necessity 
have a very close connection with the cost of maintenance. Now, 
in turning to the record, I find that General Franklin was elected in 
1880. In that year, according to the report, the cost of mainte- 
nance per capita in the Homes was $118.23. From that time on 
until 1892 the cost increased. This was under the management 
of General Franklin. It increased in 1881 to $132; dropped a little 
in 1882 to $125; increased in 1883 to $137; dropped a little again in 
1884 to 8132; in 1885 to $138; in 1886, $125; in 1887, 8138; in 1888, 
$132; in 1889, $144; in 1890, $141; in 1891, $139, and in 1892, 8143. 

Thisrapid increase in the cost of maintenance called the attention 
of Congress to the fact that rg was being e ded extrava- 
gantly in the ent of the Homes. The Fifty-second Con- 
gress took no action, but in the EO tirg Congress it was pro- 
vided that an additional inspection of the accounts of the Homes 
should take place, under the authority of the War Department. 
Now I call the attention of the House to the rapid decrease in the 
cost of maintenance that has occurred since the War Department 
took a hand in the auditing and the examining of the accounts of the 
Homes. In 1892, as I said, the cost of the maintenance was $143.75. 
In 1893 it was $140.95. That small decrease occurred before the 
inspection by the War Department took place; but in the succeed- 
ing year, in 1894, there was an examination of the accounts by the 

ar Department, and the cost of maintenance was reduced to 
$127.45. In 1895, under the operation of the same system of inspec- 
tion, the cost of maintenance in the National Homes has been re- 
duced to$115.80. Here, then, we have, from 1880 to 1892, a constant 

oing up hill under the administration of the Board over which 
Gens Franklin presided all this time, while within three years 
after the inspection by the War Department began we have a rapid 
decrease from $143 down to $115. 

I do not charge dishonesty to any member of the Board or to its 
officers, but I do charge that there has been a loose, negligent, and 
irregular method in es: ba in the keeping of accounts of these 
Homes, and that the feeling has grown up that this was a corpo- 
ration outside of the Government and ontside of the control and 
authority of Congress, acorporation in which the members of the 
Board assumed to control, and deprecated interference. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me right there? I 
notice in the report of the I tor-General of the Army to the 
Secre of War, on page 28, the statement that the cost of main- 
tenance for the Soldiers’ Home at Washington for soldiers of the 
Regular Army is $197.89, or $80.25 per capita more for this Homein 
this city, which is under the supervision of the officers of the War 


Department right here, than the per capita cost in the National 


Homes. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the 5 from Indiana permit me to 
ask aon a question, with the consent of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri 

Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. How much difference was there per capita in the 
maintenance of soldiers in these Homes after this Board of Man- 
* began to be inspectéd by the War Department than be- 

ore . 

Mr. STEELE. That was read by the gentleman from Missouri. 
Every man knows that there has been a great fall in prices, and 
especially on the leading commodities—a very great fall in 

ri 


ces, 
F Mr. TRACEY. There has been some fall in the prices of com- 
modities since 1892, I will concede; but there has not been enough 
of a fall in the prices of products to account for the great differ- 
ence in the cost of maintenance, which amounts to a good many 
thousand dollars each year in the expense of administering these 
Homes. If gentlemen will take the trouble to do a little figuring 
they will tind that the difference in cost of maintenance ca 
ita between 1892 and 1895, in round numbers $28, applied to the 
number present in the Homes in 1895 amounted to a saving of 
the snug sum of $461,440. Is that a badge of efficiency, or may it 
not prove that General Franklin is too a man to be at the 
h w soe greatest, most beneficent, and best-deserved charity 
on ea 

But there is another matter to which I want to call attention, 
and my time is growing very short. There are matters of detail 
in connection with the management of the Homes of which I 
regret I have not time to speak; but I do want to refer to the thing 
they call the Keeley cure, or the gold cure. I want to refer to 
that for the reason, in my opinion, based upon the testimony that 
has been forced upon my attention, the extent to which it is bene- 
ficial is yet open for discussion. While I will not say there are 
not men who have been benefited by taking the chloride-of-gold 
cure, 1 do say that the men who were patriotic and brave enough 
to take their lives in their hands and follow the old flag when it 
was necessary to do so, that those men ought, when they seek the 
asylum of a Soldiers’ Home, at least to have the voluntary right of 
free choice to say whether they will take that cure or not. 

I also want to say in this connection that while I dislike drunk- 
enness and regret to see an old soldier drunk, more even thanany 
other citizen, yet when I find him drunk, although he be lying 
in the gutter, there is that in him and in the past with which he 
is indissolubly connected that entitles him to my kind and con- 
siderate treatment and respect as a man, however much I may de- 
plore his condition. [Loud applause.] These men when they of 
necessity seek a place within the walls of a Soldiers’ Home in order 
that they may have food and raiment and shelter from the storms, 
are entitled to say of their own free will and choice whether the 
will take the Keeley cure or let it alone; and there is too muc 
evidence of the fact that men have been compelled to take it as 
a matter of discipline. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in this report—and I have gone carefully 
through it from end to end—the Keeley cure is spoken of every- 
where as a matter of discipline. Here is a line or two of the re- 
port from J. B. Thomas, governor of the Central Branch—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROUT). The time of the 


gentleman has expired. . ETA 
Mr. TRACEY. I would like to have ten minutes more, if it can 
be given me. 


r. BLUE. Mr. S er, it is going to be absolutely impossi- 
ble to give everyone all the time that he needs in this matter, and 
I do not want to give away any more time. I would rather that 
the gentleman’s time should be extended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, it can only be done by cutting off 
both sides, unless the vote is postponed. 

Mr. BLUE. How much more time does the gentleman from 
Missouri want? 2 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to have ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BLUE. I will yield ten minutes more time to the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. TRACEY. In the report of Central Branch Home I find 
this: $ 


The Gold Club continues to exert an excellent influence in the Home, 
although the additions to it have not been as many as in former years, 

Now I turn over here to another page in the report, and I find 
this astonishing corroborative testimony of that statement. Here 
in the report of the post fund it reads: Sales, beer hall, $88,260.65.” 
Certainly that Gold Club in the Centra) Branch Home must be 
located in the beer hall. More evidence of it exists there appar- 
ently than anywhere else. That sum paid for 1,765,213 drinks, or 
4 drinks pa minute for every hour of every day in the year ex- 
cept Sundays. 


At the Northwestern Branch Home the sales of beer amounted 
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to $40,045. At the Eastern Branch, in a prohibition State, the 
sales are not so large. The report reads: 

The Keeley treatment for drunkenness is still a strong factor in the pro- 
motion of good discipline. Eighty-one members have taken advantage of 
the treatment during the past year and 409 since its first introduction. 

That is the Eastern Branch. The sale of beer was 825,262. 28. 

The gold cure at the Southern Branch is commended, but no fig- 
ures are given as to sales of beer. The report says: 

Our Keeley club flourished and grew to the number of upward of 200, then 
the interest therein seemed to and the additions were sporadic, amount- 
ing to only 8 or 10 per month, when the Board of rs determined that 
salary of the Keeley doctor must be paid from the profits ne from 


; an 
after being informed of the situation, 
time the treatment has not been ad- 


governor: 
I 
4 var 3 5 the years go by and our men become 

I want to call special attention to that fact, that as our men 
become older they become more easy to govern. aur precisely ` 
the reverse is alleged as to the Home at Leavenworth, where the 
population is not gřeater, or but little greater, if any, than at 
this Home. This is ioe Sgro seed true, as every member of the 
House knows of himself—that men as a rule, as they grow older 
in years, lose much of the passion and prejudice, the hot blood 
an anek temper, which may have characterized their youth 
and their young manhood, and become more easy to govern, and 
yield to discipline with less difficulty and greater readiness. The 
same temper and fitness to govern which made this discovery at 
the Southern Branch would make it at Leavenworth and at every 
other of the National Homes. 

But let us examine the reports a little further in connection with 
the Keeley cure, which I do not condemn, but which I insist should 
be left to the untrammeled choice of the inmates of the Homes, 
as to whether they will take it or let it alone. They should cer- 
tainly have the same right to take the cure within the Home that 
they have on the outside, but they are not constrained to take it 
on the outside, and they should not be constrained on the inside. 

It ought not to be regarded as an element of discipline, which 
in itself negatives the idea of freedom of choice, but as a remedy 
for di which the few among the old soldiers who drink should 
have the right to freely take or refuse after they have entered the 
Home. But it is regarded and spoken of as an aid to discipline 
almost exclusively, and seldom, if ever, referred to as a remedy 
for disease. 

Governor Stephenson, of the Eastern Branch, says of it: 

The Keeley treatment for drunkenness is still a strong factor in the pro- 
motion of good discipline. 

In spite of its virtue in that direction, however, a lively business 
in sales of beer was carried on at the old stand, and that, too, in 
spite of the frigid atmosphere of prohibition surrounding it. 

At the Pacific Branch the ‘‘cure” was introduced in July, 1893, 
but had to be discontinued for a time for want of patients. But 
the preparatory establishment, the beer hall, was in operation, 
and during the Chinas ending June 30, 1895, furnished 84 cases for 
the institute. This Branch reports the smallest amount of sales 
of beer, sing te the year but $7,276.13. 

At Marion Branch, which appears to be a fairly well conducted 
Home, Governor Chapman speaks as follows of the cure“: 

The Chloride of Gold Club continues to prosper and is producive of good. 
Twenty-five per cent of the members taking the cure have relapsed. 

That statement is given without a word of explanation, and is 
well calculated to engender doubt as to the truth of the statement 
made as to the result in the Western Branch, where it is alleged 
that only 16 per cent have rela: Another singular fact, too, 
is the difference in the cost of the cure at the Central Branch, 
where it is but $15, and the Western Branch, where it is $22.30. 
It is highly probable, from all the facts attainable, and allow- 
ing for the natural exaggeration of both the friends and ene- 
mies of the cure, that at least 50 per cent of those who take the 
cure relapse, both within the Homes and on the outside. In- 
stances are not wanting of men who have been required to take 
the cure as often as two to four times a year, each time at the 
original first cost. In nearly every other business a wholesale 
8 receives a discount, but in the Keeley institute at the 

ldiers’ Homes, with its primary department, the beer hall, there 
is no discount. The same price prevails in both, no matter how 
often frequented. A glass of beer is swallowed, always at a cost 
of 5 cents, and the swallowing continues until an examination 
shows the candidate to be qualified to enter the institute, where, 
no matter how often he has been before, if he is at the Western 
Branch Home, he is taxed and required to pay the sum of $22.30. 

In the Leavenworth or Western Branch ome, where there were 
2,261 inmates on an average during the past year, about the same 
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as the average at the Southern Home, or a little more, the amount 
paid for beer was $21,842.60, and the amount paid for the Keeley 


cure was $25,529.84, ing a total of $47,372. 
which came out of the pensions paid to those men by the Govern- 
ment. The average cost to the total membership of that Home was 

.95, but inasmuch as less than 400 of the inmates took the cure 

any one year, the average cost of the cure member of those 
who tookit was more than 8100 a year, allof which money came out 
of the pensions of thosemen. How delightful itis to contemplate 
a place labeled a Home,” with one index finger, after you cross the 
threshold, 2 to the beer hall, where candidates are made 
and groomed for Keeley, and another pointing to the “ institute,” 
where they are initiated and relieved at stated intervals of a large 
per cent of their ion money! 

I say that is wrong, absolutely wrong; and I sincerely trust 
that the members of the House w. they come to vote upon the 
pending proposition will think for a long time before they con- 
clude, in the face of all these facts, to continue even as good a man 
as General Franklin at the head of the Board of Managers. He 
has been there sixteen years. Why is there anything wrong in 
asking that a change s be made after that length of time? It 
is no mistreatment of him, no wrong to him, and I trust that the 
House will vote to substitute for the name of General Franklin 
the name of that Christian gentleman as well as brave soldier and 

triot, Gen. O. O. Howard. [A plause.] I thank the House for 
ts indulgence. Mr. Speaker, s to have a letter read in con- 
nection with my remarks. 

The SPE R pro tempore (Mr. Grout). The time of the 
gentleman has expi 205 g 

Mr. BLUE. Iyield the gentleman enough additional time to 
have the letter read. ; 

The letter was read, as follows: 


every cent of 


Inoxrox, OHIO, January 30, 1890. 
Dran Str: I was at the Soldiers“ Home yesterday and witnessed the burial 
of three soldiers, and never was I so shocked in my life. I had been around 
the groundsand saw how ificently the Government had provided for the 
li soldiers. Fine barracks to dw 


; Ihave seen them carried out by the dozen and buried on the 
with their blankets alone wrapped around; but these 

camp and field while war was raging, and it was the 
Wiiization. where 


The three ves were du 
feet d ate the wet so 
The e of thin boards 


in a row about 2 feet wide, 5} feet long, 


44 
of winter, the bottom all covered with water. 


member of the league, and the veterans were out in full force to do honor 
to his burial—the coffin lowered into water and the wet earth Suapan onto 
it. Iasked one veteran how he liked the p: of him, and he said 


ahead 
it made him shudder when he waked up at night and thought of his being 
buried in that mann: 


er. 

I talked to the chaplain and he said there were no funds provided for a box 
for the said there was no use for the officers in charge to request 
jecessary to purchase outer bo: „and Is if oven a board 
was put on the top of the coffin. I did not who write to tell how 
much I stted this treating the body of a soldier as a pauper dog, and I 
thought that you might take some interest in this matter. I know i makes 
but little difference what becomes of the body, and I thought of these men 
and of veteran soldiers standing there and seeing how their comrades are 
buried. How horrid it must be to 5 and I thought you might 
take an interest in the matter and see that provision is made in the appropri- 
ations to give the soldier a decent burial—such as everyone who has a heart 

in him would like to see. 
But who cares for the broken-down veteran who is compelled to accept the 
m of a munificent Government. For me 


then see that the soldier gets a 


ours. * E. V. DEAN. 
Mr. L. J. Fenton, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. 8 er, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania . MABON]. 

Mr. ON. . Speaker, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] provides for striking out the name of 
General Franklin and inserting the name of another t offi- 
cer of the late war. made by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE] are true, I am in full sympathy with his desire 
to purge this institution of any wrongs that may exist there. 
But, Mr. Speaker, in considering this ee I do not forget the 
fact, which is known to all who have any experience in con- 
nection with institutions of this kind, homes for the blind and 
destitute as well as homes for the old soldiers, that the inmates of 
such institutions, having little or nothing to occupy their time, 
are very much given to complaining. In all such institutions ex- 

ience shows that complaints are continually coming up; in fact 
inmates appear to hunt for causes of complaint. [Laughter.] 


Nevertheless, we can not shut our eyes to the fact that the state 
ments made upon this floor by the gentleman from Kansas and 
by other mem would seem to indicate that there is something 
wrong in this Soldiers’ Home. But assuming that to be so, the 
. is, Who is to blame? I am willing to go just as far as 
the gentleman from Kansas will go in purging this Home of these 
wrongs if they exist, but Iam not willi 
I will . vote, — strike down yin ean’ = a 
some evidence wrongdoing on his part such as would 

required by a court ora jury. In other words, I am not willing 


to vote, I can not and 


to strike down upon ex parte testimony. 1 do not know the 
men who make these affidavits. There ap to be no charge 
made here against General Franklin He is not 


with immorality; he is not charged with dishonesty; he is not 
charged with brutality toward these men; he is not e ed with 
mismanagement of this Home; he is not charged with drunken- 
ness; he is not —1 2 5 with being guilty of any of these wrongs. 

Mr. CROWT Does not the gentleman admit that in or- 
der to cure a disease it is necessary to strike at the root? 

Mr. MAHON. I am coming to that. I repeat, Mr. Speaker. 
the gentlemen who make these do not for one momen: 


undertake to say that General Fran has been of these 
alleged wrongs. Now, suppose we remove General in; that 
will not insure the correction of these evils, because his associates 


on the Board have the most implicit confidence in his judgment, 
and they will probably retain this same governor of the Home 
even if General Howard is put upon the Board of Managers, Mr. 
Speaker, there is but one fair and honorable way to settle this 
whole matter, and that is to have an investigation of this Home by 
Congress. This institution contains over 2,500 inmates, and they 
are entitled to have these evils corrected if they exist, but there is 
only one way to find out the facts. The charges made by the = 
tleman from Kansas may be true. Let us investi and find 
out whether they are trne or not. If General Fra has been 
culpable in this business the fact can beascertained. If the man- 
ager of that Home is guilty of drunkenness, or of brutality, or of 
mismanagement, that fact can be ascertained. 
Mr. BLUE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir; yer my time is limited. 
Mr. BLUE. Is it not a fact that amendment which you 
have offered only to investigate A. J. Smith? 


fas itt DOCKS POA ANE KT our CARO ENEA MA SS 
that. is use you your char; m. 
Mr. BLUE. Not all. En 
8 85 MAHON. You charge that he is a drunkard; that he is 
ty of brutality and mismanagement, and I want an investiga- 
tion to ascertain the facts in the case. Mr. Speaker, this House 
can not afford to strike down General Franklin in this indirect 
manner. An investigation of this Home, of this man Smith, and 
of his conduct will develop and lay bare the whole business, and 
if General Franklin is found to be 5 such an investigation 
will show it. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
from Kansas not to raise a point of order (as he can do) 
this amendment, because by doing so he will defeat the very object 
that he is seeking toattain. This is a joint resolution, and I have 
no fear that the two gentlemen who will be appointed by the 
Speaker of this House and the one who will be appointed by the 
President of the United States to make the investigation will 
fail todotheir duty. Both the Speaker and the Vice-President are 
disinterested in this matter, they probably have no special knowl- 
edge of this Home, and the men they will appoint will be of such 
ac that their investigation and report can be fully relied 
upon. 

NX ow, I want to call attention to the amendment which I pro- 
pose. If the amendment of the eman from Kansas proposing 
to strike ont the namè of Ge Franklin should be voted down, 
I propose to offer my amendment as an additional section, if no 
point of order be made against it. I will read the amendment: 


Syd. 2. Whereas charges of drunkenness and brutality to inmates of the 
Home and mismanagement have been made against |. Andrew J. Smith, 
governor of the Home at Leavenworth, Kans., the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House— 


I have put the proposition in this form because this is a joint 
resolution, and we can not ignore the Senate— 
shall g t a commission of three persons, two of whom shall be members 
of the House and one a member of the Senate, to investigate said 8 and 
file a report of their finding with the Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Soldiers of the United States. If a majority of the com- 
mission find that said Col. Andrew J. Smith was ty of said charges, or of 
either of them, the said Board of Managers forthwith remove him as 
governor of said Home— 

It will be observed that this lan; 
all discretion out of the hands of the 
and appoint some suitable person to fill said 
lars is here 


is mandatory. We take 
ard in this matter— 
mua panon purua Five he iey ens dol- 
appro; ont of any money in the Treasury no erwise 
pay the expenses of said investigation. The commission 


shail have power to send for persons and papers. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, this amendment (if the gentleman from 
Kansas should not raise a point of order aguinst it) will reach the 
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If those who think as he does can 
prove that these charges against Colonel Smith are true, that offi- 
cer will be removed as manager of the Home, which is what those 


very end that he is aiming at. 


entlemen are seeking; and if the testimony should show that 
General Franklin has been in any way culpable in this business, 
of course in time he must fall with Colonel Smith. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Would the gentleman consent that this 
election to fill the place on that Board be postponed until the inves- 
tigation he proposes be made, letting General Franklin take his 
chances of reelection after the result of the investigation has been 


made public? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir; that is the committee's business, not 
mine. I believe that the bill of the committee ought to go through 
with this amendment. e 

I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas that it is not within 
the power of the House to take this matter into its own hands. 
The resolution before us is a joint resolution, and the Senate must 
be consulted in this matter. If the gentleman does not take this 
fact into consideration he will fail of his purpose. I will not vote 
to strike down General Franklin or any other man on ex parte tes- 
timony. General Franklin, by long service, built up the record 
of a nt soldier; he is now past the meridian and is approach- 
ing the end of his life. Ido not propose, upon the ex testi- 
mony of inmates of this Home, to strike down this man and ruin 
his reputation forever. I want the facts ascertained in a proper 
way; and if the gentleman’s charges should be proved true, then 
let us take appropriate action upon them, The gentleman from 
Kansas can not afford to object to my proposition. It opens the 
door for an investigation; it gives the gentleman the opponat, 
to establish ted ferred which he has made here. If the charges 
against Colonel Smith should prove to be true, he must of course 
go; and if he has been kept in position by General Franklin with 
a knowledge of the facts, General Franklin will have to go with 


Mr. BLUE. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that the 
ition he offers does not provide for investigating the conduct 

of General Franklin or the conduct of the . Morethan that, 
it makes the Senate a to the investigation; and I caution 
every member here that any investigation in which the Senate 


takes part will be a ‘‘roaring farce.” I propose to address myself 
to that point when my time comes. 
Mr. ON. I will simply say that if the gentleman from 


Kansas expects to get this joint resolution through the House and 
the Senate according to his fashion he will stay here until he isa 
great deal grayer than he is now. This is a joint resolution 

Mr. BLUE. But there is a resolution before this body provid- 
hg kg’ an i oa nee by the House alone. 
. MAHON. How does the gentleman pronose to pass it? 
Mr. BLUE. I propose to get it through this House, 
Mr. MAHON, Can the House alone instruct that Board what 
to do? We have no such authority. 
Mr. BLUE. But this House can make the facts so plain that 
the sentiment of the country will reach the Senate. I pro 
to get at the bottom of this matter and show what the real facts 


are. 

Mr. MAHON. Suppose you remove General Franklin from this 
Board; his associates do not believe him guilty of any such con- 
duct as is charged here, and the removal of General Franklin does 
not insure the removal of Colonel Smith, The other members of 
the Board may decide to retain Colonel Smith, so that the gentle- 
man fails in his purpose. I urge upon the gentleman from Kan- 
sas that if he really wants to befriend this institution and to get 
rid of this man whom he has held up as a monster in human form 
the adoption of my amendment is the proper method to do it, if 
the facts are as he states them. 

Mr. HULL. I yield fifteen minutes, or such time as he may 
desire, to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I feel a great deal of inter- 
est in everything pertaining to the Homes for these old soldiers, 
whether they be national or State, and I would give no vote nor 
would I utter a word to lessen the care and vigilance that the 
Government should exercise in the protection of these helpless 


men. 

If I were to undertake to criticise the debate which has taken 
pace on this question at all, I would say simply this, that these gen- 

emen ought not to criticise the old soldier very savagely because 
he wants occasionally to take a glass of beer. I have an idea that 
these gentlemen here, if, as many of them were, old soldiers with- 
out homes, as none of them are, without means of support, as none 
of them are, without friends, and were inmates of one of these 
Homes, no doubt each one of them would occasionally desire to 
take a glass of beer also. And I am not Pharisee enough to criti- 
cise them on that aspect of the case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not stand here to invite a controversy 
with the distinguished gentleman from Kansas . BLUE], nor 
the fair-minded and just gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TRACEY] 


who has just spoken with respect to this question. It is to be 
regretted, in the course of the procedure in this body, that there 
should have eyer come a time or a condition when ex parte affi- 
davits, scandalous in their character, should have a place on 
the permanent records of this country, assailing the great man- 
agement of a great institution of the country and undermining 
the confidence of the public in its administration. I despise for 
my own part these ex parte assaults. Idespise the scandal monger. 
I am not criticising, of course, the gentleman from Kansas or any 
other gentleman on this floor. I do not want to get into a personal 
altercation or to arouse personal feeling in this debate, and there 
Will not be anything of that kind so far as I am concerned. But 
when I sat and last listened, as I did on yesterday, to affidavits 
setting forth scandalous charges against a Government official, in 
which it was constantly asserted that he had perjured himself, I 
said to myself, a man’s character seems to be nothing in this coun- 
try when it can be blown away by the breath of anybody who is 
able to secure the services of a typewriter and commit to paper 
the vagaries of any scandalizing tendency of which he may be 


It ought not to have been done. There ought to have been an 
investigation to establish the truth of the charges before they were 
spread upon the public records. There seems to have been ground 
for an investigation. There seems to be ground for the belief that 
Congress would be justified in are Be investigate the matter 
and send a committee of the House for that pu I would not 
object even to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] hjmself 
being chairman of the committee appointed, with authority to in- 
vestigate the condition of that one Home, or, indeed, of any other 
Home that has been assailed, and let us see through the investiga- 
tion what the condition ey is. I do not believe the state- 
ments that have been presented to the House in connection with 
the matter. My training as a lawyer and my experience as aman 
teaches me that those stories are not as a rule to be relied u 
My observation of human character and my experience in life have 
taught me that there must be some mistake about this matter. 
There may be something, of course, in the charges, and doubtless 
there is something in them; but, as I have said and repeat, my ex- 
perience has been against the truth of such statements—and my 
experience has been very considerable in connection with one of 
the Homes—that there is no truth in the matter. 

I may be permitted to state that I was for a period of nine years 
and over a member of the board of gers at the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Orphans’ Home in my own State of Ohio, and its president 
for five years. I was a mem of the legislature of the State at 
another time, when a great mass of davits was brought in 
against the Democratic superintendent of this Soldiers and Sail- 
ors’ Orphans’ Home, and an attempt was made to force them upon 
the public records of the country—affidayits that made scandalous 
charges in every possible shape and with all duesolemnity brought 
in under the guise of a protest against the action of the house of 
representatives, and an attempt was made, as I have said, to 
spread them on the journal pursuant to a provision in the consti- 
tution of the State of Ohio. As speaker of the house of repre- 
sentatives it became my duty to rule on their character, and I 
held that they were not,in any sense of the word, a protest, as they 
were alleged to be, and refused to permit their publication. 

And, Mr. Speaker, after a full investigation of the facts it turned 
out that there was not a shadow of truth in any one of them. It 
was an attempt on the part of some discharged employees and 
some discontented tradesmen—and they are the greatest curse 
of public institutions where they are located—to smirch the ad- 
ministration of that Home, and that administration happening 
to be a Democratic administration and the house of re ta- 
tives being gi Spears it was thought that some capital could be 
made out of the matter, and yet when we came to the end of it 
there was nothing init. And I take great pleasure in putting the 
name of the distinguished officer into this record who e 
8 Home. eee = Dr. Kerr, of Granville, 

o, the superin ent, Was a model in every possible respect as 
an administrative officer. So I learned v siia in that case of 
the value of ex parte affidavits. And so, while there may be a great 
deal in the facts submitted by the gentleman from 8 yet 
experience teaches us to be very careful how we give credence to 
such statements. 
ee BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill yield, if it is only for a question. 

Mr. BLUE. It will be a very short one. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). For the tendency of the gen- 
tleman is so t in the way of expanding 

Mr. BL Well, I do not know that my tendency in that di- 
rection exceeds that of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman desires to ask a question, 
and will proceed with it—— 

Mr, BLUE. Well, if you will stop I will ask the question. 
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ission. You are 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course, with my 
2 on my ground now, and must not undertake to be too 


Ls ogee 
. BLUE. Not at all. Ionly want to say 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I thought I would simply 
remind you of the existing condition. 

Mr. BLUE. I understand that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is your question? 

Mr. BLUE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio if it is not 
a fact that the Inspector-General's report, published in House 
Document 288, does not show, outside of any ex parte imony 
to which he refers, the 2 7 he ole to say the least of it, of the 
conduct of the officials of this institution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading)— 

Governor A. J. Smith, to whose untirin; t resourcefulness 
much of the good work accomplished at t ue, has remained in 
charge. His assistants seem to be officers of ability, and the general good con- 
dition indicates how much is done to benefit and improve the Home. 


There is the answer, from the Inspector. That is from his 
rt. 
Ar. BLUE. That is the man who keeps the saloon and runs the 


jag cure. 

Ar. GROSVENOR. Oh. well, now, the gentleman is so free with 
his scandal, he has got so impregnated with this stuff he read yes- 
terday, that he can not even talk in parliamentary language. 
Now, let me goon. You will accomplish nothing but the ex- 
haustion of my time. 

Now, gentlemen, this is the condition. I am not saying that 
Mr. Smith ought not to be investigated. I do not say he ought 
not to be removed, but I do say that there is not here one single 
shadow of suspicion cast upon the character of General Franklin. 
I hold in my hand a telegram received by the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL] a few minutes ago from a very distin- 
guished Republican of Connecticut, whom I happen to know per- 
sonally very well. This telegram is as follows: 

HARTFORD, CONN., April 16, 1896, 


energy and 
Branch is 


Hon. E. J. HILL: 


General Franklin stands in this city for the most honorable and best citi- 
zenship. The community, irrespective of party, will appreciate every effort 
to refute the slanderous attack made upon his character as public official or 


private citizen. 
MORGAN G. BULKLEY. 

I may say that that telegram is signed by an 55 of 
Connecticut and a Republican. Now, this is the standing of this 
citizen of the United States to-day in the State of Connecticut. 
In war General Franklin was the peer of any man who drew 
sword in behalf of the establishment of the Constitution of the 
United States. I did not serve under his command, and I never 
saw General Franklin, so far as I remember, but I, in common 
with all the people of this country, have a knowledge of the splen- 
dor of his war record—that is, his record in war. Here is his 
record in peace. Can it be that General Franklin shuts his eyes 
to a violation of every obligation of duty? I will venture to say 
that when the truth comes out, if there has been any irregularity 
in that Home, General Franklin has protested against it and has 
been overruled by the majority of the d; and I will undertake 
to say now that the vote of this House (and I am foreshadowing 
what is coming, the proof is coming)—if I am right about that, 
and if that be true, then your vote to destroy him to-day will bea 
vote to protect the repudiation of his request that Smith be re- 
moved and will be an indorsement of Smith and not a repudia- 
tion of Smith. 

Gentlemen ought to get all the facts before they assail a t 
public officer. Iam in favor of Franklin, therefore, because I am 
unwilling that a man of his distinguished character shall be 
stormed down here in the House of Representatives of the coun- 
try for which he has done so much upon this sort of a case, made 

inst an employee in one of these Homes. 

ow, gentlemen, I have in Ohio a friend and an acquaintance 
whom I hold in high esteem. He was chief of artillery of the 
Army of the Cumberland, and to many a man here the mention 
of his name will suggest some familiar scene. I refer to Gen. 
James Barnett, of Cleveland, Ohio, a splendid citizen as he was 
a magnificent soldier. A man standing as high in the business 
circles of Ohio as any living man; a friend of the soldier; a mem- 
ber of the Loyal Legion; a member of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; a man who goes far and near to aid the soldier; presi- 
dent of the board that built the Thomas monument; member of 
all the associations in which the soldiers take an interest; a mem- 
ber of this Board of Governors of these Homes. He wrote mea 
letter several weeks ago. He said he understood there was going 
to be an attack made upon General Franklin. He said: 


I want to say to you that he is the best member of that 2 3 best 


member that has ever been on that Board since I was a member of it. 


Then, knowing my proclivities to be a little partisan sometimes, 


he said: ‘ 

In all my observation of him, in every act he has ever performed as a mem- 
ber of that Board, he has never said a word or done a thing by which I could 
have learned whether he was a Democrat or a Republican. 


In these days that is not a bad recommendation for a man at 
the head of a great Board like that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said this much. I want to refer to 
the attack made by one Ezra B. Dean, whom I know perfectly 
well and know all about, upon the management of the Soldiers’ 
Home at Dayton. There is no better place on earth for a soldier 
who has no home than the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton. There is 
only one thing I ever criticised about it, and that did not come 
from within the Home, but from without the Home. I have more 
than once, standing right here, denounced a branch of the Pen- 
sion Office here in this city for holding an annual meeting in the 
neighborhood of that Home for the purpose, as I believe, of influ- 
encing soldiers in the matter of the election. But, so far as the 
management of that Home is concerned, there is not a better man- 
aged institution on God's earth. And now let me tell you some- 
thing: There was a General Patrick at the head of that Home, 
who was.a soldier and a Democrat. He was an ex-soldier of the 
Regular Army. ; 

r. BLUE. A brother-in-law of General Franklin, I believe. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. He gave offense to the Democrat managers 
in Ohio and they sought his removal; and they secured—as I am 
told and believe—the interposition of the President of the United 
States, who called upon General Franklin indirectly and 
the removal of that soldier. I do not think he is a brother-in-law 
of General Franklin. My friend from Kansas seems to be per- 
shots loaded with the policie of everybody connected with these 

omes. 


Mr. HULL. How much more time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Two minutes more. 

Mr. HULL. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. BLUE. Is not he the brother-in-law of General Franklin, 
and related to two officers of the Soldiers’ Home? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care whether or not he is the 
brother-in-law; but I do know that he was the best man possible 
for that place, and I know that a personal appeal to the highest 
executive officer of this country did not swerve General Franklin 
from maintaining him in his position; and that is what I like Gen- 
eral Franklin for, among other things. Why, you talk about 
General Howard! Ihave as much affection for good old General - 
Howard as any manon earth. Will the gentleman go to the rec- 
ords of this House of i nt engl and read them, if I will point 
them ont, and I will show him there charges against Howard 
made upon ex parte affidavits, made by an investigation compared 
to which all you have said about Franklin does not amount to a 
criticism. He was charged with fraud and peculation, charged 
with every species of outrage, and I never believed it. We have 
heard that General Howard was a good man, utterly unfit for all 
public duty except soldiering and lecturing. I never believed the 
assaults apo him. 

Mr. BR MWELL. Will my colleague allow me to ask him g 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Was not General Howard a complete fail- 
ure as superintendent of the Military Academy at West Point? 
ae GROSVENOR. I do not want to answer; for I do not 

ow. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He was not a failure when he was fight- 
ing our friends on the other side. [Great laughter.] He has 
been an officer of the Army until within six months, and I do not 
know that he has done any business except to lecture; but to put 
him against a man of the character of General Franklin as a busi- 
ness man I would not support General Howard. In the way ofa 
kindness to General Howard I would cross the continent to do 
him a favor. Now, the very proposition itself will not do. It is 
not fair to destroy General Franklin by these ex parte attacks. 
This committee tell us—and I hope it will put it still plainer— 
that they have investigated this matter. There is no reason why 
General Franklin shall not be indorsed here by us. Let us ap- 
prove the report of the committee; and then my friend from Kan- 
sas. let him come in with a two faga sword, if he pleases, and I 
will su 1 an investigation with him that will be an investiga- 
tion. ve said this much not in partisanship, but without any 
feeling other than to do what I believe to be the right thing and 
the conscientious thing before God and man. 

Mr. TAYLER. What about Ezra V. Dean? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I just want a word about Ezra V. Dean. 
That letter was read here stating he knew the condition of the 
Soldiers’ Home at Dayton. I do not believe one word of that let- 
ter. He is a Democratic politician, living down on the Ohio 
River, who runs for Congress, and occasionally runs for other 
offices, but never gets any farther than the running [laughter]; 
who is awaya seeking in some way to ingratiate himself in tlie 
affections of a large section of the voters of that country and 
never successfully. [Laughter.] 
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ee SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

T BLUE. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague [Mr. HEP- 
BURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. 18 in regard to the personal fea- 
tures of this controversy, I have nothing to say and I take no part 
in it. I have no acquaintance with General Franklin and have 
no knowledge of the facts except as stated on the floor or found 
in the record, but I do believe that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kansas to the resolution of the committee ought to 

revail. I do not believe, however, with the gentleman from Ohio 
. GROSVENOR], that should that resolution prevail there would 
any striking down” of General Franklin or anybody else. I 
do not understand that that amendment is an assault upon Gen- 
eral Franklin or any other man. Ihave no part in any contest of 
that character. t are we about to do? About to engage in 
an election that occurs every six years for certain public officials. 
That is all. It so happens that after sixteen years of service the 
time comes when the House of Representatives shall determine 
whether General Franklin shall be reelected or whether some- 
body else shall be elected to a public office. Does a failure to elect 
General Franklin result as an assault upon him, as „striking him 
down,” as treating him even with discourtesy? Certainly not. 
There are reasons enough, in my humble judgment, for his retire- 
ment without any action of that character. A 1 

Iam told that when the proposed term of service will expire 
General Franklin will have reached the of nearly 80 years, a 

riod, I fear, when he will perhaps be t for the activities inci- 

ent to that position. The gentleman from Connecticut told us 
yesterday how all of his time was gecumad; that he was so en- 
gaged as to be connected with nearly all of the public interests 
of his State; that he was president of two or more of the great 
corporations; thathe was the manager of another, and that he per- 
haps was transacting more business at this time, if the gentleman 
was not misinformed, than any other living man within the limits 
of the United States. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make an explanation? > 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I can, sir, I will. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Only a word. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it is only a word I yield. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The gentleman puts the matter 
altogether too strong. If he will refer to the RECORD he will find 
that I did say that General Franklin never yet had omitted to per- 
form any private or official duty. I said explicitly that he never 
neglected a public duty because of private affairs. 

. HEPBURN. I made nocharge. All I said is based on 
what the gentleman has said. I simply referred to what he did 
say. In addition to that 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The RECORD will show all that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman gave this House to under- 
stand that General Franklin was engaged in all—that was his 
phrase, if I am not mistaken—in all of the great enterprises of 
that very busy State, and that he had so conducted them, or some 
of them, that no man could get $200,000 insurance in the United 
States without appealing to the companies in the State of Con- 
necticut or in the city of Hartford. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. That is right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, if General Franklin is so 3 
it seems to me that it is our duty, at his advanced period in life, 
to relieve him of some of the unrequited burdens that for sixteen 
years we have been 1 him. [Laughter.] 

But again, Mr. Speaker, I think, without any reflection upon any 
gentleman here, that this is an orderly and proper procedure. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] inveighs against “‘ the ex 
parte affidavits“ that are brought into this House, and descants upon 
the indecency, as he puts it, of introducing them here. In the name 
of all that is sacred, how is it possible to challenge the attention 
of the country to the wrongs which the gentleman from Kansas 
has portrayed without affidavits? Suppose the gentleman from 
Kansas had made his own statement here without these affidavits, 
it would have been like the ex parte commendations of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. But the gentleman from Kansas came here 
with affidavits which were necessarily ex parte. There is no con- 
troversy in which witnesses could be examined and cross-exam- 
ined. evidence is to be introduced here at all, it must be in 
the nature of affidavits; and those affidavits must necessarily be 
ex h 
Mr. RAY. Have you time to permit a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; a question. Remember I limit you 
ai a question. [Apause.] And I want it asked to-day. [Laugh- 


Mr. RAY. I do not suppose you would want to hear an argu- 
ment from me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No. They are always tiresome to me. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. RAY. They always floor you; that is the trouble. 


ter. 
Mtr. HEPBURN. Yes; they always floor me. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RAY. I want to ask you why it would not have been en- 


[Laugh- 


1 for the gentleman from to have preferred 
his charges against the governor of this Home, to have made them 
in writing, supported by his affidavits, directly to the Board of 
Managere in the first instance, and if they had refused to investi- 
gate the matter, or to listen to the charges, then to have brought 
the question to the Congress of the United States as a trib of 
last resort? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In themeantime the managers would have 
been elected for six years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose the failure to pursue that course 
arose largely from the fact that the gentleman from Kansas is not 
an ass, and therefore would not make charges against the tribunal 
that was to try the charges. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I will not permit anything more. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, thereis one point in connection with the man- 
agement of these Homes that I want to call attention to. I want 
the House to remember that these Homes are the physical expres- 
sion of the gratitude of the people of the United States to the old 
soldier; that they are, in the broadest sense of the word, acharity, 
differing in that respect from the pension, The pension is a 
of a contract. The law authorizing the pension goes hand in 
hand with the law calling for the volunteer. The pension is a 
part of the compensation. Notso withtheHome. After the war 
was over, after the service had been rendered, then, as an act of 
charity, as an act of beneficence to the men who were homeless, 
without families and without support, this largess came from a 
grateful nation. It is a charity and nothing more. Yet see how 
certain men have turned it from its proper channel into a money- 
getting and a money-grubbing institution. In the report of the 
inspector I find this remarkable fact: In the Homes, all of them 
aggregated that are returned, I find that beer was sold during 
the last fiscal year that cost the sum of $96,977, on which there 
was a profit realized—the heading of the column is!“ Profit of 
beer s”—on which there was a profit realized of $123,325.82, 
about 130 per cent upon the sales. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that he is not one of those who 
are ready to be censorious when an old soldier takes a glass of 
beer. Mr. Speaker, none of us would be. But perhaps there 
are men connected with these institutions who, taking advantage 
of the appetite of the old soldier, would rob him in this way, 
through these extraordinary profits, of some par of the pension 
which his country gives him. Are these Soldiers’ Homes to be 
continued to be in this way? Again, if we are to continue 
the practice of establishing beer halls, let it beso, but donot try to 
make a profit out of the procedure. But, says some one, of 
these profits are used for the benefit of the Home in the ag te. 
That may be so, but here is one man who wants beer, and why 
should he be charged this Fe rice in order that the profit 
may go to the abstemious ones? e fact that the profits are used 
in the improvement of the Home and for the benefit of all alike— 
of those not contributing to the fund as well as of those who con- 
tribute—does not justify this extraordinary and outrageous tax. 
But thatis not all. They turn it still further to profit. In this 
very Home—the Western—I read in the report of the inspector 
that from the 29th day of March, 1892, the date of the establish- 
ment of the Keeley institute there, to the end of the last fiscal 
year, a little over three years, 1,326 patients have been treated at 
a cost, some one told us yesterday, of $22.30 each. I am told that 
a royalty of $6 is paid to the inventor of this method of teatment, 
leaving a large ` proni on that end of the beer line of between 
$20,000 and $30,000. They catch them running this 8 and they 
catch them 3 back. They foster the appetite; they create 
the drunkenness; they sell the beer at a profit, and then it is said 
they fill their coffers through compulsory 3 brought to 
bear on the old soldier, compelling him to take the Keeley cure. 

But they say that is not true, that there is no compulsion in 
regard to taking this cure, notwithstanding there are affidavits 
here that seem to substantiate the proposition. There is, how- 
ever, this remarkable fact: There was last year an average attend- 
ance at that institution of about 2,200 persons in round numbers. 
The discharges during the period following the inauguration of 
the Keeley institute there was about 2,000, making a total of about 
4,000 possible victims of this Keeley institute. One-third of that 
number have taken the Keeley cure. Gentlemen, do you believe 
that there was a necessity for that? Do you believe that there 
was that proportion of contirmed drunkards in that institution? 

The inmates of the institution are gathered from the old soldiers 
of the country wide; they are the same class 

Lee the hammer fell. ] 

. BLUE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are the same class, Mr. Speaker, as 

those old soldiers that live in your county and in mine. Is it 
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true; will any man dare to make the assertion here, that one- 


third of the “old comrades” are sots or , are proper 
subjects for the Keeley cure? 

hy, Mr. Speaker, the men of this class—the old soldiers—are 
at the head of all that is good in the society in which they move. 
They are members of the churches; are in control of the 
schools. They are the respected men in business. They are not 


sots and drunkards. Yet this report, if the contention of gentle- | lectual 


men op to the proposition of my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
BLUE] is true, would seem to indicate that one-third of these men 
are sots and drunkards given up to habits of intoxication to such 
an extent that they are uncontrolled by will. I do not believe it. 
The very fact that this statement is made of this vast number 
that have through that institution indicates to my mind 
that something is wrong. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be remembered that we are making 


no assault any man. Noman goes down” in the offensive 
sense in which that phrase was used by the gentleman from Ohio. 
No criticism even is put upon General in if the vote should 


be against his longer retention at the head of this institution. 
The committee has refused to the reelection of two 
old comrades. Is this action dishonoring to them? Was it so in- 
tended? I would not dim in the slightest degree the luster, the 
renown that encircles his personality. A great soldier, a good 
et ee man he may be. — yor this is a gra- 
tuity that he is rendering in all this service. has given his 
time to it for sixteen years. He is now approaching that advanced 
age when he will need repose. I for one am wi to give it to 
him. I do not care that the blank should be filled with the name 
of General Howard. Iam not at all solicitous as to who shall be 
General Franklin’s successor. But I believe there ought not to 
be continued in place, without criticism, without a necessity for 
exemplification upon the part of the incumbent, any man fora 
time. It is contrary to the ius of our institutions. 

There is not a member of the House within the sound of my 
voice who is not more efficient as a Representative, trying to keep 
nearer to his people, more closely in touch with them, to know 
and obey more perfectly their will, from the fact that every two 

we must appeal to the people for a renewed lease of power. 

The biennial elections make men here solicitous to consult the 
wishes of those whom they serve. Now, to keep these gentlemen 
in contro! of this institution year after year, term after term, with- 
out rtunity for investigation or scrutiny is unwise, undemo- 
cratic, contrary to the spirit and genius of our institutious; and 
when we can make a change without impugning in any way the 
character or the service of the gentleman whose term expires, I 
believeit to be only the part of wisdom to do so, thereby infusin 
new blood into this somewhat decaying institution. [Applause. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York ise Rasi: 

Mr. — . Speaker, I dislike to say anything in response 
to the remarks of a gentleman who always pp tee in the line of 
„hen I ope my mouth, let no dog bark.” I dislike to say any- 
thing that may disturb the equanimity of my prohibition friend 
from Iowa. always comes to the consideration of every sub- 
ject with the vocal vigor and power of a Titan, and he dislikes to 

ees ge with, I or e e he does not like to listen to 
an say because it always tires him. 

Ar. MEPE N. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAY. I have noticed that a logical argument always 
exhausts the tleman. I have admired the gentleman, and I 
admire him —always shall; but I can not ire or approve 
the position he takes on this question; nor can I aparare the 
course that has been taken in this House by those gentlemen who 
are in favor of dropping the name of General Franklin from this 
resolution and substituting that of General Howard. If itis a 
—.— of age, then I say that General Franklin is the a of 

eral Howard in mental and physical vigor to-day. ere is 
no question about that. Both are patriotic, intelligent, honest, 
ic, and capable men. 

The gentleman from Iowa has said, We make no assault on 
any man.” Has no assault been made on any man in this discus- 
sion, when the tleman from Kansas has stood up here and 
from his seat ex parte affidavit after ex parte affidavit charg- 
ing that General Smith has been “‘ crawling, puling drunk” on 
many an occasion while governor of this institution? If this is 
not an attack upon a brave ex-soldier of the Union Army, then 
will the gentleman from Iowa tell me what does constitute a per- 
sonal attack upon a man? And General Franklin is charged with 
the nsibility of keeping him in office with knowledge of his 


oings. 
Mr. CROWTHER. If these charges are not true, why does it 


become necessary for the governor of that Home to take the | papers 


Keeley cure? 
Mr. RAY. Ihave not said that he may not have been drunk at 
some time. I would not undertake to deny the charge against 


any man in this House that he has been drunk at some time. 
[Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Do not look in this direction. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. There are probably hosts of exceptions in the mem- 
bership here. That I will admit. But I think sometimes per- 
haps it would be well for all of us to become inmates of some kind 
of a Keeley cure—one for the cure of mental excitement and intel- 
intoxication, excessive zeal and aggressiveness; and I think 
the gentleman from Kansas and other gentlemen who have made 
these attacks on brave, true, and honorable men should have taken 
the Keeley cure or some kind of remedy for mental exuberance 
before making their charges. 

Now, what I object to is the manner in which this subject has 
been treated. When I propounded the maqay why the c 
were not made in writing and submi to the Board to be 
FFF the retort of the tleman from 

owa . HEPBURN] that the gentleman from is not an 
ass. [Laughter.] ow, I donot know whether he isan ass or not. 
[Laug 5 Ido not care. Heis not so regarded—presents no 
evidence on that subject. That is not the proposition here. I do 
not approve of an asinine performance, whether it comes from 
the i ished gentleman from Kansas or any other man. I 
believe, Mr. Speaker, in according fair play and due trial to every 
citizen of this Republic. I never owned a dog that I would not 
give a fair trial before putting a bulletinto his brain or branding 
him as a dishonest, 3 dog. The gentlemen composing 
the Board of Managers of this Home are upright, honorable men. 
The gentleman, General Smith, who presides as governor over the 
institution is entitled to at least a fair hearing and a just trial, 
and is entitled to have the charges made and submitted to him, 
and he is equally entitled to be permitted to zespod, present evi- 
dence, cross-examine witnesses, and not be tried and condemned 
on ex affidavits in the Congress of the United States. 
Applause.] He has had no opportunity to be heard here. What 
o we know about the character, standing, or credibility of these 
witnesses? What do we know of the animus that actuates the 
persons making these affidavits? They are not made in al 
proceeding and no one of them can be indicted for perjury if he 
as sworn falsely. This looks like the assassination of c 
by a stab in the back. I can not approve it and am opposed to 
the amendment. [Applause.] 

ere the hammer fell. 

. HULL. Mr. S , I think we have forty-seven minutes 
remaining, and the rest of the time belongs to the . pepy rows 
from Kansas. I hope he will consume the remainder of his time. 

Mr. BLUE. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, how much time is left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grout). The gentleman 
from Iowa has exhausted soy e minutes and the gentleman 
from Kansas fifty-nine, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BLUE. I yield ten minutes of the time to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. KIRKPATRICK]. 

Mr. HULL. I think the er is mistaken as to the time. 
I will be glad, however, while the tleman from occu- 
pies the floor, for the Chair to revise the statement, so that we 
may know exactly what time remains on each side. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedin ngly the 
necessity which compels us to bring this controversy on the floor 
of the House at this time. For years past, I may say, the people 
interested in this Home, and those residing in the vicinity of it, 
have tried every method known to them to oust this man Smith, 
the governor of the Home, from the control which he exercises 
there. Petitions have been filed, applications have been made to 
the Board of Managers, and their attention has been invited to his 
conduct and management time and time again, and yet each and 


every time an investigation or ded investigation was made 
it only resulted in a white ing. It was hoped that the com- 
mittee to which the matter was referred would investigate it and, 


if the facts suggested were made clear, that they would turn down, 
or leave out, if you please, from the management of these Homes 
in future the name of General Franklin. 

It was not the desire of my friend from Kansas [Mr. pova] to 
make any attack on any gentleman, save and except-with — 
ence to the management of that Home, unless compelled to do so 
by the action of other parties. But, Mr. Speaker, we are here for 
the purpose of fighting this battle to the bitter end; and 
as we have been compelled to come on the floor of the House to 
fight this controversy, we have resorted to the only method whereby 
we should bring the facts before the House and before the 
country. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that not a single proposition 
made by the gentleman from Kansas . BLUE] has been con- 
troverted or even disputed, unless by the mere bare statement of 
gentlemen on the . ee side of the controversy. No facts, no 
, no authentic testimony has been presented in contraven- 
tion of his statements. We have offered you the affidavits of 
reputable gentlemen who seem to know the facts, which affida- 
vits have had an influence upon a number of gentlemen here and 
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to convince them that there is something wrong about the man- 
agement of this Home at Leavenworth. 

But, it has been suggested that we adopt another method; that 
we should again appeal t to the same identical Board that white- 
washed this man before and reelect this man for six years longer 
and then have an investigation to determine whether or not he 
should be permitted to remain. Isubmit this proposition in all 
fairness to the House: If you desire to deal justi and fairly with 
the matter, I will be content that the House shall consent to hold 
up the election in this case and give us the investigation suggested, 
and allow us to go to the bottom of the matter, and then take a 
vote after that report is submitted. That is all we ask. 

Why should you elect a man that we charge to be responsible, 
by reason of his position, for all the wrongs which have been com- 
mitted upon the old soldiers at that Home? Why elect him and 
then investigate some underling, who is employed by his consent 
and approval, who ought to have been removed yearsago? Why, 


I t? 

T know nothing of General Franklin. I have no charge to 
make himii He Naia: yae boad OF ee Boara of ERE: 
and things have been going on there which ought to have chal- 
lenged the attention of any Board of Managers and have secured 
the removal of Smith years and years ago. 

Ido not rely npon the ex parte affidavits nor upon the mere state- 
ment of individuals, I say I can take the report of the Inspector- 
General himself and by that condemn the t of this 
Board; and that is a report about which there is no dispute. 

Now, I am not here to discuss the Keeley cure, as to whether it 
is advisable or whether it is not; but if management of this 
Home concludes that it is beneficial and desirable, then I submit 
to you, Mr. Speaker, that this treatment ought to have been ad- 
ministered to these old veterans at the actual cost of the treatment, 
and nothing more. If this treatment should be administered 
there, and if it is a good thing, then I say, why charge these old 
men $22.80 when the testimony shows that $6 was the price paid 
to Keeley? In other words, I say the report shows that these old 
men were held up in broad 8 and robbed of at least 810 
each, taking the statement of gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] as to the price paid for the Keeley treatment. Our tes- 
timony shows that the price gs was $6 for each person, and a 
charge of $22.30 is made, and these old men are held up and bodily 
robbed of the difference between $6 and $22.30. If it is a good 
thing, if it is beneficial, then why not give them all the advantage 
of it at the very lowest possible cost? wer the price and thereby 
induce them to take the treatment, if it is necessary and to their 
best interest to do so, Give them the lowest pe possible and 
let them take the cure, if it is beneficial, and you will thereby 
induce more of them to take it. Why charge them $22.30, when 
you only pay out $6. In other words, the Government, which is 
paying these old men their pensions, is actually ping in and 
paying that large difference, because it is taken out of the pensions 
of these men. 

And another thing. From what little I have learned of the 
Keeley institute, I never supposed that a beer hall was a neces- 
sary adjunct to that institution. I never so understood it, I find 
on the very same page that we read the report of this Keeley cure 
a statement of the enormous profits from the beer hall in one 

ear, amounting to $13,800. In one end of the hall, if you please, 

hey are dishing out beer, and the profits are $13,800, and in the 
other end of the hall they are injecting this gold treatment into 
the patients. It simply takes them going and coming, and I ap- 
prehend from what I can learn from the sales of beer at these in- 
stitutions that they are making more men drunk there than they 
are i of the drink habit. If it is deemed necessary to have 
beer for old veterans kept on the grounds of the Home, and 
that is the best method to be Sy paiva I will not complain, nor 
will I criticise one of these old fellows if he desires to take a glass 
of beer, but I will criticise the m ent that c hima 
donble price for it in order to pile up a profit of $13,800 in a single 
year. it is desirable to furnish beer, let it be furnished at the 
actual cost to these men. Why not charge them double the price 
of the provisions they eat in that institution, or the clot they 
wear, or any other necessaries furnished them? Why not double 
the price upon them and rob them of their pensions in that way? 
I say that this record alone demonstrates there is something 
wrong in this management, even if you discard all of the affi- 
davits. But no man can live within a radius of 250 miles of that 
institution without being impressed, without absolutely knowing, 
that there is something wrong and crooked in the management of 
this institution. 

And I want to say further to you that Governor Anthony in 
his statement struck the keynote when he said that there was 
something that bound Governor Smith and Dr. Franklin together 
that was inexplicable. He told the truth; and had it not been for 
the resistance of Dr. Franklin this man Smith would have left 
that institution long ago, as our people believe. 
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Now, what we ask of this House is to stand by us and place 
another man there, we care not whom. We have no man whom 
we are urging for that position. I care net with whom yon fill 
the place, provided he isa good man. We have not come here in 
the interest of any candidate, but we come here fighting for this 
institution. It is suggested by some gentlemen on the floor that 
we must yield in this controversy because the Senate will not 
agree toit. Well, if gentlemen will assert their rights upon this 
floor it will be a long time before there is an election reached 
in this matter. Why should we yield our consent to the reelec- 
tion of this same man that could have saved us all this trouble on 
the floor of this House? Hold up the election, if you desire, for 
ninety days, or until the short session, say in December. Give 
us a committee. Give them the power and authority to investi- 

te, and let them . and then vote to elect General Frank- 

in or not after you have heard all the facts as stated where the 

testimony is not ex parte. We court the investigation. What do 

you propose to do? Do you propose to deny the a of these 

old soldiers, of whom there are 60,000 in our State? I have much 

more I would like to say on this subject, but the time allotted me 
has expired. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


r. KIRKPATRICK. I should like three minutes more. 

Mr. BLUE. Before that can be done, I will say that according 
to the record kept I have only ten minutes left. I will ask, Mr. 
Speaker, that the time be extended thirty minutes longer. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The vote is to be taken at 3 o'clock, 
as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BLUE. Then it can only be done by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent would have 
to be given that the vote be taken at a later time. 

Mr. BLUE. Then I ask that the vote be taken at 3.80 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that the vote be taken at 3.30 o'clock, the time to be equally 
divided, as the Chair understands it. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORSE. I think there has been enough of this. 

Mr. HARDY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The gentleman from Iowa has forty-four minutes remaining. 

Mr. L. How much time has the gentleman from Kansas? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has ten minutes. 

Mr. HULL. That makes more time than we have. However, 
we are losing time. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] ten minutes, and ask him to yield back such time as 


he 5 

Mr. DY. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. S er, I find that in passing u 
this jomt resolution I am ed upon to pass judgment on four 
men or four sets of men. First, upon the Committee on Military 
Affairs, which 1 understand has reported this joint resolution; 
5 bs the Board of fifteen managers of the Home for 
Disabled Volunteers, composed of such men as General SEWELL, of 
New Jersey, a distinguished Senator, a man of exalted character 
and undoubted patriotism and love for his comrades; composed 
of such men as Major STEELE, who perhaps did more fighting for 
his conntry in the regular and volunteer forces than any man in 
this body. I know him, by his long record, to be one of the most 
devoted friends of his comrades. We have to judgment upon 
General Franklin, and we have to pass judgment on General 
Smith. The great poet has warned us to be careful when we 
touch a man’s good name; and the good names of Franklin and 
Smith are dearer to them than the stars that they won on the 
field of glory. 

I am as to vote against the committee and its judgment, the 
Board of Managers so carefully chosen, and against Franklin and 
Smith. On what evidence? any gentleman presented him- 
self at the door of the Committee on Military irs and asked 
a hearing on those charges? Not one. Have charges been filed 
before this at committee of the House and an investigation 
demanded? nerehavenot. But now, when this resolution comes 
before this body, ex parte affidavits are fired broadcast over the 
country, making assaults directly upon two of the four, and indi- 
rectly upon the four. I for one demand fair play for these four 
representative bodies and distinguished men. I would not want 
to be tried and convicted and my name blackened to the coming 
generations of this country on such a showing. Is it true that 
the lawyers of this House, familiar with the rules of evidence on 
which men should be tried for life, liberty, and property, and 
3 among the community, can acquiesce in this 
assault? 

But there are other things that appeal to my mind that will 
compel me to vote in favor of the report of this committee. I 
understand that Governor Morrill, of . whose interest in 


the good opinion of that State as its chief executive ought not to 
be second to the interest of any member of this House 


om that 
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State, in close touch with his people, ambitious, as he should be, 
to retain their confidence and approval in the future, one who 
served for years as a member of this body, noted and distinguished 
for his absolute fairness to his own side as well as those op 
to him in political views, a man who has served upon that 
as a member, knows all the weaknesses and strength of the com- 
panene, which must be found in all these Homes more or less— 
vernor Morrill has sent us word that he approves of the course 
of General Franklin and the course of General Smith. I want to 
tell you that no ex parte affidayits will make me put the seal of 
eee on a committee of this House, this Board of dis- 
tinguished men, and Franklin and Smith, crowned with the glory 
of great lives, with Governor Morrill giving me such po 
I will not discuss General Howard. He is not concerned. He 
is my respected and loved friend, and commanded the army of 
which I wasan humble member. But no Howard's or Henderson’s 
name shall be held up before me to blacken the name of any com- 
rade or a body of comrades se on charges made, fairly filed 
and tried, and a verdict rend . [Applause.] With a clear 
mind and an untrammeled judgment I shall vote for the joint 
resolution. [Loud applause. ] 
Mr. . How much time has the gentleman left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There were three minutes of the 
time unused. 2 

Mr. BLUE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CaLDERHEAD]. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, two minutes isa very brief 
time to say anything in zy to the eloquent gentleman who has 
just taken his seat. But if I can have his attention during that 
time I think I will remind him that the first guardian of every 
man’s good name is himself; the first guardian of every man’s rep- 


utation is himself. There is no need of questioning those who 
have brought the testimony in this case ‘ore this House about 
solely upon ex 


the management of this Branch Home, rel 
parto evidence. The affidavits were not melee the purpose of 
estroying the reputation of General Franklin or injuring the 
character of Colonel Smith. They were made for the purpose of 
describing the facts that transpired. How else would you get tes- 
timony Se Pra for the purpose of presenting them here? 
That they might have been presented to the Committee on Mil- 
i Affairs in some other form is true. Why they were not Ido 
not know; butitisalsotrue that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BLUE] had a perfect right to present the facts to this House when 
members were asked to vote for the reinstatement of the president 
of this Board of Kanagan Let me give the gentleman from Iowa 
. HENDERSON] a little more than ex parte testimony. This 
ome was established in 1885. In 1886 these charges were made 
against Colonel Smith. In 1892 there was an investigation, and it 
was then publicly spread over the entire State that Colonel Smith 
was protected in his position in that investigation by General 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent thatthe gentleman’s 
time be extended for five minutes, not to come out of the time of 
either side. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless the time is yielded the 
gentleman’s time can not be extended. 

Mr. HOPKINS. By unanimous consent it can. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not unless the time for taking 
the vote is extended. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I coupled with my request for the ex- 
tension of the gentleman’s time the su tion that the five min- 
utes be not taken out of the time on either side, and that the vote 
be taken at five minutes after 3 instead of at 3 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. LIobject. There is plenty of time on that 
side; let them yield it to him. 

Mr. BLUE. Ihave not got it to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not going to take any part in this discus- 
sion myself, but five minutes’ time is not so valuable, and as this is 
a matter which concerns the gentleman’s State, I think his time 
ought to be extended. 

.GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE 
has no time to yield, then I do not object to the extension, but i 
the time is to be extended on one side it onght to be extended on 
nn oaa: Let the time for taking the vote be extended for ten 
utes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

vote be taken at half past 3 o'clock, the additional half hour to be 


ers divided. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Several members objected. 


Mr.BLUE. Mr.Speaker,I do not know whether the time occu- 
pa in this discussion comes out of my time or not. If it does I 


ve hardly left. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair knows no fairer way 
than to take it out of the time on both sides. 

Mr. BLUE. I pos the gentleman from Kansas one minute. 

Mr. CALDER.: . I do not want to abuse the patience of 
the House, but I will remind gentlemen that ch: s were inves- 
tigated there first in 1892, and it was then made known to all of 
us that the commander of this Home was protected in his place in 
that investigation by direction of General Franklin. The next 
investigation was made in 1893, and after it was over it was pub- 
lished cast in newspapers in our State that the manager of 
the Home had again been protected because he had been appointed 
and was maintained in his position by General Franklin. The 
next investigation took place in 1894, and again it was published 
in every paper that was in favor of disclosing the actual condition 
of things there that he had again been protected. It was dis- 
tinctly published that the investigation in December, 1894, by 
General Averill, was conducted with secrecy and that every effort 
was made to prevent a public exhibition of the truth. These 
facts testify that General Franklin should not be reelected until 
there is a fair investigation there. 

amo SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
e x 

Mr. BLUE. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes 
and a half left. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, Mr. SPERRY. 

Mr. SPERRY. I napy rise for the purpose of saying that 
which in justice I ought to say. Ihave known General Franklin 
for over thirty years. I knew him when he was in the field. I 
knew him as an official of the State of Connecticut, the adjutant- 
general of our militia, and I have never heard one breath of sus- 
picion directed against his character; and, gentlemen, I want to say 
to you that if you are going to take a contract to make out that 
General Franklin is a dishonest man or that his character is not 
of high standing among men, you will require millions of dollars 
to carry out such a contract in the State of Connecticut. 

General in’s name for integrity and honor and upright- 
ness is as high as that of any man that lives in our State. He oes 
not belong to the same party that I belong to, but I feel that I 
should be doing d ee to myself and the State I in repre- 
sent, did I not my testimony to that of others in relation to 
the good name and character of General Franklin. I am glad to 
do full justice to him, and I say to you, gentlemen, do not attempt 
to tear down the character or the fair name of General Franklin, 
You can not afford to doit. You ought not to attempt to do it, 
His standing and his character are as bright in our State as tha 
noonday sun, and I fully indorse everything that my colleague 
paee: HENRY] said about him yesterday. I indorse the telegram 

hat was sent to this House by ex-Governor Bulkley; and, Mr. 
Speaker, before I take my seat I wish to say that when my col- 
league [Mr. RUSSELL] left here yesterday he said that he desired 
me to indorse General Franklin fully for him and in his behalf, 
E 

e SP. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


[Mr. BLUE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1466) to purchase, inclose, improve the sites or por- 
tions thereof of certain forts, battlefields, and ves of American 
soldiers, sailors, and marines in the Maumee Valley, and to erect 
thereon appropriate monuments and commemorative tablets; : 

A bill (85 2022) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for 
the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska”; 

A bill (S. 1537) to provide for the private sale of public lands in 


Missouri; and 
A bill (S. 682) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased. 


The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill and a joint resolution of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Schilling; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Rita Stine. 


pro tempore. 
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BOARD OF MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Indiana desires to send to the 


desk 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. ia cope was permission given to the 
Poran from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] to extend his remarks in the 

ECORD? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked for objection 
and there was none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood the Chair, just as he was 
about to submit that question, to call attention to the arrival of 


a . from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not ask the con- 
sent in as full a voice as was perhaps necessary. The Chair will 
again submit the request. 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All I want to say is this: I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman from Kansas extending his own remarks; 
but I will ee now and always against interpolating in the 
Record under the guise of an extension or leave to print affida- 
vits or letters assailing individuals. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman wish the 


question put aa 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido, most decidedly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unànimous consent is asked by 
the gentleman from Kansas to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was not that consent given? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Chair so announced, as I understood the 


air. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did so announce. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then [objecttothe opening up of the matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chair did not so announce. I was 
listening carefully, and no such consent was given. A 

Mr. PBURN. I object to the gentleman being permitted to 
override the Chair and the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not expect to do either; but I merely 
ask that the facts be stated as the > 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. e Chair said that without ob- 
jection it would be so ordered; and no objection was made, as the 
Chair heard. But let the Chair state that the Chair did not 
announce the question in a very full voice 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, we heard it; and it was so understood. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not hear it. I only want to protest 
ve the insertion of the affidavits—— 

. BLUE. Well, protest if you want to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Sol shall protest; and will make my pro- 
test to the Public Printer. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
T. STEELE], who wishes to send to the desk certain telegraphic 
ispatches received by him this morning, to be read. 

. STEELE. These dispatches, Mr. Speaker, at least the first 
one of them, is a response to a request made on yesterday. I do 
not want to take up the time of the House any longer than neces- 
sary, but as these have a direct bearing upon the question at issue 
I ask that they be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. . W. 8 


louse of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
At the earnest solicitation of Gen. J. A. 88 soldiers were ad- 
mitted for treatment for alcoholism for four weeks each up to April, 1894, to 
the number of 94, when General tin 
a single instance was a veteran denied admittance in consequence. 
charge was investigated by General Averill and Colonel Cooke, and proved 
0. 


ANDREW J. SMITH, Governor. 


untru 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


The charge of drunkenness against Col. Andrew J. Smith is absolutel 
false. I see him daily, and know him to be a generous, kind-hearted rie 
anxious for the welfare of the veterans. 


W. J. GILLESPIE, 
Protestant Chaplain, Soldiers’ Home. 


KANSAS CITY, KANS., April 16, 1898. 


against Governor Smith as false in every particular. 
ties for knowledgé of the Aie iknow aherat I speak. 


Catholic Chaplain, Soldiers’ Home. 


Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, M. C.: 


I brand the 
With unusual 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, 


House of. Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Governor Smith is the most sober and humane man I ever knew. Ihave 
been here nearly three years, and know he never takes a never 


a man to take the Keeley cure. 5 ae 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 


TEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
e brand as a lie the ch of 


Hon. GEORGE W. S 


In the name of Veterans’ Keeley League, w 
8 Governor A. J. Smith. We see y and know how 
false it is. He is the most honored member. We owe all we are to-day to him. 

JOHN T. PEET, President. 
WARD A. TRADER, Secretary. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1396. 
Col. GEORGE W. STEELE, M. C}, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Following for your information: 

“LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15. 
“Governor A. J. SMITH: 

“The dispatch sent from this city to Congressman BLUE purporting to be 
signed by mysef and 1 Albott is a forgery. Neither havent or 
the others authorized the sen: of such dispatch. We have no fight pete 
Governor Smith, and denounce the attempt to cause his removal. Affidavit 
mre by an old soldier named McGraw that we signed said dispatch is abso- 
utely > 


Signed “THOS. F. KEENEAND. 
“Witnesses (signed): : 0 
“E, B. WHEELER, 
H. SHINDLER.” 
(Signed) ANDREW J. SMITH. 


iG CHICAGO, ILL., April 16, 1896. 
Col. GEORGE W. STEELE, M. C.: pri 


Colonel Smith was not drunk in February last, nor has he touched liquor 
since he took the Keeley, and see dispatch to 1 5 men: s 
E „Ir. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, a el fa 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Ihave been surgeon of the Western Branch since October, 1893, and have 
. the Rosle} cure, tis abecieeals fates. Die ot 
or men o eeley cure f i 
ment of the men fe kind and humane. shox en! 3 
D. C. JONES, M. D., 
Surgeon 


Western Branch. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., „ 1898. 
Hon. GEORGE W. Saas 


STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


In behalf of the National Keeley League, numberin, 000 men, I d 
the 3 of 79 a overna Smith as a vile bn e He 2 
se third term 0} residen: 
Pays Ka tnra tol p e know how absolutely 
THOMAS E. BARRY, 
National Secretary Keeley League. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., x s 
Hon. GEORGE W. 8. TR ARES I EME. 


2 TEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


We know that the 2 of drunkenness t Governor A. J. Smith 
false. We see him every day and brand the as malicious. He ayer 
forced a man to take the Keeley cure. He isa kindly, humane man. 
A. W. REESE, 
Assistant Surgeon Soldiers’ Home. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., 4 5 . 
Hon. Gronon W. n 


STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
I certify on honor that no veteran was ever denied admission to this Home 


because of Regular Army men admitted to take the Keeley cure. 
so I would know it on —— of my position. AT 3 
HA 


ROBERT YES, 
First Lieutenant and Assistant Adjutant Soldiers“ Home. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Affairs 
in zeporting this resolution were unable to foresee its course upon 
the floor of the House, and certainly did not expect to precipitate 
a fight on the lines that have been drawn. And I may be per- 
mitted to say, sir, in this connection, that it does not seem to me 
that this is a proper place to make such a fight as has been inaugu- 
nee by the Car cap from 7 

ve a profound respect for my distinguished friend from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE]; but with all 8 to him, it does seem 
to me that if he Wanted to make these charges and have a fair 
and honest investigation of them, at the very beginning of this 
session of Congress he should have introduced a resolution call- 
ing attention to the charges and asking for an investigation of 
the matter. He should have had a committee appointed by this 
House, composed in such way as to insure a fair, impartial, and 
honest investigation of the allegations which have been made 
with reference to this Home at Leavenworth. This would have 
given the Committee on Military Affairs and the House reliable 
information upon which to base action. 

I do not believe it is right for any member on the floor of the 
House to challenge the r of aman and introduce ex parte 
statements, as the character of General Franklin and Gen. A. J. 
Smith haye been challenged in the last twenty-four hours, with- 
out any chance on their part to make a mse. It has been 
done Prema the guise of a warm love for the old soldiers of our 
country. 
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Mr. S. 
cause of my comrades in arms, whether they be in the Homes or 


out of them. I stand now, as I have 3 stood, for 8 


r, no man can surpass me in my devotion to the 


which benefits them. But here is an attack on a man who durin; 


the dark days of the war, when the country needed the services o 
good men, was a gallant, brave, and efficient officer, as efficient and 
gallant as the Federal Government had in its service, who has been 
assailed with marvelous bitterness. I refer now to Gen. A. J. 
Smith. Idid not expect to participate in this debate, but I can not 
remain silent. This oldsoldier shall not be utterly condemned and 

i without my raising my voice in favor of a plea for calm 
j ent and decent treatment.’ He is a man whose comrades 
have spoken of him on this floor with the highest respect, who 
fought under the same and slept under the same blanket, and, 
as one expressed it, from the same canteen.” This gen- 
tleman, who knew him well, certified to his good character during 
the war. Shall it not count something for a mah that for four 
years he followed the flag of his country on bloody battlefields and 
risked his life in defense of the Union? He has served his country 
in different positions since the war with credit to himself, and 
among the positions he has held has been that of superintendent 
of the Soldiers’ Home for years at Leavenworth. 

Unquestionably at one period of his life, and Ido not wish to 
palliate anything with reference to the matter, he was guilty of 
taking too much spirituous liquors for his health; he became fre- 
quently intoxicated. I admit that he drank to excess. None of 
his friends will deny it. I have known a t many old soldiers 
who got into the same bad habit. But this man finally reformed 
and took the Keeley cure. Is that a disgrace to him? I honor 
him for his desire to again become a good citizen, and am glad 
that the avenues were opened up to him by which he and thou- 
sands of others, both old soldiers and men who never followed the 
flag of the country on the field of battle, can become free from 
that vice which destroys manhood and self-respect. From the 
day he took the Keeley cure to this time, I do not believe that 
there is a particle of evidence which would be admitted in any 
court of competent jurisdiction in this country to establish the 
fact that he has ever touched a single drop of Se Garr pe, giat 

We are none of us so immaculate that we should ga our 

ents about usand refuse justice to a man who has gonedown 
to the depths of horror of the alcohol habit and then struggled 
back to the solid ground of sobriety. It is awful for a man to 
fall; it is glorious for a man to surmount habit and overcome 
weakness. Is it not an awful responsibility for a man to put in 
our records the records of our country the charge that this brave 
and distinguished soldier, A. J. Smith, is a brutal drunkard? In 
the name of fairness and justice I protest. I say, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is to my mind a wrong upon any man to put upon the 
records of Congress, to be preserved for all time, the scurrilous, 
scandalous, and villainous charges that have been preferred 
against this man by purely ex parte statements from men who 
have a grievance. 

This is not the place to try A. J. Smith. If he were all they 
charge him with being, he is entitled to a trial before some tribu- 
nal that can sift the evidence, and whose verdict will have some 
weight with the sober-minded, thinking people of the United 
States. Weare here to elect a Board, of Managers for the Sol- 
diers’ Homes, not to try charges against creatures of this Board. 
We are here to elect men whose duty it is to administer the affairs 
of these Homes, and they are and should be responsible for the 
selection of the different officers of the Homes. Congress is not 
the place to make an investigation. We have no time or oppor- 
tunity to take evidence. I do not object to holding all officers to 
5 but I want to say to you, gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives, that this whole dgnt is based upon the 
idea of getting rid of A. J. Smith. Is not that true? Has there 
been a word said in debate, a word during all this bitter discus- 
sion that we have had, that does not show that the entire animus 
of the attack on General Franklin is to get rid of Governor Smith? 

Now, if that is trué will that be accomplished by defeating 
General Franklin’s reelection? The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] spoke about the necessity of a change, and said that 
this was 1 to bring these charges. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray] in asking him a question wanted to 
know why charges had not erred before the Board anda 
trial had. My colleague from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] seemed 
to think it would be an asinine ormance to prefer charges 
before that Board. Let me say to him that charges were preferred 
before that Board. They have had this matter partially adjudi- 
cated. The first trial was some years ago. The last trial was 
December 14, 1894. 

Mr. STEELE. 1895. 

Mr. HULL. 1894. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will my colleague allow meto interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr, HULL. If it is only for a question, I will. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Have charges ever been preferred against 
General Franklin? < 5 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; only inst Mr. Smith. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ma] 
asked Emo why charges had not been preferred against Gen 


Mr. HULL. Idid not understand that. I understood him to 
mean charges against Smith. If the gentleman's statement is 
correct, then I misunderstood the question. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from New York” did not mean to 
be understood as the tleman seems to have understood him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is what the gentleman said. Iwas talk- 
ing about Franklin. 

. HULL. General Franklin ordered an investigation of the 
charges against the management of the Leavenworth Home. 
General Pearson, the representative of the Board from Pennsyl- 
vania, was directed to conductit. General Franklin did not per 
sonally appear. Iam not acquainted with General Pearson, but 
the Representatives from Pennsylvania tell me that he is a man 
of high character, of absolutely unimpeachable integrity, 
of profound love for his old comrades, a man who wo not do 
an injustice to anyone, and who, if he was c with a duty, 
would thoroughly and honestly discharge it. t was his find- 
ing? This was not an ex parte investigation. It was an investi- 


gation in which every man who had to rotor made them. 
All had an opportunity to have all complaints yin igated. 
Fifty citizens of Leavenworth, leading men, wanted to be d 


in defense of the Home and of Col Smith. They could only 

hear ten of them. The matter was all investigated. This ex 

parte testimony was all sifted to the bottom, and the result of the 
ding was the vindication of the management of the Home and of 

General Smith. These very men who are coming here with their 

charges went there, and from what I can learn the larger part 

3 F on this floor were made 
ere and thoroughly disproven. 

Mr. STEELE. Governor Morrill was with General Pearson. 

Mr. HULL. Governor Morrill, who was once a member of 
this House, and who is now governor of Kansas, was there. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Governor Morrill was not present. 

Mr. STEELE. He was there. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. No; Governor Morrill was not present. 

Mr. HULL. Governor Morrill was until 1894 a member of the 
Board and local manager of this Home. Now, I want to call 
your attention to another fact. These gentlemen want to get rid 
of Franklin, because they say he is responsible for keeping Smith 
in hisplace. After theseinvestigations General Franklin believed 
that Smith's usefulness was largely impaired, because of the fact 
that the fight which was inaugurated by Senator Plumb, who was 
Tsu as great a fighter as ever lived in Kansas, a great and 
e wane: but an intense isan, was carried on with such in- 
tense bitterness. Plumb out to crush the ment of 
the Home, and if he had not been called hence he would have been 
fighting on that line yet. General Franklin believed that Smith's 
usefulness had been impaired, and when the question of sustain- 
ing him had been brought up, General Franklin, General SEWELL, 
and John C. Black, of Mlinois, voted to remove Smith. I want the 
House to note this fact. Franklin voted as the gentleman from 
Kansas now desires. I have the testimony of Senator MITCHELL 
of Wisconsin for this. He is a member of the Board and author- 
izes me to make this statement on the floor. General Franklin 
voted to remove him, Colonel Smith. General Pearson, who con- 
ducted the investigation, said that he would not consent to such 
a gross injustice being done as to allow e disproved to de- 
man, and the rest of the Board voted to retain him. 

a Until an investigation should be had. 

Mr. HULL. Until a full investigation should be had, and un- 
der a full investigation General Pearson insists that Smith will be 
vindicated at bat int. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. When was that? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Indiana says that the inves- 
tigation was made in 1895. My recollection is that it was in 
December, 1894. 

Mr. STEELE. General Pearson and General Morrill made an 
arcane in 1894, when these affidavits were presented, and 
General Averill and Colonel Cooke made an investigation in 1895 
of the same 5 

Mr. HULL. y of us know Senator MITCHELL, and I want 
to say that when he gives me his word of honor that such a state of 
facts as that exists, I will take it. I have no doubt the records of 
the Board will prove that he has told the simple truth in regard to 
this matter. I have no objection, and the Committee on Military 
Affairs have had no objection, tomaking aninvestigation. Wede- 
layed action on this resolution until the very last moment, until the 
time when the terms of these officers were about to ire, and 
from the evidence submitted to us by every member of the Board 
and by an examination held under the authority of the Board, 
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where a fair trial could be had, in spite of what has been said 
about the inability of that distinguished Board to control these 
Homes, on their evidence we reported the names we have. 

Another thing, gentlemen. Youtalkabout getting in new blood. 
We have set aside two old members and put in two new ones. 
We have injected new blood; and if succeeding Congresses will 
do the same thing, in a little while you will have entirely a now 
Board of Managers. But I do not believe the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs or this House should fail to reelect General Franklin, 
in view of what has been telegraphed over the United States; and 
if you defeat him you place upon him the brand of dishonor, no 
matter what may be said. I admire General Howard; but there 
was a period in my life when I believed General Howard was not 
only grossly incompetent, but grossly dishonest; and it required 
time and investigation into his methods while in charge of the 
Freedman’s Bureau to convince the people of the United States 
that his character was as pure as that of any man in the United 
States. If he had been tried on the ex parte testimony that went 
through the United States at the time the Freedman’s Bureau col- 
lapsed, the people of the United States would have said that Gen. 
5 oe Howard was not only incompetent, but that he was dis- 

onest. 

I want to refer briefly to one or two other points. They have 
talked about this Inspector of the War Department report. 
want to call attention to it. This was not in favor of 
Smith or any other man. This is the report of the Inspector of 
the War Department; and I want to call attention to the question 
of discipline at these’ different institutions. Take the Central 
Home. That, you gentlemen all say, is well in spite of 
the letters that reflected so upon it. This report the War 
Department says: 


There has been an improvement in the discipline of the men,and the per 
cent of the whole LAN cured for that were not tried daring the year bas 
increased from 71 to 77 per cent. 


That is the Dayton Home. The total number of members was 
4,985, and 77 per cent were not tried for breaches of discipline. I 
will not r the rest. The Marion Home had 77 per cent not 
tried for breach of discipline. I will not take up all the others, 
but call attention to the Home under discussion. Taking the 
number tried during the year for infractions against the rules and 
regulations as a criterion of discipline, the discipline appears to be 
more favorable than that of any of the Homes. 

Number of members cared for, 3,658; 94.61 per cent were not tried for breach 
of discipline. 

Inother words, the discipline at Leavenworth is better than that 
of any of the Homes that have been inspected by the War Depart- 
ment. Now, what does this same 8 7 say about General 
Smith? He is the one that is on trial. e says: 

Governor A. J. Smith, to whose untiring — — and Geet resourcefulness 
much of the good work that has been accom ed is due, has remained in 
charge. 

He goes through the whole list of the Homes, and when he 
comes to this Home, this War Department Inspector, free from all 
control of this Board of Managers, gives to this Home a meed of 
the very highest praise for its management and the method of 
business involved in its conduct, 

Now, I do not know that it is any business of mine to refer to 
one question that has been dwelt on here at such great length, 
that of the beer saloons and the Keeley cure. So far as Iam con- 
cerned, Mr. Speaker, if I had the power I would take beyond the 
pale of every reservation all intoxicating liquors for sale as a bev- 
erage; but you have got to face this one fact, that in each and 
every Home you have a large number of inmates who will indulge 
in these 1 whether they buy them at the 
Home or have to walk a mile or 2 miles to get them. You have 
got this fact. At Marion they have no Home saloon. The in- 
mates are turned loose upon the people, ouside of the jurisdiction 
of the United States, to be preyed upon and robbed. At least the 
pic kets are not admitted tothose Homes, Every one of you 

ntlemen who lives in a town where soldiers that are not in the 

omes are paid off 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman yield to me? I want to 
strengthen his statement by reference to the Home in California. 

Mr. HULL. I have not time. 


our e ge after a pension payment has 
not r where a dozen of the pensioners have go 
had their pockets picked—that what they do not spend for beer the 
3 get. At least these beer halls in the Homes keep the 
ys from having their pockets picked. It may be true that these 
men are old enough now not to drink, but we have got to take 
them as they are, and there is not an old soldier on this floor who 
has met his comrades in their grand encampments who does not 
know that they will drink every time they want to, and they do 
not think it is anybody’s business, either. : 
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Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I need say anything more on 
this point. If you do not let the old soldiers spend their money 
in the Home they will go outside. If theg spend it in the Home 
the profits are not used for the benefit of individuals, as would 
seem to be implied in some of the speeches here; the profits are 
used for the benefit of the soldiers themselves, and, for my part, I 
would rather, if this traffic is to exist, that the old soldier should 
get the benefit of the profit than that it should go to private saloon 
keepers. And, further, I will assert that these canteens reduce 
the total of intoxication. As to the Keeley cure, I certainly do not 
2 to that if it tends to wean these men from their vicious 
habits. What does tho War Department say of the Keeley cure? 
That report is not made under the duress of Colonel Smith or 
under the duress of the Board of Managers. It is a report made 
— he man who is absolutely independent of Colonel Smith and 
of the Board of M ers, an Inspector of the War Depart- 
ment. That report says that 189 persons were treated for alco- 
holism and the morphine habit during last year, and adding that 
to all that were treated before, gives a total of a little over 1,300. 
But the point in connection with this subject that I want to call 
attention to is that in that period the lapses have been gg oe ne 
cent. You see, then, gentlemen of the House, that this ey 
cure, which has been so denounced here, has saved 89 per cent of 
those who have taken the treatment, and for one I say God 
the Keeley cure if it rescues my old comrades from this d 


vice. 

I have but a minute or two more, and in that time I want to 
say that I cherish the honor of the old soldiers as much as any man 
on this floor can possibly cherish it, but at the same time I say 
that those old soldiers, grouped together there in the Home, men 
without home ties, men who have no abiding place, can find fault 
with almost sayng and many of them would not be happy if 
peas rangi aren t. Let us, in our action here to-day, so vote 
that we shall not cast a slur upon any man who served his country 
in the hour of its peni but,if necessary, let us give an honest, 
fair, and impartial trial, which will enable the people of the great 
Republic to do justice toall the interests concerned. [Applause.] 

. HEPBURN. I want to ask my colleague a question. Your 
committee has omitted to recommend the reelection of two mem- 
bers of this Board of rs, Do you regard that as an assault 
upon those men or as a reflection upon their moral standing? 

Mr. HULL. I will answer that. One member of the Board, 
Mr. Fessenden, of Maine, desired to be retired and we selected an- 
other gentleman from the State of Maine to succeed him. The 
custom of Congress has been that the majority party here has con- 
trolled themajority of the Board, and we thought that Gen. John 
C. Black might properly retire and give place to that other gal- 
lant old soldier Prom inois, Gen. Thomas J. Henderson, and we 
made that recommendation. There was no charge against either 
of the gentlemen retired, and both have acquiesced in the change. 
I submit the following telegram: 


HARTFORD, CONN., April 16, 1896. 
Hon. E. J. 


HILL, 
House of Representatives, Washington: 


sterling integrity and unswerving devotion to what as just and 
right. si unintance with him has o held bine in highest 
esteem.” Charles P. Graham, adjutant-general of the State, speaks in the 


ms and 


rect. ese expressions are, as you must know, entitled to great weight. 
For ba dei I desire to add that for many years I have entertained vere high 
rega: for the great services, high c r, and unquestionable ability of 
General . Any number of strong testimonials co! be easily ob- 
tained if needed and a tile time could be had for the pu . 
O. V. CENT COFFIN, 
Governor of Connecticut. 


` Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. A 
telegram has been read here from Leavenworth, charging me with 
having had read in this body a forged as gn The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has presented that telegram. Ide- 
nounce the statement as cruelly and maliciously false, and the 
5 of that telegram as cowardly and uncalled for. I 
old in my hand the origi telegram sent to me. It was not 
used on the floor of this House, and that telegram denouncing it 
as a forged telegram and the statement as a lie was brought in 
here for the p of having its influence on this floor. I have 
here the original telegram as sent to me, with a statement that 
was published in the Leavenworth Times and in the Leavenworth 
Standard, which is friendly to Mr. Smith. with an accompanying 
affidavit. I ask, in justification to myself, that the telegram as 
origi a to me and the statements in the affidavit be read. 
Ir. H . Before granting consent, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
are I a will ask that the telegram which I hold in my hand 
ma’ read. 
BLUE. Excuse me, I believe I have the floor. 
Mr. HULL. Well, it is easy to take you off. 
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Mr. BLUE. I had not read the telegram referred to, and did 


not pro to read it, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] must have known that, because he asked me last night 
if I had that telegram, and I said that I had and thatif he wanted 
to read it I was ready to support it with statements. 


Mr. STEELE. t I said to the gentleman was, Have you 
read such a tch?” and he said, Yes, and I have affidavits 
to verify it.” at is howI understood him. Nov, if I was mis- 


taken in that, I certainly am willing to withdraw the dispatch I 
had read here and ask members to pay no attention to it. 

Mr. BLUE. I said that I had not used the dispatch and did not 
propose to use it. I have also here a letter—I can not give the 
name of the writer without a betrayal of confidence—saying that 
that statement in that telegram was true, and that a Catholic 
priest was used to get a retraction in the interest of Mr. Smith. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLUE. I have also, upon this 3 another commu- 
nication 7 Gxt methods practiced 

Mr. HULL. . Speaker, I shall have to object to the gentle- 
man going any further than his statement in connection With that 
tele 


Mr. GROSVENOR. J also must object, Mr. Speaker. This is 
practically a debate on the merits—— < 

Mr. BL No, sir; itis on a question of privilege with ref- 
erence to these papers. 

The SPE R. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas that as he did not read the telegram referred to his 
statement covers the question of 3 and that the reading 
of the telegram which he sends up would require consent of the 
H 


ouse. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I hope consent will be given for 
the reading of the telegram. 
There was no objection, and the Clerk read the telegram, as fol- 
lows: 
LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 31, 1896. 
Hon. R. W. BLUE, M. C., 2 —— ee 


You can say 25,000 railroad employees of Kansas will stand by Maj. Tom 
Anderson and the old soldier when the truth is known, asa good many mem- 
bers of the Leavenworth Home are ex-railroad em loy: and who have 
had many grievances. We will carry this fight politically from the Atlan- 
tic to the Pacific, and from the Lakes to the Gulf and from farm to factory. 


We owe no party any favors, but will fight oppression wherever found until 
this great wrong is corrected. Franklin and Smith should go. 
: D. F. MA HONEY, 
THOMAS KEENAN, 
HARRY ABBOTT, 


Committee. 


Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read the 
publications in the Leavenworth Times and in the Standard. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. sean if we are going to read newspaper 
clippings, I have a lot of them that I should be glad to have read. 

Mr. BLUE. But this is a part of this very matter. 

The SPEAKER. How much of the printed matter does the 
gentleman desire read? There are two columns of it. 

Mr. BLUE. Just what relates to the dispatch. The dispatch 
has been read, and now I want the Clerk to read what is said about 
the dispatch and also the affidavit. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I submit that we should now take the 
vote, and let this question of privilege come up later. e- 

Mr. HEPBURN. On this point of order, I want to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the gentleman from Indiana sent to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read a dispatch purporting to come from A. J. Smith, 
in which the gentleman from Kansas was charged with having 

resented to the House a forged telegram. Now the gentleman 

om Kansas rises to a question of privilege. And has he nota 

ight to do Se angre than simply to say he did not present 
a forged tele; ? Has he not the right, during his remarks, to 
investigate the whole matter as part of his question of privilege, 
and to exonerate himself fully from the charge made against him? 
Can he not, as part and parcel of his vindication, show that as a 
matter of fact such a dispatch, if he had presented it, was true? 
May he not do this in defending himself from the assault that has 
been made upon him? 

Mr. STEELE. In the first place, no gentleman has claimed that 
Colonel BLUE was responsible for the dispatch; and in the next 
place the “gentleman from Indiana” misunderstood the gentle- 
man from Kansas, or the gentleman from Kansas misunderstood 
“the gentleman from Indiana.” great many dispatches had 
been read. I received a tch and on the instant went to him 
and asked whether among his dispatches he had read a certain dis- 
patch. He said, Yes; and I have abundance of evidence to sup- 
port it.” If my understanding was not correct and if he did not 
understand my question, then, of course, he is exonerated so far 
as I am concerned, and I ask that any reflection which may have 
been made upon him may be withdrawn. 

Mr. HEP N. The question here is not whether the gentle- 
man from Indiana is sa‘ It isa question of privilege, affect- 


ing the honor of this House. The gentleman from Kansas has 
been charged here 8 with a crime. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, has he not the right to do something 
more than to say that that charge was not justified? In ier 
the charge, has he not the right not only to have read the dispa 
in question, but also all the matter tending to establish it asa 
statement of truth? 

Mr. BLUE. The reading will take only a moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S. er, what is the pending ques- 
tion? Is it a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that if this matter will 
take, as the gentleman from Kansas says, “only a moment,” per- 
haps the easiest method of disposing of it would be to have the 
dispatch read. 

Several MEMBERS. It has been read. 

Mr. BLUE. The reading will take but a moment. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that the dispatch was read, and now 
the 8 proposes to have read two columns of newspaper 
comment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, what is the question of priv- 


ilege here? 
he SPEAKER. How much of the matter sent to the desk 
does the gentleman from Kansas desire to have read? 

Mr. BLUE. Simply the two articles that are connected with 
this matter. The Clerk may omit the dispatch, because it has 
been read. I ask the Clerk to read simply the matter showing the 
denial, and then the copy of the affidavit 3 that such a 
telegram was signed and forwarded. That is all I ask. It will 
not take two minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Two minutes! More likely half an hour. 

Mr. BLUE. I think this will be simply fair treatment toward 
me under the circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kansas will indicate 
what he wants read, as there are two columns of matter which 
have been sent to the desk— . 

Mr. BLUE. I do not want the Clerk to read two columns. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk now understands what the gentle- 
man wants read, and he will proceed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


matter and signed by 


us,as the signatures were 


“DAN F. MAHONEY, 
“HARRY ABBOTT, 
“T. F. KEENAN.” 


Last night the ee wee brought to the Times office ag fo railroad man 
who claims that he was in the switch shanty at the time the telegram to 
Congressman BLUE was signed by the above men, and that he saw them put 
their signatures toit. He further says that a great pressure has since been 
brought to bear on these men to cause them to 1 er 

Here is the affidavit, which is published to show that this paper acted upon 
sufficient authority, and which goes to prove its truth: 
“ STATE or Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss: 

Ba it remembered that on this 2d day of Apri, 1896, before me, the under · 
signed, a notary public in and for the county and State aforesaid, came 
Geo: R. McGraw, who is personally known to me to be the same person 
who deposes and says that on the 30th ee of March, 1896, ‘I was present and 
saw a m signed by one Keenan, Abbott, and Mahoney, to be sent to 
Hon. R. W. BLUE, at Washington, D. È, the purport of which was in refer- 
ence to the railroad men e t by Maj. Thomas J. Anderson and the old 
soldiers in the Franklin-Smith fight.’ 

“GEO. R. McGRAW. 


“Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this 2d day of April, 1896. 

“ [SEAL.] J. D. KELLER, Notary Public, 

“ My commission expires June 1, 1806." 

‘ me BLUE. I think the reading explains this matter suffi, 
ciently. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is—there is no amendment 
pending, as the Chair understands— 

Mr. HULL. There are two amendments. 

Mr. BLUE. If thechairman of the committee 

rmit me, I want to make a suggestion. It has 

ere again and again that this proceeding here—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this a reopening of the debate? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. It has been suggested here again and 
again that this proceeding is not fair to General Franklin. Now, 
I am perfectly willing that this question shall go back to the Com- 
mittee on Milt itary Affairs ; that the parties concerned be heard for 
a reasonable time; that the whole matter be investigated, so that 
no injustice shall be done. With that view, this question might 
be amet for ten, fifteen, or twenty days, the substitute going 
to the committee along with the resolution. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Speaker, so far as that is concerned, we 
could not undertake to make an investigation by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, have witnesses summoned, and get aoa 
with all the necessary work in ten days or even two months, 


. HULL] will 
suggested 
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will be useless to undertake it, and very expensive in theend. I 
think we may as well pass on the question now, and let the House 


dent Hp BURN I rise to ‘liam: inqui 
r. a par entary inquiry. 
The 5 will state it. 
tent at this 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would it be in order or com 
time to move a recommitment of the resolution to the Committee 
on Military Affairs without instruction? I think after the debate 
we have had the instructions would not be necessary to the com- 
mittee to fully investigate, or at least so far as they could investi- 
gate, the matter and report to the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the time to move a recom- 
mitment is not now, as the House has ordered a vote at this hour. 
The matter could be.recommitted after the previous question was 
ordered on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But that has not been asked, as I understand 
it. Iwould ask unanimous consent to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman. Is there objection to the gentleman from Iowa making a 
motion to recommit this resolution to the Committee on Military 
Affairs without instruction? 

Mr. HILL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BLUE]. The Chair understands that an amendment is also offered 
by the os pee from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], on which the 
point of order was raised. 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the vote first be taken on your amendment, 
and withhold the point of order. 

Mr. BLUE. My amendment is to substitute the name of Gen- 
eral Howard for that of General Franklin. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I believe the point of order was reserved 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will sustain the pone of order; and 
op question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

ansas. 

The sachin was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 55, 
noes 180. 

Ehe result of the vote was received with applause. ] 

r. BLUE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 153, not 
voting 142; as follows: 


s YEAS—59. 
Allen, Utah Curtis, Kans. Joy, Prince, 
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Kem, Reev 
Baker, Md. dy, Kirkpatrick, Shafroth, 
Baker, ey, Snover, 
Barney, Fenton, Long, 8 ot 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lorimer, Stephenson, 
Bell, raff, Stone, W. A. 
Blue, Grout, Me Sulloway, 
Broderi pager Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Burton, Mo. er, Nebr. Miller, Kans. Tracey, 
Calderhead, Hartman, Miller, W. Va. ‘Treloar, 
Cannon, 3 es. 8 
Cooper Wis. Hopkins, More; Wood 
Y, Y, 
Crowther, a Northway, 
NAYS—153. 
Acheson, Draper, Little, Shi 
A Elliott, 8. ©. Livin; Simpkins, 
Aldrich, Ala. rdman, Lockhart, Smith, Mich, 
Allen, Evans, dox, rg 
A A Fairchild, y. Sou 
Arnold, R. I. Fischer, McCall, Mass. Southwi 
Atwood, tare McCall, Tenn. Spencer, 
Avery, G 3 McCleary, a ‘ 
Bailey Griswold, McClellan, Stahle, 
Bartlett, Ga. Grosvenor, Morea, y. Steele, 
Be Hadley, McCull Stewart, N. J. 
Bennet Hall, McDearmon, Strait, 
B. Halterman, McLachlan, Strong, 
„Ga. Hardy, McMillin, Sulzer, 

Bowers, Harmer, McRae, 8 
Brewster, Harris, Meyer, Taft, 
Bromwell, ; Money, Talbert, 
Brown, Hatch, oody, Tate, 
Brumm, Hemenway, Morse, Tayler, 
Bull, Henderson, Moses, Terry, 
Burrell, Hendri Otey, Tracew 
Burton, Ohio Henry, Conn. Owens, Tucker, 
Cai Henry, Ind. Pat Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, Hermann, Payne, Turner, Va. 

k, iowa Hil, Pendleton, Van Horn 
Cobb, Ala. Hitt, Perkins, Van Voorhis, 
Cooper Haß Pickler, Woelltsgton, 

y u 0 er, © 
Cooper, Tex. Huf, Poole, Wheeler, 
Cox, oat Powers, Williams, 
Culberson, Hurley, Pugh, Willis, 
N.Y. Kiefer, gg, Wilson, Idaho 

ord, Knox, y. W. 
De Armond, Lacey, Re burn, Woomer, 
Denny, 2 Ri r Wright, 
De tt, 4 — — Borm, Y 
Dinsmore, ` yers, 
Dockery, ae Scranton, 
Dolliver, Lewis, on, 


Abbott, Dalzell, @ Kulp, Robinson, Pa. 
itken, Daniels, Kyle, 
Aldrich, Il. Dayton, Latimer, Russell, Conn. 
Anderson, Dingley, Lawson. Russell, Ga. 
3 Dovener, Leisenring, Sauerhering, 
Arnold. Downing, Leonard, Settle, 
Babcock, Ellett, Va. Linton, Shaw, 
Bankhead, Faris, Loud, Shuford, 
Barham, Fitzgerald, Loudenslager, Skinner. 
Barrett, Foote, Low, Smith, III. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fowler, Sparkman, 
x Gamble, on, 8 
Bell, Tex. Gardner, McClure Ste Wis. 
Berry, Gibson McCormick, Stokes, 
Bishop, Gillet, N, 25 McEwan, Stone, C. W. 
Black Gillett, Mass. McKenney, Strode, Nebr. 
Boutelle, Grow, Mercer, Strowd. N.C. 
Brosius, y, Meredith, Tawney, 
uck, x iles, Towne, 
Chickering, Heatwole, Milliken Tyler, 

k, Mo. einer, er, N. Y Underwood, 
Clarke, Ala. born, Mondell, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Mo. Hooker, A Walker, Mass. 
Codding, Howe. Neill, Walker, Va. 
Coffin, Howell, Newlands, ‘alsh, 
Colson, Hulick, Noonan, ashin; 

Cook, Wis. Hunter, Odell, Watson, Ind. 
ke, Hutcheson, Ogden, Watson, Ohio 

Corliss, Hyde, Otjen White, 

Jenkins, Overstreet, Wilber, 

Cowen, Johnson, Cal. Parker, Wilson, N. Y. 

Crisp. Johnson, Pearson, W. Ohio 

Crowley, Johnson, N. Dak. Pitney, Wilson, S. C. 

Jrump, Jones, rice, W. 
Cummin Kendall, Raney, 
Curtis, Iowa Kerr, Robertson, La. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 


RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

BARRETT with Mr. NEILL. 

JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. STOKES. 

. COLSON with Mr. PRICE. 

. WHITE with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. STALLINGS. 
. ANDREWS with Mr. MILES. 

WILSON of Ohio with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

. OVERSTREET with Mr. BELL of Texas. 

. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. HOOKER with Mr. MINER of New York. 

. LEONARD with Mr. KYLE. 7 ` 
Mr. JoHNsoN of Indiana with Mr. HUTCHESON, 
The following were announced for this day: 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. JONES. 

. JOHNSON of California with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 
. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BERRY. 

. SHUFORD with Mr. LATIMER. 

. PARKER with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 

. TOWNE with Mr. Cor.iss. 

. McCormick with Mr. OGDEN. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Rusk. 

. PITNEY with Mr. SKINNER. 

. HOWELL with Mr. ABBOTT. 


. Grow with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

. GARDNER with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. JONES. 
. WILBER with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

. WOOMER with Mr. SHAW. 

. PEARSON with Mr. MEREDITH. 

. BOUTELLE with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Connecticut, my 
colleague, Mr. RUSSELL, is necessarily absent from the House. 
Lhave been requested to state that if present, he would vote “‘ nay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

KATE GRANT. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Kate Grant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


late beg (afterwards brevet-major, for gallant and meritorious services 
before Petersburg, Va.,“ as Wi 
ington, D. r 1865. 


ee yg te? rtieth iment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, to $100 
month, lieu of the pension now received by her, as evidenced by — — 
certificate numbered £78079. jae 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 

amendments: e 

In line 4strike out the word “ Mrs.” 

„ “captain,” in line 5, strike out the words in parenthesis, as 
lows: 

“(Afterwards brevet-major, ‘for gallant and meritorious services before 

Petersburg, Va.“ as per order of the War Department, dated Washington, 

signed Ed 


aeei the word “ twenty.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was 5 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, the title was amended so as to read 
„A bill to increase the pension of Kate Grant.” 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SARAH E. BOYD, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 
2557) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd. 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
TheSPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 
The Chair is informed that the engrossed copy of the Senate bill 
is nothere. Has the bill been reportedfrom the House committee? 
Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; a from the House committee pre- 
cisely as it passed the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. We should have the G wiser bill. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I will ask permission to withdraw it until I 
get the Regs bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks permission to withdraw 
the bill temporarily. 
RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to request unanimous consent to recommit the 
bill (H. R. 5108) authorizing and directing the Secre of the 
Navy to furnish eight pieces of condemned cannon to the Veteran 
Brigade, Grand Army of the Republic, Rochester, N. V., and also 
four pieces of condemned cannon to the Br Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association, Brockpott, N. Y., which was inadvertently 
epora from the committee. 

e SPEAKER, . The tleman from California desires to 
have a bill recommitted which was reported by mistake. Without 
objection, the leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 
MRS. MARIA B. BRINTON. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria B. Brinton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and_he is, author- 
ized and directed to isce opon oS roll the name of Mrs. Maria B. 
Brinton, widow of W: . Brinton, late a member of Company D, Second 
Pennsylvania Cavalry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $ per month. 
1 PETRIE: Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman if 
that bill has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. TUCKER. No; it has not, 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
constrained to object to the continuation of these requests. Gen- 
tlemen do not come here on Friday nights to attend to these mat- 
ters, and I object on that ground. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will state that I will object to the consid- 
eration of any bill that has not been considered at a Friday night 


session. 

Mr. MURPHY of Ilinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8012) donating 
ane ary seal nee and balls to Grand Army of the Republic 
post o „III. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. 1 object, Mr. Speaker. 


GEORGE JOHNSON. 


- Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to George John- 
son, of Lenox, Iowa. 


The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 


SARAH E. BOYD. 


Mr. ° tary 
should like to know the nature of that bill, and if it has con- 


Mr. FLET t is the same bill about which I spoke to 
the gentleman this morning. : 
: cir TALBERT. Has it oo considered at a Friday night ses- 
sion 
Mr. FLETCHER. It has not been considered at a Friday night 
session, but it has been considered and recommended by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam constrained to object, if it has not been 
considered at a ar Bie session. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] that this bill has passed the ob- 

ection stage. Permission was given before, and the actionof the 
ouse was ded until the engrossed bill was found. Does 
the gentleman from Minnesota desire to make an amendment? 
355 I desire to change the words Sarah E.“ to 
é ar: * 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that change will be made. 

Mr. LOUD. That ot Se a very dangerous holding of the 
Chair. The bill was drawn. The record will show that the 
Speaker made the statement that the bill was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the record, and if the 
gentleman from California is correct, why of course the bill is 
subject to objection. 

0 PICKLER. Did not the S er hold that the bill would 
be withdrawn for the purpose of the gentleman substituting the 
caprona bill? He had leave to substitute that bill. 
e 


SPEAKER. These presentations for unanimous consent 


ought to be laid before the House in entire fairness. It is a very 
important matter to put upon one member the duty of making 
objections if he is opposed to a bill. Therefore it ought to be 
conducted in perfect good faith in every way. 

Mr. PICKLER. I concede that. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker ° 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks on the notes of the Reporter 
me bill is not properly before the House, but is subject to objec- 

on. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will I have . to withdraw the bill 
and present it at another time. [. r a pause.] I wish to pre- 
sent the bill now, if I have recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents the bill for consider- 
ation. Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would ask the nature of the bill? 

Mr. FLETCHER. If the gentleman will read the report it will 
show the nature of the bill. The recommendation of Commis- 
sioner Lochren is there. 

F Ses report (by Mr. SHOUP, for Mr. HaNsBRouGH) was read, as 
ollows: . 


A billidentical with this has been introduced in the House of Representa- 
tives in the present session and reported favorably and now pending on the 
House 8 JSC 
their report and recommend the passage of the 


HOUSE REPORT. 


6ꝙ— anorani k yr pecan ial enh irori haca Sankey Apa (H. R. 
6808) gran a pension to Sarah a ow of George Boyd, captain 
Company E, Minnesota Infantry olunteers, ha examined the tacts 
and circumstances in this claim, believe that the wound . capri veo while 
the soldier held the rank of first lieutenant, contributed to his death, and 
therefore earnestly recommend that she be pensioned at $17 per month. 
The following letter from Judge Lochren, who was a comrade in 
concisely gives the soldier's history in service and the particulars of his 


death 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“ Washington, February 29, 1806. 

“My DEAR SIR: I have your letter with copy of H. R. 4491, a bill grantin; 
a pension to Sarah A. Boyd at the rate of $12 per month. She is the widow o 
Capt. Boyd, who enlisted as a private in Company E, First Regiment 
Minnesota Infantry, April 29,1861. I enlistedin the same company and served 
with him during the t three rs of the war. He was an excellent sol- 
dier, and took part in all the battles in which the rors was engaged, and 
was promoted to second lieutenant at the close of the peninsular campaign 
in 1862, and first lieutenant a short time later. In one of the battles he was 
severely wounded in the leg. He was mustered ont with the ent in 
May, 1864, and soon after assisted in raising a company for Hatch's Independ- 
ent Battalion of Cavalry, and became its captain, and served as such until 
that battalion was mustered out in May, 1866. 

“It appears that in the summer of said Geo Boyd was employed 
about the water power at the Falls of St. Anthony, in the Mississippi ent 
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in 8 and a sober, industrious man, and his 
widow, Mrs. Boyd, is a very worthy woman. 
Tours, very foe 
“WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
„Hon. LOREN 


FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.” 


[Law office of Gilfillan, Willard & Willard, Guaranty Building.] 
eee January 20, 1396. 


yd, Company F. t 
m; 


Minnesota Vo un came duly to for which please * 
until better paid; but I have heard no since. Mrs. Boyd is after me 
lively to aid her, 3 to ask if you letras os 
the matter; „ parent what we can dofor her, if any- 

$ know so little abo 


be ve if we could do something for her. and T belles Judge 
feels in same way about it. Will you kindly give 
it when convenient? And oblige 
Yours, very truly, J. B. GILFILLAN. 
W. H. H. Jonsson, Esq. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, according to the position I have 
taken, I shall have to object to that. I am not eee 
pension, but I am objecting to the manner of consideration. Ido 

submit that we have Friday night sessions, and gentlemen ought 
pees wees Sot eee 

Mr. FLET A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House do now 


ourn. 
ae SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Iwill ask if Ihad recognition to make a par- 


e ingit? 
The SP That can not interrupt a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FLETCHER, T had the floor before the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes-seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 53. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum on a motion to 
adjourn. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Minnesota was mak- 


inge TET CHER, My i inquiry is, was my bill ee consid- 


eration Dates the the gentleman! s objection was 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was not, — shake 
ment made FFF 


JOHN E. WILBUR, 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3659) for the relief of 
John E. Wilbur. 

The bill was read at len 

Mr. BREWSTER. I for the of the first part of the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

The part of the indicated was read. 

REWSTER. I ask for the of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

SPEAKER. Objection is made, 


USE BY THE UNITED STATES OF DEVICES COVERED BY LETTERS 
PATENT. 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H. „E. 4178) provi providing for the 
y the United States of devices covered by letters patent. 


e 
for the reading of the report. 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. I 

Ther was read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object to this. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker, 3 is withdrawn to the 
consideration of the bill I presented 


SARAH E. BOYD, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South 
Carolina has withdrawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota informs the 
Chair that objection is withdrawn to the consideration of his bill. 
The Clerk will read the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd. 
Beit 5 That the — ae — ay oe So is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. Boyd, widow 
of George Boyd, late captain Company E, First ent Mi 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per m 


The amendment moved by Mr. FLETCHER was read, as follows: 
Mg Sy ee Initial E” and insert the initial A so as to read Sarah 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer a suggestion or 
two upon this bill before it is 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California. 

Mr. 3 I would ask the gentleman how much this bill 
carries 

Mr. FLETCHER. Seventeen dollars a month. 

Mr. LOUD. How much does this widow get now? 

Mr. FLETCHER. ‘ht dollars. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say—— 

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 want to say to the gentleman that this is 
on the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand. Mr. S , I want once more to 


pensi 
legally entitled to pean Caa and who comes to „ 
reason in the world, except she has a friend, perhaps, to introduce 
a bill and it through Congress increasing her pension to case 
Now, this woman is no more entitled to a pension of $17 
month than any one of three or four hundred thousand o 
widows in this country who 5 but 88 a raat If 
this House wants to be honest and let it pass a bill increasing 
the amount of pension that a widow shall receive to 317, or to $20, 
or to $25 per month, if you have the nerve and courage to do it. 
If you can venture to face the country on that proposition, do it 
for every soldier’s widow in the country; aar I say again that so 
long as it is in my power I will avail myself of every 
to present to you and to the country the fact that you are 8 
out individual cases that have no special merit whatever, 
ions of double and three times, and in many in- 
es, the amount which thelaw allows. It is unfair, 
unjust, it is . any legislative 
sona this country, I hope the House not pass this bill. 
amendment was to. 


ooo oo 
in e ar e ayes seem: ve 
Kr. WMS 1 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 21; so the bill 
was ordered to be read a third time. 

The bill was 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was was laid on the table. 


The title of the bill was amended to conform to the change 
made in the name. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. „ask unanimous con- 
e eee ee eee the bill (H. R. 8012) donat- 
ing one con ed cannon and balls to Grand Army of the Re- 
public Post of Sparta, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre the Na: and he 8 here 
authorized and d „ atA — 
cannon and five cannon balls for ‘he purpose of 


Sparta. HE, one pe et 
decorating the srithout de dvcriment to the service, and that expense is 
hereby ineurred by the Government. =~ 
KOR 1 Is KOR objection to the present consideration 

o 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After the word“ place.“ in line 7, insert and two condemned cannon and 
five cannon balls for the Grand Army of the Republic post at Morenci, Mich.“ 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
ee to this bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is it an amendment to the amendment? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; it is an amendment to the 


granting 
stances of five tim 
be is inequitable, 151 is un 
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The SPEAKER. e Chair will first pe the question on the 
amendment of the 9 from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr.FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Also to donate to McDowell Post, Grand Army of the blic, of Enid, 
Okla., 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls: ideig t — she udg- 
without de 


ment of the Secretary of the N ney such articles can be 
riment to the A interests: And provided further, That the United States 
shall not be subjected to any Bowie A on account of such donation. 


Mr, McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry of 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs if he is present. 
Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
uestion. 
* Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs ore not a . to be present. 

Mr. MeMuILL Then I Will ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill, if he has any information upon the subject, to inform the 
House, as this seems to be growing into an omnibus bill, whether 
or not the cannon here provided for exist? 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. I understand so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In what numbers? 

Mr. MURPHY of Ilinois. I do not know. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. From what source does the gentleman get 
his information? 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that there is a provision in the bill which reads: Pro- 
vided that 5 — whe judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such 
articles can be spared without detriment to the public service.” 

Mr. MoMILLI I understand that; but if the articles exist 
the fact ought to be shown to the House, and if they do not exist it 
is idle for us to this bill. 

Mr. MURP of Illinois. This bill has gone through the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of 
order inst amending one private bill by adding to it another 

rivate bill. I do not understand that to be in order, and I think 
iti 8 a bad precedent to make, and therefore I make the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Neither amendment has been objected to, and 
= tleman from Ilinois has asked for the previous question 

e bill as it stands. 

88 5 D That, if ordered, would exclude further amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. That 3 exclude further amendments, 


This discussion has bonigo on er. Ik unanimous consent. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Sy ad the floor and was making 
inquiry before the geni nat "from Illinois sought the floor i 
Sk for the previous question. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ilinois asks for the pre- 
vious question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The amendment offered by Mr. FLYNN was to. 
ae GLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, let the be read as it 
8 $ 
The bill as amended was read, as follows: 
Beit etc., That the Secre: of the Navy be, at he is hereby, au- 
thorized_and ted to deliver to Grand Army of the Republic post o 
8 II., 1 condemned cannon and 5 cannon 13 e purpose of deco- 


Post, Grand 1 of t 
lcondemned cannon „ in tho j 
the Secretary of the Navy such articles can be 6. 5 0 

the pablie interest: And pr ‘urther, That the United States shall not 
be subjected to any expense on account of such donation. 


8 Was Spee to be 9 ey hese 1 and 

being engrossed, it was aceo y read the e, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. SPALDING. the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill donating condemned cannon and cannon balls.” 


JAMES MILLER, 

Mr. OWENS. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill No. 2889. I want to say that bill 
has no merit in the world except that of justice; and that being 


so, I sw somebody will object to it, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of 2 yee of Bourbon County, Ky. 


Ano BERAK ER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear 
the report. 

The report (by Mr. PucH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2889) 
for ess relief of James Miller, satentt t the 83 report: 
The ef of James W De 


bill asks an . . peace of 81.570 for the 
rmaster sarees taken from him 


a for commissary quarter 

b7 a pa part of the Army of the United States during the late war between the 
The petitioner claims, and the proof shows, that in July and Au 1802, 

e a quartermaster In the Sega Kentucky Cavalry, k from 

said James Miller, of oe County, Ky., 1,680 bushels of corn, valued at 
40 cents per bushel, $672; 8. Poo ane o of 100 ao at 75 cents per hundredweight, 
$630; 40 cords of wood. at $2. bushels of oats, at 40 cents 
per bushel, $168; making an — A. 2 $1,570; Boor’ said Campbell, 
quartermaster as aforesaid, gave said James Miller a 
said Miller gave the recei tto a engine by the Sane of 
sented to Colonel Me 


5 9 81 thag 


Seventh Regiment, for his a re 18 
said Hillock in some way ost the the said receipt, which has ever been f found, 
was never . for payment, and has never been 

The proof further shows tha hat said James Miller filed 1 in the 
termaster's De ent, but was refused payment thereof by reason o the 


the . r-General was unable to certify that he was con- 
ae oe of the loyalty of the claimant, as required by the act of July 4, 1864, 


It is proper to state that several poe under oath, certified in due form 
of law, swear very fully and pomni vi roly to the loyalt; "of said Miller before, 
suring and since the late war, which, while ex pa makes a prima facie 
loyalty, at least, 3 on the other hand the c question of his disloyalty 
who wots upon ow o, naked, unsworn ment of one of the special agents 
27 — holl — stato tot £ thi cial 
of the 


N that several gentlemen say Miller was 
disloy: e esT all doubt, Fe 


These several gentlemen were not sworn— made ere and only unsworn 
statements, which were reported to the neral in an unsworn 
statement. By the rules of the rmaster's Department such state- 
ments are treated as competent and proper testimony. But your committee 
submit that in any court of justice, as well as before a commit 

such statements can not be taken and held as oan parent testimony. The 
most that the statement of said 


the loyalty of James Miller, and do therefore determine that he is loyal. 
Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
Mr. COX. This bill comes from the Committee on War Claims, 
I should like to make an gaye about it. Has the bill ever been 


presented to the Court of Claims in order that the loyalty of the 
claimant ht be established? 
The SP The Chair is unable to answer that question. 


Mr. i I should like the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
Sower it. 

OWENS. As the reportsets forth, the papers which would 
bons ne in taking this case into the Court of Claims have 
been lost. rhe proof, however, establishes very clearly the loy- 
alty of the claimant. 

Mr. COX. There are many claims of this character; and of 
course none of them can pass until the question of loyalty is first 
decided in the Court of I see no distinction between this 
claim and hat other. But the committee report in this case that 
pama facie the claimant is loyal, while in thousandsof other cases 

he claimants are obliged to go to the Court of Claims to establish 


their 1 
S. The maeman: who reported this bill [Mr. 
Puan] does not seem to resent. 

Mr. COX. Ido not want to make an objection; but Ido not 
see any distinction between this claim and thousands of others in 
which the parties are obliged to establish in the Court of Claims 
BoE loyalty during the war. 

WENS. e committee say that the proof before them 
esihlished wae clearly the loyalty of this claimant; andthe pices 
x vora ually clear in previous Congresses in which this bi 

1 7 


reported. 
X. Why not send the case to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. OWENS. have already stated the reason why the case 
has not been taken to the Court of Claims. Of course gentlemen 
will have to determine this matter for themselves. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In order that we may have time to examine 
into this question, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. OWENS. That leaves the bill before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr.OWENS. How so? 

The SPEAKER, Because there has been no consent on the part 
of the House to its consideration, 

. OWENS. Well, there has been no objection. 

The SPEAKER. All the same, the motion to adjourn disposes 
of it. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair lays before the 
House a report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ike mr 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
(S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to print the Annual 
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Report of the Superintendent of the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in quarto form and to bind it in one volume; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


JOHN C. DULL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution; 
which, by unanimous consent, was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to 


furnish to the House a duplicate N apes copy of the (8. 716) to correct 
the naval history of John C. Dull, the same having been mislaid or lost. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Horr, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
two days, on account of business. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. COBB, 
asks to be excused from further service on the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. Without objection, he will be excused. The 
Chair hears no objection. The Chair appoints as a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
COBB; as a member of the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. ALDRICH, and as a member 
of the Committee on Labor, the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
Van Horn. 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY that the House adjourn was then 
= ppt to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the 

ouse adjourned, ; 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred House joint resolution No. 41 and House con- 
current resolution No. 12, reported in lieu thereof a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 172) to provide for a commission to determine the 
true boundary line between the United States and Canada, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1310); which said bill and report were 
rred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


refe 
the Union. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7324) to author- 
ize and empower the State of South ota to select the Fort 
Sully Military Reservation in said State as a part of the lands 

nted to the State under the provisions of an act to provide for 
the admission of South Dakota into the Union, ap oved Febru- 
ary 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
rt (No. 1312); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Gommittes of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 7262, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8260) to establish a life-saving station at 
Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred to 

e Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military 
The bill (H. R. 2974) to correct the mili record of Co 
Winkler, late private Eighth Company, First Battalion, First 
Ohio Sharpshooters. (Report No. 1309.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 7181) for the relief of David A. McKnight. 
(Report No. 1 5 75 

By Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (S. 115) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks. (Re- 
port No. 1313.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
1 5 12140 321) granting a pension to James W. Dunn. (Report 

0. š 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5077) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fitzpatrick. 
(Report No. 1315.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 


bill (H. R. 7548) granting a pension to Eunice P. Bigelow. (Re- 
port No. 1316.) 
By Mr. of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7982) to increase the pension of Albert 


Head. rt No. 1317.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
4024) for the relief of W. S. Hammaker. (Report No. 1318.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
m 1100 granting a pension to William L. Quinn. (Report 

0. 

By Mr. HALTER MAN, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6561) to increase the pension of Martha C. Car- 
ter, widow of Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter. (Report No. 1820.) 

The bill (S 2055) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. Chris- 
tine C. Barnard. ( rt No. 1321.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o 955 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8235) granting to the Minne- 
. St. Paul and Ashland Railway Company a right of way 
through the reservation of the Lac Courte Oreilles band of Chip- 
pewa Indians of Lake Superior, in the county of Sawyer and State 
of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8236) regulat- 
ing instructions to juries in the courts of the United States—to 
the Committee on the J 1 67 1 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8237) to improve the printing 
and binding methods of the public documents - to the Committee 


on Printing. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8238) to provide for the publi- 
cation of historical manuscripts in the Department of State, the 
records of the Continental Congress and Revolutionary records, 
and rolls now in ion of the Government, and such as may 
be loaned or contributed by the States or otherwise—to the Com- 
mittee on S riations. 

By Mr. R N: A bill (H. R. 8239) to cause the foreign- 
built ship Chasles R. Flint to be registered as a vessel of the United 
States under the name of the Charles R. Flint—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8240) to r te the pay of 
compositors, bookbinders, and pressmen in the Government Print- 
ing ffice—to the Committee on Printing. 

y Mr. BROMWELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 173) suspend- 
ing the operation of the last clause of section 48 of the act entitled 
An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,” approved August 28, 1894, for the 
period of two years from and after July 1, 1896—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were ö and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8241) grant- 
ing a pension to Albert J. Goble, late a private of Company H, 
Eighth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8242) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maj. L. F. Warner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8243) for the relief of Rebekah 
ou ins, widow of Jesse Wilkins—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8244) for the relief of James R. 
3 of Chattanooga, Tenn. —to the Committee on Military 

airs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) for the relief of Alexander Parker, of 
Franklin County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) for the relief of Daniel Kaylor, of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 8247) for the relief of T. R. 
Mason, of Adairville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Emily E. Cash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8249) for the relief of J. L. 
8 of Greene County, Pa. —to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 4 bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William 
Gemmill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8251) for the relief of Frank 
G. Osburn—to the Committee of War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of Lizzie 
Hagny, as administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, de- 
peony cit ibs the Committee on Claims. í 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8253) to pension 
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Mrs. Emily Sims, widow of Edmond Sims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8254) for the 
relief of J. W. and J. P. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8255) to remove the charge 
of desertion from record of Edwin Horton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

B SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 5 relief of Henry 
Motadde to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A pill (H. R. 8257) granting a pension to 

Hitt Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT (b bi raid A bill (H. R. 8258) to place on the 
rolls of Company fty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, the 
name of Eli pet Pie the 5 on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 825 Bh tk canoes ake cease of 
desertion ee eee acob Burl t, late of Company A, 
TEON E Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Providence, R. I., against the 
passage of the bill to establish a bureau of military ‘education i in 
the public schools—to the Committee on rer, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 42 clerks in the War Department, 
in — — of a law creating a retired list for the Fe em- 
poss of the Executive Departments—to the 


By Mr. BULL: Petition of D. Russell Brown, praying for favor 
ables action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent 
ee e per half Come, and toamend the laws relating 
to secon: to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and aar Oh 


N. X. 


and measures to 


in favor of the adoption of the metrics 
the Committee on Coinage, 


of 
eights, and 


hts 
eas- 


tition of members of Joe Spratt Post, No. 323, Grand | 


Army song p the Republic, of Watertown, N. Y., in favor of seryice- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of citizens of Clintondale, N. Y., 
asking that religious matter be admitted as second class in the 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of the common council of the 
city of Fremont, Nebr., eee for the passage of the bill for the 
transmississippi and international exposition at Omaha, Nebr.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the char, of desertion from the record of Edwin Horton—to the 

on 


Affairs. 
Mr. TAFT: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
10 Burkhardt to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNE: Petition of members of the Anoka Retail 

ers’ Association of Minnesota, the of House 

bill No. 6668, to amend the act relating to the sale of intoxicating 

liquors in the District of Columbia by raising the license fee—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of Joshua and other 
citizens of Baltimore, Md., favoring the enactment of a Sunday- | Sea 
cy 5 the national capital to the Committee on the District 

um 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 17, 1898. 


TETS T Se Cop n Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeđed to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ie ALLEN. In view of the fact that the Senator from New 

3 desires to resume his ent us soon as pos- 

ask unanimous conni that the further reađing of the 

wi 

ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 

— unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Journal will stand approved, if there be no objection. 

DISPOSITION OF GARBAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com. 
‚munication from the She Dequsnigrioinens af the Thateiek of Golemhia. 


mmittee on Re- 
| tlement of the Veneznelan question, and 


Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Watertown, 


transmitting,in response to a resolution of Fe 

full report of their action under the act of March 2, 190%, in nthe 

matter of the removal of the garbage of the cities of W: 

and Georgetown; which was ordered to be ted, and, with the 

9 papers, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro ae presented sundry petitions of 
citizens of Washington, D praying for the passage of Senate 

bill No. 1515, to incorporate 1 Columbia Telephone Company; 
1 were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Banner Post, No. 308, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, of South 
Sioux City, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a per diem service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. PEFFER. I tthe ion of William B. Matchett, 
of Si emai ae D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
in relation to his claim against the Government of Veneznela, I 
move that the petition and accompanying papers be referred to 
the Committee on Forei; e 

The motion was 

Mr. eee te resented 3 of the Su ig (pe Chapter of 
the Amaan Gar ne Citizens’ Sarin pt of es re- 
monstrating agains eg ation of mon or sectarian 
institutions; which was deed to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of G. R. Curtis, mayor, and 308 
other citizens of Newburyport, Mass., , praying for the speedy set- 

or an alliance with 
England to suppress the Armenian atrocities; which was ordered 


to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER. I present the memorial of John M. Moit, of 
Chicago, III. The purpose of the memorial is to call the attention 
ct Conero 1 Tae pa m of anew alphabet and to revise the 
mode of spelling the language. In a letter addressed to 

„CCC aa a Cie a suai Roel oe 
length in the presence of the Senate. I shall therefore give it 
some attention. It is a memorial of great 1l I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and if that 
committee should think proper to lay it again before the Senate 
it will have an of doing so. 

The motion was agreed to. 2 

Mr. CARTER presented a memorial of 17 citizens of Wickes, 

against placing the statue of Pere Mar- 
ee AK ee eee 


MAN presented the petition of Oliver Hemstreet and 
sundry other citizens of Baltimore, Md. pan for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of umbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the ur of Columbia. 


Mr. SQUIRE ted 5 of citizens of Roches- 
ter, Dryad, and Port Townsend, all in the State of W. n, 
remonstrating 1 5 placing the statue of Pére Marquette in 
3 Hall; which were referred to the Committee on the Li- 

7577 

1 pir ptr petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 

of 3 citizens of Black River, Maple Valley, and 

— all in the State of Washington, praying that an appro- 
riation be made for the 3 of the flax industry in that 
m te; which were referred to Committee on Agriculture and 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ellensb 
seh, i» raving for the enactment of 8 giving to secon 

such as religious tracts, full advantage of the 
act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
ga and Post-Roads. 

apy slyly gh itp F. E. Harris, editor of the 

ocala (is) and sundry other citizens of Florida, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the book agents 
of the Methodist iscopal Ch Church South; which was referred to 
the Committee on 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2775) to authorize the Herndon and Aldie Rail- 
road to construct a bridge over the Potomac River at or below the 
Great Falls, it with amendments. 

Mr. PETTI REW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1569) allowing certain Lower 
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Brule Indians to take allotments of land on the Rosebud Reserva- 
tion, south of White River, in the State of South Dakota, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. eee a pension to Nathan Mitchell, 

rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 134) authorizing foreign ex- 
hibitors at the Tennessee Centennial ion, to be held in 
Nashville, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign labor- 
ers from their re tive countries for the purpose of preparing 
for and making ir exhibits, and allowing articles importe 
from foreign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said 
exposition to be imported free of duty, under re; tions pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Select 
Committee on International Expositions: which was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7264) to 
provide for the drainage of lots in the District of Columbia, to 
report it without amendment. I ask that the corresponding Sen- 
ate bill on the Calendar be indefinitely postponed, and that the 
bill just reported shall take its place. 

The P ENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill (S. 2521) to provide for the drainage of lots in the District of 
Columbia will be postponed indefinitely, and the bill just reported 
will take its place upon the Calendar. 

Mr. Mc LAN. Iam also directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6663) 
to authorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed freight, baggage, 
and other property in the District of Columbia, to report it with- 
J)) (6 

r be indefinitely p n ill just 
shall take its place. 

The PR ENT p> tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill (S. 2821) to authorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed 
freight, baggage, and qiiar ging Grd in the District of Columbia 
will be nitel and 


inde y popas A e bill just reported will take 
its 2 5 55 the Calendar. 
. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Post-Offices 


eg for the year ended June 30, 

approved July 16, 1894, amending the third proviso thereof, 

it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 

Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 818) to provide for 

‘the care and cure of inebriates in the District of umbia, sub- 

mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 

bill was postponed indefinitely, 

: He 150 bil A pes pasar on iy aie to bar was re- 

erred the . 2729) gran a pension to Emma Weir Casey 

$ rted it with an amendment, eee a report thereon. . 

. BACON. I am directed by the Committee on the District 

of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4452) to amend 
section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relati 
to the District of Columbia, to report it without amendment. 

ask that the corresponding Senate bill on the Calendar be indefi- 

À ne Pores and that the bill just reported by me may take 

0. 


its 

e PRESIDENT gro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill (8.1703) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the District of Columbia, will be indefi- 
= poned, and the bill just reported will take its place upon 

e Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6104) for 
the relief of Anton Gloetzner, to report it without amendment. I 
ask that the corresponding Senate bill on the Calendar be indefi- 
* postponed, and that the bill just reported by me may take 


Ce. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 

bill (S. 2182) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner will be indefinitely 

postponed, and the bill just reported will take its place upon the 
n 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2748) viding that 
all judgments in civil causes in the District of Golumbia shall 
bear interest, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2883) granting an increase 
nsion to Isaac Harbaugh; which was read twice by its title, 
, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


ensions. 
Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2884) to remove the 


re 


of 
an 
P 


charge of desertion from Ebenezer Dailey; which was read twice 


Affairs. 
an act en- 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2885) to amen 
titled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian redations,” approved March 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations, 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. ee eee a bill (S. 2886) 
granting an increase of pension to William Drewitt; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2887) gang an increase of pens 
sion to George Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with: 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2888) granting a pension to Robert 
H, Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2889) to aid and encourage the 
holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., 
in the year 1897, and Taking an appropriation therefor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on 
Internatio itions. 

Mr. GO. introduced a bill (S. 2890) for the relief of Susan 
S. Alexander, widow and executrix of George W. Alexander, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2891) to increase the pension of 
Lucy Le G. Jeffers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2892) to incorporate ‘‘The 
National Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild”; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2893) granting a pension to Lily 
C. Kingsley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be ee 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. AONI 3 9 eee oy 485 

posed by e sundry civil appropriation ; whic 
were Sa ma to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
f Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THE NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 


how many astronomical observers are now e in manng observations 
with the 3 instruments of the Naval Observatory, the object of 
the work being done with each instrument; whether any of the instruments 
are not yet in condition or not insuccessful use for making observations of the 
best, if so, the nature of their defects; to what extent results of obser- 
vations made with each of the instruments since the occupation of the new 
Observatory have been published in scientific 8 or official works; in 
what if an Loe NeR ae done or 

ents are 


o bservato: ha 
made Spei plans and methods of work at the old Naval Observ: 
4 to 


servatory to ships tes, 

the poga Observatory at Greenwich to British ships; the total annual ex- 
pense the Naval Observatory, inclu the pay of navaloffi- 
cers on duty there, and the respective ms of that expense wing out 
of, or fairly chargeable to, the care issue of chronometers, the care and 
issue of other nautical instruments, and the astronomical work of the Observ- 


atory. 
ACCIDENTS TO NAVAL VESSELS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

of the Hary te; and he is hereby, directed to 
accidents have occurred to naval vessels 
during the last six years, the causes thereof, and theamount of such damages, 
separately, in money. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS, 
Mr. WARREN. I submit a concurrent resolution; which I ask 
may be read, printed, and lie over under the rule. 
e concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution to relieve third-party ownersand 3 
of Union Pacific Railway Company lands within the 40-mile it of the 


Whereas, by an act entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 


APRIL 17, 


d telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and 


tosecure 

e aly a Te 
approv: 

is — to the 


Company completed its main line ot 
from Omaha, Nebr., to Ogden, Utah, in 1869, or about twenty-seven 
the necessary req ments to entitle it to the benefit of 
; and the Government of the United States soon there- 
e location of the railroad or outer limit of the t and de- 
clared the odd-numbered sections within that boundary to which the Union 
Pacific was entitled; and ; 
Whereas there has since been no uenon as to the location of said railroad 
land, or outer limits thereof, or of the sections within the grant to which the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company was entitled on the main line of the Union 
Pacific a apg in western Nebraska, northern Colorado, Wyoming, and 
jan 
Whereas the Union Pacific Railroad Com K accordingly, with the 
knowledge and consent of the Government, disposed of alarge quantity of this 
land at various dates d the last twenty or more years by sales to indi- 
vid firms, and corporations for cash and by sales under contracts pro- 
viding for installment payments during periods of ten or more years; and 
Whereas, by an act of Congress approved July 10, 1886, the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company or its successors in title to these ds were compelled to 
pay taxes upon all such lands and have since been continually town, 
, county, and State or Territorial taxes inst the same, as if they had 
been actually patented to the owners by the United States; and 
Whereas a very large number of settlers throughout Wyoming and adjoin- 
States have in the meantime paid in full for their homesteads and ranches 
many more settlers are now completing or soon complete the re- 
payments due upon their lands, and are in some cases in n 
of warranty deeds from Union Pacific Company; in others have 
a en pe sae MAO, and in still other cases will within a short time so ap- 
zan, 
ereas the Union Pacific Railroad Company has, in obedience to the ve 
numerous demands already made and other anticipated demands, and as it 
in due and legal form to apply Te 
e from the United States, and has under the law and acco to —— 
are situ- 


an 
to the Government the use of the same for 
a 


ereas the Union Pacific 


t of lands long since sold bre company, and amoun’ in the 
tal to some 2,780,000 acres of d. over 95 r cent of which total has been 
disposed of C 
tract for pa: 

Whereas 


ce; and 
Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, by verbal instructions given the 
Land Commissioner more than a year ago, osama the suspension of work 
upon the land lists in question, and later ed the following written orders 
as of the dates given therein, to wit: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“Washington, November 19, 1895. 


“DEAR SIR: I have to request that until further ordered you will nd 
no time in and forwarding to the Department lists of lands within 
the or indemnity limits of c Railroad Company, the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, or any of their branch lines. 


“Very respectfully, 
si N “HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
“The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE.” 


“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“Washington, December 11, 1895, 
“Srr: You are here 


ested not to prepare nor to submit for my a 
val any lists of lan applied for on account of the grant made to any 
md-aided railroad. 


The order of November 19, 1895, is modified accordingly. 


Very respectful 
ay, u “HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
“ COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE.” 


And therefore no work is being performed upon such lists to prepare them 
for patent, and no patents are being issued; and 
ereas the Secre of the Interior in his last annual rt indicated 
that there was a necessity or at least a desirability of affirmative action on 
the part of Congress in order to 8 the Government claims against the 
pce 1 the forfeiture of its undisposed of lands remaining from the 
grant, as follows: 
Land grants.—l have recently deemed it advisable to direct the Co: 
sioner of the General Land Office to allow his force to give their time to selec- 
made by roads other than Sed bond-aided roads. I have not 


an 

Whereas it appears improbable that Congress will reach the subject with 
aremedy during the 8 session; and 

Whereas innocent purchasers of rail: -grant lands can not gre 

title in sale, nor exhibit a sufficient abstract to enable them to bor- 

row money upon such lands, and are greatly injured and impoverished 
thereby, some being already bankrupt and others with the savings of a life- 
time in jeopardy because unable to raise 22 on lands to improve their 
homesteads, 8 their ranches, and support and educate their increasin; 
families in advancing years, or in some cases toeven pay taxes on account 
their patents so 5 being withheld: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House o Representatives concurring), That 
the Secretary of the Interior be directed to rescind his orders to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office suspending work upon the Union Pacific 


Railroad Com land lists now on file emb) lands along the Union 
Pacific main line in western Nebraska, northe: lorado, Wy: an 
Utah, and shall cause work thereon to be resumed and patents toissue to the 


Union Pacific Bawar 88 without delay to all lands described in the 

e —.— on file in t nited 5 romos upon which — 7 
e e Union Pacific Railway Com o com] thro 

2 y and sufficient title to the purchasers 


Union Pacific Railway Compan 
and present owners of such lani 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution 
will go over under the rule. 


FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Lask that the name of the Senator from Ver- 


mont S 5 be substituted for that of the Senator from 
North ota [Mr. ROUGH] as a conferee on the part of the 
Senate upon the di ing votes of the two Houses on the bill 


(S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of a free 
public ap ad ate reading room in the District of Columbia. 
The PR ENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bill and joint 
pl R. 2224) in f Le 

i R. granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Schillings and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
pas resolution (S. R. 181) relative to the improvement of the 

rbor of Erie, Pa. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2557) ting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: F 

A bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant; and 

A joint resolution Mee Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. 

The message 
with a duplicate en; 
naval history of Jo 
or lost. 


further requested the Senate to furnish the House 
grossed copy of the bill (S. 716) to correct the 
O. Dull, the original having been mislaid 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the 
Public Printer to print the annual report of the Superintendent 
of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form 
and to bind it in one volume; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

THE UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolu- 
tions, the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I observe by the Calendar that 
the unfinished business is stated to be resolution numbered 121, 


known as the resolution for the bond investigation. Yesterday 
at the head of the Calendar ap ed as the unfinished business 
what is known as the Uncom Indian Reservation joint reso- 


lution. I desire to make the inquiry of the Chair as to how the 
joint resolution lost its place? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was not present when that matter was under consideration 
yesterday. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] was in the 
chair. But after examining the RECORD this morning it is the 
opinion of the Chair that unanimous consent was given for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bond resolution and making that the unfin- 
ished business, andif that was doneit displaced the prior unfinished 
business and sent it to the Calendar. 

Mr. CANNON. In the numerous allusions to this subject 
which have taken place in this Chamber during some weeks past, 
especially since the proposed bond resolution was brought in, 
there has never been any understanding generally had by the 
Senators present, I think, that the joint resolution relative to the 
Uncompahgre Indian Reservation was to be displaced. Repeat- 
edly, until the proceeding had become wearisome to the Senate, 
either myself or my colleague rose and asked that the joint reso- 
lution should retain its place as the unfinished business, and we 
received constant assurance that there was no intention to antag- 
onize or displace the joint resolution. And so far as we have been 
made aware there was no action taken which would displace the 
joint resolution. It was the ponni understanding that the joint 
resolution should retain its place. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a eee Ags ees 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the Senator from Utah were now to move 
to take up the joint resolution and the Senate were to proceed 
with it until 2 o’clock, would not then the measure which the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] has in charge come up as the 
unfinished business? 

„ T pro tempore. The Chair understands that it 
wo 
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Mr. HOAR. Perhaps that method will satisfy both Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar being now in 
order, the Chair understands that it is entirely competent for the 
Senator from Utah to move to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. I will then inquire if the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Vitas] is in attendance? 


Tona ERIDEN pro tempore. The Chair has no information 
as to that. 
Mr. HOAR (to Mr. Cannon). Move to take it up. 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the joint resolution be taken up 
for present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution 5 R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to o for public entry all that certain 
part of the publicdomain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
compah ndian Reservation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask what will be the status of the 
bond resolution which was under consideration yesterday if the 
motion should be agreed to? 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair has just said that it would be the un- 
finished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o'clock. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It comes up at 2 o'clock regularly. 
Then the motion of the Senator from Utah to take up the joint 
resolution at this time i 

Mr. HOAR. Does not affect that at all, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does not, I understand. 

Mr. PEFFER. All that can be done with the joint resolution 
is to occupy the time until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAs] has been, I understand, anxious to be present when the 
joint resolution is considered by the Senate, and this proposition 
seems to come at an unusual and extraordinary time. I hope the 
Senate will not consider the joint resolution at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps a suggestion that there is no quorum 
present would bring the Senator from Wisconsin here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall certainly make the sugges- 
tion if there is any attempt to proceed with the joint resolution. 


Mr. PLATT. I make it. 
hes PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Hill, Platt, 
Allen, pare uae, ‘x Rosh 
Allison, u ones, ay. 
Bacon, aes Lodge. Bowell, 
Baker 95 c Ə, erman, 
Bate, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, T, Mantle, Smith, 
Brown, George, Martin. Squire, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mitchel, Oreg. Teller, 
Call, Gordon, Mo: * Turpie, 
Cannon, Gorman, Palmer, Walthall, 
Carter, ray, 5 Warren, 
Chandler, le, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Chilton Perkins, Wilson, 
Cockrell. Hawley, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. CANNON. 3 my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah moves 
ery the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate joint reso- 

ution 102. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (S. 
R. 102) directing the Secretary of the Interior to open for public 
entry all that certain part of the pabho domain in the State of 
Utah known as the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, the pend 
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. VILas to add the 
following proviso: 

vided, t ds contain haltum, mite, or like substances 
shall’ 3 oa . te jee img * 

Mr. CANNON. In view of the absence of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and being advised that he desires to continue his re- 
marks on the pending amendment, I ask that the joint resolution 
may be temporarily laid aside for twenty minutes, until he can 
reach the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah asks 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of the joint reso- 
lution may be postponed for twenty minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is postponed for twenty minutes. 


MEDICAL AND DENTAL COLLEGES, 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to consider the motion I entered 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 


5488) to Lng for the incorporation and re; tion of medical 
colleges in the District of Columbia. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] desires to have the motion disposed 
of. I should like to say a very few words on the subject. The bill 
contains the following provisions: 

It shall be unlawful for any medical or dental colle 
thority to confer, or actually conferring, the degree of 


or doctor of dental surgery. not incorporated by a 
conduct its business in the District of Columbia unless such college 


claiming the au- 
ey +S vem 

act of Con 
— 


registered the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and ted by 
them a writ permit to commence or continue business in said District in 
compliance with the uirements of this act. 


lt shall be the duty of the proper officers of any such college, before com- 
mencing or continuing business, to apply to the said Commissioners for reg- 


On. 

And the “ Commissioners are hereby authorized and required to make such 
regulations“ as they may deem best. 

It will be seen that instead of presenting, as is customary, the 
qualification of professors or teachers of any kind, the bill commits 
absolutely to the three Commissioners the power to say whether 
or not any person shall teach this particular science or profession. 
As to this being the plain requirement of the bill, there can be no 
doubt; the language needs only to be read to see that this is true, 
If this is not intended, the language should be changed. 

A law which commits to three men the absolute power to allow 
or to refuse anyone permission to teach anything or give instruc- 
tion in any science or profession—a censorship over human thought 
and expression—is not the modern system of protecting the pub- 
lic against wrongful opinions. It is certainly right that some 
protection should be afforded the public by some measure to 
ascertain and require qualifications of a scholastic or scientific 
nature of persons who shall preston the different professions, but 
that a blind authority should be given to three men to say to this 
one, You shall,” and to the other,“ You shall not,” is certainly an 
extraordinary proceeding. It is simply ering the old idea of 
ancient and barbarous days, that learning, that human thought, 
that new discoveries should be submi to the arbitrary wi 
some one or more persons. 

But this bill goes a good deal further than that. It goes on to 
say— 

That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or dental 
college now in existence, and of every such college hereafter sought to be 
opened in said District, which shall continue or commence— 

Not to practice the profession from which some harm might 
occur, but— 
to offer instruction in such capacity, without first obtaining registration 
and permit— 

To instruct, to disseminate any opinion or theory which may be 
conceived— 
shall be deemed Bertie Be! a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof w 
an information filed 1 be fined not less than twenty-five nor more 
two hundred and fifty dollars. 

I submit that no provision such as this since the days when the 
martyrs of science were burned for scientific discoveries and for 
teaching new ideas theretofore unknown is to be found in the his- 
tory of any civilized country. It is to bea criminal offense created 
bylaw in this District to teach new ideas or a man’s opinions upon 
these subjects. 

Mr. President, if it be the will of this body to put upon the stat- 
ute books in the District of Columbia a provision that a man shall 
be guilty of misdemeanor and imprisoned for free thought and 
for free opinion and theory and speculation upon any subject, then 
pass this bill; but I submit for one that it can never receive my 
approval nor be passed without my protest. The idea of impris- 
oning men because they have opinions different from the 
Commissioners of this District or different from all the world isa 
barbarousidea, All the improvements of modern thought, all the 
new discoveries in medical or other sciences, have been opposed 
and are naturally oppona by the interest and the conservatism of 
the established teachers and professors. 

Liberty of thought, freedom of h, is the absolute essential 
of human progress, of all discoveries of science, of all new and 
useful inventions. 

A law that no one shall teach or instruct men in a theory or 

actice of dentistry or medicine without a permit from 

mmissioners, who know nothing about it, under penalty of fine 
9 risonment certainly is not reasonable and can not be 
jus 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of 
the Senate but a moment in 5 this bill and in making a 

ly to the Senator from Florida. 

e Senator from Florida is laboring under a very grave mis- 
ad pup sae when he says that any punishment whatever is to be 
inflicted upon any man for hol opinions or promulgating 
opinions. e penalties prescribed in this bill are for the teach- 
ing professedly in a school that is established contrary to law. 

will briefly state the circumstances of this case. Under the 
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act of this District any five persons can 


incorporation 

3 a medical, a dental, or gane school. 
They may not have ee e they may not have a corps of 
teachers, but they can to issue diplomas; they can send 
on. doctors and dentists and lawyers and preachers ad libitum, 
and there is no remedy in the existing law. This is something 
that ought never to have been done, and I apprehend that it was 
never contemplated when that act became a law. 

The bill proposes to require the colleges that are now incorpo- 
rated under the general incorporation act to go to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia and show that they have the 
proper facilities for im instruction, and unless they can so 
show it provides that they shall be inhibited from continuing. 

Mr. President, thereare only three of these so-called collegesin the 
District, but that is more than enough. Every one of those col- 
leges can come to Congress and ask Con to incorporate it, pre- 
cisely as the Georgetown University, the Columbian University, 
and Howard University have been in: ted. If they can show 
to the committees of and to Con that they have the 
facilities for imparting instruction equivalent to those required in 
the medical, dental, theological, and legal schools of the. pregen! 
day they will have no difficulty in getting a special act of incor- 

ation from Congress. There is a scandal n this community 
in regard to this matter, and the bill which Hows of Repre- | + 
sardano has simply proposes to remove that scandal and 
ut us in respect upon a basis that will be to our own | ca 
t, to the credit of the professions, and to the credit of the peo- 

ple of the District of Columbia. 

717!!! vereasidne wil nce peril, and I ask 
for the question to be put. 

Mr. C Mr. President, it is not ee ee the Senator 
8 us that is now before the Senate 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly it is. 
Mr. CALL. Is ia sit a bill to provide tox special acts of incor- 
tion. There will be no necessity for that. The bill is what 
haye read, the fourth section of which provides as follows: 


That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or 1 
colosse. 1 in 5 and of every such college hereafter sought to be 


continue or commence to offer instruc- 

pepa m Lgs acity withe t first obtaining and permit as here- 

inbefore provided shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con- 
said upon an informa: 


viction thereof in the police cou 

similar to that filed in the case of violations of the 
the said Commissioners, shall be fined = less than $25 nor more than $250, an‘ 
in default of net leas th thereof shall be imprisoned in the common jail of 
said District than thirty nor more than ninety days. 


that censorship 
characterized Phe barous ages es of the world. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, a wi I will read from 
the report of the committee. 


Mr. CALL. I read from the bill. That is the thing to read 


from. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The committee say in their report: 
Under the general law— 
That is, the incorporation act— 


Under the law any number or variety of medical colleges ma: — 
ze 1 shows es See eee y incorpora: 

an institution of a medical ponga sna may lawfally confer the 

degree of doctor Rape pine, Boge ny to the character of the 


without req 
of the candidate for such degree, either as to moral character, prelim- 
ne thom. of Guration —— of bis’ of instruction in 


The District of Columbia is probably the only community in 
this entire country where the business of bogus diplomas can be 
carried on without let or hindrance from any source whatever. 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. LO E edhe ged IOANEN EROTA 
he will allow me to incorporate in my remarks, by unanimous 
ee t, eee eee, to 
me 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to the Senator incor- 


porating in his remarks anything he wishes. 


I think this measure is understood by the Senate, and I move to | Forty-second 


Mr. CALL. Without reading the quotation, I ask leave to have 
8 Phe SRESID IDENT eo tem It will be so ordered, i 
ro pore. 50 in the 
absence of objection. 5 
The 8 ä to is as follows: 


3 voice to advance the cause in an international con- 
idea Se a V. show Inia the 700 9 broad and deep in all his writi and 
ectures; a Schuess . — 


ler, — and every branch of 
familiar with the deeps o of Sad ryt patho system, Eregi of physiol and 
biology, who traced back h its a Incase She wr den ph a w erful 
stream of life from cell to physica structure, all disease to be 


nature's cry for f Naga tru of 9 i ara y. The 
researches of this mmole hee eared away the —.— — agos, overthrown, 
paos as remedies for the sick, broven h 1 to su iciencies in human 

lood is the true materia medi: jet gece Bots d foundation upon 


ica, and 
which to rear the fair ponas of Perast pa in 

Schuessler did for the biochemic theory iat Sir William Blackstone did 
for the — iel of jur Nd 5 in his Commentaries upon the Common Laws 
of England Samuel Hahnemann did for . 

Biol 5 biochemistry to be a science. The practical counterpart of 
the abstract science of Virchow s “cellular Lowen seein AP is formed 
therapentics, or the system of introducing mol cell salts. 
treatment is the outcome of the teachings of pong iS 
Sinan cal een ee and footsteps by aid of the 
microscope an trosco 
Let every medical man, ery: student, test this law and conscientiously 
aye the molecular tissue cell salts under given abnormal conditions, as in- 

cated here, and he will not fail to attain results. The action wns bom 
ical pred of these triturated molecules of cell salts iscertain, because fixed 
by that law. Close pagar cet of little things is the secret of true science. 

——— who watch the wond results ` nature from SS ee 


5 — 


and those sciences 


8 mat F 

ctive s, 

ticular cell lte toma our Paysi se varieties and com — of pat 
the pyramid of scientific medicine Sy „ 

9 Medicine, by Dr. George W. Carey, pages 2, 26. 

Mr. CALL. I am not well informed ante to have an opinion 
of the merits of this system or the exact of these statements, 
pee oy student of the processes of the human mind will recog- 

ese statements the paths of true investigation and dis- 
covery. This bill makes the oral teaching or expression of these 

opinions without the permit of the three ioners p 
ble with fine and imprisonment. The Commissioners are good 
men and would not abuse this power, but it is wrong and ought 
not to be granted. 


JAMES AND EMMA s. CAMERON, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, is the Calendar in order? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Calendar is now in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. T ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2289) for the relief of James and Emma S. 
Cameron for occupation and damages to property and for fuel 
taken and used by the United States Army during the war. The 
aron has passed both Houses at diferent times, but has not become 
a law. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, ft pubentttedd by Mr. Wan- 
REN April 7, 1896: 

Fg ent to whom was referred the bill 8 2289) for the 
8 S. Cameron, ore had the same under consider- 
ation, submit € the folowing report: 

This claim has been repo: favorabl the Senate Committee on 
t, ind Be 8 Sone 
in the F. > y-third, Fifty-first, and Fifty- 


Claims in the 3 Forty-thir 
and a bill passed the Senate in 
CCC 
of the Senate 


gresses, 
second Congresses. 
The claim has also been 
ig Bee Fifty-third, 
-second Congress, is hereto attached and 
. 
Your R 


[Senate Report No. 155, Fifty second Congress, first session.] 
3 F 8. — Peay 
ize and direct the Secretary of War to inv. ‘or fuel 
alleged to have been soar; and used by the road ted States Army pt the 


war from the property in Chattan “Cameron Hill,” and to pro- 
vide for the 5 ereof, having tf — under consideration, make 
the followin 

eee P but in the form 9 


byth . e | States States during the late war, war, 


passed the Seta bah eee aot ected ons tates 


ouse, 

It was also aen upon favorably by the same 8 of the Senate 
of the Forty- It also acted u C 
committee the e to take 


and Emma SO Cameron were before and du the late 
war 55 the cag er — owners of a homestead in the 83 pa 0 res, of 

— known as Cameron Hill. 8 the 
pn 


yea fad for out of the patrimony o 
remind Be and a commanding one. A 1 of thin Sane wens 


thickly covered with a forest of large oak trees. Two and a half acres were 

cultivated to orchard and gra The dwelling house, studio, small 
house, cn Sear fences, and improvements were in a good state of 

o at the e of 2 
Union a ir ig ect à ral HOROA en AES IT . 
Chattanooga and possess O; y and made such use e 
premieras tho commandpr enought for Eno bost itaratte ot he Armi. 
e u 0 , were cu 5 e 

for fuel; the same use was made of the fences and ou and all 
structures except the residence. 

The proofs show this was absolutely necessary, as the weather was ex- 
— cold and there was no other available supply of fuel. The proofs 
make it further ee that, for the purpose of taining its 
7 piar, the y was com to further eee 
disfigure said premises by the erection of earthworks upon them, and that 
the residence, a commodious one built of concrete, and the pre 
occupied and used by our troops until the close of the war. 

The loyalty of Mr. Cameron and his wife was so marked and their cheerful 
sacrifices for the aid and comfort of the Union soldiers so frequent and con- 
stant as to attract the attention and secure the good will of the command- 
ing and my | subordinate officers of our Army. 

or-General W appointed a commis- 
S. 


this property and for the use and occupation of it by the Union tr 
U G the prods taken at the time a find! mad: 

. Numerous affidavits and documents attest the loyalty of Mr, and 

Cameron and the fact of fences, buildings, and timber being consumed 

by the Federal Army for fuel. 


3 documents submitted to the committee in support of this claim 
is the fo. letter from Maj. Gen. U. S. Grant, commanding the armies 
of the United States, addressed to Mrs. Cameron: 


“HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
“City Point, Va., August 9, 1864. 


“My DEAR MADAM: Your letter of the 8th of July was duly received but 


not so ly answe I know yours to be a case where prompt pay- 
ment Pape gg tie at and am willing to indorse your claim. I believe That 
at Chattanooga has app a ae 


your pro been by a board of officers. 
80, send me the proc: of the board, and 1 will make my indorsement 
and return them to . have no 2 evidence of the 


me. N wan orden; a — ee fro will indorse the p: ings. 
This w. e step toward a col n. 
“Yours, truly, ‘ U. S. GRANT. 


“Mrs. CAMERON.” ? 
And also the following indorsement made by General Grant upon the 
statement of the claim as made to commission under field order No.6: 
“HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STA’ 
“ City Point, Va., October 25, 18h. 


“I know the property within described, and the parties owning it, well. 
* Cameron and his Wife have been unflinching friends of the Government 
from the beginning of our troubles to the present day. There are no more 
thoroughly al ig age thre in the North, and they are entitled to pro- 
tection an: pay! — property converted to N cor og covets Sg 
now known as For ttanooga, was vate prope! J 
Cameron. From its eleva’ and commanding mei rinda it had to be taken 
and fortified. By this means the entire Property with improvements has 
been entirely destroyed for private use. I would recomm: that the prop- 
erty be purchased at a fair valuation for Government use. 
U. S. GRANT, General.” 


The committee recommend that the bill pass, with the amendment that 
the allowance made and paid shall not exceed $10,000, and that such amend- 
ment be made by adding the following to the end thereof: 

“Provided, That no greater amount than $10,000 shall 
such person or persons.“ ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Suerman], who introduced the bill, to the fact that no ap- 

tion is inserted on the face of the bill, as he will see by 
a reference to it. The bill reads: 8 
FFF 
to Emma 8. Cameron, SOI SaO RON AOE DAITARN FOE coors 
therefro: 
Gen. W. 8. 
1863, until the close of the war. 
No amount is specified. Then the bill proceeds to say: 
And which amount of $10,000 was found due by a special commission a 
painted by Major-General Rosecrans to adjust claims against the United 
tates on full proof and investigation of the facts. 

The bill, however, does not authorize the payment of $10,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That onght to be corrected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert after the word “pay,” in 
line 4, the words the sum of $10,000”; so as to read: 

be, and 

... T 

Mr. WARREN. That should have been in the bill, and I sup- 
posed orb pee been incorporated. It must have been omitted by an 
oversight. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The dill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent for the 
eration of the bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the 
Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut. This is for the payment 


t consid- 


ational New | of 


of a claim which is now twenty years old, and which has passed 


the Senate twice and the House of Representatives once. 
is no earthly objection to it, and I ask that it may be considered 
and acted upon at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the 
National New Haven Bank of the State of ticut. It pro- 
poses oper the National Bank of New Haven $3,519.15. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
25 „ of the bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Jennie 

Burch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that the twenty minutes have 
expired for which the joint resolution of the Senator from Utah 
(Ar. CANNON] was penn 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain part of the 

ublic domain in the State of Utah known as the Uncompahgre 
dian Reservation. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be courteous to the Senator from 
Wisconsin and to give way to him, but I must be courteous to the 
entire Senate, which has consented to the postponement of this 
question for twenty minutes at my request; and as there are re- 
marks to be made by my colleague [Mr. Brown], if he shall pro- 
ceed the Senator from Wisconsin may arrive before his address 
shall have been concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment heretofore submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 


VII aS]. 
Mr. berry. The Senator from Wisconsin, I know, desires to 
be present and wishes to be heard on this question. He is pre- 


pared to upon it, and I hope the joint resolution will not be 
passed in his absence, for I am sure that he had no idea that it was 
to come up this morning or he would have been here. I do not 
bee pc ik LAT ng DEN aes sahara pic of this character, to 
which there is objection on his part and on which he desires to 
address the Senate. I hope, therefore, the Senator from Utah will 
not insist upon going on now with the consideration of the joint 
resolution. ‘There is only five minutes left before, as I understand, 
another matter will come before the Senate, and there is no time 
to debate the joint resolution. 


The PR ENT pro tempore. The Chair will take the liberty 
of informing the Senator from Arkansas that the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon] gave notice that his colleague [Mr. Brown] 


desires to submit remarks on the joint resolution at this time. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not know it. 

Mr. BROWN. Idid not care tomake remarks at this time, but 
before the joint resolution shall be passed I desire to discuss it. 
If the Senator from Arkansas has any suggestions to make b 
which the matter can soon be di of we will listen to it wi 
great pleasure. We have waited for the Senator from Wisconsin 
= poa pme sgain x WN power hig apices pe of our cour- 

y g yester close us out and put the joint resol 
tion back on the ee N g a 

Mr. BERRY. I can not hear the remarks of the Senator. ; 

Mr. BROWN. What I have to say will apply to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin and in reply to the remarks 
which he has alread y made. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not know the Senator desired to submit 
any remarks upon the question, or I should not have said a word. 
I thought the effort was to pass the joint resolution at once. 

Mr. OWN. Iam not particular that the joint resolution be 
taken up now, but we want it disposed of when it is taken up. I 
shall be very brief in what I have to say upon it, if it is to be 
brought up at thistime. If there be no other suggestion of dela 
on the part of the friends of the Senator from Wisconsin, we shail 
ask for a vote. All thatI was at present going to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to was the peculiar nature of the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. It is. an amendment not so much 
to the joint resolution which is now before us, to which I will call 
attention briefly; the joint resolution which is now before the 
Senate is one asking the Interior Department to carry out a law 
which was passed nearly two years ago; and now that the joint 
resolution is before the te, the Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to amend by this peculiar amendment, which says in substance: 

Provided, That where any mines exist u the 
n ᷣͤ v 

An amendment of this character is one to change the entire 
policy of the United States. For nearly forty years it has been the 
policy of the Land ent of the United States and the policy 


Congress, in disposing of public lands, tosell them to the actual 
homesteader, to the miner, to those who will use 


settler, to the 
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them, and not sell them for speculation. Prior to that, more than 
thirty-five years ago, it was considered the proper thing to sell, 
after advertising, to the highest bidders, to speculators, and the 
money made out of the sale of the lands was received into the 
Treasury. But it has since then been the policy of the United 
States to encourage the citizen to occupy and toimprove the lands, 


and under it we obtain greater wealth than would result from 
the mere money that can be procured from the lands themselves. 
The homesteader who has settled and improved 160 acresof land 
brings to this country greater remuneration than can be procured 
by selling the land to some ulator. 

It is true that the United States might pick out here and there 
choice ae and say, We will advertise these for sale and get 
more $1.25 an acre, or get much more than is given by the 
homesteader”; but we lack in selling lands the real good we lack 
the benefit of the citizen. 

Mr. President, the policy which was outlined for the home- 
steader has also been the policy of the United States toward the 
miner. When gold was overed in California and it became 
known all over the United States and the whole world that those 
sands were of inestimable value the lands were unsurveyed; 
there was no law which permitted the miner to take them. The 
United States could have sold them had it so wished. Had they 
been with the sentiment which seems to actuate the 
Administration and the Senator from Wisconsin to-day, they 
could have said, ‘‘ We will put up at public auction these val- 
uable sands, and he that s give the most for them shall 
have them.” But, on the other hand, by a generous policy the 
miners were permitted, without any express statute, to divide 
those lands among themselves by their local laws and customs, 
by exerting purely 13 republicanism or democracy. There 
Was no 3 aw in existence, and the miners disposed of 
those valuable lands among themselves. The United States stood 
by and r i such ition, and it was known to be the 
policy of the United States to upbuild the mining industry. Not 
only was that mo poney with d to the California placers, 
but when, in the midst of our civil war, the great Comstock lode 
was discovered—which was, if 1 remember rightly, before any 
act of Congress was passed upon the subject—instead of the 
United States coming forward and saying as to those vast silver 
deposits discovered on the public domain, We will sell them,” 
they offered substantially a bounty to the miners; they gave them 
the lands for the nominal consideration of occupying them; they 
built for the miners of the Comstock lode the Sutro tunnel. 

To go a little further, Mr. President, in 1866 Congress passed a 
law providing that all valuable mineral deposits in the lands of 
the United States should be free and open for exploration to whom- 
soever should locate and find the mineral thereon. The lands 
which we are now considering were in that category. They were 
the public lands of the United States; they had these valuable 
minerals upon them; they were free and open to the exploration 
of the miner, and ought to remain as such, and I claim are still 
public lands of the United States. 

In 1880 this tribe of Uncompahgre Indians were residing in Col- 
orado, and, on account of some depredations which they then 
committed, were induced to sell their lands to the United States, 
receiving for them a million and ae danas of money, which 
was deposited in the Treasury of the United States. It is there 
now. They ceded away by treaty all they ever had. In that treaty 
they were permitted to go to the mouth of the Gunnison, in the 
State of Colorado, and temporarily occupy land; but, instead of 
going there, for some reason or other, probably because they were 
surrounded by soldiers and forced to elsewhere, they were 
brought into what is now the Uncompahgre Reservation, a part 
of the public lands of the United States, and were allowed to re- 
main there simply as occupants. They had no right there; they 
were simply there at the pleasure of the Government from 1880 to 
1882. In 1882, there being no law and no right for the Indians to 
be at this place, the President of the United States issued an Execu- 
tive order setting aside this Uncompahgre Reservation for their use, 
and they remained on that reservation from that day until 1894, 

when Con; paasa an act, which has been read here and to 
which I call attention. I will read two sections of the act, 
which are as follows: 


of Utah, 

agricul grazing lands according to the treaty of 1880, as follows: 
“Allotments in severalty of said lands shall be made as follows: To each 
head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quantity of 
geng land not ex g one-quarter of a section; to each single person 
over of age one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of 
d not exceeding one 


er 18 years of born prior to such allotment one-eighth of a portion, with 
cr ing land: Provided, That 
nlt . — may select a eee anan outy of et if more desirable 


on account of location: A 
per acre for said lands fron tne now in the United States 


from the sale of their lands in Colorado as provided by their con 


with the Government. All necessary surveys, if any, to enable said commis- 
sion to complete the allotments shall be e under the direction of the 
General Land Office. 

Said commissioners shall, as soon as practicable after their appoin tment, 
report to the Secretary of the Interior what portions of said reservation are 
unsuited or will not be required for allotments, and thereupon such portions 
80 repo! roclamation, be restored to the public domain and 


shall, by p à s 

made subject to entry as hereinafter provided.” 
Sud. 21. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall, upon the 
approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediately 
n to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United States: 
ided, That no person shall be entitled to locate more than two claims, 
neither to exceed on any lands containing asphaltum, nite, or 
like substance: Provided, t alter three years’ actual and continuous resi- 
dence upon agricultural lands from date of settlement the settler may,upon 
full payment of $1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. If not 
commuted at the end of three years the settler shall pay at the time of 

final proof the sum of $1.50 per acre. 

Here was a plain, clear statement of the law to be executed by 
the Administration, and yet all that ever was done was to exam- 
ine these lands first and see how many were agricultural and suit- 
able for the Indians. The Secre of the Interior has done it, 
He finds there were few or none in the whole reservation; he 
knows every acre which is suitable for occupation by the Indians; 
but, although that has been accomplished, he declines to allot the 
lands to the Indians, and declines to open the reservation. Why? 
Because he says he does not approve of this legislation. He sak 
us now to set aside the policy of the United States which has ex- 
isted for forty years, and in this case expose for sale these gilsonite 
beds. To that proposition we ask the attention of the Senate. 

Without standing here to denounce the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or the Administration, I submit to the Senate whether that 
is a proper answer to a bill which has both Houses of Con- 
gress and received the approval of the Executive. I do not 
think,” he says, that the legislation was properly understood.” 
We ask now that this amendment may be voted down and that 
the law may be enforced. 

I had intended, in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin, to say a 
word or two as to the rights of those who had gone into these gil- 
sonite beds and made mineral locations; but, as he is absent, per- 
haps it will be unnecessary for the illustration of the question we 
have now before us. Should anything in the future be said on 
that subject, I may add something on it at a later day. Now, we 
ask that the Senate vote down this amendment, which is in the 
teeth of the policy of the United States and contrary to the law 
which was two years ago. 

Mr. GOR . Mr. President, I ask that the joint resolution 
may go over until to-morrow on account of the absence of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BROWN. It can come to a vote now. If it over until 
to-morrow, it will be just as before. To-morrow will be Saturday, 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin gave notice yes- 
terday, or the day before, that he desired to be heard on this ques- 
tion. Itis a very important matter, and I trust it may go over, 
without prejudice, to be called up as soon as he comes in. There 
ought to be no opposition to that. 

Mr. BROWN. As I said in the fret pinos; I should be very 

lad to accommodate the Senator from Wisconsin, I suggested 
fore that we would do anything we could to accommodate him; 
but we have been doing that for a month, and when we wait for 
him he says that we are out of order, because everything is delayed 
by this joint resolution, instead of hurrying it forward. It bas 
come now to a hearing. We were told by one of his friends the 
other day that it was our business to be in the Senate and attend 
to and watch this 7 resolution. Now the Senator from Wis- 
consin is absent. It is his business to be here and he ought to be 
here, to use the lan which was used the other day, if he 
wants to be heard on the joint resolution. I think we s ask 
that the amendment be voted on at this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mary- 
land, if he stops to consider, will see that it is impossible for us to 

o ahead and do what he suggests. We should not keep half a 

ozen unsettled matters before the Senate awaiting the conven- 
ience of Senators who are in the city, possibly in the Senate, and 
whose convenience it may be not to be able to speak at a particu- 
lar moment. I see no reason—there is no reason apparent to my 
mind—why this joint resolution should wait for the presence of 
the Senator from Wisconsin or any other Senator when it was 
known that it was before the Senate, was the unfinished business, 
and was liable to be acted upon at any time. 

It must be evident to Senators that there is some purpose back 
of this constant 5 to delay these various resolutiops and 
bills which are the ished business before the Senate; and if 
there is, it might as well be developed now as at ae time. 
I think the Senate should proceed with the business in an orderly 
. days dispose of some of these questions. 

. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am very glad to hear the state- 
ment from the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island. It is the 
first intimation we have had from the leader on the other side of 
the Chamber, who has c of the business of this Con and 
responsibility for enacting legislation at this session. Hi 
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has eve 
We on 


committee of this body by a majority vote of the Senate. 
is side surrendered as one as it was possible to the 
combine on the other side; we ian looked forward to the expe- 
diting of the business of this Congress, and hoped that it would 
be pushed along much more rapidly than it has . There has 
been no delay on this side, no obstruction to any matter, but we 
have been a good deal ee to find the reason why my distin- 
guished friend from Rhode Island and his colleagues have not 
marked out some well-defined programme which we might follow. 

I took the liberty, at the suggestion of one or two of my friends 
on this side of the Chamber, the day before yesterday to sug: 
that as to this great privileged question which is before the Sen- 
ate, involving the right to a seat in this Poey, atime should be 
arranged for a vote, but it was met immediately with the response 
from the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
on the other side that that could not be done; that even a sugges- 
tion for an arrangement could not be entertained for a week or ten 
days. Weare ready ia to agree to any proper programme for 
the conduct of business. e majority have never yet suggested 
one until just now, when the Senator from Rhode d made the 
su on he did. 

ere is a subject brought up * a vote of the Senate this morn- 
ing on which the Senator from Wisconsin desires to be heard. I 
think it is more than an ordinary matter with him; I think some 
suggestion has been made of views opposite to his, on which he 
regards it as absolutely necessary that he should be heard. Unfor- 
tunately, he is detained from the Senate this morning for personal 
reasons. 

My only suggestion was that the matter should go over without 
prejudice, to be called up the moment the Senator from Wisconsin 
returns. I have never known the Senate to refuse such a request. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], who first brought the 
matter to the attention of the Senate, understood and appreciated 
thoroughly that that was the case. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I wish to make a suggestion 
respecting the Utah matter. The Senate has consumed several 
weeks in the discussion of a question which no court of record in 
the whole world would give either side more than two hours to 
discuss. Continuous speeches have been made here by Senators 
that have lasted over three days. We have taken up the question 
and looked at it from every point of view. We have done every- 
thing respecting it except vote upon it, which is probably the 
most remote contingency that we can look forward to. 

No Western matter has been called up in the Senate during the 
entire session or considered in the slightest d , and here is a 
new State in the Union, with its wants and its needs, asking, 
through its Senators, that the Secretary of the Interior carry out 
existing law. That is all it does. It does not ask for legislation, 
but that the Secretary of the Interior carry out existing law. It 
has been met with opposition of the most remarkable and persist- 
ent character. Day after day the consideration of the joint reso- 

ution has been adjourned and put over for one reason or for one 
pretext or another. 

Now, I have no doubt that it will go over again to-day because 
the Senator from Wisconsin is not here; but I do ap to Sena- 
tors who ask this renewed courtesy that they in their turn, when 
another day shall come, instead of 5 obstacles in the way 
of passing upon this measure, will feel doubly bound to further its 
consideration and action upon it. It is just and it is fair, and by 
whatever tactics it is postponed day after day, whether it be by 
appropriation bills or matters that are spoken of as questions of 
the highest privilege, or whether it is to be made the football 
of pasay politics, in whicb one side of the Senate or the other is to 
seek an advantage by charging the other with goog the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, I trust that the endeavor of this new State, 
represented by its Senators here, who intelligently and fearlessly 
are seeking to do their duty and to have the laws of the country 
obeyed, may be met by some sort of cooperation and not by 
obstruction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is entitled to the floor. 


The 


Mr. GORMAN, I Laye way to the tor from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
and the country understand that neither of the great political par- 
ties has a majority in the Senate. 

Mr GORMAN. We do not understand that. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should think the Senator has had reason to 
know it on many occasions. If there was a combine, ashe saya there 
was, as to the o tion of the committees of this , CeT- 
tainly there have many combines of a more effective nature 
between the Senator from Maryland and his friends and the gen- 
tlemen who hold the balance of power in the Senate from that 
time to this. The Senate and the country perfectly understand 
that there is no majority on the part of either of the great politi- 


cal parties in the Senate, and that neither party by itself is respon- 
sible for legislation or for the course of business in the Senate. 


We are all equally msible, I take it, for the orderly conduct 
f ito Bena 


of the business o te and for proceeding with its business 
to a conclusion, in order that the country may be relieved, if that 
is toe proper word, of the further session of the Congress of the 
United States for some time to come. 

The Senator from Maryland asks me why we do not have a pro- 
gramme in regard to this matter. I suggest that we now havea 
programme, which shall be agreed upon by both sides of the 
Chamber, to dis of the questions that are now before the Sen- 
ate, either who) re partly, as unfinished business or otherwise. 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that if he desires to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Wisconsin, we shall have an agree- 
ment to take a vote upon this question without further discussion 
after the Senator from Wisconsin shall have concluded his re- 
marks. I take it for granted that nobody on this side of the 
Chamber cares to discuss the question er, and if that is the 
case, I suggest that, without further debate, we have a vote at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
I suggest that on one other occasion this question was made the 
unfinished business to follow a certain order of business then upon 
the Calendar. It was held in that position for a week or ten days, 
and then it became the unfinished business at the head of the Cal- 
endar on the conclusion of the first unfinished business. 

If the matter might once more be pacon in that attitude, to 
become the unfinished business immediately upon the conclusion 
of the bond resolution now before the Senate, I am satisfied it 
would meet with approbation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ere will be no other discussion on this side 
of the Chamber? 

Mr. CANNON. No; unless some points altogether new to the 
discussion so far deyeloped shall be brought forward by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is perfectly well understood as to this mat- 
ter that the discussion of it is not to change anybody's vote. It is 
largely a moot discussion of the question. The sree of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin or any other speeches may be made just as 
. upon some other measure as upon the pending resolution, I 

e it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Maryland whether he 
is willing to consent to the suggestion which I have made for the 
di ition of this matter? 

r. GORMAN. Of course I know the tactics of my distin- 
guished friend the Senator from Rhode Island. Hedisclaims for 
the other side of the Chamber all responsibility for the manage- 
ment of the Senate. It is perfectly well known that the party in 
this Chamber which has control of the committees must necessa- 
rily control legislation. 

. ALDRICH. rience has shown us that that is not true. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Maryland think that 
that party could pass a tariff bill if it could get it up here some day? 

Mr. GORMAN, We will come to the matter of the tariff later 
on. But I wish to say now, in answer to the Senator from New 
1 that his party will be held So by the country 
and if it proceeds to make Sopron nmns yond the resources oi 
the Treasury of the day without proviđing revenue the respon- 
sibility therefor is with the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Maryland, with his so- 
lemnity, has frightened me on various occasions, both personally 
and in reference to the ublican But we are both get- 
ting on very well at this time, andI y wish the Senator would 
be more cheerful and aid us to go on to the consideration of the 
9 bills. 

. GORMAN. I am delighted that I have succeeded in fright- 
ening the Senator from New Hampshire. I have accomplished a 
great feat, for he has recently frightened his own party. [Laugh- 
* However, that is aside from what I wish to say on this case. 

VII as entered the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin has 
just entered the Chamber. So I presume we shall have no trouble 
about proceeding with the Utah matter. 

Mr. GOR . If the Senator from Wisconsin is here and is 
prepared to go on, I have nothing further to say in the matter 
except to remark to the Senators from Utah that I myself have no 
disposition to delay the vote upon their joint resolution. It is not 
that; but I have never before known a case in the Senate when a 
Senator who desired to speak on a subject was absent and detained, 
as in this case, accidentally, that the measure was not passed over 
during his absence, to be taken up on his return. 

Mr. BROWN. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from Mary- 
land. I was about to say thatif the Senator from Wisconsin was 
absent we would wait until to-morrow for a vote to be taken. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is allI suggested. As to the remarks of 
the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
the distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT], who 
thinks there is politics in everything suggested on this side of the 
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Chamber, I have only to say that we shall be very glad to make 

some arrangement looking to the order of business in the Senate. 
Such an arrangement has not been suggested by the other side of 
the Chamber having charge of the committees. We can not in 
this piecemeal way take up one measure and another by unan- 
imous consent. I wish to give notice now, Mr. President, that I 
shall object at any time during the present session if I am in the 
Chamber to further unanimous-consent agreements for the con- 
sideration of any measure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of a general character. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of a general character and other than the 
appropriation bills, 

. ALDRICH. I will join the Senator from Maryland in that 
declaration. 
Mr. GORMAN. It is a practice which has grown up that results 
ee rome 25 e in a ao ar Da 3 cated Senator 

m irginia [Mr. FAULKNER me my state- 
ment is rather broad. Ido not mean as to unanimons-consent 
agreements to take up a measureimmediately, but I mean arrange- 
ments to fix a time a week or ten days or any other time in 
the future. 

Then, in addition, if Senators on the other side of the Chamber, 
who have all the chairmanships of the great committees of this 
body, desire, as we have done usually, to designate the public 
measures in the order in which they shall be considered, which 
saves time and serves everybody, we shall be glad to consider it. 
It is always done and vide to the minority. We on this side 
are in the minori we have waited for such a ition. 
There has been noo ction and noattempt to obstruct; but from 
now on, for the balance of this session, there will be, as there has 
been, and always ought to be in this Chamber, yay thorough dis- 
cussion of matters of publicimportance. There will be noattempt 
on our part, so far as I know, toobstruct legislation. There will 
prevented, so far as wo can prevent it, undue haste in respect to 
matters to dispose of which there may be a desire on the part of 
gentlemen who may wish to go off for the summer season or on 
other matters which might be suggested by my friend the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr], who always thinks there is 

itics in every suggestion made on this side. That is all there 
in the matter. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] is now 
present, and he can ma his own case. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word. I have 
always understood that unanimous-consent ents toward 
the close of a session are subject to the right of the Appropriations 
Committee. That right is not always reserved, but it been 
the rule of the Senate for a great many years, as I know that a 
measure which has been taken up by ous consent can be 
temporarily laid aside to allow the Appropriations Committee 
to proceed with a bill. If that is understood, there can not be 
any objection to a unanimous-consent mt or the taking up 
of a measure by vote. It is understood. The right of way is 
reserved all the time to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I understand that the joint reso- 
lution came up this morning by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was taken up on motion. 

Mr. VILAS. For consideration in the morning hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 


Mr. HILL. I will inform the Senator from Wisconsin that it 
will have to give way at 2 o'clock to the regular unfinished 


„an 


ess. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That depends upon whether the Senate so | Senate. 
: tl : 


determines or determines o 

Mr. HILL. And Iam so desirous of continuing my remarks, 
c ree the Senator from Wisconsin will not speak Jater than 

o’cloc 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair was not present when the order was made, but he is in- 
formed that the resolution was taken up by a vote of the Senate 
this morning. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have nointerest in the joint res- 
olution in any way except such as every Senator on this floor has. 
I have been ready at every moment when request was made to 
take up the measure. Yet there has been, as I judge from the 


RECORD, a singular felicity in the attempt to take up the joint 


resolution when I did not happen to be in the Chamber or a felic- 
ity of choice of the time when I happened to be absent. 

Iam put to the duty of calling the attention of the Senate to 
the facts in the case, both against my inclination and very much 
te my personal feeling in many ts. But it happens 

t I had some service on a committee of the Senate which com- 
pelled me to acquire knowledge of the facts relating to this business, 
and the Senate ought to know the facts. If when those facts are 
known tothe Senate they choose to deliver over this property, 
which is worth in revenue to the United States, if properly em- 


ployed, hundreds of thousands of dollars a year, for the nominal 
price of $5 or $10 an acre to some persons „ very 
much enriched at the cost of the public, the Senate is at liberty to 


do it. 

It is true, as I am told, that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] made the remark this morning that no facts and 
no arguments would make = difference with his opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, no. I said the opinion of the Senate; I 
did not say my . ee 

Mr. z e opinion of the Senate. It matters not, I sup- 
pose, then, in the judgment of the Senator from Rhode Island, that 
this is an attempt to take from the public a large amount of val- 
uable ERIN and bestow it on some private individuals, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the resolution is a concurrent 
resolution, and can not become legally effective as a law of the 
United States; and whether it is or not, it is merely an ex- 

ion of opinion on the part of the two Houses of Congress. 

t will not change the opinion, I take it, of the present Adminis- 

tration or 5 1 of the Interior, and from that 

standpoint I said that the discussion was a purely academic dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Rhode Island is, naturally 
enough, in error in his fundamental preface. The resolution is a 
joint resolution. 


Mr. 1 5 RICH. Then it has been changed since it was first 
presented. 

Mr. VILAS. No; it was not even a concurrent resolution when 
first presented. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It was a concurrent resolution when I saw it. 
Mr. VILAS. I believe I am right in saying that it was a joint 
Seay ees at the beginning. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON ows. 
. CANNON. This particular resolution was introduced as 
a joint resolution. There was a resolution on the same subject 
formerly submitted which was a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. It was never the subject of debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iknew there was a concurrent resolution upon 
the same subject before the Senate, and I supposed this was the 
same resolution. I take it for granted that the present chief of 
the Democratic Administration would not approve the joint reso- 
lution, which is substantially a vote of a want of confidence in him- 
self and in his Secretary of the Interior. So, whatever may be 
said or done here, I repeat, is not likely to affect the result in this 
case in a legal way. 

Mr. VILAS. Is it likely to affect the vote of the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know. 

Mr. VILAS. I understood the Senator’s remark was that it 
would not affect the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have great confidence in the skill, capacity 
eloquence, and use of language of the Senator from Wisconsin. i 
have seen it exemplified on many occasions in the Senate, and I 
have no doubt 

Mr. VILAS. That is not the question which is presented to the 


Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the question which the Senator 
asked me was whether his speech would not change it. 
Bok Maar The Senator could not have understood anything 

nd. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the question 

Mr. VILAS. The question was whether facts in relation to 
this matter when presented would affect the judgment of the 


Mr. ALDRICH. But the question the Senator put to me was 
whether his speech was likely to affect the vote in the Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator’s remark was made before I came in. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine that the facts to be stated by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be given due weight and considera- 
tion by the Senate, as his remarks always are, but I adhere to my 
origin: N that the chances are that no vote will be 
oe i 


al pr 
nged $y 8 h. 
r. VILAS. ji 3 the Senator very correctly speaks for 
himself. I should have very little tation of altering by any 
array of facts his opinion as to something upon which he had de- 
termined to cast his vote. Ido not understand that the Senate is 
entirely of the same opinion or that it adopts the same rule of 
8 which the Senator from Rhode nd has indicated. 

erefore I desire to call attention to the facts in this case. I 
might perhaps abbreviate something of what should be said by 
reference to what has been said, but it has already become matter 
of ancient history from the course of business in the Senate, 
Therefore I feel authorized to recall it. > 

The proposition which is made in effect by the joint resolution 
is to subject the very valuable lands lying on the eastern side of 
the Uncom Ute Reseryation, within four townships partic- 
ularly, upon which veins of gilsonite of enormous value have been 
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found, to the claims of certain by which the 


alleged prospectors, 
lands are to be taken at a nominal price iper acre. I undertook to 


lain the history of this attempt and I desire to repeat something 

Or it. I called attention to the fact that during the e Bid 
Congress, when everything that was extravagant, that tended to 
dissipate the public property and the public moneys, found a ready 
sort of acceptance in Congress, a bill was to give effect to 
this purpose, and that it was vetoed by General Harrison, and his 
vetom very moderately expressing objection to the bill, was 
at least such that no 5 made to induce Congress to pass 
the bill over his veto. In that message he said of the legislation: 
The object, then, of this legislation is to be sought not in any. ublic demand 
for these lands for the use of settlers—for if they are le of that use 
the Indians have a clear equity to take allotments upon them—but in that 
part of the bill which the mineral entries, or entries for mineral 
to be made on said 


It does not_follow of course that ra privata ee may not be wholly meri- 
torious, and the relief sought on of these persons altogether just an 

oe e ard pa En PATIST: ate Son DO pend pom rei 

or asphaltum or gilsonite, su; ve x 

Entries have been made in that — a public 4. — 

been resold for very large amoun no portan 

the United States iin porting with these lands their ue, but 

it is essential, that favoritism should have no part in conn with 
e sales. all attempted entries mineral lands at 
the price of (a price that is suggestive of 


e 
per acre something unusual) 
7 money u the claim, 
8 the claimant was the discoverer of the — 

I sup even that language from the President whom he 
helped 2 the Presidential chair would not have influenced the 
Senator from Rhode Island, and, if I may accept his statement, 
it would not tend to influence any of the Senators whose opinions 
he seems to represent upon this floor. 

But, Mr. President, after that measure had thus been vetoed by 
the President of the United States and the Fifty-first Congress 
had not passed it, it came back again in the -second Con- 

in another form. Thep ion then, as I showed when I 
took occasion to take the floor on this measure, was to set 
spa out of the Uncompahgre Ute Reservation the four town- 
ips of land in which those valuable bodies of gilsonite lie. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs investigated the subject and made a 
ort on it, which I have put into the RECORD in the remarks 
which were made some w ago and in which I was interrupted. 
In the report the committee said, as the result of their investigation, 
that there were no discoverers who were entitled to claim those 
lands by reason of discovery, that there were no tors who 
were entitled to claim those lands by reason of priority of dis- 
covery, for the material lay open, on the surface of the ground, 
—— Was 5 7 by those who 3 there Joe in min- 
eral pursuit in the ordinary way o versing the coun 
for gain or for other expeditions in which they might be ize f 

It was like discovering the existence of rock in the Alps or on 
the peaks of the Rocky Mountains. Everybody knew it was there 
who knew anything of it. It was not the product of research, of 
expenditure, of investigation. More than that, whatever claim 
was made certain persons as prospectors was a claim in defi- 
ance of the law. Upon that subject I shall ask the attention of 
the Senate in a moment to some statements before the Senate from 
the Commissioner of Public Lands under General Harrison, who 
is an honored associate of ours apon this floor to-day. 

Mr. President, when, as one of the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, this measure, in the Fifty-second Con- 

, was under my consideration I addressed an inquiry to the 

of the Interior in respect to the ee and cer- 

tain claims of alleged prospectors on these lodes of gilsonite, and 
I received the answers which I hold in my hand and which I will 
ask the to read. The first is from Mr. Commissioner 
Carter, of the General Land Office, and the second, based upon 
2 — ai part, from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, Judge 

er. 

ATES OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

ested. 
= The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1892. 

Sır: I haye the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from the Hon. 

WILLIAN F, Vis, United States Senate, which you referred to this office for 


` Eureka, Colorow, Frying Pa 
lode claims, located in August, 1888, and sai 
on 


ey are, however, in Uinta 
Ute Indian Reservation. 

reservation was estab! by Executive order dated January 5, 1382, 

under act of Congress approved June 15, 1880 (21 U. S. Stats., 199). 
Although the land within this reservation is in a certain sense public land, 
et in view of said act and order I amof the opinion that the attempt to locate 
` ns 5 above mentioned under the mining-land laws was unwarranted 

an 

Said attom ted locations being, in my judgment, without any warrant in 
the law, I fail to see that these locators could acquire any rights, legal or 


6’... yma my dag og Tine phe gene ley e raa 
navi Err tn: Shs ARS: CANS: RaROR ANE E AtA: 


have been unable to find in an 
esi mine 


standard work on mine 
substance as “gilsonite,” bu 
think that that term has come in 


any au- 
from in- 
to use as 
halitum 


„ With agencies in Lon: d : ~ 
Ifnd “albertite™ to be defined as being a hydro- 
carbon, pitch-like in appearance, and related to asphaltum, but not so fusible 
ble in benzine or ether. It is used in manufacture of illumi- 
gas and of illuminating and lubricating oils. 
It might be held that public land valuable on account of its deposits of “ al- 
bertite would be su to entry under the mineral land laws, but I am 


unable to refer you to any decision specifically in point. 
The Senator's letter inclosure are herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 


THOS. H. CARTER, Commissioner. 
The Honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. ? 


DEPARTMENT OF THE [NTERIOR, 
Washington, April 18, 1892. 
the receipt of your communication 


ying ted copy of certain alleged notices of 
location of mining Bye aos e Cow Boy, po ot * ” within 
the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, and asking 

the notices of location if made ai erred ps the claimants or locators any 

or claim under the lawsof the Uni 


SIR: I have the honor to acknow. 
of 30th ultimo, and accom: 


Office, to whom the mat- 
that the attempt to locate 
ning-land laws was unwarranted 
and he fails to see that locators could uire any rights, 

ble, as locators or discoverers by reason of such locations or by 
reason of — notices thereof recorded in the office of the recorder of 


tah. 

Tinvite your attention to the action taken by 
in regard to the Uinta Reservation, where “ gilsonite 

1885, and I inclose for your information 
Fiftieth first session, in relation to 


In response y 
instant, from the Commissioner of the General 
ter was referred, wherein the ion is ex 
the claims above mentioned under the 


was discovered in 
y of House Report No. 791, 
e matter. 


— — was pun by this act to the locator and the moneys derived from 
he sales of the lands ged to the Indians. The also 
be ratified by the Indians. 

eee eee ee that of the 
Uintas, being held in a reservation until allo to and purchased by the 
Uncom the moneys from lands it segregated would belong 
the U States, and the consent of the Indians would not be necessary. 

The inclosures of your letter are herewith returned. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, United States Senate. 


Mr. VILAS. Now, Mr. President, in addition to the fact which 
the Indian Affairs Committee reported to the Senate in the Fifty- 
second Congress, that there were no meritorious discoveries and 
that the all pr tors who had undertaken to set up stakes 
on a tract of land that was known to contain the mineral long 
before, I have now placed before the Senate the letters of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, showing that there was no such thing as a right to make 
those claims; that the law was explicit which denied to them any 
sort of privilege to enter upon that land; that they were entirely 
removed beyond the reach of prospectors, if prospecting had been 
ponas: Among the papers which I have here—which I do not 

or the moment lay my hand upon, although I will 12 find 
it, I hope, and attention to it—is an affidavit of a fa- 
miliar with that land, who testifies to the fact that the lme bound- 
ing the eastern border of the reservation and the western border 
of Colorado was plainly marked upon the ground and well known, 
and that there was no opportunity for any mistake to be alleged 
in to that subject. 

I attention to the fact that after the report was made, by 
which it was proposed to amend the bill so as simply to place these 
lands in the market for sale to the best bidder—a course which 
would afford to the United States all their value and to all per- 
sons in or who desired to be interested an equal o 
tunity to share in the profits of their eee, e bill was 
jess Sg No effort was made to push it. Those who were inter- 
ested in the 3 which was first introduced no longer man- 
ifested any desire to do but one thing, and that was to recall the 
action of the Committee on Indian irs and secure the with- 
drawal of the proposal which would put those lands tothe benefit 
of the Uni States at large and their value in the Treasury 
instead of in private coffers. 

I have here letters addressed tome, some of them printed. Here 
is one which was printed and circulated, signed by a gentleman 
who represented himself to be the attorney of that company whose 
8 is in the city of St. Louis and which to be the 
beneficiary of the bill when it was passed. Perhaps it has already 
been said here, as it was then said, that the measure was to give 
the poor man a chance; that it was to one an opportunity to the 
explorer to go in there and enrich himself, perchance, if by luc 
fortune fate lighted him upon some vein of valuable mineral. 
But, sir, it was drawn so as to give those alleged explorers (and 
that was the whole effort from beginning to end) the chance to 
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perfect their claims; and although the St. Louis . repre- 
sented itself or seemed to have agents to represent it to the com- 
mittee and those interested as opposing these explorers, there was 


the best of evidence to believe that every one of the lorers 
was but the agent of the company. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs refused to its views. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin be kind enough 
to state that evidence? 

Mr. VILAS. I will endeavor to call attention to it before we 
conclude the discussion. I had it collated, as 1 thought, ready to 
my hand, but I have come into the Senate finding this subject up 
parry ieee , and I can not for the moment collate it. I hope to 
do it before I finish. I want to say that I have been ready from 
the first moment when this measure was proposed to discuss it at 
any time. When it came up first I was pomy surprised, and 
especially was I surprised to find that such a measure had ever 
gone through Con as I have since learned went through on 
an appropriation bill. I learned it for the first time that morning. 
Yet ve never for an instant objected to the consideration of 
the measure. I debated it then, I went right on with the discus- 
sion, and the discussion was cut off only because the hour of 2 
o’clock arrived. I have waited here hour after hour, day after 
day, and every Senator knows how absolutely necessary it is some- 
times to be absent from this Chamber, how sure it is to be the 
fact that not one-half of the members of this body are present at 
any time except when there is a roll call. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
ae el ag the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Wisconsin may have leave to conclude his remarks at this time, 
and that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for that 


u x 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana re- 

uests that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside while 
the Senator from Wisconsin finishes his remarks, 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not wish, of course, to be discourteous to 
the Senator from Wisconsin, but I insist that we shall proceed 
with the r business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to agree to take up the joint 
resolution the next day that the Senate is in session—to-morrow 
if in session; if not, then on Monday. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishall have to object to any unanimous- 
consent agreement extending beyond the moment when it is to be 
put into execution. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that it be taken up on the next day’s 
session, to-morrow or Monday—— 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion will not be in order. 

Mr. BROWN. During the morning hour and after the morn- 
ing business. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion will not be in order 
now, other business being before the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to allow 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin to conclude his remarks. 
That is in consonance with the wishes of the Senator who has the 
floor on the bond resolution. I understand the Senator from Wis- 
consin would not occupy much longer time. 

Mr. PEFFER. The joint resolution has been put over by the 
arrival of the hour of 2 o'clock. The Senator from Wisconsin can 
finish his remarks at any time he desires to do so. I insist upon 
the ar order. 

Iam certainly obliged to my friend from Indiana, 


Mr. 3 
but I do not care to delay the regular order. Iwill be ready to go | Geo 


on to-morrow or Monday, if the Senate wants to take up the joint 
resolution then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the pleasure of the Senate 
to hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Is the bond resolution before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 

day it be to meet on Monday next. 


. CHANDLER. Is t the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFI . The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, McMillan, mire, 
Allen, Davis, artin, Stewart, 
Allison, Dubois, Mitchell, Wis. er, 
Bacon, Faulkner, orrill, 

Bate, e, Nelson, ya 3 
Blackburn, T, * 

Brice, Gear, — —— 
Brown, George, effer, arren, 
Burrows, Gibson, Perkins, We! 
Caffery, Gordon, Pettigrew, White, 
Call, Gorman, 5 Wilso: 
Cannon, Hale, 5 Wolco! 
Carter, Sewell, 

Chandler, Hawley, ou 

Clark, Hill, Smi 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Fifty-seven Senators are present. 
The roll call discloses the presence of a quorum, The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Mississippi, that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CALL. Let us have the yeas and say on that question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CALL. I really think we ought not to adjourn over. The 
Senator from land 3 GORMAN] made a speech this morn- 
ing in regard to d in the passage of the appropriation bills. 

r. PEFFER. I hope the motion to adjourn over will be voted 
down, Mr. President. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to give notice that on Monday, at 
the earliest pobe moment, I shall try to get up the Indian ap- 
propriation bill and continue its consideration until it is disposed 
of. Ihope these other matters can be gotten out of the way be- 
fore that time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] and vote 
“yea,” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HAN SBROUGEHI. 
I SUODO I ought to withhold my vote. I do not like to do it. 

r. TELLER (when his name was called). On this subject I 
ired with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 
e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
who has not, I believe, voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 
While on my feet I will state that the junior Senator from 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] is e y abome and is paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that aay pair with my col- 
1 e . ELKINS] was transferred to the Senator from Ken- 
cae r. LINDSAY |, and my coll e’s pair is transferred to the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], so that the Senator from 
Kentucky and the Senator from Ohio will stand paired and my 
colleague is enabled to vote. 

Mr. ELKINS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HILL (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts . LODGE] upon 
political 8 Everyone is voting as he pleases. To savè all 
question I will transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. MURPHY] 
and allow ae to stand as before. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that on this question 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired 
with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 28; as follows: 


am 


YEAS—36. 
Bacon, Gibson, Mantle, Stewart, 
Bate, Gordon, Martin. Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gray Mitchell, Wis. Pest, 
Caffery, Pasco, Wroithall, 
Chilton. Hawley, Pugh, Wal 
Hill, gasy ` Warren, 
Faun „ Bowell White” 
u er, one: ev. we. 
rge, McMillan, Smith, Wolcott. 
NAYS—2. 
Aldri Cann Nelson, 
Aich, 5 51 bith Peffer, 
‘Allison, Chandler, Go Perkins, 
Brice, Clark, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Sowa Cullom, 3 Sage 
Oreg. ou 
“Ry Morrill, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—25. 
Baker, Hansbroug! M Teller, 
Perey aed = Murphy, Thurston, 
* Palmer. Ulman. 
Butler, Kyle, Pritcha: ‘Voorhees. 
Baniel aay: Sherman 
„ erman, 
uire, 
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PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. PEFFER February 12, 1896. 

Mr. HILL. It has been so long since we have heard the resolu- 
tion I desire to have the memory of the Senate jogged in regard 
to it, and therefore I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let it be read as it has been modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so read. 

The Secretary read the resolution as moditied, as follows: 


poe Soe t 1 . Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 
ent, whose duty it s i 
First. To investigate and report generally all the material facts and cir- 
5 — 5 with the sale of 2 States bonds by the Secretary 
e Treasury e years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 
Second. investiga’ d report jally what amount of available funds, 
ea os in th ited St Tresa and on de 1 


and 8 the bond sales on the credit and business of the people of 
i tates. 
aca mira te and report as to the manner of disposing of said 


. To investi 
bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals 
were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; 8 
ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or 
privately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any syndi- 
cate or person or persons with rrepa to the sale and purchase of the bonds 
and the profits made or to be made by such syndicate or any parao or persons 
connected with such syndicate directly or indirectly; whether any officer of 
the Government, or any person or persons for such officer, and on 5 
and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge or consent, entered into 
any contract, agreement, or arrangement, directly or indirectly, with any 
person or persons, partnership, corporation, 5 or syndicate, for the 
of affecting the price offered or to be offered for said bonds, or an 

of them, with the intent and expectation to receive commission or perso 
reward by reason of such contract, ment, or arrangement; whether 
such contract or agreement had any and what effect on the 38 offered for 
—.— bonds, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and to 
what extent. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, before resuming the new features 
of my argument permit me to note briefly what may be regarded 
as already established in this discussion: 

First. That this investigation is unnecessary. 

Second. That it is pressed as a Populist resolution for political 


pepe ly. F ; 
ird. That there is an absence of c charges, which alone 
would warrant the institution of a solemn investigation. 

Fourth. That the Senate has no jurisdiction to inquire into 
most of the matters embraced in the resolution, and could not 
enforce the attendance of witnesses or compel the giving of testi- 
mony in relation to such subjects. i 

Fifth, AN the legitimate information desired can be otherwise 
obtained, 

Sixth. The resolution is unnecessarily offensive in its terms, con- 
taining insinuations and reflections not warranted by anything 
charged from any responsible source, 

Seventh. That the reasons urged for this investigation, as de- 
tailed in the speech of the author of the resolution, are wholly 
unsatisfactory, vague, indefinite, and many of them absolutely 
ridiculous and unfounded., 

Eighth. That the whole basis of the proposed resolution is upon 
the allegation of the absence of legal power to issue any bonds 
whatever; purely a legal question, to be determined by judges and 
courts or judiciary committees, and not by mere investigating 


committees. ’ 

Ninth. If the Secretary of the Treasury has exceeded any au- 
thority for which there is no adequate remedy in the courts, then 
the remedy is by impeachment on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and not by investigation or censure on the part of the 
Senate, whose members would be the judges and not the prose- 
cutors in such a case. 

Tenth. That it has been conclusively shown that the act of 1875 
furnishes ample authority for the issuing of bonds to replenish the 
gold reserve. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the act of 1875 confers any authority to procure gold or 
other coin for any other purpose than for the redemption of what 
are called 53 

Mr. HILL. None; and that power never has been exercised for 
any other e 

GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me further? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 2 

Mr. GEORGE. When money is thus 1 for the p 
of redeeming greenbacks can it be la y and properly for 


XXVITI—256 


the purpose of redeeming what are called Treasury notes under 
the act of 1890? 

Mr. HILL. That is another question, Mr. President. The gold 
raised from the sale of gold bonds is used for the purpose of the 
redemption of greenbacks, and when the greenbacks are thus 
placed in the Treasury they can be used for any legitimate pur- 


se. 
. GEORGE. The greenbacks may? 

Mr. HILL. The greenbacks may. 

Mr. President, as I stated in one of the points made, the whole 
basis of this investigation arises out of the allegation that there 
is no authority now existing to issue these bonds. I may be par- 
doned for quoting the act of 1875 in order that it may be placed in 
my remarks. I will ask the Secretary to read chapter 15 of the 
laws of 1875, an act for the resumption of specie payments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in 7 t tary 

hereby authorized and uired, as rapidly as practicable, to cause to be 
coined at the mints of the United States silver coins of the denominations of 
10, 25, and 50 cents, of standard value, and to issue them in redemption of an 
equal number and amount of fractional currency of denominations, 
or, at his discretion, he may issue such silver coins through the mints, the 
subtreasuries, public d taries, and post-offices of the United States; and. 
upon such issue, he is hereby authorized and uired to redeem an ‘equal 
amount of such fractional currency until the whole amount of such frac- 
tional currency outstanding shall be redeemed. _ 

SEC. 2. That so much of section 3524 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as provides for a charge of one-fifth of 1 per cent for converting stand- 
ard gold bullion into coin is hereby repealed, and hereafter no charge shall 
be made for that service. 

SEC. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, lim- 


iting the egate amount of circulating notes of national banking 

tions, be, and is hereby, repealed; and each existi g tion may 
increase its ede notes in accordance with e: law without respect 
to said aggregate limit; and new i i 


g associations may be oe aps in 

accordance with existing law without respect to said te limit; and 

the provisions of law for the withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank 

ong the several States and Territories are hereby repealed. 

And whenever, and so often, as circulating notes shall be issued to any such 

banking association, so 5 capital or circulating notes, or so newly 
i as aforesaid, it shall 


demption as such circula! g notes are issued until there shall be outstand- 
ing the sum of $300.000,000 of such legal-tender United States notes, and no 
more. And on and after the Ist day of Jan „A. D. 1879, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes 
then outstanding on their 55 tor redemption, at the office of the 
assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums 
of not less than $50. And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pre- 
yore and provide for the redemption in this act authorized or required, he 

authorized to use any surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise Feedage and to issue, sell, and of, at not less 
than in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States 
d beå in the act of 9 Spero July 14, 1870, entitled, An act to 
e nn 


law N with the provisions of this act are hereby re ed. 

Approved, January 14, 1875. 

Mr. HILL. Mr, President, it will be observed, upon analyzing 

this act of 1875, that it embraces a continuing authority, not 
limited in its exercise to a date prior to 1879, the date of specie re- 
sumption, but itis to be exercised whenever and so long as green- 
backs are presented and coin shall be needed for redemption pur- 
poses. Bonds can be issued to procure either silver or gold coin 
as the Secre of the Treas may elect. 
- The theory of the friends of this resolution is that the authority 
embraced in the act of 1875 exhausted itself upon specie panama 
being resumed in 1879. There arose a question about this period 
of our history as to what redemption meant. It had ordinarily 
been supposed that redemption meant redemption in fact; that it 
meant 172 that it meant retirement; that it meant cancella- 
tion. redemption had been conceded to mean that, then there 
would not have arisen the question which is presented to-day. Pos- 
sibly at the time the law was passed it was not contemplated that 
its exercise would be necessarily continuous; but it will be re- 
called thatsubsequently the act of 1878 was posed, which required 
a continuous re ing of greenbacks, and hencecompelled a con- 
tinuous redemption, and required an issue of bonds whenever the 
coin, gold or silver, was deemed necessary to replenish the redemp- 
tion fund. In other words, this act of 1875, as construed with 
reference to the law of 1878, gave a continuous authority to pro- 
tect the back currency and to redeem it so long as redemp- 
tion should be required. The two acts must be construed together; 
and, sir, it is 8 idle for lawyers to stand up in the Senate 
and say that the act of 1875 only applied to one single redemption, 
or that it at any time exhausted itself. Any other construction 
than that it was continuous would have stopped the wheels of 
Government ially in the present deadlock, when the two 
Houses are divided upon the question of supplying additional 
revenue, 
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Mr. President, I commented yesterday upon the spectacle which 
would have been presented—upon the 8 which would pon 


at this hour—if the President and Secretary of the 

not exercised the power of issuing bonds with which to replenish 
the gold reserve, The bonds, while properly issued for the pur- 
poses of redemption only, have brought into the Treasury mon- 
. greenbacks, available for current expenses, and thereby the 
Government has been kept afloat and its credit preserved. I need 
not remind the country of the chaos which would have resulted 
from any other course; I need not remind the country of the dis- 
‘asters which would have overtaken the Government if this power 
had notbeenexercised. Let me read the act approved May 31, 1878: 


An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal tender notes. 


or be ie ks — 

Put they 

— A in circulation: „That 

cance! on and destruction of mutilated 

na br ia other notes of like denomination in their stead, as now 
W. 


All acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 
Approved May 31, 1878. f 

Mr. President, the effect of that act was to provide for the con- 

tinuous reissuing of greenback paper currency, Will it be said 
that this Government has provided a method by which greenbacks 
were to be continuously reissued, and at the same time had deprived 
that same Government of the power to protect and enforce that 
‘redemption? You can . another green- 
back. After the law was passed w pledged this Government 
to the redemption of its greenback currency in coin the Govern- 
‘ment must redeem its currency in coin or violate its sacred pledge. 
So when the Government provided that this greenback currency 
should be kept afloat, that it should be constantly reissued, it also 
understood this act of 1875 gave a continuous power, when- 
ever necessary, for the Government to issue its bonds. Sir, that 
has been its construction from that hour to this. Every Secretary 
of the Treasury has so argued, every financial officer of the Gov- 
ernment has so understood it, every President of the United States 
who has since been in authority has so treated it in his messages. 
Who doubts it? As I said yesterday, a new-born party springs up, 
and that combine“ says that they have grave doubts of this 
authority. Why cast discredit upon the bonds of the country? 
Why attempt, in this critical hour, when the country’s credit 
in the balance, to insinuate and suggest a doubt where no doubt 
exists? I said yesterday that it would have been impossible to have 
kept up the credit of this t except for the exercise of 
power. 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said recently in the Senate 
‘and elsewhere about the vast debt incurred by the issuing of 
bonds. We had to have the money for the support of the Govern- 
ment, and while the bonds were not issued to 8 revenue for 
the s rt of the Government, incidentall had that effect. 
|I have already stated that when bonds are issued for the purpose 
of procuring gold that gold is used for the pi of the redemp- 
tion of greenbacks; and the 5 in the Treas- 
ury become funds of the Government, and can be used for the 

s of the Government or for any other legitimate purpose. 
tt we had not obtained money from the bonds there was no 
other source from which to obtain it except from additional rey- 
enue legislation. The Treasury might have been temporarily re- 
lieved by the coinage of some silver bullion, but it would have 
been a mere a drop in the bucket. In a short time it would have 
been exhausted. Thereforelaskthosewhosay—who say simply 
that they doubt the authority of the Government to issue bonds, 
how would this Government have been continued in its operation 
during the pe year 1 by the issuing of bonds? 

As is well known, I did not support the Wilson bill. I tried to 
have some obnoxious provisions stricken from it. I used my influ- 
ence to make it a conservative bill, yielding sufficient revenues. 
I doubted the wisdom of some of its extreme features, but never- 
theless it was passed; passed by votes upon this side of the Cham- 
ber; passed as a t triumph of iff reform. That act, as is 
conceded by its friends as pi e its 9 does es as yet pro- 
duce an amount necessary for the ordi e Gov- 
ernment. It does not lie in the mouths of the friends of that 
measure now to object because funds are procured elsewhere to 

supply the deficiencies of revenue occasioned by that act. I wish 

it were otherwise. I wish that my at that time had framed 
a bill so conservative, so fair, so reasonable that there would have 
been no question about a deficiency of revenue. But, sir, extreme 
counsels eee, as they are seeking to prevail here now. 

I wish to protect the best interests of tha’ It would have 
been better had extreme counsels not pre then. It would 
be better for our party if extreme counsels did not prevail now. 
Therefore, I say it does not lie in the mouths of the friends of the 


Wilson Act to object because bonds have been issued for legiti- 
matep namely, the redemption of greenbacks, and because, 
inciden ly, those bonds have furnished sufficient money to sup- 
ort the Government. How else would the Government have 
supported? What chaos would have resulted without it! 
What a e would have been presented to the country and 
to its 3 What a weapon we would have put into their 
hands if this Government had ceased operations because without 
die eet. at Suh, eNA, EAT, 400s Terai has tan te 

e act o , properly, re; y, duly exercised, the 
means by which the 8 has floated the Government 
along. Any other course would make the failure of the Wilson 
Act more apparent and emphatic. We had to have some revenue. 
The House and Senate were deadlocked. How else was it to be 
procured to supply deficiencies? Not that anyone had proposed 
to issue bonds to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government; 
but as we had to have the gold with which to redeem the green- 
backs, incidentally that very situation furnished us the revenue 
to meet the deficiency occasioned by the Wilson Act. 

It is not necessary that I should explain to the Senate or to the 
country that the funds which are thus accumulated by the sale 
of bonds are not kept separate. They never have been since the 
act of 1875 was There is no statute which requires it. 
When once the gold is used to redeem greenbacks and the green- 
backs pass into the Treasury, they become funds available for any 
legitimate purpose. Therefore my should not be so anx- 
ious to condemn the issuing of bonds. atever the other side 
may seek to do to place us in a false position, whatever the Re- 
publicans and the Populists combined may do, our perty should 
at least defend the conceded authority which exists, defend the 
propriety of the action, defend its legality, because there can be 
no real question but that the President and Secretary have pro- 
ceeded 9 and legally. 

Mr. President, I know our opponents will say that some $262,- 
000,000 of bonds have been issued d this Administration. 
There are worse things than the issuing of bonds. Nota dollar of 
the 5 from the sale of bonds has been squandered. 
55 a aoa of abe maner het for Fg lied. It 32 — 

egitimately and properly, or the mption of green 8 
secondly, the poe otis SEE have been used for the expenses of the 
Government. You would think from some of the arguments pre- 
sented here that the money from bonds had been frittered away. 
You would think it had been squandered. You would think that 
this was a pure debt con , for which the Government has 
received no adequate recom . If we had not used the money 
thus obtained from the bonds we would have had to have some 
sort of taxation upon the people. We would have had to resort 
to something, and if the two Houses of Congress were deadlocked 
politically, as they have been upon the revenue question, how else 
would you obtain the money? The Government would stop. 
Would that have been a nice situation for the friends of the Wit 
son Act to have contemplated? 

All there is of this question can be summed up in a few words, 
It is a mere question of arithmetic. The moneys have not been 
taken from the pockets of the people. If there had been additional 
revenue legislation, some more money would have come from the 
people; that is all. We have had no such legislation, and there- 

‘ore the money remains in the ets of the people. Having to 
have some money, it has been borrowed. It is a mere question 
of interest, and the whole issuing of bonds has not wronged the 
people one iota or inflicted any burden upon them except the 
mere question of interest. What is the Government to do? Who 
proposesaremedy? Here are the other House i g what 
call a revenue bill. It comes to the Senate and is seized upon an 
strangled and kept here. 1 
it to be passed. What is to be done? w is 
to be supported except as the Government needed gold to redeem 
greenbacks, and so incidentally from that source has received 
some money. That is all there is of the question. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate longer in further 
establishing the point, first, that the act of 1875 is a continuous 
authority; that it continues to exist_and can be exercised so long 

+ 
ust 


as and whenever any greenback shall be presented for redem 
no matter how many years it may be; that it does not 
itself by a single exercise; that it applies to all the greenbacks re- 
issued, because it has been held over and over again that reissued 
eenbacks have the same legal status as when they were first 
issued. We Democrats on this side of the Chamber are quarrel- 
ing over immaterial things. Something had to be done, as the 
Government needed so much revenue, and we did not procure it 
by the Wilson Act. Then you had to procure it from some source, 
and I do not think it becomes us so flippantly to criticise the issu- 
ing of bonds. : 

t other course was open to your President? What other 
course was open to yn Secre of tho Treasury? They did not 
make those laws. ey inherited them from those who preceded 
them. They inherited them under a system of finance fastened 
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upon them, with which they were environed and from which 
they could not escape. They had to take the laws as they found 
them. Why this carping criticism of our officials of the Govern- 
ment? Can we get votes from the other side by this course? 
What good will if do to pass the resolution? What object is to 
be accomplished by it? How will it help silver? How will it 
help the friends of the Democratic party?’ God knows we haye 
troubles enough of our own without borrowing any. 

Mr. President, who are the people who demanded this investi- 
gation? Democrats anywhere in the country? No. Democrats 
understand this question. Republicans in the main? No, I think 
not. Businessmen? No. The men who bought the bonds out- 
side of the syndicate, who might be offended in some way? No, 
they are not. Are the representatives from the States largely 
interested in this question demanding this investigation? No. 
The demand for investigation is political in its character. I do 
not blame the Populists, through their disti shed leaders here, 
for stirring up this question if they can. That is politics. They 
want to make political capitalif theycan. ButI the people 
pretty thoroughly 8 it. : 

I know there is some prejudice against the issuing of bonds. 
So far as I am concerned, during the coming campaign I shall go 
to the le and tell them the exact truth. Ishall say to them: 
sey tried to get a bill which would give ee revenue. I did 
not support the Wilson bill, because I i or to many of its 
features, particularly one to which I n not now allude. I 
hoped it would produce sufficient revenue to support the Govern- 
ment. We are all somewhat disappointed that it has not. But 
there has no wrong been done. ere is no hardship about it. 
We have not taken the money from the pockets of the people. 
We have left it there. We to issue bonds to get gold. Even 
if we had more revenue it would not have solved the question, 
because the laws which our predecessors have are so ar- 
ranged that revenues do not have to be paid in gold. You can 
pay them in silver, in backs, or in any other lawful Pore 
ss therefore you would still need gold.” Ishall tell them fra oy 
of the situation. There will be no difficulty in regard to it. If, 
however, we intend to insinnate that there is something wrong; 
if, because we do not like all the details of every transaction, we 
are to suggest irregularity; if we are to sug wrong; if we are 
to suggest fraud; if we are to join with the other side in criti- 

i of the men whom we placed in power, we might as well 
Soar the old Democratic organization and bid farewell to it 
‘orever. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has gone. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; the old party has not LI correct the 
Senator from Nebraska. That party will live if it is true to itself. 
It will live, sir, to uphold its true principles, and I do not believe 
that the actions of a few misguided men can destroy it. There 
have been darker days than these, and yet the party has emerged 
to win great and glorious victories. nt ie 

Only a few politicians want this investigation. They want to 
throw mud. They want to create the impression that a great 
scandal exists. They want to make political capital by a clamor, 
a noise, a tumult, a sensation. They are all who are asking for 


it. The business men, the men who own farms, the men who own: 


stores, the men who own blocks of houses throughout the coun- 
try, the man of wealth, and the poor man who owns his little 
homestead, are not clamoring for the investigation. They have 
read the messages of our President; they have read the reports of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and they have read some of the 

hes here which have elucidated those questions, and I think, 
aie ey understand the real question involved. 

Why do I take this view of the question? I do not intend to 
speak at length of the vast interests of the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent upon this floor. It is one-tenth of this 
Union in population; itis more. It has largely extended wealth. 
It is the great business center of the country. There is where the 
bonds are floated from all parts of the country. All the conceiv- 
able schemes hatched up in other States go to New York to float 
their bonds. Waterworks, chartered corporations of every kind, 
and political managers in campaigns go to the citizens of New 
York for relief. It is a State t has vast business interests, a 
State usually without prejudices, a State that welcomes business 
men to its bounds 3 and treats all courteously and fairly. 
What is the interest of New York in this question? 

Of course I know that I was told here when the bond question 
was up that the whole country was anxious to get these bonds. 
You recollect the speeches that were made here. It was said that 
gold was stowed away in the old lady’s stockings, in the boots, in 
the back cupboards; that farmers and mechanics and others had 
gold stowed away, and that they were all anxious to come in 
and bid if they were only given a chance. It was said: Keep 
those bonds away from the miserable syndicate in the city of 
New York, and the ple will take the bonds.” That sounded 
very well for a while. Those who*made those arguments su 
posed at that time that the Administration was going to deal wi 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4083 


the 8 In fact, they said it was already arranged. I 
recollect denying it. I recollect that I said my understanding 
was that the Administration might or might not deal with any 
syndicate then formed or contemplated. 

Finally, when on Monday morning after the famous debate of 
Thursday we read in the morning papers that the of 
the carry) Nad concluded to have a popular loan, what was 
then said? nators met here and congratulated one another and 
shook hands with one another. I overheard them say,. Well, 
we brotan the Administration to terms. We smashed the syndi- 
cate. e made them issue a popas loan. They did not want 
to doit. They wanted to favor the syndicate, but we made them 
stop.” Irecollect that one Senator caused to be given to the news- 

a an account of the large number of letters and telegrams he 

received from various parts of the country e tulating 

him on his firm stand, and how he had brought the . 

tion to its knees by his little resolution that we debated here one 

afternoon. The public could not have known about all those let- 
ters and telegrams unless he had given them out. 

I looked to see how the bonds were subscribed for. The total 
subscriptions to the recent loan were $551,026,515, of which New 
York subscribed the modest sum of $450,898,850. I thus of 
New York and its interests here as one of the reasons why I mani- 
fest interest in this question. I do not propose to have bonds 
which my constituents purchased discredited by any such bogus, 
trumped-up resolution as this if Ican prevent it. jf 
alone subscribed $42,891,650; Pennsylvania, $11,690,200; Ohio, $9,- 
398,950; Illinois, $5,154,100; Maryland, $3,729,500; New Jersey, 
$3,305,200. Then Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Islan 
and Connecticut in all subscribed $6,897,250. Then come Texas, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, 3 Florida, ware, District of 
Columbia, Virginia, and West ia, all together, $5,200,635. 
Then comes another group of States, Nebraska, uri, Arkansas, 
Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, Kansas, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin, $5,570,850. Then comes another group 
of States which were going to take all the bonds before they were 
issued at 24 or 3 per cent—Arizona, California, Indian Territory, 
Montana, Nevada, Idaho, Colorado, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Ore- 
gon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming, and all others, $6,289,330. I 
give these figures to show the interest the people of my State have 
in this great financial question. 

The real grievance of these agitators is not the mere issuance of 
bonds, because, as I stated, even if they are not necessary it is only 
a question of the loss of interest involved, but because silver is 
not forced upon the holders of greenbacks in redemption. That 
is the real ance. They do not explain about how the Govern- 
ment is to be run by the pursuit of any other course. They say 
Coin the bullion in the coin the seigniorage.” That 
would be only a small amount, which would be soon exhausted. 
The grievance is reall inst the Secretary of the Treasury that 
he does not force the holders of greenbacks to accept silver. 

This matter resolves itself into a mere question of option. Who 
shall have the . the Government or the people who hold the 
bonds? Or, if the Government has reserved to itself the legal op- 
tion, what, under all the circumstances, is the best policy to pur- 
sue? Shall it exercise the option, or shall it,in the pursuance of a 
wise and fer policy of keeping 8 i ao nipan of 
curren er upon a parity, allow the holder to have the o 
tion? "That is the question. else about this question is e: E 
geration; all else about it is misrepresentation; all else about it 
is rec assertion. It is a question of policy, not of law; itis a 
question of policy, not of honesty; it is a question of policy, not 
of regularity or propriety. What I object to in the resolution is 
that inst of recognizing the difference between the friends of 
the gold standard and the friends of the silver standard, instead 
of recognizing that the difference between the two sides is a great 
question of public policy, not a question of law, our friends who 
are pressing the resolution insist upon making it a question of 
honesty, a question of law, a question of regularity. is no 
such question. 

Differ as we may with the Secretary of the Treasury upon these 
matters, this great 5 ought not to be diverted into a foolish 
unwise, senseless, silly attack upon an Administration which will 
emerge therefrom, in my judgment, without a single stain put 
apan it, and to the discomfiture of those who vote for the resolu- 


on. 
Why not take the other position, the manly position, the square 
position, that the gold policy requires this thin g to be done; that 
all that has been done is that which had to be done under the 
goa policy? Why not Sean aN that fact and treat it fairly? 

y not recognize the fact that if this Government insists upon 
preserving the single gold standard as it now exists in law it must 
necessarily when demanded pay its obligations in gold? Instead 
of tryi 3 — this offensive resolution to investigate the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury it would be better to concede that he had to 
issue the bonds to keep up the gold standard. Admit it, but do 
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not question his honesty, do not question his integrity, do not 

uestion the law under which itis done. Sir, he has ample au- 

ority for all that has been done. Therefore the matter resolves 
itself into a question of a great public policy. 

I have great respect for those who say that they believe it would 
have been wiser for the Government to have adopted the course 
of redeeming the mbacks in silver. The friends of the gold 
standard say, Would not that course ultimately drive gold out, 
as the cheaper metal usually drives out the dearer? Would it not 
result in putting a premium on gold?” They say as an answer, 
they do not believe it would. I do not question their good faith. 
I think that those who differ with me upon this great question 
honestly differ. I concede the honesty of their motive. I object, 
however, to their assailing those who differ with them. 

Mr. President, there is some excuse, it is true, for what has been 
at times hastily said. I know that the words ‘‘ sound money” are 
used by almost everyone. The words ‘‘honest money” are used, 
and the friends of silver are ready to believe that the friends of 
the single gold standard insist that they are the friends of dishon- 
est money and unsound money. I always avoid the use of those 
terms where I can. They are in the public prints; you hear them 
in public discussions, and it is hard to avoid the use of them. I 
speak of the gold standard and of the silver standard, the single 
gold stan or the double standard. That is the proper way to 
speak of the different phases of this question. 

Sir, I do not believe that any true friend of silver wants to foist 
upon the country any currency that is not equal to gold or will 
not prove to be. You recollect the last words that were uttered 
when the silver bill the Senate in January. I recall the 
language of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dugois] when he said, 
„we expect by the free coinage of silver to make the silver dollar 
equal to the gold dollar. e expect that within a very short 
time (I think he said, however, immediately) when this law shall 
be passed that the silver dollar will soon be equal to the gold dol- 
lar.” Sir, undoubtedly he believes it. That is the theory of 
those who honestly desire the double standard or desire to see 
silver recognized more than it is. 

Yet, notwithstanding the unfair expressions of many of those 
who conduct the campaign in favor of the gold stan , notwith- 
standing silver men are unfairly, I think, sometimes taunted that 
they are in favor of an unsound currency and a dishonest cur- 
rency, I want to call your attention to the fact that while they 
differ with the distinguished Sec: of the Treasury he does 
not offensively use those expressions. I have perused his speeches, 
and while once in a while, but rarely, such expressions are used, 
he argues the question fairly from his standpoint. I have seen no 
abuse of the silyer men in his speeches. Sir, he is an able man. 
His speeches show most eloquent diction, and he shows his learn- 
ing in every line of his public addresses. In his recent great 
speech at Chicago, no matter whether you differ from him or not, 
he presents his side of the case fairly, intelligently, without abuse 
of those who differ from him. 

Mr. President, are the friends of silver in this Chamber upon 
either side to answer this great ar; ent in favor of the single 
gold standard by the Secretary of the Treasury with an offensive 
resolution to investigate him, with insinuations of ager 
right upon its face? No, Mr. President; I have too much confi- 
dence in the good friends here who believe in bimetallism, who 
believe in silver, who want honestly to do something in its behalf, 
to believe that they will countenance any such resolution here 
even at the dictation of the Populist party in the Senate. 

The Secretary of the believes that the best policy for 
this Government to pursue is to allow the holder of securities to 
have the option as to the kind of money that the paper currency 
shall eemed in. I am inclined to think that in the financial 


situation which has confronted this country in the past few years | 1% 


that conclusion has been a wise one. I know not what would 
have been the result of some other policy. It might have worked 
well. We might have avoided Ganger: This is a tand grow- 
ing and strong country, and it takes a great deal to ruin it. I 
can not see any other course ahead for this Government to pursue. 
Possibly if another course had been pursued, and silver had been 
forced upon the holders of securities, the country might have sur- 
vived. I know not. It is not a time to make experiments. 
What is the law? Whether the law is wise or unwise is not the 
uestion. You have to-day upon your statute books authority for 
the maintenance of only one single standard, and that is the gold 
standard. You may honestly seek to change it by an amendment 
of the statute; but while it exists is there any other course except 
honestly to enforce that policy and enforce that statute? 
Mr. President, what are the complaints made upon which this 
investigation is desired? If it had been introduced by my distin- 
ished friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] I would 
Fave said that he wanted to have some fun; that he did it asa 
oke; that he enjoys a fracas of this kind—an investigation; that 
o would like to have had the tumult which would arise in the 
newspapers in regard to it, and would like to see the Democratic 


officials squirm under this investigation. That is all very well 
from his standpoint; but, Mr. President, the people are not inter- 
ested in those gs. The t business interests of the country 
are not interested in the Congressional squabbles of one party 
obtaining a trifling advantage over another. The business inter- 
ests of the country do not want Congressional investigations over 
grave financial questions if they can be avoided. There is noth- 
ing in it for them. They do not like this attempt to get mean, 
little, contemptible political advantage of one party over another 
by using the great weapon of a Congressional investigation, dis- 
turbing the financial affairs of the country. 

The first two loans, of about $50,000,000 each, are to be investi- 
gated. That is what the resolution says. What was the trouble 
about those loans? What was the trouble about the first two 
loans? Oh, they say there was no authority. That is the whole 
difficulty. We have got over that. What was the difficulty in 
fact? The syndicate had nothing at first to do with those loans, 
A popular loan was started in one of them and failed; then sub- 
scriptions were started. Who questioned those first two loans, 
their re; ty, their propriety? Noone. We are goia to inves- 
tigate them. I suppose they thought the tail would go with the 
hide, and put them allin. If we are going to have a time, let us 
have a t time. Iwas going to use a stronger phrase, but I 
refrain from it. Therefore we are going to investigate the first 
two loans of $50,000.000 each just for the fun of the thing; that is 
all. Nobody makes any complaint; nobody has indicated any 
fraud; nobody has said there was any irregularity, but we are 
going to investigate them. 

Now, the second is the syndicate loan of last February. What 
was there about the syndicate loan? I say, and I challenge suc- 
cessful contradiction, that in the making of that loan there was 
nothing done secretly. The gold reserve was rapidly diminishing; 
a crisis was at hand; time was important. Concede, if you please, 
that the terms were somewhat harsh; what of it? That is a mere 
question of negotiation. Unless you will dare to go to the extent 
of saying that the officers of our Government were recreant to 
their trust, the mere fact whether there was a little excessive per- 
centage one way or the other makes no difference. It was a ques- 
tion of negotiation, a question of bargain, and if you concede that 
the parties to the contract were honest, there is really nothing 

er to investigate about it. 

The author of the resolution, in his h that I referred to 
yesterday, said the country was astonished. Mr. President, 
is that so? Will that bear investigation? Before the President, 
8 his Secretary, had issued a single bond prior to the Feb- 
ruary loan he sent to this Congress a special message, which I will 
ask the Secretary to read, showing that he did nothing secretly, 
showing that he warned Congress of what was coming, showing 
that he appreciated the gravity of the situation, showing that he 
5 discharge his duty to his country. That message 

ows it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Since my recent communication to the 


1 Congress, callin, 
financial condition and su ting legislation which I deemed essential to our 
national welfare and credit, the 
business cirel ed 


i ety and apprehension then existing in 

ess es have continued. 
Asa 5 therefore, against the failure of eee aid 
vantage, in default of better means, such ex- 


g attention to our 


safe gold reserve. 
In the judgment of those especially c with this be ee the 
be — is so critical and the barged wi situatio: so un 5 


I m 
ion thus far on the of Con to benefi 


of the 


ment have this day been concluded with parties abundantly 
their Ler rtre Y | whereby bonds of the United States, author- 
ized under the act of July l4, payable in coin pay Faass after their 
date, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent nee annum, to the amount of a 
little less than $62,400,000, are to be issued for the purchase of gold coin 
amounting toa sum 7 5 55 in excess of $65,000,000, to be delivered to the 
Treasury Of the United States, which sum, ‘added tothe gold now held in our 
reserve, will so restore such reserve as to make it amount to something more 
than $100,000,000. Such a premium is to be allowed to the Government upon 
the bonds as to fix the rate of interest upon the amount of gold realized at 3 
per cent perannum. At least one-half of the gold to be obtained is to be 
supplies. rom abroad, which is a very important and favorable feature of the 
transaction. 

The privilege is especially reserved to the Government to substitute at 
within ten days from this date, in lieu of the 4 per cent coin bonds, other 
bonds in terms vayenis in gold and bearing only 3 per cent interest, if the 
issue of the same should in the meantime be authorized by the Congress. 

The arrangement thus completed which, after careful inquiry. ap; in 
present circumstances and considering all the objects desired to be the best 
attainable, develops such a difference in the estimation of investors between 
bonds made payable in coin and those specifically made 2 in gold in 
favor of the latter as is represented by three-fourths of a cent in annual 
interest. In the econ just concluded the annual saving in interest to 
the Government, if 3 per cent gold bonds should be substitu for 4 per cent 
coin bonds under the privilege reserved, would be $539,159, amounting in 
thirty years, or at the maturity of the coin bonds, to $16,174,770 


1896. 
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Of course there never should be a doubt in any quarter as to the redemp- 
tion in gold of the bonds of the Government which are made parans in coin. 


Therefore the discrimination in the judgment of investors between our bond 
obligations 2 in coin and those specifically made payable in gold is very 
cant. It is hardly necessary to su that whatever may be our 


ews on the subject, the sentiments or preferences of those with whom we 
3 negotiate in disposing of our bonds for gold are not subject to our dic- 


tation. 
I have only to add that in my opinion the transaction herein detailed for 


the iucoumation of the Congress 


through the sale of bonds; and I believe it will tend, as far as such action 
can, in present circumstances, to meet the determination expressed in the 
law repealing the silver purchasing clause of the act of July 14, 1890, and 

f g act, the arrangement made will aid 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

8, 1895. * 

Mr. HILL. This special m was an able and comprehen- 
sive statement of the then existing financial situation. It in- 
formed Congress of exactly what was contemplated and what 
would have to be done. those who were so jealous of syndi- 
cates, if those who in this Chamber so 5 denounce syn- 
dicates desired to deprive those syndicates of the bonds which 
were to be issued, they had ample authority so to do. The Presi- 
dent asked for legislation which would give him the right to have 
bonds issued at 3 per cent and better terms for the Government 
secured. It is true that he asked for gold bonds. It is true he 
argues that ea was needed for the pu of replenishing the 
redemption und. But, ai 5 on k was aen to 1 55 
appeal. Congress refused any sort of legislation upon the su 
Teck, Congress seemed to prefer to denounce syndicates in public 
speeches and play into their hands by refusing adequate legisla- 
tion. 

The President of the United States informed Congress precisely 
what he had felt constrained to do. In considering the syndicate 
contract we should not forget the fact that under the very terms 
of that contract one-half of the gold was to be supplied from 
abroad. Need I argue before the Senate or the country the value 
of that provision? we not seen under the system of popular 
loans nearly three-quarters of all the gold taken directly from the 
Treasury? That had been the practical result. The parties who 
desired soda procured the greenbacks, went to the Treasury, 
drew out the gold, then came back and bought the bonds, and 
there was no possible way of stopping it, at least no feasible, no 
practical wer 3 

But the value of this contract was that it provided that half of 
the gold should be obtained abroad, therefore leaving our gold 
intact in the Treasury of the United States. If Con did not 
like that arrangement it could have changed it. if Congress 
wanted something better for the interests of the country, Con- 
gress could have legislated. Mr. President, legislation was not 

iven. Congress largely accepted the responsibility and relieved 

he President. He had only to under existing law; and 
while this syndicate contract of February, 1895, has been criticised 
I have never yet heard the able 3 upon that side of the 
question presented by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VLAS] 
answered here or elsewhere. 

The President in his subsequent annual message did not seek to 
escape the responsibility for what had been done. In his annual 
message that followed he detailed this transaction. He defended 
it. He accepted his share of the responsibility for it. He said 
that he believed he had subserved the best interests of the country, 
and he thinks so still. I will ask the Secretary to commence 
where I have marked on page 18 of the President's last annual 
apse It will be goog matter to insert in my remarks. 

ne RESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
ca 


The Secretary read as follows: 


The compulsory purchase and coinage of silver by the Government, un- 
checked and unregulated by business conditions and heedless of our currency 


The things thus Socom panot notwithstanding e rme importance 
and beneficent effects, fa 


| eee was ed in large volume during the late civil war, and was 
tended originally to meet the exigencies of that period. It seen by 
a3 reference to the debates in Congress at the time the laws were au- 


01 the issue of these notes that their advocates declared they were 
intended for only temporary use and to meet the emergency of war. In al- 
most if not all the laws relating to them some provision was made contem- 
png their voluntary or compulsory retirement. A large ey of them, 

owever, were ae id on foot and mingled with the currency of the country, so 
that at the close of the year 1874 they amounted to $381,999,073. 

Immediately after that date, and in January, 1875, a law was passed 
viding for the resumption of specie perona which tho Secretary of the 

ury was required, whenever additional chroulstion was issued to na- 
tional banks, to retire United States notes bast in amount to 80 per cent of 
3000 additional national-bank circulation until such notes were reduced to 


000,000. This law further provided that on and after the Ist day of Jan- 


uary, 1879, the United States notes then outstanding should be redeemed in 
coin, and in order to provide and prepare for such 3 the Secretary 


of the Treasury was authorized not only to use any us revenues of the 
Government, but to issue bonds of the United States and dis: of them for 
coin, and to use the proceeds for the purposes contempla by the statute. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I now yield for a little while to the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], who wishes to present a report. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. GEAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads to reponi a new bill as a substitute for Senate bills 773, 798, 
and 1369. Iwill state that I shall file the report of the committee 
favoring the passage of the bill within a day or two. 

I wish to state further in this connection that the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wor cor] dissents in some degree from the report 
regarding the Union Pacific Railroad, and reserves the right, 
which the committee cheerfully accord him, of filing, if he wishes, 
a minority . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the titles of the bills be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The titles of the bills will be 
stated. The new bill reported by the Senator from Iowa will be 
placed upon the Calendar and the other bills indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (8.1369) directing the foreclosure of the Government lien on the 
Pacific railroads, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. By whom was that bill introduced? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I want that bill to go upon the Calendar, Mr. 
President, and not to be indefinitely postponed. 

Piro a OFFICER. e bill will be placed upon the 
Jalendar. 

Mr. GEAR. The committee does not ask for the indefinite 
postponement of the various bills for which it reports the substi- 
tute. It presents a new bill as a substitute in lieu of all of the other 
bills. Of course it will be for the Senate to take what action it 
pleases regarding any of the bills. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The titles of the other bills will 
now be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (S. 778) to amend an act entitled "An act to aid in the construction of 
a railroad and polegrenh line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
and to secure the Government the use of the same for postal, military, an 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved. Jul 
2, 1864; and also an act 8 May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first. 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the 
issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of the railroads, and to 
secure to the United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the 
companies therein mentioned—introduced by Mr. FRYE. 

A bill (S. 798) to alter and amend the act entitled “An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and es Se. h line from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for pos- 
tal, military, and other purposes,” a’ meres July 1, 1862; and also to alterand 
amend the act of Congress approv: aya 1 in amendment of said first- 


named act; and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved May 7, 
1878, in amendment of said acts—introduced by Mr. THURSTON. 


„„ REDING OFFICER. The bills will be placed on the 
endar. 

Mr. GEAR. Now, let the Secretary read the title of the bill 
which was reported by the committee as a substitute for the bills 
the titles of which have just been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill referred to 
will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The bill (S. 2804) to amend an act entitled An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocea: 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, an 
other pi “approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved Jul 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said firs 
mentioned act, and other actsamendatory thereof and supplemental thereto; 
and to provide for the settlement of claims wing out of the issue of bonds 
to aid in the construction of certain rail s, and to secure the payment of 
allindebtedness to the United States of certain companies therein mentioned. 
8 ae . OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 

alendar. 3 . 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if this is 
what is known as the Frye bill? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; itis the committee bill. It is somewhat 
changed from the Frye bill. It is the bill prepared by the com- 
mittee, which embraces the settlement of both roads. 

Mr. ALLEN. I infer that the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
has concluded its examination of witnesses. 

Mr. GEAR. I think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if any of the 
shippers along the line of these bond-aided railroads have been 
invited to appear before the committee? 

Mr. G As I stated once before to the Senator from Ne- 
braska when this goreuon was before the Senate, public notice 
has been given of the hearings, and shippers, boards of trade. 
and every else could have appeared before the committee an 
have stated whatever they chose, T 
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Mr. ALLEN. No further notice has been given? 

Mr. GEAR. No further notice has been given. 

Mr. ALLEN. Simply a general notice? 

Mr. GEAR. Simply a general notice, the same notice as has 


been given of all the h committees in both branches of 
during my service in either branch. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like toask the Senator also whether any 
ific invitation has been extended to any boards of trade or 
bers of commerce or age, de or Alliance organizations to 
furnish data and appear before committee? 
Mr. GEAR. No specific invitation has been sent to anybody. 
Mr. ALLEN. What class of witnesses have appeared here, and 
yy gen what interests? 


. I have not time to recapitulate all the evidence. 


It fills a large book. The Senator can get it by application to my 
committee room, and find out what class of persons came before 
the committee and read it, which I suppose he will do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I can read. 

Mr. GEAR. I know you can. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply desire to say a few words, if I can have 
the ission of the Senator from New York. 

. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, several weeks 
‘was up, and it was then notorious that Collis P. Huntington and 
his lobbyists—because that is the p r designation for them— 
were here in force to influence the action of Congress in legislation 
upon the subject of the Pacific railroads. I then called the atten- 
tion of my honorable friend from Iowa, for whom I have the high- 
est respect, to the fact that no invitation had been sent to the 
mere! of these roads and to the people who were affected by this 

egislation, either to appear before the committee or to lay before 
it any data in their possession. I had hoped at that time that the 
honorable Senator from Iowa, who is at the head of this commit- 
tee, would have sent out an invitation which could have been done 
for 2 cents—a 2-cent postage stamp would have carried the letter 
to the National Grange and the national and State alliances of the 
States through which these railroads run, and the boards of trade, 
the chambers: of commerce, and the great body of e (ae and 
people whose interests are affected—and deeply affected—by this 
2 legislation, to ap before that committee and give evi- 

ence and furnish data. I supposed, of course, that the honorable 
Senator would have done that. I had no doubt that he would do 
it when his attention was drawn to the fact. I regret to say, Mr. 
President, that it does appear to me as though there had been a 
studied effort on the part of the Pacific Railroads Committee to cut 
off those people from any opportunity to appear before the com- 
mittee or lay before it necessary evidence and data, and by that 
full, free, and fair expression of popular sentiment 


o this question 


permit me for a moment, I beg to say, in reply to the statements 
‘made by the Senator from Ne , whom I have known these 
many years in all the different political affiliations and parties 
with which he has been connected during the last thirty years, 
that, as I said before, a public notice was given that the commit- 
tee were to have hearings in d to a proposed settlement on 


the part of the Central and Union Pacific railroads of the debts. 


they owed the Government. The only notice, as I have before 
said, that I have ever known to be Kven by a committee of Con- 
gress in regard to a proceeding of this kind went out in the As- 
sociated Press dispatches. The hearings were reported and pub- 
lished from the Golden Gate to the Atlantic Ocean. Every day 
the pa of California and of Omaha, in ‘the Senator’s own 
State, had full reports of what the committee were doing, and 
everybody who felt inclined to appear, or who had 3 
say to the committee, had a ect opportunity to do so. 0 
doors of the committee have always swung in ward 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise to a question of order. 
cane GEAR, I will be through in a minute, if the Senator will 

ow me. 

The doors of the committee have always swung inward for 
every man, for every woman—because women have been before 
the committee, I believe—to appear before the committee to make 
their statements. If the National Grange or the National Farm- 
ers’ Alliance or the boards of trade of Omaha or of any other 
place along the line from here to the Pacific Ocean wanted to 
come before the committee, they had the opportunity. The com- 
mittee were not empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
therefore the only notice they could give was the same as that 
which has always been given in the other branch and in this 
branch of Congress when hearings have been had in regard to the 
great question of the tariff. If individual notices been sent 
out, it would have taken months to close up the Sues Tay 

The members of the committee can answer each individually to 
the charge which the Senator from Nebraska makes in regard to 
this matter. They are perfectly competent to doit. They are as 
able men, in my judgment, and as honorable as any who are.on 


the floor of this Senate, and they have given a great deal of time 


St the proper sdlution of he gung ert in the bill reported 
at the proper solution of the subject in the bi 

show. The votes of Senators, when the bill is presented to them, 
will show whether they think the committee is right or wrong. 

The Senator has no right to come in and impugn the committee, 
or the chairman of the committee, by saying they have not done 
their peg in not sending out written notices to Tom, Dick, and 
Harry all over God's creation to come and ap before the com- 
mittee. In my ju ent, the Senator would not have done it if 
he were chairman of that or any other committee. 

That is all I wish to say, Mr. ident. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Kansas, I wish to occupy 
the time of the Senate for just a moment. 

I am not inclined to engage in a quarrel with my distinguished 
friend from Iowa, for whom I have very great respect indeed 

Mr. GEAR. You can not get into a quarrel with me. 

* Mr. ALLEN. For I have known him since I was a barefooted 
boy. I believe him to be an honest man and I know him to be an 
able man, but I can not understand, and the Senator will have to 
explain his explanation to me before I can understand—it may be 
in consequence of my dullness—why the people of this country 
have no right, why they have not been invited, to appear before 
this committee and make their grievances known. 

I speak of what I have seen with my own eyes. Ihave been in 
the ific Railroads Committee room on two different occasions 
when this so-called investigation was on, and I have seen 
that supreme magnate of American and American poli- 
tics, himself the embodiment of force and corruption, Collis P. 
Huntington, sitting there, apparently a lord over the committee 
and everybody around him, and his lobbyists occupying the seats 
in the committee room; not a farmer, not a merchant, not a man 
living upon the prairies, not a man living along ‘the line of the 
railroads there—not one. 

The Senator from Iowa says that it has not been the custom to 
send out notices to 'these people. Mr. President, if it has not, 
then the custom ought to be changed. A precedent that excludes 
the t masses of the people who are affected . Soap wae of 
this kind from an opportunity to be heard before this committee, 
or any other committee of Congress, ought ‘to be revoked as 
speedily as possible. 

Iam not going to make any charge against the committee—I 
would not do that, for I recognize that they are all honorable gen- 
tlemen; Brutus was an honorable man also. I recognize thei 
honesty and their capacity, but I can not help but be impressed 
with the thought that there was a studied and a fixed p 
and I say it now—a studied and ‘fixed p to exclude these 
people from any representation before that committee or an 
opportunity to lay before it their wishes or any facts in their 
possession. 

This bill—I do not know what it is, but if it is read, and I shall 
ask to have it read and put in the RECORD, so that it shall appear 
to-morrow morning—means what? I can read it as well as though 
I had it before my eyes at this moment. It means an extension 
of the debt of these railroads to the nation substantially upon the 
lines laid down and dictated by Mr. Huntington. That is all I 
now desire to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. GEAR. One moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks this colloquy 
is entirely out of order and proceeds with the permission of the 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. GEAR. Iunderstandit is by the grace of the Senator from 
New York and the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ves, sir. 


Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Nebraska claims to represent 
on this floor the great State of Nebraska. I will not say that he 
misrepresents it. I-will leave that to his people to say. hy did 


not the Senator from Nebraska come before that committee him- 
self? That is a question for him to answer. He is supposed to 
represent the great farming interests, the grange interests, the 
national alliances, and the boards of trade. He says we did not 
give them notice, and he, representing them as the sense 
agent of those interests, failed ‘to come in person. He knew 
committee was sitting day by day, and for weeks and months. 
Mr. ALLEN. Let me correct the Senator. That statement 
ought not to be made. 
. GEAR. What statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. The statement the Senator is now making. 

Mr. GEAR. Why not? 

Mr. ALLEN. I stood at my desk here two months ago and 
called your attention to this matter. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask you here now, did you not know, and do 
you not know as a matter of fact, that committee was in 
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daily session examining people under oath? Had you not a right, 
as every other man in the Senate, every Senator, every citizen of 
this country, to come before that committee and make any state- 
ment you wished? 5 ay 
It is a great deal easier, Mr. President, to pull down than it is 
to build up. The Senator is of that class of people who try to pull 


down and not to build up the legislation of the country. 
I will state rey what the bill contains. The original debt of 
the Pacific railr companies to the United States is paid and 


the money is in the Treasury of the United States. This bill sim- 
ply deals with the interest. Whether the matter is dealt with in 

e best manner is for the Senate to decide. The bill provides for 
certain payments, $1,000 a day for the first ten years, $1,500 a day 
for the next ten years, and $2,000 a day ter until final pay- 
ment. And also the payment of some annual interest. Whether 
the committee in this bill have devised the best method of making 
and adjusting the settlement Ido not know. I do not claim for 
the committee infallibility; but Ido claim that the members of 
that committee are men of as high standing as there are in this 
Senate, and it is in very bad taste for the Senator from Nebraska 
to come in here and impugn the integrity and the reliability of his 
brother Senators because they have not come up to what he thinks 
is perfection. I for one do not pro to stand here and take 
the kind of language that the Senator from Nebraska addresses 
to me. He can get no quarrel with me. I know him well. I 
have known him probably longer and better than many other Sen- 
ators in this Chamber. I know the kind of parties he has affiliated 
with for the last or forty years. Now he turns up with the 

y which my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] **Popu- 
ites.” It is much easier for that class of men to tear down than to 
build up. The Senate of the United States and the House of Rep- 
resentatives are endeavoring to build up,in my judgment, and 
save the Government the money due it. Whether the committee 
have done wisely will be found out when the bill is brought to 
the Senator’s notice and he has an opportunity to discuss it and 
vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Just a word, andIshall not interrupt the exhibi- 
tion of my friend from New York much further, 

Mr. L. What? 

Mr. ALLEN. His speech, I should say. ughter. | 

The Senator from Iowa, I regret to say, loses his temper. I 
have not impugned the motives of the honorable Senator from 
Iowa nor his associates on the Pacific Railroads Committee. 
Whatever I might think about that, Mr. President, I would not 

ive expression to it here. I might say, however, that I have no 
Sisposition to impugn his motivesor the motives of his associates. 
I would not suffer myself to do that. 

The Senator, however, seems to make, or undertakes to make, 
a point upon me that I have not followed this Pacific Railroads 
Committee around to its committee room. Itis not my duty to 
do so. Iwas sent here to represent in part the State of Nebraska. 
I did not come here by the consent of the Senator from Iowa, and 
never should have come here by his consent. 

Mr. GEAR. That is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is true. I am here in spite of him, Mr. 
President, and I am going to stay here, too, for a while, and 
whenever I think a thing is wrong I am going to say so, it does 
not make any difference who is involved, and I am not going to 
say it with pe Heong ee attached to it. If I think anything 
involves the character of the Senator from Iowa I will say so to 
him in plain Anglo-Saxon. He never in the world will be mis- 
taken as to what I mean. 

Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GEAR. When this question was up some six weeks ago, 
the Senator will bear in mind that I then invited him to come 
fore the committee. Why did he not come? Please answer that 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am just answering it, and I will answer it 
completely. 

Mr. GEAR. I shall be glad to have you do it. < 

Mr. ALLEN. Itisnot my business to go before that commit- 
tee; not at all. Iam here to potas out to the Senator from Iowa 
the fact that along the line of these railroads there arọ great or- 

izations of farmers and merchants and consumers and ship- 
who have a great deal of valuable data that ought to be laid 

ore the committee. I did that from my desk in the Senate in 

as dignified a way as I am capable of transacting business. It 
was then the duty of the Senator from Iowa, in my judgment, to 
send out an invitation to those poopie to lay their data before the 
committee, and not to e or six or eight weeks in a special 
exhibition given for Collis P. Huntington and his peculiar class 
of people to the exclusion of the honest and the merchant 
= the shipper and the consumer. I did call attention to that 


Now, let me speak of one more thing. The honorable Senator 
from Icwa, who is a mostexcellent gentleman, says that he knows 


me well; he does; that he knows of my various political attach- 
ments and affiliations. I beg to inform the Senate and the coun- 
try now all about them, and I will inform the Senator from Iowa 


of something he does not know. 

I cast my vote for Abraham Lincoln for President of the 
United States. I was in the Army at the time, I suppose not a 
voter, although I was told by the commissioners who took the vote 
that I was, and I voted. Icast my second vote for U. S. Grant 
for President of the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. I congratulate the Senator on twice having voted 


"Gir ALLEN. T. 
$ . Icast my next vote again for Grant in 1872. I 
1 the Senator will congratulate me there. 
. GEAR. I will. 
Mr. ALLEN. I cast Fas Brag vote for Samuel J. Tilden in 1876, 
te the Senator there. [Laughter.] 
s s ou. 

In 1880, Mr. President, I cast my next vote for James A, Gar- 
field for President. In 1884 I was absent from my State at the 
time the election was held. If I had been there I should have 
voted for James G. Blaine. I believed him to be a very great 
statesman; and I believe also, and believed at the time, Ihave 
never had occasion to change my mind, that Samuel J. Tilden was 
one of the greatest statesmen and purest men this country has 
ever produced. 

In 1888, I regret to say, Mr. President, I cast my vote for the 
late President of the United States, Benjamin m. In 1892 
I cast my vote for James B. Weaver, thank God! [Laughter.] 

Now, I have told the Senator from Iowa something that he never 
knew before. The Senator was simply fishing in the dark when 
he said he knew my political affiliations. 

Mr. President, when a man lives to be 75 or 80 years of age and 
never discovers that he has been in error there is no hope for that 
man; none whatever. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. m understand that the test of a man’s 
knowledge is that he must change his politics once in a while. 


[Langhter. 

Mr. . Oh, no, Mr. President; not at all; but that man 
VVVVFUFVVVVVVVVVVVT ance 
enemy country can haye. isa e 
for but as a means to produce the pie pads vernment? 
Whenever a man says that his patriotism is meas and limited 
by the hidebound decrees of a political party, and can never see 
that it is in error, there is no hope for that man, and there is no 
hope for a country the great body of whose citizenship is com- 
posed of that class of men. 

Now I yield the floor to the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire . CHANDLER]. 

Mr. C DLER. Mr. ident, certainly the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is competent to on the subject of 
parties, because he has consecutively belonged to them and 
seemed to me to intimate toward the last that he was meditating 
another change. [Laughter.] 

The Senator will also notice that he has been obstructing the 
28 of the resolution of his Populist friend from Kansas 5 

EFFER], which we are all so desirous to have passed, and have 
been bran roa anxious to pass as soon the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HLL] shall exhaust himself. [Laughter.] Yet the 
Senator from Nebraska has intervened with the discussion of the 
Pacific railroads question upon the formal presentation of the re- 
port by the chairman of the committee. 

I desired to rise a few moments ago simply to say a word—an 
unnecessary word, it is true—in vindication of that committee 
from the aspersions (I must call them such) of the Senator from 
Nebraska. As I understood the Senator, he said that Mr. Hunt- 
ington and his lobbyists had been allowed to lord it over that 
committee. He meant, if he meant anything, that Mr. Hunting- 
ton and eg ae 2 the committee influenced it 
improperly in the manner of its investigation. 

M AL . Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not in the result 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me correct the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not in the result, but in the manner of con- 
ducting its investigation. e 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me correct the Senator. We are all really 
helping the Senator from New York. [Laughter.] 

si wen DLER, The Senator from New York will excuse 
us i 

Mr. ALLEN. I neither said nor implied what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what the language means as it 
stands in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I wanted to be understood as saying—and 
I ordinaril a with plainness—was that every chair in the 
room of the Pacific Railroads Committee was occupied by Mr. 
Huntington and his friends except those occupied by the commit- 
tee. They were there to the exclusion of other people. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I undertake to say that the remarks of the 
Senator will read as an rsion upon the committee, although 
they have been well replied to by the chairman of the committee. 
And the Senator now adds another aspersion. He can not mean 
anything but an aspersion when he says that all the chairs except 
those of the committee were occupied by Mr. Huntington and his 
friends. He implies by that that others who wanted to be there 
were excluded from chairs and had not a fair opportunity before 


the committee. 

ak now of the result which the committee has 
reached, but I undertake to say, so far as the investigation of the 
committee and its conduct of that investigation are concerned, 
that they are beyond criticism. It is absurd for the Senator from 
Nebraska to say that the committee should have advertised all 
over this country for people to come in and make objections. - The 
whole country that is interested in this question knew that the 
bills were before the committee. The country has known it for 
years, and anyone who had the least desire to be heard had notice 
and an 3 be heard. If advertising was needed, the 
Senator from Nebraska had advertised over and over again in 
speeches in the Senate that the question was pending and that 
8 who had anything to say ought to be there. 

Mr. STEWART. The proceedings of the committee were pub- 
lished from time to time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proceedi of the committee, as we 
all have noticed, have been reported in the peen I did not 
enter the committee room, but we have read from time to time 
reports of the proceedings of the committee. The time was taken 


‘up literally by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is 
not in favor of the settlement bill, I suppose. If there been 


any favoritism shown anywhere in the hearings, according to my 
observation it has not been to Mr. Huntington and his associates, 
or his lobbyists, or whatever else the Senator may call them, but 
the time was taken up by the oppo of the settlement, by the 
enemies of Mr. Huntington, and by the men who entertain the 
same views on the subject of this settlement that are entertained 
by the Senator from Nebraska. I say that vastly more of the time 
of the committee in the consideration of the business before it 
was taken up by the opponents of the settlement than by Mr. 
Huntington and the friends of the settlement. I call upon the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who appears at my left, to 
ute me if I am not correct. 

. STEWART. Three-quarters of the time was so employed. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Nevada says three-quarters 
of the time. Here are the members of the committee: Mr. GEAR 

the chairman), Mr. STEWART, Mr. Davis, Mr. Worcorr, Mr. 

RYE, Mr. Brice, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. Mon- 
PHY. The committee may have reached a mistaken result; it may 
have reported a bill that we shall not vote for, but I do deprecate 
in all sincerity the attack which the Senator from Nebraska has 
made upon the committee. Is he aware how much he creates sen- 
timents of suspicion of the Populist party when he intimates that 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], his distinguished asso- 
ciate in that party, could be actuated by any other than the best 
of motives in the performance of a public duty? It seems to me 
that the Senator should have refrained from cnong the mode 
and manner of the committee and should have withheld his cbjur- 
gation until the bill came up for consideration. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Iam inclined to think that the allegations of the 
Senator from Nebraska present good ground for another investi- 
gation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only hope that in order to prove that the 
Senator from New York is right he will not undertake to read all 
of the proceedings of the Pacific Railroad Committee as a part of 
his brief remarks. 

Mr. HILL. I would not want to promise. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all I have tosay. I did not need to 
rise, but I think the Senator from Nebraska himself ought to dis- 
claim in the most emphatic manner the idea which it seems tome 
he intended to convey—that Mr. Huntington and his lobbyists 
exercised an improper influence upon the conduct and action of 
the committee. 

Mr. PEFFER, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the Senator from Kansas to give way for 
one moment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to any further discussion. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the Senator from Kansas to give way for 
barely one moment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have given way for two or three moments 


already. 
Mr. HLL. I have the floor. 


re GEAR. Then I ask the Senator from New York to yield 
me. 
Mr. HILL. I yield. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. GEAR. I understand Iam recognized. I wish to say one 
word more in to the hearings before the committee. 

Of course the tral and the Union Pacific railroads were to 
make certain propositions to the Government in adjustment of 
this debt. The distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] requested Mr. Huntington to come before the committee. 
F Bee per cent of the time of the committee in the hearing of 
Mr. Huntington was taken ap by the cross-questioning of the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama. The other Union Pacific 
representatives came there in their turn to make propositions to 
the Government through the committee. The only method by 
which they could come before Congress was through the commit- 
tee. They came there and made their proposition, and were put 
underoath. The gentlemen who represent the Government, in the 

rsons of Mr. Ellery Anderson and Mr. Oliver Mink, receivers 

or the Government, were also there, and they were put under 
oath. The hearing took up a long time, a large portion of which 

was taken up by my friend the Senator from Alabama, who, I 

8 is sick and not able to be here. That is the history of the 
earings, 

The room of the committee, of which I have the honor to be 
chairman, is too small to accommodate the crowd that came to 
the hearing. Gentlemen from all over the country were there, 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, kindly gave us his room in which to hold 
the hearing, so that we might accommodate the crowd of 20 or 30 
or 50 people who came there. So it seems to me everybody had a 
right to come and that everybody came who wished. 

e Senator from Nebraska has given us his political history. I 
congratulate him that out of seven Presidential votes he has given 
four or five at least on the right side. When he voted for James 
B. Weaver—a gentleman of my own State—he voted for a man 
who is in favor of confiscating all the railway property and pub- 
lic property, the telegraphs, and everything of that kind and is- 
suing irredeemable paper money for them; who stood then and 
stands now on the same platform that the Senator from Nebraska 
stands on—the Ocala platform. The Senator from Nebraska has 
been a Republican. All right. He has been a Democrat, he 
says. I respect a good, honest Democrat. To-day he represents 
the Populist par „occupying a position between the two parties, 
according to his way, but really with his guns aimed toward the 
Republican and looking all the time to the Democratic party, 
with which he affiliates. That is his political record. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], who is entitled to the floor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is assuming also that 
the Senator from Kansas consents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. I do not see that the Senator from Kansas has any- 
thing to do with it. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Kansas has the right at any 
time to raise a 8 of order, and that is all he has done. 

Mr. HILL. ere is nothing in the question of order. That is 
the 9 

Mr. AL . If Senators will yield to me for just a moment, 
in the first place I desire to make a request that the bill as reported 
by my always amiable friend the Senator from Iowa may be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the bill will be printed in the RECORD as 
the Senator requests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

A bill (S. perl amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and 
tosecure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other pu ” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, and also an act 5 May 7. 1878, both in amendment of said 
first-mentioned act and other acts amendatory thereof and supplemental 
thereto, and to provide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain and to secure the 


payment of all indebtedness to the United States of certain companies 

therein mentioned. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House e chen haere a of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the retary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to ascertain the amounts of the re- 
spective indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas 

acifle Railwa perpen § to which the subsidy bonds of the United States 
were advanced in aid of the construction of the Pacific railroads and branches, 
as of the Ist day of January, 1897, upon the same principle as if the whole 
sum of said bonds and interest paid and to be paid by the United States 
thereon, and not theretofore repaid by credits on account thereof, were to be 
paid to the United States in cash on said day; and the said sum shall be com- 
puted and ascertained as follows: 

First. To the whole of the priania of said subsidy bonds attributable to 
each of said companies shall bs added the interest paid or to be paid by the 
United States upon the same, so as to ascertain the total amounts that would 
have been due the United States for 2 and interest paid on the bonds 
issued to each of said companies at their maturity if no payments or reim- 


bursements had been made thereon by the companies. 
Second. From said amounts soascertained shall be deducted any payments 
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or reimbursements made 7 Bed on ponsa 25 SE 2 8 es 
tedness at an e ore the 18 of January, 1897, as | a 
5 1 bond and 5 —.— accounts of the said companies, respectively, | pany shall be re and extinguished, and the mo: securing the same 
with the United States. shall be satisfied and discharged, with the effect t the new mo 
Third. Compute the present worths of the amounts so found as of the Ist | herein authorized to be made shall be the only liens upon the entire way 
day of January, 1597, on the basis that money is worth 2 per cent per annum | property, ourna lands, and franchises of the Union Pacific Railwa: 
during the period between the date of average At ga a of the said bonds pany covered by its said existing mortgages, and that the second m 
and Ist of January, 1897. From the sums so ascertained there shall herein authorized to be executed to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
be deducted the amounts in the sinking fund applicable to the said com- fhe United States shall upon said entire mortgaged premises unio) 
es, tively, computing the value of any ds in the said sinking | subject to no other lien and than the new first mo) herein 
d at their market value at the time of such computation, as estimated by | authorized secu new bonds to the amount hereinafter limi 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and said sinking fund shall thereupon be ap- First. It mer e, issue, and negotiate its bonds dated January 1, 1897, 
lied as a payment upon the debt of such company to the United States. | and maturing January 1, i947, and interest at a rate not 1 
Fus a te amounts so arrived at shall be deemed the sums that would | 4 per cent per annum, 172 ble semiannually on the Ist days of Jan ani 
be 8 be paid on the said Ist day of January, 1897, by said com ies e maturity thereof, to the face amount of out- 
for the purpose of completely discharging their entire debts to the United standing first-mortgage bonds Roce in lien to the lien of the United States 


„ 2. Thai nion Pacific Railway Com successor to the Union | stituting first liens upon parts of the unsubsidized railway, terminal prop- 
Peat 3 and the Kansas Pacific Ra way Company, bea rc erties, 3 — or upon lands of the said company, and th 
Secretary e maha 


es upon any 


m d issued, or otherwise, all existing bonds secured by mo 
hall ae of the railway propery and lands of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 


rtyage, which shall bear date the lst day of J lines of railway, rights of way, terminals, terminal properti 
in indenture of mo: whic! e yof January, es 2 j 

1805 2 — and embracing all the lines of railway, ziga of way, termi- | ing stock, and pment, and all the then unsold lan rnb lands. and all 
nals. Ollin lines o tolograph, and all | the then outstanding land and town-lot contracts, and upon all other prop- 
the then unsold land nt and other land, and all the then ou ding land | erty embraced in such existing mo: of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
and town-lot 8 and all property appurtenant thereto embraced in | pany, and upon all of its tights, privileges, and franchises. 

and covered by existing mortgages of the Dhion Pacifc Railway Company, Second. It may make and issue its preferred stock toan amount not exceed- 
including all its unsubsidized as well as subsidized lines of railway and the | ing its present outstanding stock: Provided, however, That no dividends for 
branches and spurs connected therewith — — Lanora by the Union Pacific | any one year shall be paid upon such preferred stock in excess of the rate of 


Com „the main lines whereof e Council Bi in the | 4 cent nor except out of such net or surplus earnings as shall be juired 
. e to point about 5 miles west of Ogden, in the State of U. by said company in that year and as shall remain after the 8 oper- 
and from Kansas City, in the State of Missouri, to Denver, in the State o. expenses, and the interest upon said new first-mor' and the 


a 
g. and from | interest ind fixed annual sums required to be paid upon said second-mortgage 
Leavenworth to Lawrence, in the State of Kannt Banger i with all appur- | bonds 3 authorized to 


privil 
ion Pacific Railway Company in connection therewith or with the | Railway Company contemplated to be em in the new mortgage in this 
pe Bore By 8 Said 9 Sego oy constitute a Hen upon said properties | act au orized shall be sold under pending foreclosure 3 or other 


mortgage shall be prepared under the direction of the Secretary of the | ury of the United States their written acceptance of the Visions of this 
Treasury, which, w. 8 by him, shall be fil bo 
5 — therein described shall be held — security for 


d horized b act; but this section or such mo shall not be | as may for good cause be prescribed by the President of the United States, 
construed to prevers the said company from bery Res ing of any of | shall be, and they are hereby. ng pe with their associates and their suc- 
its property or assets, in the ordinary, — and lawful course of its cur- | cessors, created a ration by he name and style of Union Pacific Rail- 
rent business, in faith and for valuable consideration, and said com- | road Company.” Such purchasers and their tes shall file with the Sec- 


ts land grant and apply the proceeds thereof as i by the provisions them as incorporators, designating fifteen persons to act as directors of 
J...... ͤ e Steg) PR 
h dis tion of any s mds, secu: or other pro own meet ys r the of su ent, at the 
sia tary ether, hin 155 days after such 55 rep r ed tothe 8 ay, nad d * ree flees 8 5 a di “the 
Secre of the ry wit t T su i ition n m y are held. an elect officers new company under the 
ob re dado or other property acquired, „ and requirements as to procedure and character of official 
of, shall, except as hereinbe- 2 as are prescribed by law and the by-laws of the Union Pacific 
ded, in like manner and with the same power to dispose of the way Company in respect of a meeting of the rs of said last-named 
same, be subject to the lien of the said mortgage, and that true and proper | company held for like purpose. J 
— — — of 5 same shall be from time to time prepared and d new corporation shall have the power toacquire all or any peri 85 the 
Secre e Treasury. an ro- 
SEO. 3. That the said Union Pacific Railway 3 hereby authorized | vide for the said indebtedness of the said last-named compan: 25 the U; 
to make, execute, and issue, under its mortgage aforesaid, to the Secre! States by the issue to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of 
of the Treasury of the United States its bonds in an amount equal to the said | bonds e be 
te amount arrived at as above provided, each of which bonds shall | made by the Union Pacific Railway 5 secured by mortgage of the 
be for the principal sum of $1,000 and shall be — pase as provided for in this | same nature, extent, and relative lien as that authorized to be made by it in 
Said ds shall be dated on January 1, „and shall bear interest at | section 2 hereof; and shall have and be entitled to enjoy and exercise righ 
e rate of 2 per cent per annum, payable semiannually on the Ist days of wers, privileges, franch and immunities „5 extent, an 
July and January in each year, beginning Soration to those which the Union Pacific Railway Company would have had 
continuing until said bonds shall be paid. The said bonds shall at the time | and enjoyed had it accepted and carried out the provisions of this act as 
of the execution and delivery of the said mortgage be delivered to the Secre- | herein empowered to do; and shall have power to make, issue, negotiate, and 
tary of the Treasury, and shall be received by and on behalf of the United | deliver its boni mortgages, and stock ding in character and extent 
States as provisional yment of said aggregate amounts of indebtedness | to the like ties which, in such event, the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
arrived at, as provided in section 1 of this act. pany would have been entitled to retain in existence and to make and issue; 
Sec. 4. That the Union Pacific Railway Company shall execute and deliver | and in all its relations and duties to the Government and to the public, and 
its mo’ and bonds to the United States for the debts of the Union Pa- | in the regulation and 2 of its corporate affairs it be substi- 
cific Company and of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company to the | tuted toand governed by the provisions of law which would in such event 
United States, and the said bonds shall be numbered consecutively from 1 | have been appi cable to the Union Pacific Railway dee 
to a number which will include the whole amount thereof, and s be pay- SEC. 7. Tha virtu 
able in lawful money of the United States. Said company shall, on the Ist | of the act of Con approved July 1, 1862, and the act of July 2, 1864, and 
day of January of each year, for a period of ten years, commencing on the | the act of May 7, 118 to secure the payment of said subsidy bonds issued to 
Ist day of January, 1898, pay to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United | the Union Pacific Company Kansas Pacific Rail 
States, in addition to the interest which then be due on its said bonds | pany, and the interest thereon, as set forth in said acts, and u all the 
so to be issued and delivered to him, the sum of $365,000 per annum, and for | property subject to said statutory lien, shall be and remain in force for 
ten years commencing on the Ist day of January, 1908, shall Š 
retary of the Treasury, in addition to the interest which sh: z 
on its said bonds, the sum of $550,000 per annum; and thereafter, commenc- | States of the bonds and mortgage hereinbefore provided for, to be subject 
ing on the Ist day of January, 1918, company shall pay to the Secretary | only to thenew first mortgage and to the bonds secured the: 
of the Treasury, in addition to the interest which shall then be due on its | existing mortgages shall have been satisfied and discharged as hereinbefore 
said ponai the sum of ,000 per annum until the whole amount of said | provided. 
have been fully 3 The payments. of principal shall be a Sec. 8. That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
plied in payment of the bonds of said company to an amount equal to su and directed to ascertain the amount of the tive indebtedness of the 
yaro and in the order of the number of such bonds, begi g with the | Central Pacific Railroad Company of Califo and the Western Pacific 
ghest unpaid number. Each of said bonds, respectively, when d, shall | Railroad 8 tò which the subsidy bonds of the United States were 
thereupon be canceled and surrendered to the company, and no other bonds | advanced in of the construction of the Pacific railroad and branches, as 
under said mort shall be issued by said company in lieu thereof. When | of the Ist day of January, 1897, u the same principle as if the whole sum of 
the said bonds an: ene securing the same be delivered to the | said bonds and interest paid and to be paid by the United States thereon and 
Secretary of the Treasury, then, in case the lien thereof is subject only to | not theretofore repaid by credits on account thereof were due and payable 
the lien securing the new first-mort, bonds referred to in clause 1 of sec- | to the United States in cash on said day; and the said sum shall be computed 
tion 5 hereof, the lien of the Unit tates upon any of the railroad and | and ascertained as follows: 
property embraced in said mortgage and all charne or claim of the United First. Tothe whole of the cipal of the said subsidy bonds attributable 
tates upon any part of the revenues of such property under or by virtue | to each of said companies be added the interest paid or to be paid by the 
of any . laws shall cease and determine. When the bonds issued | United States upon the same, so as to ascertain the total amounts that would 
under section 3 of this act shall have Bees paa in full, as herein provided, | have been due the United States for principal and interest paid on the bonds 
the indebtedness represented thereb be wholl r and the | issued to each of said com es at their maturity if no payments or reim- 
Becretary of the Treasury shall cancel and discharge the mortgage given to | bursements had been e thereon by the companies. 
secure the same under act. Second. Fromsaid amounts so ascertained shall be deducted any payments 
Sec. 5. That for the pu of refunding its mortgage indebtedness upon | or reimbursements made by or on behalf of either of said companies u 
such terms as it meg be able to upon with its security holders and as | their indebtedness at any time before the Ist day of January, 1897, as 
will enable it to effect the settlement of its indebtedness to the United | appear in the bond and interest accounts of the said companies, respectively, 
States as herein provided, the said Union Pacific Railway Company is hereby | with the United States. 
authorized and empowered to issue its new mo bonds and stock within Third. Compute the present worths of the amounts so found as of the Ist 
the limitations defined in this section: Provided, however, That out of the | day of Jan , 1897, on the basis that money is worth 2 por cent per annum 
use or proceeds of sale of the new securities, hereby authorized to be made | during the perisa between the date of average maturity of the said bonds and 
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it shall be of the interests preser- 
-vation of the security of the United States in respect of its lien, or 

other interest in an of the several in 
act upon which a , or other paramount to the 
title, or interest of the United States in the same or any part 

the same may exist then lawfully liable to be the 

tary of the Treasury the of President, redeem or 
otherwise clear off such paramount lien, mortgage, or incum! by 
CCC the Treasury, the 
States shall thereupon and be subrogated to all rights and 


company tothe United States 
cretion and option of the President of United States, become dueand pay- 
thereafter, and all the rights of the United States shall there- 
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cure said bonds and applica’ theretoof the moneys to the 
Secre of the Treasury for retiring the cipal „und as may be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States. The said 
mortgages be delivered to Secretar} of the of the United 
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sisting each of all property of oa eg Sag ng real, 
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23. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the pro- 
of this act to be enf: „and take all ni Tint 
end, and shall make report to the t each ye 
which shall laid before and until the execution and de- 
livery of bonds and m eee be com: 
ee ee of law relating to companies respectively shall 
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. on erally 
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any right or remedy à in the pe now 
States. This act — ee ed and printed as a public act and in all 
‘proceedings may be cited as such. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have just one word to say in 
reference to the last remarks of the Senator from Iowa. 


of 1892 at a time and in a place where that gen 

heard, for I assure you, Mr. President, and the coun 2 100, that | 
if James B. Weaver were present here and it were la for him 
to speak in this Chamber, the la of the Senator from Iowa 
would have been a little more moderate, a little less offensive than | 
it has been at this time. 


to TEA 5 beg to say e Senator aa have met the 
orable gentleman whom he supported for the Presidency in 
ee other branch of Congress. I am ready to meet him at any | ou 


Mig ALLEN. It was never voluntary. It was under compul- 
Mr. GEAR. Not at all. 


ol the 


Mr. ALLEN. It was under duress, 
Mr. GEAR. Not at all. 
It was under duress. The world can rest assured 
that it was under duress. 
Mr. GEAR. Iam notin the habit of meeting folks in that way. 
Mr. ALLEN. James B. Weaver is one of the most illustrious 


and intelligent citizens of the United States, a man of 
acter, a man of great ability, of great mental force, o 


tainments; a man whose can not be impeach 


t char- 
1 at- 


an 
honest man, and I can not understand it—I did not see 8 


heard it—how reference to a man whose character is so well es- 
tablished in all these respects, and whose name has been men- 
tioned here in derision, is greeted with a significant ‘aw from 
one of the distinguished representatives of the State of which he 
is an honored citizen. I heard the guffaw. I did not see the 
facial expression at the time it was uttered. 

Mr. President, it will not do for the Senator from Iowa to stand 
in this Chamber and say that James B. Weaver wants to confis- 
cate property. There is not achild Syears old who does not know 
that that statement is false. 

Mr. GEAR. Does not the Senator consider 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not undertake 
oo GEAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield for a ques- 

on 
Pega sears The Senator from Iowa can not crawfish out of 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator answer a question? 

. Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEAR. Does the FFC 
right of the Government to take all the corporate of this 
country the railways, telegraph and telephone lines—and pay 
for them in unlimited issues of greenbacks? That is the 
that James B. Weaver stands on, the Ocala platform, for I have 
heard him it and defend it in his own Congressional dis- 
trict. I was there when he moved into that district in 1892, the 
Council Bluffs district, and spoke against Mr. HAGER. Theard him 
argue in favor of that idea. That is the platform he stands on. 
I call it confiscation. 

Mr. ALLEN. He does not stand on that platform. 

Mr. GEAR. You can dispute with James B. Weaver himself. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I will not dispute with James B. Weaver 
himself; I dispute with the Senator from Iowa. He is in this 
Chamber. Iam his equal here, and anywhere else, for that matter. 
He can not stand here and utter falsehoods of that kind 
one of the 5 and 5 cheng of = 3 

tates because he happens a opulist an ee ip 0 
the rebuke his justly and necessarily desery 

Mr. HOAR. I call the Senator SCC O etek wad walle 
= his words be taken down. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the Senator from Massachusetts to order 
and demand that his words be taken down. I resume my seat un- 
der the rule until my words are taken down. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senator from Nebraska be 


allowed to proceed in order. 
Mr. HOAR. The words have to be taken down, and they have 
to be ruled u the Chair. 
Mr. FA There is nothing in the rule which 
the Chair to rule the question before such a motionis we 
The PRESIDING OFFI The Chair did not hear the first 


observation of the Senator from West V irginia. 
Mr. FAULKNER. The motion I make is that the Senator from 
Nebraska be allowed to proceed inorder. The Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts suggests that the Chair must rule u the language 
as taken down as to whether or not it is ina. e 
simply requires that the language shall be read from the desk for 


the information of the Senate. It doesnot require that the Chair 
shall submit the question to the Senate if a motion similar to the 
one I have made intervenes. 
3 T 
The Secretary read as follows: 


RULE XIX. 


1. When a Senator 


. a 
officer, and shall not 


ihe is recognized and th 
Saares him. No 


out leave of the Senate; w shall 

2. If any Senator, in or otherwise, transgress rules of the 
Presiding cer shall, or any Senator may, call him to order; 

and when a Senator Shall be called to order he shall sit down, and not pro- 


ceed leave of the Senate, which, if granted, shall be upon motion 
a salasi eena] which motion shall be determined with- 
pa pot sage ine sper SO OEE TOE WOE gn Rit vie ps ie ge 
mand of ee ee ee ae See 2 8 
‘be taken down in writing, and read at the table for information of 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is sug- 
. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldri Chandler, Gray, Roach, 
Allen, Chilton, Hawley, ghoup, 
All Clark, Hill, Smi 
Bacon, Hoar, Stewart, 
Baker, Cullom, J . Ark. Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, McBride, Turple, 

A Elkins, Martin, 3 
Brice, * Faulkner, Nelson, ilas, 
Brown, 0. Walthall, 
Burro G ger, Peffer, Warren, 
Caffery, „ erkins, Wetmore, 
Call, Gibson, Pettigrew, hite, 
Cannon, Gordon. Platt, Wolcott. 

Carter 


Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose that under the rule the proces 
proceeding have 
made a motion that the Senator from Nebraska be allowed to pro- 
ceed in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Have the words been read to 
the Senate. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. They have not been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
15 bay censurable words to the Senate. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

No; I will not dispute with James B. Weaver himself. I dispute with the 
Senator from Iowa. He is in this Chamber. I am his equal here, and any- 
where else for that matter. He can not stand here and utter falsehoods of 
that kind one of the greatest and most illustrious citizens of the 


against 
United States because he happens to be a Populist, and go unwhipped of the 
rebuke his language justly and necessarily deserves. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What action will the Senate 


take? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senator from Nebraska be 
allowed to proceed in order, 

Mr. HOAR. Is that motion debatable? 

Mr. 2 It is not debatable, as is expressly stated in 
the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I asked the Chair, and not the Senator from West 


irginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

not debatable. 
Mr. HOAR. Iso understand it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
i wed that the Senator from Nebraska be allowed to proceed 
order, 


In the opinion of the Chair it is 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield for one 
moment? 

Mr. Certainly. 


braska I take no exception. Ihave lived among the people where 
Ihave made my home for more years almost than the Senator has 
lived in his life. They know best whether the words he has stated 
are true or false. I am satisfied now, if I never was before, of the 
truth of an old adage. When I got into this unfortunate alterca- 
tion with the Senator from Nebraska I made a mistake. It is an 
old saying that you can not “touch pitch without being defiled.” 
Iam sorry that I had the altercation with him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Iam very glad indeed to be able 
to defile a gentleman who has seen so much of this world and who 
has had such a varied experience as my distinguished and always 

‘amiable friend, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. epesi upon whom 
I look more as a misguided father than in any other respect. I 
also thank the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for hav- 
ing my words taken down, words that were perfectly parliamen- 
tary. Of course it served to interrupt the . here and 
to deprive me of some time to discuss this matter. Iam always 
lad to know that the amiable and distinguished senior Senator 
Kot Massachusetts has a kindly eye upon me and watches me to 
see that I do no damage in this Chamber, and whois always espe- 
cially careful of what I say when I am discussing Populistic doc- 
trines and Populistic statesmen. - 

When called to order by the distinguished and always amiable 
Senator from Massachusetts I was denying the statement made 
by the honorable junior Senator from Iowa that James B. Weaver 
is a confiscationist. Let me proceed at that pons and repeat the 
statement briefly. I said, Mr. President, and I repeat, and I am 
sorry to be compelled to repeat anything here, that James B. 
Weaver is one of the mostillustrious citizens of the United States, 
and I am glad to have this distinguished audience and preronoo 
here to listen to me when I state t there is not a man between 
the two oceans or between Canada and the Gulf of Mexico who is 


better equipped from his rience as a soldier and his experience 
as a statesman, his 55 and his great capacity, to dis- 
charge public duties than is James B. Weaver. I have a larger 
audience now than I had a few moments ago when I was ed 
tomy chair, and I wish to call attention to the fact that when I 
mentioned the name of this illustrious soldier and statesman as a 
distin ed citizen of the State of Iowa and a distinguished cit- 
izen of the United States a w from the junior Senator from 
Iowa, audible all over the Chamber, greeted the statement. 

Mr. President, Populist as I am, incompetent as I necessarily 


must be to discharge public duties in the estimation of the junior 


Senator from Iowa and his sympathizers and associates, living out 
on the prairies among the coyotes and Terao dogs, I have been 
taught better manners than that. I would not greet the name of 
the humblest citizen of this nation with a rough guffaw in the 
fenne of the United States or in any other place where I could 

ut. 

he honorable junior Senator from Iowa says that James B. 
Weaver was a co tionist, and wanted to confiscate the rail- 
roads and telegraphs of the United States. I said, and I repeat it 
the statement is false. There never was any truth in it. I do no 
mean by that to reflect upan the junior Senator from Iowa. I do 
not mean to with t the implication that the honorable 
Senator from Iowa made that statement maliciously or knowing 
ao be 8 I simply say, as a matter of fact, that it is false; 

is all. 

I repeat, the honorable junior Senator from Iowa and my al- 
ways amiable and distinguished and learned friend, the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, never rendered thiscountry the valuable 
services, never gave the intellectual or the moral force to the up- 


buildi f this nation that James B. Weaver has given toit; never. 
That, Mr. President, is greeted with a smile and a grin and an 
audible expression of disapproval, as the name was greeted a mo- 


ment ago in a like manner and in a rougher manner. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no more law-abiding citizen than James B. Weaver. 
He is one of the greatest lawyers the State of Iowa ever produced. 
I doubt if he has an equal as a lawyer in this Chamber. He is a 
very great lawyer and is illustrious in courts of this coun 
where many men who sneer at his name would not be permi 
even to take a backseat. He is not only a great lawyer, but he is 
a distinguished soldier, whose valor has n illustrated upon 
more than thirty fields of carnage in this country, and he bears 
upon his person honorable wounds. 

Now, sir, because that man happens to be a 8 because 
that man, whose ancestors came to this country long before the 
Revolutionary war, who is an American citizen from the soles of 
his feet to the crown of his head, happens to look upon political 
questions a little differently from the junior Senator from Iowa 
and my eee carina, So and learned and accomplished friend 
from Massachusetts, name is to be met with a sneer and his 
defenders are to be called down in this Chamber as violating the 
rules for speaking in his behalf. 

No, Mr. President, he is not a confiscationist. The statement 
is untrue. James B. Weaver believes in the doctrine of the Pop- 
ulist party. He believes that this is a government of the people, 
as it should be; a government by the people, and for the people. 
He is not of that c of statesmen who sail under false colors. 
who give their words to the people and consecrate their lives and 
give their votes to the corporations. There are some statesmen in 
this country who do that. 

James B, Weaver believes in the Government ownership of 
railways, in the Government a all coms acta and tel- 
ephones. Does the honorable Senator from Iowa have any argu- 
ment that he can use against the accomplishment of that purpose? 
Does he not know that over thirty of the nations of the earth to-day 
own and o te their own railroads? It is something to be 
laughed at, is it not? It is something to be ted with scorn 
and a guffaw when the name of a man. who believes in that hap- 
pens to be mentioned here. 

How are you going to get on of the railroads? The 
honorable Senator from Iowa, for whom I have great respect and 
whom I love asason should love a father, seems to think that 
it is impossible to accomplish that result; im ible to accom- 

lish that result—and the Senator laughs again as though it was 
my and a thing to be laughed at. 

Mr, CHAND LER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
to interru: 

Mr. EN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We are not laughing at what the Senator 
says; we are laughing at the way the Senator says it. We can 
not help that. 

Mr. LEN. I was not referring to my amiable friend from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAN DLER. I laughed in sympathy with the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLEN. It seems to be laughable. The doctrine of emi- 
nent domain seems to have esca the attention of my learned 


1896. 
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friend from Iowa. Of course my always learned and distinguished 
friend, the senior Senator from Massachusetts, understands it in 
all of its ramifications. And what is that doctrinc? What gives 
a railroad corporation power to go across your farm in Maine and 
take your property and construct its railroad upon your farm and 
exclude you from it? Where did that power come from? Why, 
it is the constitutional inherent power in every sovereignty, known 
as the power of eminent domain. Is it not the a of private 

roperty upon compensation for panto use? Thatisthe doctrine. 

t was established in the State of New York in the case of Blood- 
good vs. The Mohawk River Railroad yearsand years ago, and has 
become the settled doctrine in this country that wherever the pub- 
lic interest requires the taking of the citizen’s private property for 
public use it can be taken under the power of eminent domain. The 
public interest alone is to be consulted, and compensation is to be 
given to the owner of the private property. 

I ask my honorable friend from Iowa and his sympathizers upon 
the other side of the Chamber why this Government can not use 
the same power of eminent domain, the same inalienable power 
that attaches to the National Government, and when the public 
interest requires the great railway and i aces systems to be 
reduced to Government ownership why the Government can not 
condemn them, if necessary, and purchase them, paying a fair 

uivalent for them, and operate them in the interest of the peo- 
ple at large? 

James B. Weaver believes in that doctrine. Why, sir, he is for- 
tified by every constitution in the forty-five States of this Union 
and by the national Constitution itself. He is fortified by every 
constitution of every country on which the sun shines to-day, And 
yet that is a doctrine which has never occurred to the junior Sen- 
ator from Iowa. No doubt it has occurred always to the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts. Now, what is wrong about 
it? I did not bring on this discussion about James B. Weaver. 

Then the honorable Senator says that James B. Weaver wants 
to take a limitless volume of worthless paper money and. buy the 
railroads with it. Mr. Weaver never gave utterance toa senti- 
ment of that kind upon the face of the earth—never. Why stand 
here in the Senate of the United States, in the full glare of public 
sentiment, in this place where publie sentiment is formed and 
focused, and hold up a distinguished citizen of this country 
who is 1,500 miles from here as the leader of a doctrine of this 
kind when it is absolutely untrue, when he does not believe it, 
when he has never advocated it and does not advocate it now, 
a 17 585 his party does not believe in it and has never advo- 
cated it 

Now, Mr. President, returning my thanks again to the honora- 
ble and distinguished and very learned senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for his careful attention to my conduct and my language 
x Toae my seat, and turn the floor over to the Senator from New 

ork, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will allow the Chair to lay before the Senate bills from the 
House of Representatives for reference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

JOHN C. DULL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the re- 
quest of the House of Representatives that the Senate furnish 
the House with a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 716) to 
correct the naval history of John C. Dull. the same having been 
mislaid or lost; and by unanimous consent it was ordered that 
the request be complied with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2813) ting a pension to Rita Stine; 

A bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improvements 
and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A joint resolution (S, R. 131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa. ' 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. PEFFER February 12, 1896, providing for a commit- 
tee of five Senators to investigate and report generally all the 


material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of United 
States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894, 
1895, and 1896. 

The PRESIDENT 2 85 tempore. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HO Mr. President, I should like, with the leave of the 
Senate, to say a very few words. I do not think it will take me 
more than three minutes to say what I have to say upon the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kansas. I do not expect to be present 
in the Senate when the vote comes on, and I am not quite sure 
whether I shall be present when the speech of the Senator from 
New York is concluded, if it shall be interrupted by other busi- 
ness on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HILL. I am entirely willing that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I expect to vote for this resolu- 
tion in its substance. The question as to what committee shall 
make the inquiry will be a question of the convenience of the 
Senate. Iam rather s ised that the resolution has found an 
N anywhere. e Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER 

ill correct me if Iam wrong, but Ido not und d that it is 
proposed as an investigation into any imputed or imagined cor- 
ruption or purposed or intentional wrongdoing on the part of any 
public official. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator is right upon that point. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from assures me that I am 


ight. 
a HILL. Whatis the assurance? I did not quite catch it. 

Mr. HOAR. -I say I do not understand that it is proposed or 
suggested as a tary oh for the 3 Tar there has been 7 
corruption, iniquity, or . or igned wrongdoing on the 
pare of any official of the vernment or anybody else, and the 
z nator from Kansas assures me that I am right in that sugges- 

ion. 

Mr. PEFFER. Not quite as far as that. 

Mr. HILL. Iwould in this connection call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the speech of the Senator from 
Kansas when he pres this debate. 

Mr. PEFFER. t me put myself right. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, in his first statement, did not go quite as far as in 
his second statement. I do believe that there have been fraud 
and corruption upon the part of some persons. 

Mr. HILL. I mean any official of the Government, 

Mr. PEFFER. Not the Secretary of the Treasury nor the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I distinctly stated in my speech that 
I did not impute dishonorable or corn motives upon the part 
of either of those tlemen, as I regard them as men of honor, 
However, I do believe that the transaction is covered all over 
with fraud in New York City and here in Washington, but that 
— gre in the end of this investigation will be shown to be 
clear of it. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the point that the Senator from Kansas evades the ques- 
tion. When 7 ask him whether he charged anything against 
any official of the Government other than the Secretary of the 
Treasury he evades the question. I also ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether he thinks it is a proper resolution. For in- 
stance, to take another illustration 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to say what I thought it was, if the 
Senator will pardon me. I rose for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is the ordinary case of a 
proposal by a Senator, and I do not believe in any preceding Ad- 
ministration of this Government from the beginning any consid- 
erable number of Senators would have been found to object to it. 
The Senate of the United States is charged with important legis- 
lative ears e es of feill vo States is toed Dae 9 50 
very impor responsibilities e whole country by the Ə 
of the Staté whose legislature elected him to his seat, and Fe has 
a right to the assistance of his associates to obtain instruction as 
to important facts and the working of existing laws and institu- 
tions so far as that knowledge will help him to discharge those 
duties, and it is a knowledge which never ought to be, and in the 
3 the Government never has been until recently, denied 

anybody. 

The only question therefore, it seems to me, is the question of 
the importance of the subject, whether it warrants the attention 
of the te or the attention of a committee of the Senate. 

Now, what is the matter under consideration? There has been, 
under the authority or supposed authority of an existing law, 
a sale of Government bonds, under which it has been stated by emi- 
nent financial authority, upon this floor and elsewhere, that at least 
$10,000,000 was unnecessarily expended. Some Senators, I think, 


ut it as as eighteen or twenty million dollars; that is, that the 
eta the bonds under the present system was at a rate lower 
than the bonds would then have sold for in the open market, so that 
it cost the United States from ten to twenty m dollars unnec- 


essarily. I am not ing now of the information which we 
ouent to have in deci whether we will permit the authority to 
continue. 


In the next place, I understand that when the second sales of 
bonds were made a very large number of intelligent and con- 
scientious people, both in this body and elsewhere, believed that 
instead of advertising the bonds at.a fixed price, such as the Ad- 
ministration thought they were worth, and putting the 9 
for bidding at every Presidential post-office or some o place 
accessible to all the people, the bids were so made that no person 
could understand when he made his bid or prepared to be ready to 
carry out his offer if it were accepted whether it was to be ac- 
copes or not, 

. HILL. To what loan does the Senator refer? 

Mr. HOAR. The a last one. The result of that, according 
tosome excellent auth is that from five to ten times—certainly 
five times—the amount actually needed for taking the bonds was 
locked up from the business of the country. Every bank that made 
a bid to lock up so much of its resources to be ready to take 
the bid if it was awarded to it. Every small capitalist, as well as 
large capitalist, who authorized a bid to be e or who made it 
in his own name, had to keep for a space of one, two, or three 
weeks this amount of money. 

HILL. Does the Senator mean 
. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I have a wretched 
for this kind of financial discussi 
HILL. 
AR. 


n — 
Mr. I should á 
Mr. HO. And I will state to the Senator that I will grant 
him the full benefit of that. 
Mr. HILL. I should judge so from the Senator’s statement. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand that is a gibe which finds its support 
in absolute truth. 


Mr. — 

Mr. HOAR. I am not attacking it; I am merely speaking of 
the thing to be inquired into. Let the Senator understand that 
J am not critici the conduct of the Administration. 

Now, in determining whether we will permit the existing law 
to stand without modification or safeguard, is it not our duty to 
know whether under it those $10,000,000 were wasted, and to know 
whether under it in the last transaction $551,000,000 of gold was 
locked up from the business of the country? 7 

Mr. President, there is another thing involved in this matter 
which I think is pretty important. It is said—it has been ac- 
knowledged, I understand, by the Senator from New York in this 
debate—that the proceeds of the sale of bonds issued under the 
paren iven hy the law of 1876, revived by implication by the 
unrep part of the statute of 1890, an authority given for 
the purpose of enabling the Government to preserve the gold 
reserves and to maintain the resumption of specie payments, has 
been used practically for the current expenses of the Government. 
Now, if that be true 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has not listened to my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave listened to a great many hours of them. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will have to listen longer, then, to 
understand the point, 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps I shall. 

Mr. HILL, If the Senator will permit right there 

Mr. HOAR. I will omit that. I will withdraw what I said 
about the Senator from New York in order to make my point. It 
isa hie? Bag afternoon, and the Senate wants to adjourn. 

Mr. Go ahead. 


Mr. HOAR. I want to make the proposition plainly, if I can. 
It is alleged and believed believe for one and I think the Sena- 
tor from Kansas believes for another 

Mr. HILL. He believes anything. 

Mr. HOAR. I think nearly every Senator on this side of the 
Chamber and three-quarters of the Senators on the other side be- 
lieve that whatever may have been the original authority, the 
money gained by this loan has been used to pay the current and 

enses of the Government, 

Mr. S ART. Nobody denies that. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not say that, because the Senator from 
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New York will 8 me if I say it; but a great many men in 
higb station and in high authority believe it. 

hold it a very serious thing, indeed, that the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Treasury should exercise, 
or claim or have by implication the power of using, the credit of 
the United States, without limit and forever, to pay the current 
ordinary 3 of the country. Ican not conceive how an 
man who takes the name of Thomas Jefferson on his lips, thoug 
his heart may be far from him (as is the case with a good many 
pews who have taken it of late), whatever may be his devotion to 
an Administration that he has helped to elect, can sit in his seat 
and be willing to have that thing goon. If it be true, it is the 
destruction of republican government; it is the overthrow of all 
our maxims of public liberty, of guarding and checking adminis- 


tration, 

I want to know somethinz about that. Ithink the Senator from 
Kansas has done right in offering this resolution, and has done a 
erage service; I do not mean to be diverted from doing my 

uty as a Senator and insisting on having the facts known on these 
three propositions, in order that we may correct the sapno by 
sas 8 about my confedera or associating with Populists. 
HILL. t fact does the Senator expect to know which 
is not known now and is not in the public records—the reports of 
5 of the Treasury? You can not know a single other 
act. $ 

Mr. HOAR, I expect to have the reasons of the President and 
the Secretary ascertained, I expect to have the account of what 
was devoted to the current expenses of the Government put in 
an orderly, clear, and plain statement, so that the people and the 
Senate can understand it; I to have the circumstances set. 
forth; I expect to have from a committee the proper modification 
or change of the law which is desirable to prevent its recurrence 
in the future recommended to the Senate. matters as they 
stand now are the subject of debate, of quarrel, of controversy. 
Somebody gets up and alludes to them on the floor of the Senate, 
and somebody else gets up and says that the Senator from New 
Hampshire did something in regard to a Presidential nomination 
in his own State, and thinks that is a proper and Senatorial ar- 
gument to deal with such a subject. I think if we get a commit- 
tee, either the Finance Committee or a special committee of this 
body, we shall get a statesmanlike, orderly, clean-cut, 5 
Ward, and masterly statement on this subject, Which will dispose 
of it, and will so di of it, in my opinion, that no Democrat 
and no Republican will rest easy unti has. done something to 
prevent the occurrence of this thing again. 

Mr. President, that is the ground on which I expect to have my 
vote counted or paired in favor of this resolution. It is not for 
the sake of getting any political capital against President Cleve- 
land or my honored. friend, Mr. Carlisle, or the Democratic party 
that I shall vote for it. I know the difficulties and the trials of 
the past two years; I know what a calamity it would have been to 
this whole country, irreparable for a long time, not to be recov- 
ered from if ithad happened, that our silver currency or our paper 
currency had got separated in value from the gold currency. I 
think we all believe that that would have been a calamity; at any 
rate I do. I want to have this great mistake, this great defect, 
this great danger and insecurity in our existing legislation guarded 
against. Though I do not often follow the Senator from Kansas, 
Iam happy to be counted as his follower in regard to the matter 
which is in question. 

That is I have to say. If I have not made Spe iE clear, I 
shall be happy to explain to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILE If the Senator from Massachusetts does not com- 
prehend this question any better than would appear from his 
ar; ent, I think he ought to have at least one investigating com- 
mittee; if not more. It is very strange indeed, if the Senator has 
been thirsting for information so ra in regard to the finances of 
the country, especially since the last loan was made, that he him- 
self has not seen fit to offer a resolution for investigation. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. LODGE] offered a like resolu- 
tion with my full approbation, 

Mr. HILL. Only recently. 

Mr. HOAR. It was offered within three days, I think, af the 
last sale of bonds. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the question in regard to what has 
been done with the proceeds of bonds has exi for the last two 
years. Does the Senator now mean to say that he is ignorant of 
the situation? Does he mean to say that it has not been stated 
here in special reports, and in general reports from the Secretary 
of the , as to the precise situation of the Treasury, and 
what has been done with the avails of the first bond sale, the sec- 
ond bond sale, thesyndicate sale, and the lastsale? Does hemean 
to say that he does not comprehend the financial situation, and 
that now all at once he needs information? Mr. President, this 
belated plea of ignorance will not do. The Senator can not play 
that upon this Senate. I say to him, and he ought to know it by 
this time, that, as has been stated previously, the bonds haye been 
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sold for gold. The gold has been placed in the Treasury, and 
then has taken for the purpose of redeeming the greenbacks. 
The greenbacks then have been placed in the Treasury—placed in 
its general fund—where they have always been placed, according 
to aspecial report which the Secretary of the 1 recently 
made, in which he expressly sy. upon this subject, giving 
all feeb information which any Senator or citizen ought to desire 
or to have. 

It has been shown further by reports that that fund has never 
been kept separate from the day of the first selling of bonds; that 
it has been kept with the remainder of the funds in the - 
— applicable to pay the expenses of the Government when 
n > 

Mr. President, it comes with very bad grace at this late day for 
the Senator from Massachusetts to say that he wants to know all 
about that, and he wants to know whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury has a right in times of to issue bonds for the pur- 
pose of raising the n nae for the support of the Govern- 
ment. No one has claimed he has; no one has made any such 
pretense; but when bonds have been issued and gold realized with 
which the greenbacks have been redeemed, when the law of 1878 
stands upon the statute book and compels the President to reissue 
those greenbacks, how is he to comply with that law if he does not 
— them for the debts of the ernment, I should like to 

w? 

That is the law the Administration has virtually asked to. have 
repealed; that is the law of whichthe President has suggested the 
re He has suggested many ways by which this question 
might be avoided in order to prevent the selling of bonds for the 
future, but Congress has given no relief. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says he does not want to re- 
) E tea EEA af the Navy tea bell 
offensive lan of the Navy ui 
several ironclads and pegs millions of dollars, and a resolution 
were offered here to 5 the whole subject of their build- 
ing under his direction, and that resolution should provide that a 
committee should investigate whether, on any money passing 
through his hands, he received any ion, or if any officer 
under him or anybody with his knowledge or consent had done 
so, when nobody charged it, would the Senator think that a 
proper resolution for which he could conscientiously vote without 
any allegation of wrongdoing, without any corruption alleged? 
Is that fair? Is it right? Is it honorable? Is it manly? This 
resolution is full of insinuations, full of reflections upon the offi- 
cers of the Government. Aye, the Senator from Kansas, while 
he said he did not charge oaren tion per se against the Secretary 
of the Treasury, when q on was put to him, how aboutthe 
officers of the Government, he evaded the question. What is the 
language of the third clause of the resolution? I read it: 
— behalf, and in Nis personal interest, and with bie Rnowlodge 
or ee onewa —_ —.— . t. agreemen a 9 —.— ly 
2 8 for the arses of affecting the offered or to be offered 
for said bonds, or any of them, with the intent and expectation to receive 
commission or reward by reason of such contract, agreement, or 


No reflection in that, does the Senator from Massachusetts say? 
I concede that the resolution offered by his colleague, the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts, is respectful in terms; I concede that 
that resolution, if there is to be any investigation at all, is unob- 

ectionable in its form and language; but this resolution is not so. 
is resolution rts to investigate details of this transaction 
in language which implies upon its face wrongdoing. It proposes 
to investigate the question of the authority of the Government to 
issue bonds. Has the Senator asa lawyer any doubt but what 
the law of 1875 still exists for the gh pee of supplying gold with 
which to continue the gold reserve? I ask him question, and 
pause for a reply. 

Mr. HOAR. Not the slightest. 

Mr. HILL. Not the slightest. Here are these eminent Popu- 
lists—lawyers, editors, farmers, or whatever they are, who say 
there is a doubt on the other side—I will put their opinion against 
the opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts—and he proposes 
to join the combine, he proposes te act with them, he proposes to 
vote for the resolution, he says, by which thé very authority to 
issue bonds is questioned. How can he do it consistently, I should 
like to know? I am sorry the Senator from husetts is not 

g to be hereon Monday. I shall then ufidertake to analyze 

he remarks he has made and speak upon them at length, but I 

a ee fit to permit his plea of ignorance to go unanswered 
night. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to follow the honorable Senator 
from New York in the style of his utterance, which is, I think, 
rather more appropriate to some other places where such impas- 
sioned oratory is in favor than to the Senate of the United States. 

I began what I had to say with the statement that I should 
support the substance of the resolution of the Senator from 


the purpose of maintaining the 


Kansas so far as it provides for an lio a into these partic- 


ular points, and that I understood he disclaimed any imputation 

ainst the President or the Secretary of the Treasury or any 
officer of the Government. In regard to whether the particular 
form or phraseo! of this resolution goes beyond that, or 
whether it should amended in that particular and will be 
amended by the Senate, I did not consider. I only rose to say I 
expect to be here next Monday, and shall be very happy to receive 
any blast, whether of wrath or otherwise, that may come from 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I thought the Senator claimed the floor to speak 
to-night upon the ground that he could not be here on Monday. 

Mr. HOAR. I said I could not be here when the vote was taken 
on the resolution. I expect to go away next Wednesday. That 
> 17 a 8 inquiry into this rtan nsacti 

repeat t an in im t tra: on, pre- 
senting these three ped of danger sed of mistake and error in 
our existing legislation, it seems to me, never was refused in any 
previous Congress to any Senator who had asked it, and I do not 
think it ought to be refused to the Senator from Kansas. 

Now, in regard to the lawful authority to issue bonds for the 
purpose of keeping the gold supply intact, I not only believe that 
it exists, but I voted for the statute of 1890 on that ground, and 
on that ground alone, and should not have voted for what was 
known as the Sherman Act ee that it gave that great addi- 
Mones security, as I understood it, to the credit of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. The statute of 1890? 

Mr. HOAR. The statute of 1890, the Sherman law; 1890, I 
think, is the date of it. 

Mr. HILL. How does the Senator regard that as affecting this 
question? 


Mr. HOAR. This statute was passed in 1876 as a part of the 
act for the maintenance of the resumption. Then the statute of 
1890, that part of it which was „gave the power con- 
ferred by the statute of 1876 to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
parity of the two metals. That 
is the substance of it, as I understand, and that is the ground upon 
which I myself supported the statute of 1890. 

Mr. HILL. I should be very glad to make use of that in answer 
to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. You will have to get a better argument than 
that to answer me. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt about that; but I have great 
doubt whether there has been any necessity for the issuing of 
bonds to support the gold reserve. I believe that if other poli- 
cies had prevailed, both in iy ear args and in administration, we 
should have had no necessity for the use of those reserve powers. 
The gold in the Treasury would have been maintained if we had 
had sufficient ordinary revenues for the purpose. I agree with 
the Senator from onio pt: SHERMAN] in that. Therefore, tħat 
being the fact, I have believed, and a great many persons believe, 
that this bond-issuing power, whatever may be its limit, has been 
used for a p for which it was never intended by anybody, 
either at the time of the statute of 1876 or at the time of the stat- 
ute of 1890, and that the use of it for that purpose constitutes a 
great public danger and menace. The matter ought to be brought 
clearly to the attention of the people and clearly to the attention 
of the Senate, so that a proper remedy may be supplied. I think 


the American ple propose to supply the necessary remedy, or 
to elect next fall a Congress that supply it. 
Mr. HILL. What would the Senator do with the greenbacks 


after they are placed in the Treasury, when the statute of 1878 
says that they shall be reissued? 

r. HOAR. If we had a proper revenue system there would 
be no difficulty. 

Mr. HILL. How would you reissue the greenbacks if you did 
not payne in the payment of debts, I should like to know? 

Mr. HOAR. If we had a proper system of revenue we should 
erer have any trouble in calling upon the gold reserve to pay 
ordinary e 

Mr. . It is not the gold reserve, itis the greenback re- 
serve. 

Mr. HOAR. There never has been any trouble in any former 
Administration in bringing in greenbacks for redemption to the 
extent of endangering the reserve. 


RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS, 


Mr. CARTER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2848) to amend section 4 
of an act entitled An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
2 of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
18 ns ag aie March 18, 1894, to report it favorably with amend- 
eg ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the. 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
were, in line 9, after the word approved,“ to strike out March” 


and insert August”; in line 11, after the word ‘‘ reclaimed,” to 
strike out “and”; in line 14, after the word “settlers,” to strike 
out and; and in line 17, after the word land,“ to insert and 
when such water supply is furnished”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under any law heretofore or hereafter enacted by 
any State By id tome for the reclamation of arid lands in pursuance and ac- 
tance of the terms of the grant made in section 4 of an act entitled An 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,” approved August 18, gt lien is hereb: 
sathorisea and be valid against the separate legal subdivisions of lan: 
reclaimed for the actual cost of and necessary expenses of reclamation, and 
reasonable interest thereon from the date of rec tion until disposed of 
to actual settlers; when an ample supply of water is furnished in a substan- 
tial ditch or or by m wells or reservoirs, to reclaim a 
tract or tracts of land, and when such water supply is furnish patents 
shall issue for the same without regard to settlement or cultivation. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was N hag the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were con A 
Mr. BAKER. I inquire what are the changes which the pend- 
bill es to make? 
eP. ENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill as amended. 


Mr. CARTER. Ican probably explain the purpose of the bill 
more briefly to the Senator from jen : 

This bill is a proposed amendment to what is known as the 
Carey Act, which donated a certain amount of land to the arid- 
land States to aid in the reclamation of arid lands. This bill per- 
mits what the original bill did not, to wit, that the States, in the 
exercise of the trust created, might attach to each acre of re- 
claimed land the lien for the cost of the reclamation of it; and it 
likewise provides that when the water supply shall have been fur- 
nished patents shall issue for the lands. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to amend section 
4 of an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895,’” approved August 18, 1894. 


i SARAH A. BOYD, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2557) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah E. Boyd; which were, in line 6, after the 
name Sarah, to strike out E“ and insert A,“ so as to read 
“ Sarah A. Boyd”; 55 5 title so as to read A bill 

ing a pension A. Boyd.” 
r. RHOUP I move that the Senate concur in the House 
poe a They are merely to correct the name of the bene- 


ciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CORPUS CHRISTI CHANNEL BRIDGE, 


. Mr. CHILTON. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of House bill 3549, to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across a 3 known as the Morris and 

ings Ship Channel, in County, Tex. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
for io present consideration of a bill the title of which will be 
sta A 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas 
Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings 
Ship Channel, in Aransas County, Tex. 

e PRESIDENT A tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not object to this bill, but I give notice 
that I shall object to any further legislative business this afternoon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments were, in section 2, line 23, after the word 
„owner,“ to insert or owners”; in line 25, before the word “ob- 
struction,” to insert “litigation growing out of said”; and in line 
27, 2 the word may, to strike out case“ and insert suit“; 
so as to read: 


If any bridge erected under such authority shall, in the 
N of War, obstruct such ani er 24 is hereby au 


on of the Sec- 
orized to cause 


of the owner or owners of said bridge. 

out oe 3 E singed ob- 
el, or ca 

it may be brought in the circuit court of the United 


said the 
ch any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be loca’ 


States in w. 


The amendments were to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and theSenate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
37 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 20, 
1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1896. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

John P. J. Ryan, a citizen of New York; John R. Morris, a citi- 
zen of Missouri, and Chester Wells, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to 
be assistant engineers in the Navy. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

John H. O'Donnell, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 

e peace in the county of Washington, in the District of Colum- 


POSTMASTERS, 


Charles Quinn, to be ter at Riverpoint, in the county of 
Kent and State of Rhode Island. 

Richard Hayward, to be postmaster at Providence, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 17, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. . 


CONDEMNED CANNON, CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, Sr. PAUL, 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. ee Lask unanimous consent to have 
considered at this time the bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and di- 
rect the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon 
and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the cemetery 
association in the city of St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the 
foot of the soldiers’ monument in said cemetery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


condemned cannon balls to 
Minn., for the l of placing the same at or near the monument erecte: 
to the memory of Union soldiers who are buried in the said cemetery. 

Mr. KIEFER. There is an amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: à 

Provided, That in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such articles 

without detriment to the public intereste: “dud provided 


further, That be 
further, t the United States shall not subjected to any expense on 
account of such donation. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amendment 
to the bill, which I send to the desk. 


The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the bill: 


And also three condemned cannon for the Grand Army of the Republic Post, 
No. 121 (Col. John M. Patterson Post), for the parpore of . the sol- 
diers’ plat in the South Side Cemetery, Pittsburg, Pa.“ 


Mr. RICHAR . Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that it is not competent to amend this bill by adding to it the sub- 
stance of another private bill pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must sustain the point of order. 


The amendment would not be in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I hope the gentleman will not make that point 
of order at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it a very bad precedent to estab- 
lish. This proceeding, if entered upon, would have no possible 


limit, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4097 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order; and 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by 
the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, before that—gentlemen 
around me appeal to me to withhold the point of er. Iam 
willing to do so for the purpose of hearing any statement in refer- 
ence to the matter. 

Mr. DALZELL. This matter is one in which several members 
are interested, and it is hoped that we can get these matters 
through. It is now getting on toward the end of the session, and 
Ido not want my bill sent to the committee, use there is no 
knowing whether it will ever be reported in time to be passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me suggest this: If this precedent is 
established, the very first moment the Chair recognizes any gen- 
tleman to ask consent for the consideration of a private-claim bill 
hereafter it will be absolutely in order, under this ruling, to par 
9 every other private bill by way of amendment pending before 


mgress. Ae 

I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he and his friends 
will perea not to make the point of order against such amend- 
ments 

Mr. DALZELL. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has no weight in connection with this bill. There is onl 
a single amendment possible here. There is already one amend- 
ment of the committee, and this is an amendment to the amend- 
ment. So that it probably will not go beyond that point; and the 
trouble the gentleman anticipates can not possibly occur. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Ah, but after the amendment is adopted 
it would be entirely in order to offer another amendment of the 
same character, and so on until every‘private bill on the Calender 
covering mattersof this kind has been tacked on as an amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is simply anticipating trouble 
that can not occur. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman can assure me that there 
— the one e he 8 I will not make the point of 
order against it; oug o regard it as a very prece- 
dent, as I have said. I will not make the point of order in this 
case if the gentleman assures me that this is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know, of course. 

Mr. PITNEY. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The po of order has been made, and the 
question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by the 


committee. 

The amendment was nopia 

es DALZELL. Does the gentleman insist upon his point of 
order 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not in this case, as I understand 
there is but the one bill of this character to be offered as an 
amendment. 

Mr. PITNEY. Two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that there is another 
ready to be presented, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order; and the 
aa is on the third reading and engrossment of the amended 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was regen Ge the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KIEFER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


HARBOR OF ERIE, PA, 


Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up for present 
consideration the joint resolution S. R. 131, a joint resolution 
relative to the improvement of the harbor of Erie, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
re 
e joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the raga gb | of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
examine into the feasibility and advisability of the improvement of the har- 
bor of 8 , by the construction of dikes to prevent the closing by sand 
ot the entrance of said harbor, and to make report thereon, with an te 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a new river and harbor project? Is it 

a proposition for a contract? 
. GRISWOLD. No; they just want a survey made to see 

what can be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not with a view to getting an appropria- 
tion in ed river and harbor bill, is it? 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I do not know whether they will get it or 
not. It is to investigate the matter. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair is unable to hear what is going on. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this resolu- 
tion I will say that it is suggested in the Senate that this investi- 

tion should be made, to see if there are any remedies that can 
the sand from the 


provided to prevent the constant drift 
XXVIII—257 


west to the east, and the cloning of the harbor at Erie, which en- 


tails constant dredging and building of piers much more expensive 
than this work would be if it is decided that it would accomplish 
re object desired. This is a resolution of inquiry of the Board of 
eers. d 

. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, because this involves a question 

that may be raised in a great many other cases, if this is simply 
a resolution of inquiry having reference to some project of the 
future, of course there will be no objection to that; butif the 
pores is to get a new appropriation on which no survey has 
n made and no recommendation has been made, in order that 

it may beinserted in the pending river and harbor bill on the Sen- 
ate side, it seems to me that similar resolutions would be likely 
Jo lag down the river and harbor bill so that the whole thing may 


ail. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. The investigation has been poy made, 
and the subject was suggested in the report of the of En- 


gineers. 
Mr. DINGLEY. How much is the expenditure that it contem- 


plates? 

Mr. GRISWOLD. About $125,000, if it should go through. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Go ahead, as far as I am cdncerned. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRISWOLD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MARGARET A. LUTHY, 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Luthy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, under the act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1887 (Mexican war pension laws), the name of Margaret A. Luthy, 
widow of Franklin Luthy, ate of Lieutenant Allen's detachment of recruits, 
Missouri Mexiean Volunteers, at —— per month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment in 
line 9, inserting the word eight.“ 

1 00 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I should like to hear some explanation 
in reference to this bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. As the report shows, this is simply to pen- 
sion the widow of a veteran of the Mexican war. The claim is 
made at the Pension Department that he did not serve long enough 
to entitle him or her to a pension. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did he not serve thirty days? 

Kei CROWTHER. The record shows that he served three 
months. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman if the record 
does not show that this man simply enlisted, but never went any- 
where near the front? 

Mr. CROWTHER. He was mustered out at Santa Fe, N. Mex, 

Mr. LOUD. That was as far as he ever got? 

a CROWTHER. Yes; the war closed before he got to 
exico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it 5 read the third time, and s 

On motion of Mr. CROWTHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR BUDLONG POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE 
i REPUBLIC. 


Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. oe grant- 
ing to Budlong Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Westerly, 
R. I., two condemned mounted brass cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit te., That the Secre 
mathorined punk eee to ee P Grand Army of the. 
Republic, of Westerly, R. L, two condemned moun brass cannon for the 
post Fr of 1 grounds around the memorial building of said 

co and that no expense 


of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 


e same can be spared without detriment to the serv- 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? A 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer an amendment to that bill, 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding, before the 
cannon for Kenesaw Post, G 
monumental purposes.“ 2 

Mr. HILBORN. There are no brass cannon to be had 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order against this, 


the words “four condemned brass 
Army of the Danville, III., for 


3 1 
t of order is sustained. 
itt CANNON. ‘ise d like to be heard upon the point of 
Norn mt ral 
ng SP e mage eee ee 


3 e anduemtends that this is a single bill 
referring to one subject, and the gentleman proposes to 
another to it. 

Mr. CANNON. Pee 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that would not =. in order. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 did not know that such a ruling had been 


The SPEAKER. The ruling has already been made this morn- 


h bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
7 y read the third time. 

Y. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to peice pot 
tion of the bill, but I understand there are no ed brass 
cannon, and I suppose the bill will be harmless, 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM C. DODD. 


Mr. SNOVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
commit bill H. R. 981 and report, for the relief of William C. 
Dodd, to the Committee on Claims for correction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the title be read. 

The title of the bill was read. > 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the bill and report will be 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
MES. MARIA B, BRINTON. 
Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
serena ae e agg bee the bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension 


The bill was 8 as N 


add 


eto., That the of the Interior 2 — 
ized and directed to lace upon the pension Poll tho Bama of Mrs. Maria B. 
‘Brinton, widow member of ny D, Second 
J Corater. „ Sper sons. 


The SPEAKER. Gee ete tet on a 
of the bill? 
Mr. McMILLIN, Let the 


The SPEAKER. In order 155 panne may be heard, the 
Chair h tlemen will be kind eno to cease conversation. 
Mr. M 8 — —äP . 
mous consent to go, and I will withhold d for the read- 


Hing of the the . 
The Chair hopes 3 take their 
site SPEAKER. The Ch 
The report (by Mr. Mixes) was read, as follows: 
eee TA Yaa Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


6667) pate figutenant colonel Kighteenth 3 wil- 
'Ham 3 Heutenant-colonel Eighteen’ vania Cavalry 
Volunteers. 15 examined = W 
stances in e denos, respect 3 ‘ollows: 

The soldier tain Company D, Second Pennsylvania Ca 
Volun — eee T 
| Vania Ca: d was promoted to Lientenant colo y discharged Jan- 
vuary 13, 1865, having a of gallant and meritorious 

Soldier never filed a for ion. His widow filed claim for pension 
J that the soldier died in 
South America ponding tv to soldier November m, 
1850. Her ected July 27,18 ‘8, on the ground of her inabili 
ars ete death. 


Claimant all 
ohana Pet gos t 1 route to Buenos So 
giy Februa x — tters received from him by affiant 
3 from. 


t in a co! ; that sh ed with him at both until 
sy — biar ceased, e —— 
ence on 
to United States consuls at Buenos Ayres, Montevideo, and Rio Janeiro, and 
‘after 2 every possible means of information, has never heard 
soldier or cars concerning his movements 


Tom the 
c 
(Stato September 10, 189%, to effect that be is informed by Consul Bake: 
1879 
taught His accumulated and was returned to the 
Office. Later Mr. S. Bowers (now — — told Consul 


Baker that Mr. Brinton had daa died in one of the cranes Ss towns of the Argen- 
— kone bu but where or when Consul Baker did not inquire. This 


The sestimony Sled. shows widow: used. a ible means of 
har husband or Anding date and xxx — — — 
WWW or means of support, except her 


In view of these facts your committee believe that the death of soldi 
should be presumed, and we earnestly recommend the passage of of the bill. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
Mr. FISCHER. Pending the right to object, I ask whether the 


rr y night sessions to aid in this sort of 
on 
TUCKER. Oh, I am aay = eman has not 
eee Sheba: . to see the gentle- 
man 
Mr. FISCHER, I have never seen the gentleman at a Friday 
t session. 


r. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman why he asks so 


small an amount as 887 eee eee. our breath. Why 
not ask for $30 or $50? 

Mr. TUCKER. Iask for what the law allows. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Th rae rdered to be mgrossed 

e was 0: to be e for a third reading; and 

being engrossed, it was y read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. TUCKER, 5 to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GEORGE MTARL AND. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the following bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7235) F 


— fer That the the Treasury 5 
uthorized and issue d to George M land, of M 
thur, Ohio, in — of United States r cent coupon bonds issued — — 


acts uly 14, and January 20, 1871, No. 54972, for 
Bex ss. 65181. ‘or $100, with interest attached, dated January 

— coupons having been de- 
stro by fire: Pro That the said George McFarland shall t file in 
the a bond in a penal sum of ee eee 
bonds and the interest which would accrue thereon until the principal 
comes due an able, with two pees and t sureties, residents of 
the United States, to be ved by the Secret of „with 
condition to inde 3 — Uni States from any claim 
upon such destroyed and coupons. 


eae So Syme Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
Department 


why the does not redeem these bonds if de- 
stroyed by fire? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not hear what the tleman sa; 
Tho SPEAKER. The Chair must again ask House to 


order 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If I ee the request of the gentle- 
man I will state in a word what the question is about. The oe 
of Mr. McFarland, a resident of my district, was burned 
three bonds, one för $30 and two for $100 each, coupo 3 
aos 3 were burned i fe fire Ho 
artment was able to identify two of the onas one for $100 
R ons for $50; the other one-hun bond they were un- 
able to identify. The Treasury Department drew up this bill and 
. p in the remedy to be 
Mr. BRUMM the gentleman tell me what the Calendar 
number of that bill is? It is from the committee of which I am 
a member. 
—5 GROSVENOR. It is report 1308. I have the report in my 
han 
Mr. BRUMM. What is the Calendar number? 
Mr. ee I have not 8 


being given. 


Mr. BRUMM. ara 
Mr, GROSVENOR. Speaker, there seems to be no objec- 
tion. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a 7250 The 
Chalr hears none. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
being en; T third time, an 
On motion of Mr. GROS R. a motion to reco: 
vote by wr ich the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
GRANT OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sett fer the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7140) iera 
to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand atoy of the —— 
Bridgston, N. J. four condemned cannon an twenty cannon balls. 


I thank you. 


‘ 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Na = and he is hereby, 
. and directed to deliver to A. L. 63 0. . Grand Army 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
ANDREW v. SENDE. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. S. er, Lask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2618) granting 
an honorable discharge to Andrew V. Sende. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Wi 
ea tec is T Lani 
date from the 2th day of July, 1863. 

The 3 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman in 

of this bill to have the read or to explain to the 
House why this man should receive an honorable discharge at this 


late day. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2618) granting an honorable 8 to Andrew V. having had the 
same under consideration, respectfully report thereon as Ws: 

The 1 of # 3E 5 8 
borne as Andrew Von Sende) was enroll 1861, as & private in Com- 


et is 22 momen 
vate, Com: 
discharge, to 


of habeas the sith ot July, i 
9 * An pTi iera 
party, dated at Pittsburg, Pa., re 
writ of habeas corpus, by order of 

Tavar ot ae —— our committee see no reason why he 
Should not granted 85 8 2 — and therefore —— 
that the bill do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. That report does not show what the offense 
‘was, and I will ask the gentleman to explain the bill a little further. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There was no offense. 

Mr. TALBERT. The man was not charged with any offense? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. He was in the Army for 
more than two years, and he was discharged by an order of the 
court because he was a minor. 

Mr. TALBERT. He was not brought before a court-martial 
for any offense? 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. No, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. There was no charge of desertion against him? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; none whatever. 
Prices E R. Is there objection to the present consideration 


muster-out age — — 
Discharged y 24, 1863, on a 


BENJAMIN F, JONES. 
Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of 
— — — F. Jones, which I send to the desk. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas at a time, to wit, the 22d day of April, A. D. 1883, when Benjamin 
F. Jones was at the town of Beau Miss., the said town was 
totally destroyed by a cyclone and e: in the town swept away, 
inclu the buil which the post-office was kept; in consequence of 
this disaster there was a loss of mone belonging to the Government de- 
posited in said ce W. said Jones was compelled to make 
good to the Government; the ois Railway, to said town 
of Beauregard, ceased to deposit them at Beau depotand carried them 
to the town of Wi i com: said B. F. Jones, 


at his own expense, to transpo: e to Beauregard, 
cost being $7 which the Post-Office Department refused to allow because of 


t Ther ch Sec) the Tenens be, A leeds here 
Ete., 
authorized and directed to 9 ack 9 Benjamin F. J. ny 
late at Miss. 
the 
$97, in 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether this bill 
has been reported favorably from the Committee on Claims? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it has been. 

Mr. LOUD, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill a question or two. I ask him whether the rail- 
road company was not delivering the mail at this station under 
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they would have been compell 


5 to the 3 5 = ogee 3 of the 
80 e 8 could take i pos ? 

Mr. SPENCER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that thə 
railroad company would be the responsible in this case. 
Under their contract they were required to deliver the mails at a 
certain point, and if the station or the track was destroyed, the 
railroad company would still be liable for the delivery of the mail 
at that point; therefore it is the railroad company rather than 
the Government that should reimburse this claimant. 

Mr. SPENCER, The matter has been fully presented to the 
committee, which reported the bill favorably.’ e case has been 
fully investigated three times in this House, and the bill has been 
ese: * three times. 

Mr. LOUD. ə gentleman says the bill has been unanimously 
reported by the committee. I remember this case, and I remem- 
ber that I opposed it in committee, so the report could not have 
been unanimous. 

Mr. SPENCER. Well, what I mean is that there was no minor- 
ity report. There is also a statement from the United States 
judge and United States prosecuting attorney, who investigated 
this matter, to the effect that there is no other way than by legis- 
lative enactment to give this relief. He stood by his 
after the act of Providence deprived the citizens of neigh- 
borhood of all mail facilities; and there must have been some 
cause why the railroad campäny did not deliver the mails, or else 

to carry out the contract. 

Mr. LOUD. This man stepped in and relieved the railroad com- 

ny. That is the reason. 

SPENCER. He in and relieved the citizens of the 
ighborhood; not the rai company. 

. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, 8 a small matter 

to object to, and I do not know that I object, though I think 


it is setting a bad precedent. 
t The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Several members addressed the Chair amid much confusion. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that business by unanimous 
consent 5 ay not to go on until members can hear what is said. 
Mr. PI A . Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
Mr. MEREDITH (to Mr. PIcKLER). Do not do that. Wait a 


minute. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will be in order, the Chair will 
lay before it the business in regular order. 
MEDAL OF HONOR. 


TheSPEAKER aid before the House the joint resolution (H. Res. 
85) relative to the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 
— 1862, and March 3, 1863, with an amendment of the Senate 

ereto. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Re ntatives, etc., That any 
who has fi or ig hereafter be, awarded the medal of honor ded bx 


the acts of July 12, 3. ely, may wear, in lieu ot 
of said medal, a rosette or bowknot of rib ofa pattern and under 
lations to be established by the President of tho United States, who is hereby 
authorized to determine and prescribe a suitable ribbon for the medal 
honor in lieu of that heretofore provided. 

SG. 2. That the wearing of said medal or ribbon by other than the 


persons above specified shall be deemed a misdemeanor an: 
viction, to a penalty of $100. 


The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert the f. 

“ That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
person to whom a medal of honor has been awarded, or may hereafter 
awarded, under the Proves of the joint resolution a 
March 3, 1863, a rosette or knotto 


subject, on con- 


was issued, the Secre 
such person without charge therefor.” 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
LEWIS C. SCHILLING, 

Pi ee ao p the Douss; with an oe 
of the Senate, the . gran an increase of pension 
to Lewis C. Schilling. s } = s 
The amendment of the Senate, to strike ont in line 8 the word 
“fifty” and insert thirty,“ was read and concurred in. 

JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 


The SPEAKER. The Honse will next take up the unfinished 
business on the Calendar. The Chair understands that there are 
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ion cases coming over from last Friday night. The 
ort the first bill of that class. 

The bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 
Fairfax was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 
The previous question was or $ 

The SP. . The 8 is on the engrossment and third 
* the amended bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Have we adopted the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed at the Clerk’s desk 
that the amendment was adopted last Friday night. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the passage of the 
bill). The ayes seem to have it. À 

Mr. LOUD. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering te yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 26, noes 98, more than one-fifth voting in the affirma- 
ti 


ve. 
Mr. PICKLER. Task for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr, PickLER and Mr. Loup were ap- 


in 
P The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 34, 
noes 142, 

So (less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. 


i PENSION BILLS PASSED, 


Bills of the following titles, coming over as the unfinished busi- 
ness from the session of last Friday night, were taken up in their 
order and read; the previous question was ordered, on motion of 
Mr. PICKLER; the amendments (if any) reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were con in; the bills were respec- 
tively ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and after a 
third: reading were passed: A 

A bill (H. R. 3930) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 


ardson; 
A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension Charlotte Weirer; 
A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, H. J. 


Kiernan; and 
A bill (H. R. 4475) ting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Gaffney. 
On motion of Mr, PI , @ motion to reconsider the sey- 
eral votes by which the bills coming over as unfinished business 


were passed was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER (after a pause). Mr. Speaker, if there is no other 
business pressing, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the ole for the purpose of considering such business 
as is in order on Friday evenings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
that the House resolve i into Committee of the Whole for the 
p of considering such bills as are considered under the rules 
at Friday evening sessions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Do J understand that that was the motion of 
the gentleman? E 

Mr. PICKLER. That wasmy motion; nobody seemed desirous 
to call up anything else. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business 
on the Private Calendar, It seems to me that is the only motion 
now in order, 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not wish to antagonize that motion. 
There did not seem to be any disposition to go on with the con- 
sideration of the 8 business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to sub- 
mit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If a demand is made for the 

order, this being Friday, would not the House necessarily 
proceed with the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to make a motion to proceed 
with it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman 
from Tennessee has made that motion? ý 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no desire to antagonize the motion. I 
only made mine because there did not seem a disposition to pro- 
— with the Calendar in the regular order. 

4 The Caesar gh was taken on the motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, and 

was Ñ 

The House 8 resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole, and the Clerk will report the first business on the Calendar, 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
move to take up a bill on the Calendar—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
that motion could only be entertained by unanimous consent. 
The bills must be taken up in their order under the rule. b 

Mr. RICHARDSON. e could not hear the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask consent to take up for 
present consideration a bill on the Private Calendar under the 


order of business for to-day. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. lainan, I demand the regular order, 


and ask that the bills be considered in their order on the Calendar, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
dads tap fet reguine vedarscc tn nach oniee ox ties e r Noeta priae fie 
en up in er, or Su 
unless the bill to be considered was determin ned by. the House at the 8 85 


ing into committee, but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation b 
— bills for the improvement of rivers and arbors shall have preced 


ence. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It appears, Mr. Chairman, 
from the reading of the rule that by a vote of the committee the 
bill may be taken up, and that it does not require unanimous con- 
sent to takeit up out of its regular order. e bill I speak of has 

the Senate twice, and therefore I submit a motion to take 

it up now for present consideration. I refer to the bill (S. 32) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John C. Howe, deceased, 
being the Calendar No. 473, on page 34 of the Calendar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I only wanted to say that 
this is a Senate bill, that has passed the Senate twice 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I may not have caught exactly 
the reading of the rule, but my understanding was that except 
where a different order had been previously made in the House, 
when the House resolved itself into a Committee, the bills must be 


taken up in their order. 
The ana the rule seems to allow the committee to 
determine what bills it shall consider, unless previously deter- 


mined by the House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak a single minute—— N 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, this matter is not 


debatable, but if an Rit av bara is given for discussion we may 
want the Sne ee of time to reply to it. 

The CHAIR . Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McMILLIN, Does the gentleman want to discuss the 
point of order or the merits of the bill? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The condition of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I think it would scarcely be wise to take up 
for discussion a matter that is not yet before us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
to which the gentleman from Massachusetts refers. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the 
bills be taken up on the Calendar in the order in which they are 
reported and appear on the Calendar. 

r. WAL of Massachusetts. I believe that is debatable, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It seems to me that we ought 
to take up Senate bills and consider them first at this late date in 
the session—bills that have passed the Senate. 

F 

e question is on ing Ə su ute pro y 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr, 
WALKER of Massachusetts, there were—ayes 70, noes 10. 

So the substitute was apoa to. 

The motion of Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts as amended by 
the substitute was then agreed to. 


FRANK M. MARSHALL. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed that the bill the title 
of which the Clerk will read was before the Committee of the 
Whole when last in session on the Private Calendar, 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

A bill (H. R. 4510) [Calendar No. 123] for the appointment of Frank M. Mar- 
shall as lieutenant on the retired list of the Army. 

Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. As 
I understand it, when the House resolves i into Committee. 
of the Whole it has then power to fix the order in which it will 
consider business on the Calendar. Now, the committee has de- 
termined by the vote just taken that we will begin at the beginni 
of the Calendar with the bills as they are reported; and I ingi 


„ 
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that that order will not permit the bill to which the Chair refers 
to be brought up as unfinished business. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
order. r 
Mr. SWANSON. Under the rule under which we are proceed- 
ing, by a direct vote of the committee? 
. DINGLEY. ig keane ee 
Mr. SWANSON. As I understand it, that is the general rule. 
But that rule has been set aside by the action of the committee, 
and it has been admitted that the committee can fix the order of 
business. Now, the committee has fixed the order of business, 
that we should begin with the beginning and consider the bills in 
the order in which they appear on the Calendar. 5 
The CHAIRMAN, This bill is upon the Calendar as unfinished 
business. 
Mr. DINGLEY. And therefore is first in order. 
Mr. SWANSON. Not upon the Calendar as reported here. I 
insist it back to the place in which it appears on the Calendar. 
Mr. DINGLEY. That would be a change of the rules. 
Mr. BAILEY. If my friend from Virginia will permit—— 
The CHAIRMAN. e Chair does not understand that the 
motion adopted by the committee has changed the rule at all. 
Mr. BAILEY. If my friend from Virginia will por me to 
make a suggestion, I agree with him in believing that the ado 
tion of the motion which he made was tantamount to laying aside 
the unfinished business. 
Mr. SWANSON. That is what I insist on. 
Mr. BAILEY. And it appears to me that the committee, as 
under the rule it may, has determined to proceed at this session 
of the committee in a given way, that is, by beginning at the head 
of the Calendar and going down, and that seems to me te be a re- 
versal of all other orders previously adopted, or an alteration of 


the order. The gentleman from Maine will perfectly agree 
that the committee, under the ruling of the Chair, could begin at 
the ning or the middle of the endar or at the end of the 
Calendar, and then go either way; but in pursuance of the power 


determined inst all other methods of 
in at the top of the Calendar. 

simply decided to take up the Calendar 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, 


Oh, no. 
Mr. SWANSON. Oh, no. : 
Mr. DINGLEY. It was not competent for the committee to set 


of the committee it 
procedure rig to 
Mr. DINGLEY. It 
and proceed in order. 


aside the unfinished business in that way. It must be set aside by 
some di ition of it. 

Mr. SWANSON. The ruling of the Chair is that the commit- 
tee has absolute power—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it would be better to go along in the 
orderly way. We shall soon reach the other bills, and I think we 


can e more progress in that way. 

Mr. BAILEY. As I understand, itis not a question of progress, 
but it is a question as to what is the correct ruling. I would agree 
with my friend from Maine that if the committee had decided to 

roceed in the regular order, the regular order would be the un- 
Inished business; but the committee did not decide to do that, but 
on 7 contrary it expressly decided to begin at the top of the Cal - 


endar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But what is the top of the Calendar? It is 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Texas r BAILEY] 
will permit me, the case is even stronger than stated by the gen- 
tleman from Texas. The gentleman from Virginia pir Swan- 
son], if I remember his motion correctly, moved that the commit- 
tee take up the Calendar in the order in which the bills were 


printed. 
Mr. SWANSON. Reported. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I thought the word was “ printed.” 
Mr. SWANSON, The notes of the Official Reporter will show 


the gs e of the motion. 
Mr. OMILLIN. If Imay be janona for onemoment longer, 
I think it will be found that the language of the order is such as 
2 preclude any other idea than beginning at the top of the Calen- 
ar 


Mr. DINGLEY. That motion would be out of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the point of order was not made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The question is as to the intent of the motion. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the order of business this morn- 
ing was as follows: The Speaker of the House first called for the 
reading and approval of the Journal; second, the correction of 
reference of public bills; third, the disposal of business on the 
8 er's table, and fourth, the unfinished business. The unfin- 

ed business consisted of five bills on the Calendar, which were 

disposed of. That settles theunfinished business. Then a motion 
was entertained under section 6 of Rule XXIV 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to call the attention 


i 


of in the House were none of them this bill, which is pend- 
ing before the committee. This bill was pending before the Com- 


But the unfinished business is always first in | mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. MAHON. The S. 
business was through wi 
which provides: 

son Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has been disposed 
of— 


Which had been done— 


it shall be in order to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into 
5 of the Whole House to consider business on the Private Cal- 
en e 

Mr. SWANSON. Then read further. 

Mr. MAHON. That is all there is of that. 

8 COOPER of Texas. I want to make a statement right 
ere. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is another provision which states that 
the committee itself can fix the order in which the business shall 
proceed in Committee of the Whole. 

EOS That is section 4 of Rule XIII, which the Chair 
read. 

Mr. SWANSON. The point of order made is that the resolu- 
tion provided that the Committee of the Whole should proceed 
to the consideration of the bills in the order in which those bills 
were on the Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Now, the bill under consideration ap- 

rs upon the table by a special order passed at the last meeting. 

t is not the zoma order. The resolution was offered by the 

gentleman from South Dakota, by whichit became a special order 

for that day and that day only. Now, it should not re ly 

ap oo the table. The regular order would be the Private 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the resolution, 
and the motion was that the committee should take up bills of a 
certain character, and it was simply to regulate the order in 
which the bills should be taken up by the committee at that time. 
Now, in proceeding under that order, the committee took up this 
bill, and it was pending before the committee at the time the com- 
mittee rose and the House adjourned. If the Chair understands 
the motion of the gentleman from vigna this morning, it was 
that the committee proceed with the bills in their order upon the 
Calendar. This bill—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the 
motion which was adopted in the committee, and that itself will 
be the best statement of what occurred. I concede the power of 
the committee to act in the premises, and whatever it did is the 
law of the House. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, is the order of business debatable? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Before I make a motion I ask that the Re- 
peer notes be produced, and until they come I yield to the gen- 

eman. 

Mr. GROW. Is the order of business debatable? 

Mr. BAILEY. A point of order is. 

Mr. GROW. It strikes me we are wasting our time in discuss- 
ing and 8 consideration of bills. 

The Cc A point of order is raised against the con- 
sideration of a bill which was the unfinished business on last Fri- 
day, and the commitee is now waiting for the production of the 
notes of the rter. 

Mr. GROW. I move that the committee proceed to the next 
bill without prejudice to this one. 

Mr. THO . Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been made, and that 
must first be determined. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SwWANsoN. Mr. Chai: I desire to offer a substitute for the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the bills be taken up on the Cal- 
endar in the order in which they are reported and appear on the Calendar. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I think that settles it, Mr. Chairman. We 
cone! go to the first bill on the Calendar. I do not know what 

t bill is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the first bill upon the 
Calendar is the unfinished bill, and so holds. 

. Mc My understanding is that the Chair holds 
that the committee does not have it in its power to desist from 
the consideration of a bill when once it had entered upon its con- 
sideration. 

order. 


Mr. THOMAS. R 
The CHAIRMAN. e Chair paniy holds that the action of 
the committee is to proceed with the bills in orđer upon the Cal- 
endar, and this is unfinished business on the Calendar. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is not the way the resolution reads. It is 


er recognized that the unfinished 
Then under section 6 of Rule XXIV, 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that the bills dis- | as they appear reported on the Calendar. 
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The CHAIRMAN. eb 


of the eee The Chair 
has settled this t, and the k will report the bill 

Mr. RICHAR N. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
Marshall Sage be set aside informally, not to be prejudiced. 

The CHAIRMAN. That requires ous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. By motion we can lay it aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee has once entered upon 
the consideration of a bill, the Chair thinks it would require 
unanimous consent to lay it aside. 

Mr. SWANSON. I would like to suggest that the Chair read 
the exact language of the motion made by myself. 
been done. 


Mr. THOMAS. TI object. 

The CHAIRMAN, t has alread: 

Mr. SWANSON (continuing). Astheyarereported. This bill 
is a hundred and odd, and the Chair makes it the first. The mo- 
tion was, in the order on the Calendar in which they are reported 
by the date. Now, under my motion they N be taken up 
untler the order in which they are 
‘Calendar as re 

Mr. Mc. I have no anxiety about this, because I have 
no interest in either of the bills. I donot know which comes first 
on the Calendar, and hence I speak only in behalf of the orderly 

of the House; but it strikes me when the House re- 
‘Solves i into Committee of the Whole it has the right to desig- 
nate, when it begins its session, what business if shall take 
and that necessarily carries with it the right to set aside a bill the 
upon at a former date, 


fit. 
The CHAIRMAN. FFC 
a motion to take u eee order. 
if the Chair holds that that rule has that 
effect, of course I have nothin further to say; but, with all due 
deference to the Chair, until Chair so ruled I was not able to 


3 the Calendar I ho 
Appear upo adhere to the decision that it is not within the power of the 
committee to lay aside business. I respectfully sub- 
mit that that is a ruling so far-reaching in its uences as to 
at some time seriously embarrass the business of the ittee of 
the Whole. In view of the fact that the gentleman who made the 
motion under which the committee is acting states that he in- 
tended that the committee should proceed to take up the business 
as it stands upon the Calendar, and in order raga such a de- 
cision as I have indicated, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Marshall bill be laid aside temporarily and without prejudice. 
Mr. FENTON. I obi ect. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. T obj FERT 

Mr. WALKER of À To pokes decidedly. 

The CHAIRMAN, —— will reed the 

The bill (H. R. 4510) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tht do Ti OE Bromberg Sec rte of 
M. Marshall as a hospital ste steward rps, United States Army, the 
President be, aud ho is hereby, authorized and directed to a ‘said 
2 second lientenant of ca 8 Army. 
and to him on the retired list with pay of the grade and increase on 


accoun ere the length of service. 


trad amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 5 and 6, after the word authorized,“ strike out and directed.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, has the general debate on this 
pill been closed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it has not been 


closed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then before the amendment is considered I 
would like to hear the gentleman who reported this bill explain 
what its effect is. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, the merits of this bill have been 
very extensively discussed in Committee of the Whole, and I think 
‘the case is generally understood. I will read a few ‘words from 
the report, which explain th 2 bill pore soca fl 


is over 62 of age. 
y G. Fourteenth New fork State tins e a, e 
— Vork Volunteers). 1883, he was 


March 
with view to enlistment as hospital stew steward, ard, Hospital nited States 
He has 


Army, and he enlisted as such and 
—.— reenlisted ever since, so that his ——— from A; * to has 
been continuous without loss of a single aay. À 17 next will have 

13 he have as hos- 


served in S SEET TESE agra 
thirty-three years. 
Mr. Marshall served in the field from 1861 until March, 1863 
He was in the hospital, suffering from and he saw hard 


reported and appear on the | Ang 


service. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it is hardly neces- 
sary to enter into a 3 statement of the special merits of 
this case, because the bill has been so fully discussed already that 
— 5 all the members of the House are familiar with it, aan I 
believe that most of them are ready to vote upon it favorably. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, a A ANG er eG a ge ser eee 
somebody who served as a steward in a hospital be retired 
as a second li of cavalry? 
Mr. FENTON. This is the case. I will read one letter which 
I have here, and then I will yield the floor. 


HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE ERONI 
San Francisco, Cul., July 5, 1890. 
Mr. F. M. 5 
Hospital Steward, United States Army Dispensary, Washington, D. C.: 


I take pleasure in compl with your request to state in writing the esti- 
mation 5 Which you were held by me when in charge of the Arm 
dispensary. eee pt the books — — all the clerical wor 
pe to reports returns required by the regulations, bu 

place at the counter for com; ons and dispensing 
cines. Besides, so valuable did 5 
all matters that I never left the office to perf 


e 

Colonel and Surgeon, United States Army. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this matter was discussed some- 
what at length two or three weeks ago. Gentlemen probably recol- 
lect about it. I donot desire toconsume time in again discussing 
it at length. I think I can cover the whole matter, substantial 
in a few words. This man is now entitled to be retired as an en- 
listed man. My impression is that if he is retired as an enlisted 
man, like E he will get about sixty 
or seventy dollars a month 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. What would he get under the terms of 


this bill? 
Mr. CANNON. Fe, A a Seika, AEE AO O 
lieutenant of cavalry. My impression is that, into account 


allowances and evi , he would get between $110 and 8125 4 
month. Now, I do not yards this gentleman. I have no doubt 
that he served the country well as P hospital steward, but I fail 
to see the logic of retiring a man, when he is ready to retire, at 
double the 1 would receive if he were retired regu- 
larly under the general law. mother words, I fail to see the logic 
of giving him promotion and extra compensation as a premium 


for retiring any rivatos 5 with the of second lieutenant 
of cavalry who his country 3 well? 
Mr. CANNON, e Tus. nd heer which 


le 
emer ina civil 3 —a Tule vio JI 


uestion for us to consider is whether we are now Seen to 
say that we will set a precedent like this and say to every worth 
hospital steward now in the service: When you retire m shal 
have promotion as a second lieutenant of cavalry an 

double the pay that you would receive if retired as an ontictea 
man, and double the pay when you quit work that you received 
when you were at work.” 

In my judgment such a policy would ‘break down your retired 
list. Ido not believe that as a matter of wisdom you can afford 
to establish this precedent. I would 1 prefer, if it be the 
fact that this man really stands out like a diamond by reason of 


his eee tt eae te ee 
2 8 $2,000, 85,000 
Why not recognize his rank? 


Mr. CANN' ON. He never occupied in the service the rank 
which it is now proposed to give on the retired list. Why 
should he occupy it on the retired list after he has quit the serv- 
ice? It seems to me that in these piping times of peace, under our 
policy of keeping a large number of officers with the view of offi- 
cering in an emergency the volunteer forces, the one danger of 
our Army and our Navy is ‘that the number of officers in active 
cig bere my fay the retired list will make our Army and N. wey 

vali ee, thatthe betore it will rebel. I hope that the House 


er serious! it sets this precedent. 
or RI Mr. Chairman, when this bill was up for 
consideration some ae weeks ¢ I took occasion ‘to refer to 
what I thought the i ation embraced in it. I rise 


1 4 
. 8 argument I then made, 
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but to say that some days after that discussion I received from a 
tleman who I understand is a man of the highest reputation 
Wee o gentlemen here would recognize him as such, at least 
as the editor of the army department of the 
3 City Times) a communication Saletan to this case and 
commenting upon the remarks of mine as they appeared in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Ihave no disposition now to pursue 
the discussion further; but in corroboration of the opinions I have 
heretofore stated, I ask the Clerk to read this letter, that the com- 
mittee may have ‘the benefit of such information as it contains. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 31, 1896. 
Dran Ste: In the CONGRESSIONAL RRC OH of Ps aoe 27, — 
Committee of the er consid: 


note the H b Whole, had undi 
1 An ly “it Marshall, now and | ck 
r the ears doing Army dispe a 
‘As the editor of the Army tof the City imes I have had 
on to comment upon bill from the standpoint of being most-vicious 
end in Va oi tie Seton be spe the debate in opposition 


2 — measure 3 — this note and giving reasons why 
the bill should not Iwill receive. a hearing. 

The osp. Steward . thah All af EM apenes at 
such steward has been in W. issued 


In 1868 
the War Department for the establishment of a general service 
ert, clerks and messengers at the various headquarters of 3 
ical divisions and departments. See General Orders Nos. 92 and W, respec- 
tively, for the years named. 


Under these — given 
the authority to fer this duty, , 

"Po provide botter salary than that given iven to men in the there was 
added to their regular monthly pay commutation for quarters, for rations, 
for fuel, and extra-duty pay. 

Hospital stewards were also detailed for duty as clerks in the office of the 
Ma pa divoctors of divisions or Lepartmnente, ond Steward M was 80 
detailed for duty in the Army comrades of the same 
but not so fortunate as he, were doing duty at Washington Fort 
Myer, Va., and at other „ ‘or $35 

month, and doing much harder pan Seine T p 
ies to surgeons, caring for the and wounded, a duty never 
Ver then, under the provisions nsary at Washington. 

Now, th Orders No. 44, t Tag = ar 

General's. O was enjoying the 


Total. ———ſ—.—'..——— ͤæ A -u ——— 96.25 


It should be borne in mind that Steward Marshall could only receive this 
special aut oana in the Army as fancy service. He 


was only a me pn ena notans . 
stewards of the Army, but owing to this d etail, tt being impracticable 
to fuel, and rations in kind, be was en commu- 
tation. The fact that the steward was for thirty years in Army dispen. 
is undoubtedly due to the influence he was enabled to bring to bear with 
the authorities to retain in such a place and not because 
cations not present many of other stewards in the y 
who were not in position FWW 


e —— 


u such retirement, thirty years’ service, 

Steward Marshall had this was approved reorganizing 

In 1886, I think, Jul suai amie yoga E sery- 
ice detachment of ee 5 — 
8 TER almost every’ 
civilians, while their right pote god og npn 


e E ae AAA ARA SA aie ae Lee of 
stewards was in: think, Wea ge isl 


hospital creased 1 
„„ so that he has 

for had he even continued to receive the 
ved, he gon have willing! 


dered Congress 
Oe Ae ing ont the military feature connected with this 
9 the men ot right to retirement after thirty 
I is right here, Mr. RICHARDSON, EDSON, I desire to Lee 
cious of ‘s A has the most ous effect on the service in 
case the bill becomes law. F.. ae eee —.— 


wronged. ‘haps not ee but the: 
than Warshall. ‘The no.other alternative t but either to remain 


This man verely 
“bloody” Fourteenth after the 
general service 

— — e the time as chief clerk for e 


others. He was a most efficient man. he is a private 
in the ordnancedetachment at Benicia Arsenal. m Today Bo i a, 5 
Marshall seeks. his service great value. vaU ae 


privilege pes ween of 
greater claim for relief. for while he lost . 
Gn i in the clove of his military career, while Marshalls on an ex 
with $50 per month and corresponding pay on his retirement. To pass 

irtenen with e month Would TTT 
Steward Marshall of the other stewards in the 
he came in contact with 
those high in authority there is no reason why he should receive benefits 
ther the other stewards could not receive, who, d the 

ashington, were 


Was enjoying a soft berth in W. 
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field and looking 9 and 


wounded. It is possible that Marshall 
Reilly and others about Washim: 


rendered great service to Dr. O 
y favored over the 


good reason exists why he should be 80 
comrades who have been less 2 
There is now on the ae ee 


Br it and fuel month, because it 
bill No. 4576 they odk to secure this 


Sores shee 


of Steward 


d regard Con- 
s bili i not ofa personal 
would seta bad e and do negroes 


but 
ntlemen who out Ma the bill for Marshall do so in 
but I can make myself believe that the General of the 
Army would 8 support if asked for his views; he the 

pathy this measure does not.come from those who have seen very 


I know that the 
faith, 


enen ee herewith a list of hosp ital stewards in 2 

showing the date of appointment, w . service in the line 

ap rag penne emer, gu oa de ere TEON 
Permit me to remain, yours, truly, 


HENRY SHINDLER, 
Editor Army Department Kansas City Times. 
Hon..J anes D. RICHARDSON, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I hold in my hand the list which the 
writer of recae npt arp paap raar fp gst ae ap Ege at Sr 
hospital stewards, wi e date eir appointment, who 
possibly come forward and ask for legislation in their favor similar 
to that a r 1 

excep say t I do no ow y wri 
this betters but inasmuch as Ihave been accused of fili 
i opposition to the bill now under consideration when it was 
up on 27th of March last, I simply wanted to have this letter 
published. I do not ask the publication of this list of 106 hospital 
stewards which I have in my hand. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman state how many hos- 
5 included in that list have served thirty-five years? 

ME sie ge et eT Ido not know that any have served so 


tell us how many of 
a ta stewards have served even twenty years? 
HHARDSON. The gentleman can have the list for ex- 
amination. I Would have to go over it before I could answer the 
— But I will ask the ten whether he would be in 
eat of a general law putting 5 stewards, after twenty 
s 8 on the retired list with the rank of second lieuten- 
5 


Mr. NORTHWAY. As a general proposition I would not. I 
can not answer as to any ular case until the case is presented. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let the gentleman introduce a general 
bill if he is in favor „ 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nortuway] 
permit me to ask him a question? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Ihave not been oe Ohio (Mr 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from O 


is now 
Mr. 2 1 wish to ask the 


how many years 
out of his thirty-five years Hospital ward Marshall was com- 
pelled to serve? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He has been in the Army continuously. 
ae BRUMM. But how many years was he forced to stay 

ere? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In the service? 

Mr. BRUMM. Les, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY, I do not know. 

Mr. BRUMM. As he was a volunteer, he was not forced to 
stay longer than the term for which he enlisted. If he chose to 
se! longer, he must have known what he was going to get. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, in advocating the passage 
of this bill I want to say I am not acquainted with the beneficiary. 
I never saw him, so far as I know. Iam not acquainted with any- 
body who has any particular acquaintance with him. Ihave no 
8 in him or 3 who is 3 ese I 

0 ow person ol anys nding i in e coun as 
interest in him, pes, ae unfortunately,a matter of that kin 8 some- 


[Mr. NortHway] 
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times makes a wonderful difference in the affairs of life. I do 
not know anything of the merits of this case except so far as they 


are presented in the report. I have no interest in the of 
the further than as I recognize the merits of the case presented 
on behalf of a man who is a stranger to me. I have not been 
asked by him or his friends to advocate the passage of this bill. 

So, sir, I stand here entirely free from any influences whatever 
which can possibly affect my action. Nor would I at this time 
or at any time have anything to say upon the passage of this meas- 
ure but for certain remarks which have been dropped, akin to the 

uestion asked just now Py tas gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(ar. Brum]. It seems to be argued here: This man is ahospi- 
tal steward; we must not 1 him; we must not show him 
11 favor, because that would be setting a bad precedent.“ 
It that we have a large Army and a good many hospital 
stewards, and that if we promote or otherwise show any i 
favor to one we shall be setting a bad precedent and shall be 
called on to showsimilar favors to all. ere it not for arguments 
like this, I would not ask to be heard upon this bill; for I repeat 
I — not e e eee > itin an 2 hoy ase tee 
ested in meeting arguments presen ere against the bill by 
certain individuals. 

The other day I came into the Hall while the debate upon this 
measure was going on. That was the first I knew of the mat- 
ter. I then sent for the report of the committee, which I have 
since read. I listened to some of the ar, ents st the pas- 
sage of the bill; and I propose to respond now, so far as I can, to 
those arguments. We are told here, Mr. Chairman, in this dis- 
cussion, that this man was simply a hospital steward. Unfortu- 
nately for him that is true. He did not e out upon the battle- 
fields as a great general; he is not known to fame or to the millions 
of his countrymen. He is unfortunately compelled to walk in the 


humbler paths of life. i 
We are told, inquisitively, by the tleman from Pennsylvania 
that he need not have served in the y for a longer period than 


one enlistment if he had not desired to do so; as though it were 
an objection to him and to his claim before the people of this 
country that he served faithfully for thirty-five consecutive years 
his Government. The argument of the gentleman, if anything, 
amounts simply to the fact that a soldier should not serve his 
country but one enlistment, because if he does, if he goes beyond 
that then he is entitled to no possible consideration because he 
has done just a little more than anybody else has done in the same 
direction, and did not exercise his privilege of withdrawing after 
the expiration of his enlistment. I do not understand that myself, 
however, to be an objection to an individual. This man has the 
commendation of two or three of the leading officers of the Army, 
as gallant and brave men as ever entered our service. They com- 
mend his services 3 tell us that he has for years per- 


formed more duty than those duties which pertain to the position 
of hospital steward. 
Mr. EDITH. Has he not been paid for what he did, all the 


same? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir; he has not. He performed other 
duties than those which belonged tohis position. He wasa skilled 
mechanic, and performed the duties of a skilled mechanic, and we 
are informed by his officers that he performed the duty gratui- 
tously. He was simply a hospital steward, and was paid the com- 
e of a hospital steward, but performed other duties as 
Well. 

Mr. MEREDITH. But he has been paid his salary, has he not? 
Mr. NORTH WAL. Yes, as a hospital steward. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If there is any ition in this country that 
can be performed by only one man 1 am in favor of abolishing 
that position. 

Mr. NORTH WAV. I will say to the gentleman that I desire 
to proceed with my argument in my own way. 

is officer had charge of the tools, being himself a leading and 
skilled mechanic, and . these duties, as I have already 
said, entirely outside of his duty as hospital steward. It was nec- 
essary that some one should perform these duties, and this man 
was capable and qualified for the 1 and performed them 
faithfully without compensation. e are told also that he was the 
leading microscopist in the hospital and that in the opinion of 
experts in that line of service he performed valuable and impor- 
tant duties, services for which he received no compensation, but 
which were of great value, both in the hospital and the sick room. 
He has performed efficient duty and ormed it well. No one 
denies that. In fact, the duties were so well performed that his 
superior officers commended him for it. 

en again, Mr. , we are told that objection is made 
on the ground that if we permit this man to be promoted as a 
pba ap pes to some extent of the services he has rendered we 
will be doing an act which will result in paying him a little more 
money; money that he has not earned; and that, I believe, seems 
to be the entire objection that is raised. And yet we know, 
standing right here, that we have permitted men to be retired, 


time and again, where it took thousands of dollars to pay them. 
But we are told that that is because they are pesi generals and 
brave men. Iađmitthat. Ivoted foreach an eyery one of these 
bills that ever came up. I plead guilty to that, if it be a charge 
against me; but, Mr. irman, I want to know how could such 
a man who has received our bounty, a t general—how could 
he become great if he had not had back of him, to do the hard 
work, the patient, nameless common soldiers, who performed his 
bidding; men who won for him the laurels of imperishable 
fame? I would be glad to know how he could flame out before 
his countrymen as a gallant officer and a successful leader if he 
had not had thousands of brave men under him to go down to 
death at his mading Shall he alone reap all the glory? Shall 
you say that none of the brave men who by his orders went down 
into the very hell of death at his command shall 
because such recognition may cost a little money? 

Mr. MILNES. But this man did not go down in that way. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman if hospital stewards 
were placed in the ition to which he refers? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir; they were not, but they obeyed 
orders and they performed their duty, and there is just as much 
credit and as much honor in performing service and doing duty 
as some of these men did as if their duty called them into other 
spheres of action. Whether they were privates in the rank or hos- 


be recognized 


pital stewards they obeyed orders, and one may have been as brave 


as the other. The man who could stand in the sick room and per- 
1 — mi Dr to s the sick and > wounded performed the 

uty which was just as necessary and in many respects as com- 
mendable as his brother who stood before the. storm of battle, 
The general officer who is advanced does not shoot down the sol- 
dier, does not strike a man with his saber, does not kill anybod 
with a weapon, but we all agree to promote him, and I agree wit 
that sentiment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I disagree with the idea that we shall not 
help the nameless common soldier. I deny the validity of the ar- 
gument here which says in effect that we shall not recognize the 
common soldier and the ordinary man who has for years per- 
formed patient services, humble though they be. repeat, I 
deny the validity of such an ar; ent. We are here every day 
asked to give pensions to the widows of men who long years ago 
leftthe Army. Atthis very Congress you are going to give twenty, 
porhaps fifty, pensions to the widows of generals who have not 

n in the Army for thirty years; who were mustered out at the 
close of the war, and have been pursuing the peaceful pursuits of life 
since that time. And yet you propose to pension their widows, 
not at $8 a month that you give to the widows of the common sol- 
diers, but $50, $75, or $100 a month. I have voted for these bills. 
Jam not finding fault with them, but only ask why shall our 
gratitude stop here? Why not at once,as members of Congress 
recognize some one in the humbler walks of life? Terribly afraid 
of precedent here! Voting away the money to widows of soldiers, 
widows who could not get anything under any law which has 


ever been passed by Con, , simply use their husbands were 
generals in the Army—the name of general being attached to his 
seryices—not afraid of precedent in that case. 


You will take the commanding general of the Army, when you 
retire him, create a grade for him, and give him more money. It 
is right and proa I agree to it, and have voted for such a bill. 
Very likely I shall vote for more when they come up. But when 
we do that I should regard myself as derelict in duty if I did not 
once in awhile recognize some man who was commanded by that 
brave general. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that there is nothing in 
the idea of precedent, nothing in the idea contained in that letter, 
that we should be besi by applications to promote. As we 
might you say we should be besieged by applications to grant pen- 
sions, and there may be something in it; but is that anx reason why 
we should not perform a duty? It is easy enough for this Congress 
to strike at this man, for he no one to back him except his own 
services. He has no general” to his name; it is easy prety to 
strike him; but I want to tell you that if there is any one thing 
that is creating uneasiness in the minds of the common soldiery 
of our country to-day it is the fact that you are passing more 
pension bills to t favors to the few who have had the title of 
general attached to their names than you are for all the thousands 
and tens of thousands of the common soldiers in our land. 

They object, unless you recognize them once in a while, and 
they have a right to object. If there is any person under heaven 
who has a right to be recognized and who should be recognized, 
it is the man who in an humble walk of life has faithfully, dili- 
gently, and patriotically opeyed ery order of his superior and 
5 his duty to his country, humbly it may be, but per- 

or med it well, so that he deserves commendation for that perform- 
ance. I deny that our duty ends when we recognize the great, 
and pension the great, and retire them on higher salaries, and so 
recognize their inguished services. I believe you can perform 
a great duty to the humble soldiers of our country by letting 
them know that they, too, are remembered. It is easy enough for 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 


4105 


a nation to weave the laurels around the brows of great men. It 
may not be regarded as so patriotic to take hold of the hand of 
one of the weaker ones, but I want to tell you that in the late war 
our common 1 performed deeds of heroism, and their great 


example shall stand colossal in the history of this country, and 
we shall do ourselves credit and do credit to the common soldiery, 
do credit to our country and teach a lesson for the future, if we 
take the hand of one of these humble men and elevate him and 
say, Though you have not flamed out upon many a battlefield 
before the whole country, you are nevertheless just as great as a 
man, just as noble as a man, and just as much to be commended.” 

Here is a hospital steward. There is not another one in the 
whole service like him. There are other hospital stewards, one 
hundred or more, but no man like this one; no man who has per- 
formed the duties which he has performed; no man who has re- 
ceived the commendation of his superiors as this man has received 
it. If we had thousands of these men all standing alike it might 


be different. 

Mr. MILNES. How do you know that to be true? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I take the report. 

Mr. MILNES. How do you know that others may not have as 
fine a record? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I take the report. If you will read the 
report you will see the facts. I learned them there. I learned 
that he stands an exception in the entire American Army. There 


is no other man like him. I learn that from letters in that report. 


written by his superiors. 
Mr. NES. Do those letters say there is no other man like 


him? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He stands as an 9 here in asking 
this promotion. It is easy enough for us to think we are winning 
glory by striking at such men. It very likely may be easy enough. 

erhaps we think we are 5 7 — 8 by lifting some great man 
and striking at an humble man like that. We lift a great man, 
the commander of our Army, because there is no other man there 
like him. There is but one such man. I advocate this bill because 
there is no other man like this one. I do not see how it would 
ruin the country to pass this bill. I can not understand how it 
would harm the Army. I can not understand how it would be 
anything but a just recognition of a worthy man in an humble 
service, and I want it to be known of me, so far as I am concerned, 
that I had just as lief stretch out my hand and take a common 
- soldier by the hand to lift him up and ask the Government to 
commend him as though he were a major-general. Others may 
differ with me—— 

Mr. MILNES. This man is not a common soldier. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He has been a common soldier and has 


ed a gun. 

Mr. MILNES. Common soldiers do not receive $95 a month, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This man is not receiving $95 a month. 

Mr. MILNES. He has been doing so. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; he has not. That man figures out 
forty-nine dollars and some cents. The statement about $95 a 
month is something that is incorrect, if I understand it. 

Mr. MILNES. t is the evidence here. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No hospital steward gets any such thing. 
There is no such proof here. The proof is entirely the reverse. 
He is getting the ordinary pay of a hospital steward, if anybody 
knows what that is. 

Mr. MILNES. Common soldiers do not get $49 a month. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Of course, because they do not perform 
that duty; nor do they get $7,500 a year, the same as major-gen- 
erals do, and yet they are in more danger than a major-general. 
I submit that kind of argument is not a valid one. This man 
would not get any great amount—— 

Mr. F. ON. About 890 a month. 

Mr. NORTH WAV. About $90 a month, I am told, if he is 
retired as we have asked; and the difference in the pay would be 
the difference between what he would get if he should be retired 
as a common soldier and that of a second lieutenant; and that would 
be the extra cost to this Government. If there is anybody feels 
that; if in these piping times of peace that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] talked about, you put it upon that ground, 
of the poverty of the Government, then we have gentlemen come 
in here and appropriate $2,000 and over to somebody else in order 
to promote him and commend him. I have answered the argu- 
ments of the E or attempted to talk upon this question, 
not because I had any interest in this bill particularly, but be- 
cause I am interested in refuting such arguments as bave been 
made. I want to enter may 3 here, and to say that this Con- 
gress will not demean itself if it gets down far enough to recog- 
nize the common soldierand pension a hospital steward instead of 
pensioning major-generals and their widows. I submit that this 
is an exceptional case. There is no other hospital steward in the 
Army like this man. Noother man has been commended as he has. 
The letters of commendation which are given in this report show 
that there is no man commended as he is, and we are told we can 


not recognize him although he has been commended by his supe- 
rior officers. Why? Because we can not win fame by commend- 
ing such as he. I Want to submit to this House that he has per- 
formed his duty, and performed it in such a manner as to win the 
commendation of his commanders. However humble that duty 
may be, it is to him a duty, as is duty to a Ce oR gine He has: 
performed the duty which he has been called upon to perform. 
and has been commended by his superiors for the performance 
that duty; and therefore I submit that this Congress will do itself 
proud if it 5 one humble man. 

Mr. WIL . Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the bill 
now before the House ought to have been introduced in the times. 
of the elder Disraeli, that he could have written another book, and 
labeled it“ The Curiosities of Legislative Literature.” I do not 
agree with the gentleman who has just taken his seat, that any 
man who obeys orders is as brave as any other man who obe 
orders. Itseemsto meit depends alittle bit on the character of the 
orders obeyed. An order to administer pills or to pour out squills 
and medicines of various kinds does not prove a man as brave as 
to obey an order to charge a battery. But I did not rise for the 
purpose of making comparisons of thatsort. I rose to defend the 
cavalry service of the United States, because I have always thought 
if Irisked my personal pulchritude in any sort of military ce 
it would be in the cav; because [have always understood that 
that was less fa iguing to a man’s courage than any other branch 
of service; and I defend the cavalry, notwithstanding the fact. 
that during war times, and for sometime afterwards, it was sub- 
ject to the squibs that they were like Captain Jinks of the Horse 

arines, who used to feed his horseon corn and noona san hter]; 
and notwithstanding the prevalent opinion in the infantry that 
the a are had not put down the rebellion to any lag Rag ex- 
tent; but I particularly desire to defend the cavalry, Mr. Chair- 
main, because I have been told by some personal friends of mine 
who have observed my graceful e on horseback that if I had 
been of age to have served in the Confederate cavalry there would 
have been great danger to the integrity of the Union. [Laugh- 


Bat, Mr. Chairman, that is not the only nor the greatest danger 
that I see in this anomalous bill, which seeks to retire a hospital 
steward as a second lieutenant of cavalry. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
here we stand to-day with war clouds all about us. The Vene- 
zuelan difficulties before us and a great navy just being built up. 
In this bill I see a budding menace to this infant navy. Because 
if you can put upon the retired list as second lieutenant of cay- 
alry a hospital steward, pray tell me, in the name of reason, why 
you can not put a female nurse upon the retired list as a commo- 
dore of the Navy? [Laughter.] And if you should have a civil 
pension list in addition to the military pension list, why, in the 
name of common sense, can notyou retire vivandiéres, if you ever 
have any, as notaries public and commissioners of the peace? 


ughter. 
AY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do we not retire a major-general as a lieu- 
tenant-general and increase his pay? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My dear sir, a major-general and a lieutenant- 
general differ in degree, but they resemble in kind; and I can not 
see for the life of me how a hospital nurse resembles a lieutenant 
of cayalry in kind or in any way. This bill is simply one of the 
“curiosities of legislative literature;” that is all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is not the other a matter of legislation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course it is a matter of legislation. Con- 
gress, as a matter of course, has the power to retire a female nurse 
asacommodore. It is a matter of legislation. Iam merely ap- 
plying the reductio ad absurdum, which sometimes, with some 
people, is a valuable argument. Really and seriously, Mr. Chair- 
man, where is this going to end? If you apply this principle toa 
hospital steward, what is going to prevent you from extending it 
to hospital nurses? And if you apply it to hospital nurses, what 
is to prevent you from carrying it on down through all these lines 
of public service which do not bring the people to serve in them, 
however faithfully, into the immediate presence of danger? 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Yes, sir. 

Mr. FENTON. Lou agree that a hospital steward is an enlisted 


man, do 2 2 57 0 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes; nominally. 

Mr. FENTON. Are you opposed to enlisted men being pro- 
moted as commissioned officers? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Inanswer to the gentleman’s question I will 
say that I can imagine a case where a brave private soldier who 
had had his body permeated by the enemy’s lead, who had served 
faithfully and gallantly in battle, who had perhaps been wounded, 


and who was in needy circumstances—I can, I say, imagine an 
exceptional case, a very exceptional case, where I would be willin 
epi such a soldier on the retired list as a second lieutenant 
infantry, if he had served in the infantry, or as a second lieutenant 
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of cavalry, if he had served in the cavalry. But not a case can I 
imagine where I would vote to retire and pension a hospital stew- 
‘ard as a lieutenant of cavalry. ; 

Mr. FENTON. This man served two years in the field. 

3- Mr. WILLIAMS. That may be, but there is nothing here to 
show that there was anything e tional or ms in the 
character of hisservice. There is nothing toshow that he was ever 
jured, or even that he was ever ina battle. The proposition 
here is to take a man who ha pens to be in Washington and hap- 
Pens to have strong and infiuential friends—for he must have 
them somewhere or this bill would not be brought in here in this 
e eee I say, is to take such a man and, because 
‘he these infiuential friends, to retire him as a military anach- 
‘ronism, a FFC of cavalry”! 

Mr, BR . Mr. Chairman, Ibelieve it was Madame Roland 
who, upon being led to execution, exclaimed, “O Liberty! Lib- 
erty! how many crimes are committed in thy name!” So Imay 
say with reference to the private soldier: .O soldier! soldier! how 


who was 80 p with his position that he held it for thirty- 
five years—we have that man applying for promotion and for 
retirement in a o war, no sacrifice, no danger; 


e ee right have sn ane diay of WE i with 
a compensation of $95 a month, I assert again not his spay proper, 
receives 


received it for years, and now we are asked to 
‘Not to promote fim. That is a mistake. He does not ask pro- 
motion. ‘To ote a man is to elevate him in the service in 
which he is, but that is not what is proposed here. The natural 
promotion of Sae maa AoA parap De to make him an assist- 
ant sur; „as he isin the medical department—to make him a 
second lieutenant as an assistant surgeon. But that is not what 
is here. The proposition is to turn him out of the line 
of his order and his service; not even to keep him in the infantry, 
‘but to jump over the o of second lieutenant of infantry and 
the grade of second lieutenant of artillery and raise him to a 
higher grade, namely, second lieutenant of cavalry; because, as I 
understand, the cavalry ranks next to the Engineer 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I subniit that there is no sense, no reason, 
no justice in proposing such a bill as this. But it is said this man 
has performed special service; that he is a good mechanic; that he 
has rendered service with the microscope. I do not know what 
the has invented or what good has resulted from his investigations, 
microscopic or otherwise. But whatever may be the facts, we have 
before the Committee on Claims dozens of persons who, in the mili- 
tary or civil service, have performed special duty, who have come 
before my committee showing special service for which they have 
received no pay—architects, for instance, who, while receivin, 
their hace Ah e architects, were em gar upon some e 
duty. All those cases are considered, and if there appears to be 
any special value in the service rendered we make a favorable 
report upon the bill. If this hospital steward did anything of 
special value for the Government there would be no trouble in 


ö Se passed to pay him for that special service and for 
t 


one, 

e MOTRAT, o mon eee 

; 4 ore and su 
me e e ee 
r. . wo a 1 

Mr. BRUMM. I could show the gentleman dozens of bi 
which have been sent to the Committee on Claims providing pay 
for special work, and T believe that this bill Jonia DO posa more 
easily in that way than in the matter now pre: But the 
amount paid would be a quantum meruit—the claimant would be 
ys according to the work done. As has been suggested by my 
iend the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
Cannon], if there is any special reason why this man should 
receive special pay let us know what the reason is, let it be shown 
What amount he is entitled to, and there will be no trouble, I 
think, in getting it through this House. But to say that a hos- 
1 ee e 3 
y ere for thirty-five years, shall now besingled out regardless 
of the order of his enlistment and of the kind of service that he 
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han seater pace: that he shall be lifted into the saddle of a cavalry 
lieu nt, seems to me so incongruous, so inconsistent, so foolish, 
so nonsensical, that I submit the gentlemen who are pressing this 
bill ought to withdraw it as something that they may well be 
ashamed of. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is there any service which a private or a 
hospital steward might render for which the gentleman would 
vote promotion? 

Mr. BRUMM. My dear sir, if you will show me a case where 
a private soldier or a hospital steward has performed any specially 
meritorious duty during the war, or even in time of ce if he 
has been called into active service—in fighting the Indians or 
anything of that kind—I will wager that you will have to run 
ay rapidly to keep up with me in doing all that can be done for 
such an one. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Has the gentleman read the report in this 
case? 

Mr. BRUMM. I have heard it read. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did you understand from the reading of 
the report that this man, while 2 as a private soldier, re- 
cei a sunstroke, in consequence of which he was placed on 


Mr. BRUMM. ButI might answer that by saying, 111 ae I 
ollow 


that therefore I must . 

Mr. NORTH WAX. ve put the case of a private, but if it 
were the case of a general I suppose the gentleman would vote in 
favor of it? 

Mr. BRUMM. There must be some merit, outside of mere ac- 
cident, to induce me to pass a special bill of this kind. And I 
want to say that Iam not one of the great admirers of Sunday 
soldiers or parade soldiers. I do not see the absolute necessity of 


| these eee eee eee , I believe in those who 


are soldiers when soldiers are wanted. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This man was a soldier. 

Mr. BRUMM. inly the gentleman is not asking the 
sage of this measure in consequence of the two years’ military 
service which this man rendered. To ask that would be simply 
outrageous. I do not care what horn of the dilemma the gentle- 
man may take. This man was only enlisted for two years; and 
surely the gentleman from Ohio would not ask to promote a pri- 
vate from the position of hospital steward to that of a lientenant 
of cavalry in consideration of two years’ service thirty-five years 

Why, sir, there are thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of cases more meritorious than this. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this pr - 
tion, it is to retire. a hospital steward and make him a second lieu- 
tenant in the Army. If this bill passes, let me say — friend 
that I trust, in justice to the sutlers of the Army, he will intro- 
duce.a bill to ps sag f sufler on the retired list with the rank of 
a captain at least. there was any place in the Army (and I 
appeal to every soldier here, I care not on what side he may have 
fought) that was sought for by men who wanted to escape the 
storm of battle and the bullets of the enemy, it was the position of 
hospital steward. It does seem to me the most absurd proposition 
Ihave ever known to come from sensible people, that.a man who 
although he may have been enlisted, was not a soldier, who mixed 
pills and perhaps administered them to the soldier, should bere- 
tired as a second lieutenant of cavalry when there are thousands 
of privates who do not receive any such recognition, although 
they bared their breasts to the storm of battle and are entitled to 
the shy ser of their country. 

Mr. Chairman, if my friend will introduce a bill to put upon 
the retired list of the Army the sutlers who plied their trade or 
vocation and made an! Re 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ill the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Always, with the kindest courtesy. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ‘You probably live ina section of the.coun- 
try where you may insult men in that way, but here you can not 
insult men with any ag of success by talking in that manner. 

Mr. MEREDITH. y dear sir, when I want to insult a man, 
and, thank God, I come from a section of the country that enter- 
tains a sentiment upon this subject, so that when we, when my 

ple, or any individual desires to insult aman we will do it to 

is face, not behind his back, and will meet the responsibility 

wherever or Whatever it may be and under whatever circum- 
stances it shall arise. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I will not permit any man to insult the 
common soldier of the North in that way without calling a halt. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I say to you that I am not insulting the 
common soldier of the North; but, on the contrary, Lam uphold- 
ing the common soldier, the man who won for himself fame and 
honor on the field of battle; and I say to you that the common 
soldiers of this country will understand it and stand by me when 


1896. 
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they find that you are attempting to exalt a hospital steward, a 
bombproof man, and not a soldier. They are proud of foemen 
worthy of their steel, but not of men of this class. 

Mr. KORTHWAY. ‘You are comparing them to sutlers, and 
it is an insult to them, and intended as an insult which they will 


oe te. 3 
. MEREDITH. I do not care what the gentleman thinks. 
I repeat that the position of hospital steward is known to every 
man who served in the Army as safest, best, and most effective 
bombproof position that could be found, and I appeal to every 
man who has ever served in the Army to verify the truth of that 
assertion. r 

-Isay to my friend, then, that you are insulting the private sol- 
diers of the North when you compare their records with that of 
bombproof men who hel itions which did not require them 
to meet the enemy in any „but which permitted them to 
draw pay for mixing up pills and mixing up medicines and per- 
haps administering them when the happened to be ab- 
sent. If there is an pee eee the man who is guilty of it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY, I take my chance of that kind of an 


insult. 

Mr. MEREDITH. And I will take mine; and you will find, let 
me say to my friend from Ohio, that I am not à man to under- 
take to escape any responsibility that attaches to me. - 

I stand = ri private soldiers of this country. If you will in- 
troduce a bill to put on the retired list a private soldier who is 
wortby of the name of soldier, who met the enemy and acted his 
part as a soldier, I care not on what side he was, I honor and re- 
2 him and will vote for your bill. But when you come to put 

e hospital stewards, the bombproof man, or the sutlers on the 
retired Hist of the Army, 1 shall vote against your bill, because I 
believe it is an insult to the real soldier who stood by the flag in 
ogg of sae faced death on the battlefield. . 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will yield to the gentleman if for a ques- 

Mr. PARKER. I only wanted to make a suggestion which I 

ibly can make better after the gentleman has concluded. I 
pardon; I thought he had concluded his remarks. 

. MEREDITH. I do not desire to detain the committee. I 
have expressed my ideas in my own humble way, and what I be- 
lieve to be a just way, to the interest of what I think to be the 
real soldiers of the country. I have expressed the opinion that we 
should not exalt a man who saw nothing of the War and who did 
not face danger, but who occupied a bombproof position above 
the real soldiers in that struggle which for four years, and 
in which my powe were engaged on the one side and the people 
of my frien m Ohio on the other. 

I remember that those were momentous times. There is no 
doubt of that. But, Mr. Chairman, when the history of that 
struggle shall be written by the impartial historian, when the 
writer can rise above all party feelings, 133 or sec- 
tional animosities, and relate the history of tha , the history 
as it is written, remembering that when speaking of the honors 
and glories of the British soldiery the British historian does not 
stop to inquire whether the man’s ancestor fought under the White 
or the Rose, Isay when the historian of our common country 
can write its history without stopping to inquire whether the man 
wore the Blue or the Gray, but speak of the powers and bravery 
of the American soldier, I shall be willing to risk my humble posi- 
tion to-day nanet the proposition of my friend from Ohio, and 
believe that real soldier, the true man, willagree with me that 
we should not exalt the bombproof fellow, the man who was not 
com to bare his bosom to the enemy’s bullets, but who held 
a safe position and suffered, as some gentlemen have said, from 
sunstroke and not from a saber stroke. I am for the man, sir, who 
suffered the saber stroke and not the sunstroke, and when my 
friend from Ohio shall present a bill asking that some gentleman 
who is a private or has special reasons to be put into a position to 
be retired as a second lieutenant of cavalry,if he was a true sol- 
dier I would vote for that bill, but not for the bombproof man 
and not for such a man as my friend from Ohio has selected in 
this case, not a soldier, but a pill roller,” if I may so express it. 


[Laughter. 

MM PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask members to attend to the 
facts in this case. This man was an enlisted soldier; whether as 
private for two years or as hospital steward, he was an enlisted 
man in the Army, doing the duty of a soldier. He was and isa 
age man in habits, demeanor, and earnest disposition to do his 

uty, and I do not resent, because I know gentlemen on the other 


side would withdraw, their attacks on bombproof men” and pill 
rollers” if they saw this man. 

There is one principle embodied in the general law of the United 
States, that the enlisted man, in peace as well as in war, shall 
have a chance at promotion. We examine and promote privates 
in the Army to be 5 sergeants, lieutenants, and captains; 

any other branch of the Army service of 


and there is no man 


the United States who would not have had his promotion long ago, 
in time of eee e the ability and devotion of this 
man. He, however, is in the Hospital Corps, where there is no op- 
portunity afforded for promotion by general law. 

What remedy is there? By general law you only promote the 
best, only the special instances, in the Army. Here there is no 
general law. I object to special bills where there is any general 
relief; but here there is none. Here the committee thought that 
there was a reason for the exception that I make to the rule that 
special Jaws shall not be as to the Army. Here we found 
a man who was fit to be an officer, who sos 85 long ago to have 
been made an officer, who was.a veteran of the war, and who in 
his old days should be m the retired list with what rank 
he would have got if ad been any general rule for his 
branch of the service. Now, if-we are wrong, say so. If the 
Honse says it will not adopt any special bill even in such a case, 
very well. But I could not, even after all the debate, keep my 
place and allow the debate to xun on into an attack upon the char- 
acter of the man, who is a veteran, 2 scientific man, and I 
can not avoid rising to express my feeling with reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. MAHON rose. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania wishes to 
ask me a question? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not want to consume the time of ‘this 


ut u 


House in discussing this bill, but this is the second day we have 
had this private under consideration 
The . The gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
i to ask a question. 


onl 

Mr. MAHON. I will not stop to debate the bill, but I will move 
that it be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not the floor for that 


p $ 

Mr. MAHON. Thope some gentleman will make that motion. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the country 
has ized that when men have bared their breasts in battle, 
when they have been subjected to the chance of being shot down 
in their prime, that they shall be pensioned, that they shall be 
considered as a special class; but thereis nothing whatever in this 
case that puts this man in that special class, so far as is developed 
thus far. Ihave had in my employ, for forty years, from 300 to 
1,000men. Nine in ten of them have served their country as faith- 
fully as this man, and in as dangerous positions as this man, for 
aught that a in this discussion,and deserve to be pensioned 
as much as man, for aught that appears in this discussion. 
Why should they be taxed—for they are the men who pay these 
| epee apa uld they be taxed to pension this man? I have 

own in my lifetime scores of educated men, college men, spe- 
cialists, who have worked all their lives for an income less than 
this man has had, and they have served their country as well, for 


aught that a here. 
oe ALLEN of Utah. I wish to call the gentleman's attention 
e 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, what is the point? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The assertion has been made here that 
this man is a ialist. I wish the gentleman would call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that Dr. OReilly recommends, 
not that he be retired, but that he be given a position at a certain 
salary per month, on account of his special services. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Chairman, I donot want 
to be diverted from the line of my argument. I want to say that 
this is, to use a slang expression, ‘‘running the thing into the 
ground.” There is no excuse for it. There is no justification for 
it. Admitting that he was a faithful man, that he served his 
country, and all the things that he did, nine men in ten in this 


‘country 2 to be Lee upon the same principle if he 


deserves to 
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This bill was put in here to be kept here, and be discussed the 
day out, so that women may still continue to haunt the halis of 
Conste in the hope that it will deal justly with their father’s 
and husband’s private claims to money honestly due them. It is 
an ou e and a disgrace for this House and the leaders to put 
in such claims as this, to be discussed all day, so that these other 
claims shall not be considered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I am through. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter my protest 
along with the ert of other gentlemen, — the passage o 
this measure. I agree with the gentleman who has E taken his 
seat that this and similar bills are outrages, especially against the 
common soldiers of this coun I should have been glad had 
the tleman from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] resented this as an 
i t to the soldiers and denounced this bill instead of advocat- 
ing it, instead of stating that the gentleman from Virginia was 
insulting the common soldiers by classing this man along with 
the sutlers, camp followers, bounty jumpers, and coffee coolers. 
Tam glad to see a revival going on among gentlemen on the other 
side of this House. I am g to see that the scales have been 
stricken from their eyes and they have begun to see the injustice 
that is being done to the common soldier; that they have begun 
to see the outrages that are being perpetrated upon the taxpayers 
of this country. 

This House, like a greyhound, Mr. Chairman, is hurrying in the 
passage of bills granting pensions and emoluments which are as 
unmeritorious and undeserving as this one is. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I feel it my eae raise my voice and enter my protest 


against the passage of all such measures as this, and I 1 vote 
against it; and then, if the majority of this House see proper to 
pass it, let them do so and take the responsibility. It will only 


add another disadvantage to their reco: 
the people. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that they have been doing just such 
things as this from the time the Fifty-fourth Congress first met. 
It seems to me that they are making a 8 of unmeritorious 
and undeserving claims for photographers, men who have gone 
out for their own profit and efit to take pictures, and giving 
such men pensions, removing charges of desertion, pensioning 
bounty jumpers and coffee coolers, and making SOAL pleas for 
such parties instead of Bering. them in the background and 
bringing to the front the claims of the common soldiers, like those 
distinguished veterans who stood here this morning with that 
old flag, those men who first enlisted, who went out when the call 
for troops was made. 

Isubmit, sir, that Ido protest against this discrimination. Why 
is it that they should look over this Calendar, which has on it 
many just and meritorious claims, and make a special plea and 
bring up this bill, which pro to raise a hospital steward, a 
$: ital rat,” as you may call him, and promote him to the rank 
of a lieutenant in the cavalry, in utter disregard of the men who 
went forward and bared their breasts to the storm of bullets in 
battle? Why is it, sir, that you can not take up the case of some 
distinguish oe soldier who ormed distinguished services 
upon the battlefield and raise and make him a lieutenant 
instead of going into the hospital, going into the bombproof posi- 
tions, going into the places where the men did not sme wder, 
and leaving outof consideration the men on the tented field and on 
the bloody field of battle, the men who met the storm night and 
cay Why, it is an insult to the common soldiers of this country; 
and I say, sir, that such bills as this rob and 3 the public 
Treasury without any right or without any deserts at all. It is 
looting the Treasury for men who do not deserve that which you 


ask to give them. 

I vote inst this bill, and I hope that the gentlemen on 
the other side of this House will see that this bill is snowed under 
by an overwhelming majority of votes asa just rebuke to that 

ass of members of this House who continually stand up here and 
1 pretend to be the friend of the soldier, the common 
soldier, and all the time robbing him for the benefit of officers and 
officers’ wives, for photographers, camp followers, bounty jump- 
ers, deserters, and hospital rats, as these men are. [Cries of 
“Vote!” „Vote!“ 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. The 
question is on the amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the amendment? 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


and reputation before 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, FENTON, Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 60. 

So the motion was rejected. 


GEORGE CASE, 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2740) to 
carry into effect a finding of the Court of Claims in favor of the 
estate of George Case, late of Independence County, Ark. 3 

The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims paving toma that George 
late of Independence County, Ark., was loyal the United States 
throughout the late war, and that mili stores and supplies of the value 
of $475 were taken from him in said county, 5 and for the use of the Federal 
Ara ang not paia for, the Seona y 8 2 wr Sree to 
y. sum, out of any moneys in the not othe: a ted, 
the legal Tepressntatives of said George Case. —— 


Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the report in 
that case read. 

The report (by Mr. LESTER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2740) 
for the relief of Sores Case, deceased, respectfully report: 

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress referred the 
above-mentioned claim to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
terms of the Bowman Act. 


The claim has been returned to the committee by the court with the follow- 
ing findings of fact: 


Court of Claims. Congressional, No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix, 
: The United States. i wy 


This case, being a claim for supplies or stores all to have been taken by 
or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their use during 
the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the court, on a preliminary 
inquiry finds that George Case (since deceased), the person alleged to have 
furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom the same are alleged to 
have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the United States through- 


out said war. 
BY THE COURT. 
Filed April 29, 1889. 


Court of Claims. No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix of George Case, de- 
i ceased, vs. United States.] * 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 


all to have 
to the military forces a pt the Uni States for 


their use ression of the rebellion, was 
mitted to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 4th day of ch, 1886. 

r. R. A. Berton, „ 8 


red for claimant, and the Attorney-General, 
assistant, and under his direction, appeared for 


by Felix Brannigan, 55 
on of the interests of the United States. 


whom toy were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of 
the Uni 


stores 
and supplies of the value stated and of which he was the owner, to wit: 


7.50 
The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and argu- 
ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following 
FINDING OF FACT. 
There were taken from the claimant's intestate, near Batesville, Ark., as 


alleged in the petition, during the late war for the suppression of the re- 
bellion, by eae, authority for the use of the Army, quartermaster stores 
the reasonable ue of which at the time and place o; sekogas 885 
BY THE COURT. 

Filed April 2, 1894. 

A true copy. 

Test this day of April, 1894, 

[SEAL] 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims, 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Chairman, I have no further connection 
with this bill than that which arises from bein: 5 the 
Committee on War Claims to report it favorab iy to the House. 
The facts are set forth in the report. The claim was referred 
to the Court of Claims, and the court found as a jurisdictional 
fact, first, the loyalty of the claimant, and second, the fact that 
the stores and supplies taken for the Army amounted to $475. 
Thereupon the court gave judgment as far as they could, and re- 
ported their finding to Congress. The question now is 2 
whether Congress Will appropriate money SP a the claim whic 


Amend lines 6 and 7 by striking out the words “and directed”; so as to | has been thus adjudicated by the court. that the bill be laid 
make it read: The, t be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint said | aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
Frank M. Marshall,” etc. it do pass, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment, Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as this is similar to many 


The question was taken. 
The MAN. The Chair is in doubt. 
The question was again taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


other cases, I desire to ask for information how it happens that 
in cases of this kind where supplies were taken for which, I mp 
pose, proper receipts were given, payment has not been made 
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the regular way - on the presumption that the claimant was a 
loyal man? j 
Mir. LESTER. Will the gentleman explain a little further 


what he means by the regular way? 
. Byapplication to the -General. 

Mr. LESTER. The Quartermaster-General does not pay claims 
of this character. They can not be paid in that department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was not a receipt given for this property, 
the man being loyal? i 

Mr. LES . Theysay not. There is a class of claims which 
the ter-General can pay, and another class that he 
can not , and this is one of the latter class. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But these facts having been judicially ascer- 
tained, there would seem to be no doubt as to the poet of 

yment unless some things may have transpired which in the 

pse of time have prevented the court from obtaining evidence 
that it might otherwise have obtained. d 

Mr. LESTER. This is one of the class of claims referred to the 
Court of Claims to be adjudicated, and it has been adjudicated by 
the court and rted to Congress for payment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand the matter, these cases are 
considered by the court with reference to three essential facts. 
The first fact to be found is that the man was loyal; the second is 
that the poppie and stores were furnished to the Union Army; 
and the third is that the claimant has not been paid. I under- 
stand that those three facts have been ascertained by the courtin 
this case. 

Mr. LESTER.. Yes, sir. The question of loyalty is a jurisdic- 
tional fact, I will state to the gentleman. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. I donot see any objection to the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

PETER COOK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay to Peter Cook, of Lonoke County, Ark., out. 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 3904, 
being the amount found by the Court of Claims to be due to him as a loyal citi- 
zen ‘or stores and supplies taken and used by the Federal Army during the 

te war. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. NEILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2741) 
for the relief of Peter Cook, respectfully report: 

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty ninth Con to whom was 
referred the claim of Peter Cook, of Lonoke County. Ark., not being fully 
and clearly advised of all the facts in said claim, referred the same to the 
Court of ms for a finding of facts, under the provisions of the act of 
March 8, 1883, and generally known as the Bowman Act. 

Pio claim has been returned to said committee by the court with findings 


fact. 

Your committee recommend that said find of the Court of Claims be 
carried out by the passage of the bill, which is in harmony with the conclu- 
sa reached by the court, and ask that said findings be printed as a part of 
t ort. 

‘Your committee attach hereto the act of e Pe generally known as the 
Bowman Act and the decisions of the Court of Claims construing said act, 
and ask that they be printed as an appendix to this report. 


[Court of Claims. Congressional, No.230. Peter Cook vs. The United States.] 
This case being a claim for supplies or stores alleged to have been taken by 
or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their use during 


the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the court, on a as mer ppt 
inquiry, finds that said Peter Cook, the person alle; to have furnished sue 
supplies or stores, or from whom the same are d to have been taken, 


was loyal to the Government of the United States ughout said war. 
Y THE COURT 
Filed April 29, 1889. 


Congressional. Factsand loyalty, Courtof Claims, No.230, Peter Cook vs. 
[ United States.] 
STATEMENT OF CASE. 

The claim in the above-entitled case, for . or stores all to have 
been taken by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for 
their use during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, was trans- 
mitted to the court Ly Geel Committee on War Claims of the House of Repre- 
JN Smith. ex ng 5 d the Attorney-General, b 

Ws X 7 or ¢ „an e rne era 
William J. Ramels, 915 his assistant, and under his direction appeared for 
the defense and protection of the interests of the United States. 


furnished the 2 or stores, or from whom they were alleged 
bern taken, was loyal to the Government of the U: 
war. 

The case was N Se to a hearing on its merits on the 4th day of January, 
1893. The claimant in his petition makes the following allegation: 
That he is a citizen of the United States, residing in Lonoke County, State 
of Ar where he resided during the late war of the re on. 

That the following stores and — were taken from him in the years 
1863 and 1864 for the use of the United States Army: 


O00 Hushele of C60, . $800 
22,500 pounds live pork, at 10 cents. . 2,250 
14,400 pounds at 5 cents. 3 
4 horses, at 5150 ----------- — 60 
CTT - 1% 
18 head of fat sheep, at 88 = 5t 
105 bundles sh oats, at 4 cents - 160 
100 bushels sweet potatoes, at $1 - 10 
o 0 b e 4,859 


The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and argu- 
ments of commsel on, DOEN Aides, makes the following 


FINDING OF FACT: 


There was taken from the claimant, from his farm in Lonoke County. 
during the years 1863 and mnie military authority, for the use of the Army, 
stores and supplies of the above described, the reasonable value of 
which at the and place of taking was $904, 

BY THE COURT. 


Filed January 9. 1893. 

A true OPT 

Test this lith day of January, A. D. 1893. 
[SEAL.] 


„Ark. 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, with reference to this character of claims, to state the 
probable amount of them. 


Mr. MAHON. Ican answer that ina general way. If I had 
my report I could tell more definitely. the findi of the 
Court of Claims were paid up to and including the Fifty-first Con- 


gress. The Fifty-second and the Fifty-third Congress refused to 
pay any of the findings of that court. The co uence is that 
those findings have accumulated until now we have about $700,000 
of them in the committee room. We have reported about $600,000 
of such claims. That includes those in the omnibus bill. The 
committee reported some three or four individual bills, but after- 
wards they reported the omnibus billandthen stopped. You will 
not find any more of these individual bills on the Calendar after 
the omnibus bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Theclaims reported amount to about $600,000? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the committee satisfied of the justice of 
those claims and that they ought to be paid? 

Mr. MAHON. The Congress of the United States, to relieve 
itself of the waste of time and the annoyance of investigating 
these claims—in fact Congress could not investigate them prop- 
erly—passed what are known as the Tucker Act and the Bowman 
Act, which are familiar to most of the older members of the House. 
The Bowman Act applied to claims for stores and supplies fur- 
nished to the United States Army. The Tucker Act applied to 
claims for pro taken and destroyed for military purposes. 
Congress established the Court of Claims and sent all of these 
claimants to that court. Every claimant in the Court of Claims 
has to establish as a first step, in order to give the court jurisdic- 
tion, his 2 If any claimant fails to establish the fact that 
he was loyal, the court thereupon declines jurisdiction of the case. 
The loyalty of the claimant being established, he then has to prove 
by undoubted evidence that the property was furnished to the 

nited States Army, and also what its value was. Then the 
court, after cate Bart making a finding of fact, reports in 
each case its finding Congress, so that appropriation may be 
made for payment. 

I want to say this about the Court of Claims: From my inves- 
tigation of the matter I am satisfied—and I believe that e 
member of the House who has any knowledge of the subject 
agree with me—that this court holds claimants to a stricter 
accountability, a stricter compliance with the rules of evidence 
than any other court in the United States. In proof of this asser- 
tion I cite the fact that the court, since its establishment, has 
allowed only 8} per cent of the claims presented to it for consid- 


eration. Take case as an illustration. This man alleges 
that he furnished pee to the value of $4,859. He gives an 
itemized statement of the goods which he furnished, but the court 


after close scrutiny and after finding that he was loyal, allowed 
him but $904. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Without interest? 

Mr. MAHON. Without interest. And that illustrates the his- 
tory of all these claims. 

. RAY. Did this gentleman have any proof that he had 
furnished these articles? Had he any receipt from any officer or 
officers of the Government? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not know anything about that; but a court 
established by the Congress of the United States, composed of five 
as good lawyers as there are in the country, have found the facts. 
I do not know anything about them myself, but the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray] can rest assured that if this claimant 
had not produced evidence entirely satisfactory to the court that 
pee goods had been furnished he never would have obtained a 


ding. 
Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman know how many times this 


claim has been ted to Congress and reported upon? 
Mr. MAHON. I do not know. I believe it was first reported 
to Congress as late as 1893. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not interested in any of these bills, 
I have not one constituent who has a claim of this kind before 
the House; but having examined the work of this court, I repeat 
my statement that the court, since its establishment, has allowed 
only 8} per cent of all the claims filed. Up to and including the 
Fifty-first Congress this court had sucha ding here that Con- 
gress paid every claim of this kind thatthecourtfounddue. But 
the Democratic party, when it came into power in the Fifty-second 
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and the Fifty-third Congresses, stopped for some reason or other 
the payment of these claims. Itmay have been for lack of money 
in the Treasury or it may have been a matter of party policy. 
Ido not pretend to state the reason. But, sir, this. House ought 
to do one of two things—either it ought to pay the findings of 
this court or it ought to abolish the court. Sir, a man 85 years 
old called at my office yesterday. He had prosecuted a claim 
through the Court of Claims, and had secured a finding in his 
favor for $1,500. In order to secure that finding he had mort- 
gaged his little property worth $500 and spent every dollar of 
the proceeds in the prosecution of his claim. Now, why should 
not this Congress pay that claim and others of the same class? 
This is your court. Congress established it for the express pur- 
se of ascertaining in cases of this kind whether a claimant was 
ik , whether the goods were furnished to the Army, and whether 
the price asked was just and reasonable. When the court finds 
those facts in any case there is, as the Supreme Court has held, 
only one thing for Congress to do; that is to appropriate the money 
to pay such judgments. If I had time I could cite decisions of 


the Supreme Court recently delivered eee the Court of | $60 


Claims in the highest terms forits examination of 
Here is this claim now before us. Congress referred it to the 
Court of Claims. The claimant employed. counsel. He brought 
his witnesses a considerable distance to the city of Washington. 
This was necessary because depositions are not accepted; the wit- 
nesses must be examined here. His claim amounted to $4,900. 
The court allowed him a little over $900. Probably it has cost 
him that much to get a judgment. The only question is whether 
ou are going to pay him or not. There is no controversy about 
the facts. © simple question is whether this House proposes to 
pay findings of the of Claims in cases of this kind or whether 
it proposes: to pay no attention to them. Isay, either you ought 
to stand by the court and pay the judgments which it renders or 
you should abolish your courts and saye the hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars that are now expended in the investigation of 


these cases. 

T have found many members of Congress opposed to the passage 
of bills of this kind; that has been my experience. But, sir, I 
come from a county that 290,000 marching men crossed and re- 
crossed in the years from 1861 to 1865. y people and I know 
what war was; and I want to say to these gentlemen from the 
West who did not live in the seat of war that these claims are 
meritorious and ought to be paid. ; 

Why should not the Government of the United States pay to its 
citizens what it owes them? But it seems to have become a rule 
in Congress that if a private citizen has an honest and just claim 
against the Government of the United States he may knock at 
these doors in vain. Sir, I would sooner that a pauper owed mea 
thousand dollars than that the Government of the United States. 
should be my debtor to that amount. 

A MEMBER. You would get paid sooner. 

Mr. MAHON, My experience has been that the greatest robber 
in this country is the nation itself. 

A MEMBER. You are right. 

Mr. MAHON. Our Government is continually robbing private 
citizens of their property and refusing to reimburse them. 
us have small appropriations, if need be, for rivers and harbors; 
let us appropriate less money, if need be, for our great Printing 
Office, on which we spend $2,000,000 a year.. And let us pay these 
men who have proven their claims in a court of competent juri: 
diction; who have shown that they were loyal, that they fur- 
nished these stores and supplies to the Army, and that the price 
they ask for them is just and honest. I repeat, if you do not pro- 
pose to pay claims of this kind abolish your court. The time has 
come for us to decide whether we are to pay these claims or not. 
apie ee pay claims of this kind I'am ready to vote 


toa the Court of Claims, altho my own district is full 
of le hay Mew sc of this kind. But I have not brought one 
i ere. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word further. Iam a Northern 
man, with all the sympathies and all of the feelings that a man 
could have for his section of country. But to my friends from the 
North, and to these people from the South, let me say that a man 
who was loyal to this Government in the South during that strug- 
gle—and members of the Committee on War Claims fully under- 
stand that—I say a man who was loyal in the South at that time 
was placed at an unusual disadvantage. It was not an thing 
for a man to be loyal there, while up here he could not. have 
been otherwise. 8 

Mr. EVANS. And let me suggest to the gentleman that it was 
a very easy thing, when the quartermaster issued his vouchers, to 
get his pay; but it was a very different thing in the South. 

Mr. ON (continuing). The man who remained lo to 
the Government in the South, I say, was entitled to as much con- 
sideration as the people in the North, who could not have been dis- 
loyal even if they wanted to. These are the people, both in the 
North and in the South, who come up here and present their claims 


to this court for adjudication. It js not only the poo ee 
bama and Kentucky and Tennessee who bring these claims, but 
we have claims from New York and P lyania; in fact, there 
is scarcely a State in the Union from which they do not come. 

Mr. WILLIS. No matter where they come from, if they are 
honest and just they ought to be paid. 

ON. e gentlemen who take a position contrary to 
the payment of these claims tell us that the aggregate of them 
will run up into the hundreds or millions of doilea, 

Mr. i „there never was a wilder statement. Laying the 
cotton claims aside—and you all know what they mean, cotton 
captured and turned over to the Government—I venture to assert 
now, without any fear of successful contradiction, knowing what 
i sag of, for I have had occasion to examine the matter vi 

that the maximum covered by these claims will not e 
$20,000,000, and the wildest. estimate of the amonnt required to 
wipe them all out will not go beyond that. Pay $20,000,000 toward 
these claims and you would never hear of them again. 
ge Congress passed a bill the other day appropriating 


Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. HICKS. Do I understand my colleague to say that twenty 
millions will cover these claims? x 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does that include the border State claims? 

Mr. MAHON. It includes all of the claims before the Court of 
Claims—all of them. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Do I understand the gentleman, the chair- 
man of the Committee on War Claims, to express himself in favor 
of Roving the cotton claims? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir; I am talking simply now of perty 
ven to the United States Army or taken by it from eee 

V e 
an uth, who were in the y know un e direction 
of generals or officers comman United States forces the 
occupied storehouses, took them with their contents, kept a 
tary force in control of them, and, when 8 by the Confeder- 
ate forces to depart, put a match to the buildings and blew them 
out of existence. Ought not the Government to pay for such 


Deere as that? 
r. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I under- 
stood him to say that twen illions will cover the extreme max- 
imum of the war claims before the Court of Claims 

> ON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
that if the appropriation of $20,000,000 was allowed, that is to say, 
the proportion that has been allowed under similar circumstances 
heretofore, that it would only reach about 8 per cent? 

Mr. MAHON (interrupting). Iam talking of this, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me. These claims had been paid up to the 
Fifty-first Congress. That Congress passed what is known as an 
omnibus bill, which carried in round numbers $800,000 of these 
claims. That appropriation cleaned up the findings of the court 
7 to that Congress. Now, including the Fifty-second Congress, 
if that Congress had da bill paying the fin of the court up 


Let | to that date, it would have amounted to only about $340,000 more, 


Then take the Fifty-third Congress. The findings up to that time 
which had been reported to Congress amounted to about $320,000. 
No provision was made for payment there, so that now this om- 


s- | nibus bill reported to this House carries $587,000. That, as I have 


already said, embraces all of the findings of the court up to this 

time and will wipe up the whole business, if that bill passes, up 

to this date: That is to say, $500,000 and a little over of appro- 

8 will to-day wipe out the findings that have been made 
y the Court of Claims. 

I will add now another $500,000, and that makes the sum—and 
there is no possibility of these claims before that court exceeding 
that priated by this Congress; allowing one or two hun- 
dred thousand for the next session will wipe them out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The question was with reference to the 
suggestion of the gentleman about twenty millions covering these 


Mr. MAHON. Iam coming to that in a moment, as the gen- 
tleman will see. 

I make the estimate in this manner: When I made that state- 
ment I had—of the twenty millions—in mind claims pending be- 
fore Congress of the State of New York, amounting to some two 
or two and a half millions or over; another claim from Pennsyl- 
vania, embracing in round numbers a sum of about $3,000,000, 
and some of the other States arealso included: Now,some of the 

lawyers in this country claim that this Government is not at 
responsible for the claims of those States. This House will be 
asked in the near future to allow the Supreme Court of the United 
States to pass upon the question and put a construction upon the 
fourth section of the Constitution of -the United States. If the 
court. holds thatthe General Government is not legally si- 
ble to pay the claims of the States it wipes out about ten or twelve 
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of these claims at once. That would include 
all of the claims of the States. And so I say of the amounts pend- 
ing before the Court of Claims, allowing everything possible to 
come in, $20,000,000 is a wild estimate te wipe them out, and the 
bugaboo which has been raised about this thing costing hundreds 
of millions of dollars to the Government is the veriest nonsense. 


There is nothing in it. 
eee , let any member of this House, if he is not 
tisfied with a ding of Court of Claims, go down there 
when they are having an investigation. You will find great care 


by the Attorney-General and his assistants on behalf of 


the United States. They are always on hand, at ond ple 
are examined and cross-examined and these claims are niftel te 
the very bottom. 
CCC ess either to pa 
of the Court of Claims or to aboli ghee — 
ie a the peso of this country know that this Congress does aor 
are foun 


to pay their claims in the future, whether 
ho. Yost or not. eee] I make this suggestion for this 
reason: You have a Committee on Claims and a Committee on 
heal baa They are like all committees. There is no use in 
playin Soe Here you have 17 members of this House 
plodding nig t and da through these bills, writing these long 
and tedious reports, exp. the facts and the law inthese cases. 
These bills that we now have in the Committee on War Claims, 
these findings of the Court of Claims and other claims, are about 
2,100 in number. They do not accumulate. They come in Con- 
gress after Congress. The bills are printed and the reports are 
8 and if von go and investigate vou will find that vou 
pen spent about $340,000 in this Congress for printing for this 
committee and other committees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentieman a question, 
because I have been somewhat interested in his statement. which 
seems to be something of a new departure on that side. I desire 
to ask what effort he has made during this Congress to secure 
consideration of these claims; as I believe, under the rules, under 
the parliamentary practice of the House, the duty devolves on the 
VVV 
Committee on War Claims to make the usual motion on Friday 
to go into Committee of the Whole to consider these claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Inviewof that fact, I desire to know whether 
the gentleman has made any effort to secure consideration of 
these claims on Fridays oa, Laer this Congress? 

Mr. MAHON. Ihave sincethe boghming 


of it, 1 ee 
bring up these claims; but either a 9 bi 5 
Calen every time. 


some privileged uestion has ruled 
Mr. DOCKERY. My recollection was that the motion to go 

into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar to-day 

was made by the gentleman from Tennessee, not a member of the 


commi 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to sa 5 
gentleman are not a new departure. the other hand, the 


sition to pay these claims has come from that side of the 
— gtd from 3 and sag ar ia eg eee is wrong 
When he says it is anew on the p: „ 
on that side to pay these claims. The people of the South 
under obligations to that side of the Ab f for the payment of 
these claims in the 5 eee, 

Pail WALKER of Massachusetts. That was an honest Con- 

8 MAHON. Isaid before, and I repeat it, that the findings 
3 Court of Claims have always been paid by a 


8 That is true. 


Mr. MAHON. Because my understanding as a Republican is 
that you can not find an eee e party has 
undertaken to repudiate honest debts. 

Mr. BR E Now, as chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
I want to answer for the Committee on Claims. The gentlemen 
= ate siop eni can answer for the Fifty-third Congress and for 

secon 

Sir, RICHARDSON. N No, I can not; because I do not think 
there was any reason. 

Mr. BR As chairman of the Committee on Claims I 
want to answer the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 
So far as Lam concerned I do not believe in bills and hav- 
ing ap: ropriations made when I know that the other side have 

the Treasury of every dollar and there is not a dollar 
Mtr, MAHON. 
: ON. The bills before the gentleman’s committee do 
not as a rule go before tho Court of Clams: 
Mr. BRUMM. I beg your pardon. The attack was made on 
p 


committee as well as on yours. 
by a Republican Congress, 


8 


and I want to reassert that there is no 


better United States court in the land, that there is no more con- 


scientious court, that there are no findings of any court that are 
better considered; and the Supreme Court of the United States 
have held this court in such esteem that in two cases they have 
refused to review the of that court, saying they always 
found them to be correc ow, you can pay these claims or not, 
as yoa choose. 

Mr. HICKS. Have all these claimsthat have been passed upon 
and adjudicated by the Court of Claims been reported by your 
committee? 

Mr. MAHON. Les; they are always reported by the committee. 

Mr. COX. Not exactly just in that shape. 

- The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] is recognized. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I yield thirty minutes of my 
hour to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat astonished at 
the position taken and the remarks made by the chairman of the 
Committee on War Claims in reference to this claim and these 
claims. Ican well remember, in both the Fifty-second and Fifty- 
third Congresses, standing up here with my Republican col- 
leagues almost solidly and voting against these war claims or any 
one of them. 

These claims are thirty and more years old, worn out in the 
service, outlawed, and barred by the statuteof limitations. They 
are stale demands, and no court in Christendom would consider 
them for a moment. They should be allowed to repose. The 
pence should not stand atthe door of the eet constantly 

admittance. We are borrowin te per current ex- 
penses et us look forward and exercise gence in pro- 
cting the Government of the United States. 
MEORE R O OORTE 33 8 
last Congress or in Fifty-second Congress, under the lead of a 
Representative from Michigan, now a Senator of the United 
States—Mr, Burrows—and he gave us the figures showing tia 
enormous sum these claims amounted to; showing a most a 
ing condition of affairs should the Congress of the United 
enter upon the policy of even attempting to pay them, and after 
he had made that presentation of facts 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What did he say it was? 

Mr. RAY. TI have forgotten. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Five or six hundred million dollars? 

Mr. RAY. I think it was at least $600,000,000; possibly more. 

Mr. MAHON. Not without 5 cotton claims. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Did not that include not 
the findings of the Court of Claims, but the claimant’s own 


figures? 
111 
ew e we 
for those figures? 

Mr: NORTHWAY. He got the bills here. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I am willing to answer all 
questions upon this subject. This is a business, common-sense 
matter, it is one where 89 not let their generosity 
run away with their reason. think the gross amount is over 
ee 000. Now, I myself assisted Mr. Burrows in looking up 


Mr. BRUMM. What claims do you refer to? 

Fiftyihird Congress [think it was the Fitty-third Coneress. : 
ngress. it was the 

Mr. BRUMM. Lou simply took the bills that were presented? 

Mr. RAY. We took the F and those bills 
sented, which amounted to over 8600, 000, 000, were like this bill 
brought in here to-day, simply ‘‘ feelers.” 

3 MAHON. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


“i. RAY. E i OS OET SAE dpe LE taa mae 
3 raids upon the of the United States that will 
keep t Ae tn raten selling nds while it exists, and it will 
keep the next Administration selling bonds from 3 
3 the White House. 

8 . bli, rein N goin, be 18. 
pay its obliga tis to be a Re- 
publlean Aani „5 ji 


Mr. RAY. That is all ht. How shall we provide money? 
We can not do it byimport duties. If we should undertake to 
that, there would be no more imports from . countries; and 
if you undertake to tax the e e of the Uni States to do it, 
there would not be any money left in the pockets of the people at 
the time you get — You would simply transfer money from 
the pockets of those who have money to the pockets of those who 
are claims. We can increase import duties to a certain 
point, but a time may come when excessive duties will prohibit all 


importations. 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
Mr. RAY, Certainly. 


MAHON. Iam eg defending this course established | tion? 
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Mr. COX. Have you ever made an estimate of how many dollars 
the Court of Claims have found to be owing by the United States? 

Mr. RAY. I have not. 

Mr. COX. Have you a suspicion of how much it is? 

Mr. 3 I think the gentleman here [Mr. Manon] stated the 
amount. 

Mr. COX. Do you think he stated it correctly? 

Mr. RAY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. COX. Why, then, after you have got the Court of Claims 
to upon 57 8 claims and pronounce them just, ought they 
not to i 

Mr. RAY. The Court of Claims does not seem to pass upon 
and pronounce them just. They seem to race upon the 
questions whether the property was had and the claimant loyal. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, my dear sir, there is no claim that goes to 
the Court of Claims for hed ee furnished cli the war unless 
the fact is first determined that the party was loyal. Thatisa 
jurisdictional fact. 

Mr. RAY. I understand that perfectly well. The gentleman 
seems to think I do not know anything on that subject. 

Mr. COX. I think you know it all. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no; I do not know it all, because if I did I 
should be more op to these bills than I am; but I know 
5 about it. ithout proof of loyalty no claim can be 

owed. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will pa allow me to ask you a question? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LEWIS. Does not the Constitution provide that private 
property shall not be taken for public uses without just com- 
pensation being made therefor? 

Mr. RAY. Thatis true. 

Mr. LEWIS. How can there ever be a claim for property that 
the Government got and used without paying for it and the proof 
of that fact made, and then escape a violation of the Constitution 
which all members of this House are sworn to support. [Lou 
a ET 

r. RAY. I want to say to my colleague, for whom I have the 
highest re: who is a good lawyer, an irable man, anda 
gentleman, I want to say that I would not o the payment of 
any claim against the Government of the United States were I 
thoroughly satisfied that private property had been taken for public 
use from a loyal citizen of this Government, and were I further 
satisfied that no just compensation has been made. If these that- 
ters of fact were established to my satisfaction I would vote to 
pay the claim every time. 

iis. LE w a Feed yop a Court 5 Claims 3 United States, 
establishe w for the purpose of investigating, ascertaining, 
and 3 claims, and has not that court certified this 
claim and others to Congress for payment? Everybody knows 
that such is the fact. And yet for years no appropriation has 
been made to pay these claims. I stand here to say, representing 
my people, many of whom were loyal to the Union and stood by 
the Government through all the trials and perils of the war, peo- 
ple to whom the Government of the United States, by the solemn 
judgment of its own court, owes this taanoy, Dat whom the Con- 

ess of the United States has failed or re d to pay. I stand 

ere to say on behalf of those people that that is repudiation. 
[Applause.| I say you have no more right to refuse to appropri- 
ate money to pay these claims when the court has decl: them 
to be just than you have to refuse to appropriate money to pay 
the interest on the public debt, to pay the interest on those gold 
bonds that have been recently issued and sold by the Administra- 
tion. [Applause.] 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, that was quite a long ‘‘ question,” 
and I do not know that I fully comprehend it, but there was one 
statement or assumption of fact in it that I deny most emphatic- 


ally. The gentleman assumes that these findings of the Court of 
i are judgments against the Government of the United 
States. Now, I have not time this afternoon to go fully into that 


question, but I assert that they are not judgments in any sense 
of the word, 

Mr. MAHON. They are Satine 

Mr. RAY. They are findings of fact only, a mere ression of 
opinion, and I thank the gentleman from Maine [Mr. morer] 
for handing me the Bowman Act. That act provides in section 
as follows: 

When the facts shall be found the court shall not enter judgment thereon, 
but shall report the same to the committee— 

That means the committee of the House which sent the claim to 
the court— 
or to the House by which the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. RAY. Yes; but I shall want a little more time, because a 
good deal of my time has been used in answering questions. 

Mr. MAHON. Doyou not know that the finding of the court is 
a finding of all the facts? That is what Congress established the 


court for, to find all the facts, to find whether the man was lo 

or disloyal, whether the property was taken, and if taken, what 
was its value. It is the same as where a court sends a case to an 
auditor to ascertain certain facts. The tleman knows that in 
such a case, when the auditor finds certain facts, the law will not 
allow the court to ignore those facts. 

Mr. RAY. I know the con , 80 far as New York and other 
States are concerned. I know full well what the old chancery 
practice was. It was this: The judge would send a case out for 
a finding of facts for the information of the court; then, the facts 
being reported tothe court, the court would, in its discretion, deter- 
mine whether the finding should be adopted as the finding of the 
court as to facts or not. The court always reserved the right to 
reject such finding. That is the rule wherever the old chancery 
1 1 8 aes po That is the rulein the District of Columbia, 

at is the rule in the United States courts, and eve ‘ood law- 
yer knows it. So to-day in the State of New York judges very 
frequently send to a referee certain questions of fact for him to 
examine and report to the court. t is common in divorce 
cases and in matters involving long accounts, But the court is 
never bound by the finding of the referee. The court looks into 
the evidence, which must be reduced to writing and reported to 
the court. The court looks into the evidence, and if it finds that 
the referee has found the facts in accordance with the evidence 
it confirms and approves his report, or it changes his finding, 
affirming it in part and rejecting it in part. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, your referee has found that this claimant 
is a loyal man, that he furnished this Topory to the Govern- 
ment, and that the property was wo that he asks for it, 
Now, if you can not something in the evidence in this case to 
show that your referee erred you are bound by his finding. If 
you have ascertained that he did not find the facts as they are, 
that is one thing, but if he did find the facts correctly, then you 
can not turn his finding down. That is the law in every State of 
the Union. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to enter my solemn protest 
agamn the charge which has been made against the Government 
of the United States by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it 
is the ret robber on the face of this earth. 
sont KER of New Hampshire and several other members, 

e. 
Mr. RAY. I am exceedingly sorry, Mr. Chairman, to hear 
representatives of the people in Republican Congress say that 
that is true. ~ 

Mr. MAHANY. So it is true in these cases, 

Mr. RAY. Well, the gentleman does not need to say that more 
than 500 times. He can not make it true by mere vociferation. 
(Laughter. | As a representative of the American people, re- 

cting, iring, loving the Constitution and the Government 
of the United States and the flag under which we all live, I pro- 
test against that statement. We represent the people. The peo- 
ple are honest and will pay every just claim. 

Mr. MAHANY. What about the honor of the United States? 

Mr. RAY. My dear sir, the honor of the United States, as a 
nation, is unsullied, We deserve and command the respect of the 


civilized world. 
Mr. MAHANY. Is not the honor of the United States in- 
volved in the payment of its debts? 


Mr. RAY. Yes, sir; but the representatives of the people have 
a right to say what are its debts, and I have a right, as represent- 
ing a portion of the le of the great State of New York, to 
stand here and say whether a claim against the United States has 
been established to my satisfaction or not. 

This Court of Claims can not bind my judgment or my con- 
science. I am my own judge. I follow no man’s dictation. The 
hope of getting my claim through will not vary my action in i 
other bill. New York wants $2,000,000. If her claim is just 
will support it, but I will not aid a general raid on the pork barrel 
for the sake of one small piece of the contents. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts pr WALKER]. > 

Mr. WALKER of husetts. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say deliberately—deliberately—that no robbers ever built castles 
on the Rhine to rob the commerce of the Rhine andthe merchants 
that transacted their business up and down the Rhine—any more 
than the Government of the United States robs its honest cred- 
itors here in this House. I say that on my responsibility as a 
member. I say that the leaders of this House in every Con 
in which I have been a member, Democratic and Republican 
alike, have put in measures here to debate them and to use up the 
time, to use up the days assigned for the consideration of private 
claims, so that those claims could not be brought before Con- 
gress to be honestly and 8 determined. And that is the 
object this afternoon. That, I want to say, is the reason why we 
have such peculiar rulings from the Chair. 8 

The attempted distinction drawn here between the “findings” 
and the judgments ” of the Court of Claims is simply paltering 
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with the honest creditors of this country. Why are not the find- 
ings of that court equivalent to its ju ents? The court was 
established to do justice, if it was established for any good pur- 
pose whatever. as it established that the citizens of coun- 
try might spend their money and wear out their lives before that 
court for nothing, or was it established to do justice? The find- 
ings of that court, it has beensaid here oy an eminent lawyer from 
Vermont, are the same as the findings of a jury, that may be set 
aside by the judge, if the judge determines that they are not ac- 
cording to the law and the evidence. But, sir, the presumption 
is in favor of the findings. 

More than that, sir, I say that there ought to bean excusesought— 
yea, an excuse sought—any excuse j ed in law and justice—to 
pay the loyal men at the South rather than that they be robbed. 
Ea dog mage We are sending $150,000,000 into the Northern 

tates in pensions, and justly, to fructify the Northern country, 
to make honorable the lives of the old soldiers, to help educate 
their children, to lift them toa higher plane. Thank God that we 
have an excuse for doing it! Even if they were not old soldiers, I 
hope we might find some justifiable excuse. Oh, that we might 
find some excuse to do the same with the men—honest, but mis- 
guided—who fought those soldiers of the North! In that case the 
poek South would blossom like the rose instead of being whatit 
is to-day. 

Here vame these claims, such as that now presented. Let us 
pay them. [Applause.] Paythem! Donot talk to me about its 
costing $20,000,000, or $100,000,000, or $600,000,000. Do not talk 
to me about its costing 52.000, 000, 000. Do not talk to me about its 
98 5 82,700, 000,000. Whatever may be the amount of these 
debts due by the Government arising out of the war, if they be 
just, let us pay them. Pay them if they are honestly due. You 


can not terrify me by ing me look in the face the aggregate 
amount of an honest claim. e man who when an honest claim 
is nted to him sits down and asks, ‘‘ How much does this 


claim amount to?” rather than Do I honestly owe it?” is a thief. 
That is all there is about it. [Cries of “ Good!” ‘‘Good!”] He 
is looking for his price in order to steal. That is what he is doing. 
ots looking, I repeat, to see how much he shall be paid for the 
theft. 

I have a claim on this Calendar. It was passed by the Senate 
twice. It was fought through the Committee on Claims. The 
claimant had a patent for a cartridge. The Government robbed 
him of it, and made those cartridges without paying him. He 
got his claim through the Court of Claims. It cost twenty or 
thirty thousand dollars to contest it. The first man who presented 
that claim has failed, the second man has failed, the third man 
has failed, and died. His heirs are now presini this claim. 
When the Speaker of the last two Congresses was asked to recog- 
nize a member to bring up that claim—not the present S er, 
for he has not yet been asked—but when the Speaker in ub- 
lican and in Democratic Congresses has been asked to ize a 
member to bring up such bills, his first question has been, How 
much is it?” not “ Ought it to be paid?” not Has it been passed 
on by the court?” Oh, no; but ‘‘ How much is it?” 


Then again, when Co is adjourned miserable Democrats 
round the country ing about ‘‘a billion-dollar Congress.” 
K billion-dollar Congress! e question is not whether Congress 


was honest, not whether it passed claims which were honestly 
due, but it is cursed as ‘‘a billion-dollar Congress.” We know 
even the tone of voice in which it is said, for we have heard that 
said here on this fioor as well as elsewhere. And, sir, when Repub- 
licans get into power and do not pay the honest debts of the Gov- 
ernment, they become thieves and robbers, as Congressmen, in the 
interest of their party, asdo the Democrats, though they are honest 
men individually. [Applause.] Then Republicans goround and 
shout, Billion- do Congress. Billion-dollar Congress!” as 
Democrats as Democrats do to ublicans. 

Sir, the Senator from Maryland, when he stood up in the Sen- 
ate in the Fifty-second Co and said that the Democratic 
Congress would be obliged to exceed the appropriations of the 
Republican Congress, would have to go beyond 51, 035,000, 000 — 
whatever may have been said of that Senator before, my heart 
warmed toward him and I said, Those are the bravest words 
under the circumstances that have been uttered in ten years in 
either House by Republican or Democrat.” 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, shall we pay the honest debts of 
this Government, or shall we cheat and rob these widows and 
orphans? Shall we pay the honest, loyal men of the South or 
shall we continue to rob them? We can never—no, never—grant 
pensions to their soldiers. But let us, for God's sake, pay their 
claims, that money may be sent into that country to fructify it 
and do it good, par Ha money honestly due to men at the South 
who were loyal to the Government in its day of trial—who were 
robbed of their property in the name of liberty, and who are now 
[Loud el 55 ble, contemptible, partisan reasons. 

ud applause. 

Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, while I know noth- 
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ing whatever of the facts involved in the icular bill that we 
are now considering, yet Iam informed that a competent court 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter has passed upon the facts 
presented—of the loyalty of the claimant in the first place, the 
property taken, and its reasonable worth, and have certified it at 
about $900. I take it, therefore, that it is a claim that is just and 
one that should be paid. I am not like my friend from New York 
[Mr. Ray]; I am not ready to hide behind a technicality or claim 
that the court did not render or had not power to render a judg- 
ment. It is empowered to find the facts in the case, and they are 
facts that will not be disputed as such, whether they be embodied 
in the form of a judgment or not. Theyare required to find upon 
the facts Bahra nei and make a report to the committee of this 
House. That they have done. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rose to speak not so much of the pending 
bill in particular, but of the principle which is involved in it, be- 
cause, coming from the South—having been there born and raised, 
my people having lived there for a hundred years—all that I have 
or expect to have being in the South, I thought it proper that I 
might claim the attention of the committee but for a few mo- 
ments to submit for your consideration the views entertained by 
the thousands of Union people in the South as to what the Gov- 
ernment should do with reference to claims of this character. 

I want to second, as enthusiastically as I can, the tleman 
from Pennsylvania . Manon], the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims, with reference to his remarks as to the Union 
people of the South, and particularly when he said that it was 
very easy to have been a Union man in the North during the late 
trouble, but it required all that a man could do, all that he had, 
that it involved the honor and safety of his family in the South, 
even their very lives, to become a Union man and proclaim it in 
that section. Because, Mr. Chairman, such a man not only of- 
fered his own life for his country, but he imperiled the lives of 
his family and all that he had on earth as well. 

What did it require in the North for a man to be a Union man? 
His neighbors were Union; the old flag still floated over them; 
the church people were altogether Union people; the societies 
were Union people; the wives were Union people; daughters were 
Union people; the young men were for the Union, and were en- 
couraged to come to the front by their sweethearts, by Mhair moth- 
ers and sisters, and to proclaim themselves for the Union. But 
how different was this condition in the South! There, sir, the 
young man who stood out for the Union, who proclaimed his love 
for the Union, who proclaimed himself willing to offer, if need be, 
his life for the sake of the Union and the flag of his country, was 
in many localities regarded as a disgraced man; his sweetheart 
turned her back upon him; his mother said, You are a traitor 
to your section of the country”; the father said, You can no 
longer find shelter beneath my Koor yon must shift for yourself,” 
and the people everywhere proclaimed him a traitor to their cause. 
That was the position of the young man who stood for the Union 
in the South, and who went into the Army from that section. 
Old men, men who had families, men with Eom daughters, saw 
them discarded by young men who went with the South; saw their 
sons thrown out of business, discharged from positions of trust or 
honor, because they loved the Union. 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that tongue can not tell nor can pen 
describe the heroism, the patriotism, the bravery, required for a 
Southern man during that period to stand out for the Union. 
[Applause 

have followed the teachings of a Union man. My father was 
a slave owner. My father had property in the South; but for the 
Union, for the love of his country, he said to his slaves, Let the 
shackles be stricken from your limbs,” and they went free. He 
said to his sons, Shoulder your muskets; go to the front in the 
defense of the flag of your country”; and he said to the Federal 
armies when they went among us, “ You are to share my barn 
and my cattle; knock down, dress, and eat”; and they did, and he 
never received a farthing, nor did he ask it, from the Federal Goy- 
ernment. [Applause.] That is the kind of men that were Union 
men in the South. That is the situation they had to meet on all 
occasions when they proclaimed their allegiance to the old flag. 

But how different was it in the North! eir barns were securel 
locked and removed from the scene of devastation or war. Their 
cattle fed on a hundred hills and roamed without molestation; their 
horses stood secure in the closed paddocks; the homes of the people 
were homes of happiness, without fear of molestation or invasion 
by the armies on either side. That is the difference between the 
two sections. But now, when we come over to the other side; 
when the Union man of the South files his claim for stock or prop- 
erty which the Government took and a ee to its own uses; pro- 
visions that went from the barn or the field or the shed—not from 
the market—often directly into the camp kettles of the troops 
round the old camp fires; property of which the Government got 
the full benefit, because there were no middlemen in this dealing, 
no commission was paid out of it, what do we find? They come to 
us here in the Congress of the United States, to the Government 
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they helped to sustain, and say, ‘‘I have sacrificed all I have for 
the cause of the country; I sent my boys to the service; I gave 
you my cattle, my stock, to feed the were and when you were 


surrounded on all sides, in front, on the , and in the rear, by 
the foe I, ing the „gave you all the aid and all the 
orig pec I e pan a singe risk of my life. N pape that I 

of you is to pay me for the property that you took—I am poor 
and old.” Will you doit? [Applause.] 

Con, says, ‘‘ Certify it tothe Courtof Claims.” You certify 
it to the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims say, We find 
this man loyal; we find he furnished this stuff; we find it was 
worth so much; we do not allow him any interest.” And they 
report it to Congress. Then the gentleman who comes from the 
great State of New York says, “ I will vote for that when I am sat- 
isfied that that man was a loyal man and furnished the stuff.” I 
tell you, I may say to that gentleman, without any reflection upon 
him, that there was as pure Union blood and as much sacrifice for 
the love of country by such citizens as ever dared to be in New 
rere ar ire or anywhere else in this great country. 

use. 

ill you pay them? Will a Republican Congress repudiate 
the obligations that this Government owes to Union men in the 
South, who furnished food for man and for beast, to your armies, 
8 to your brothers? 

i ON. These claims are notin the South alone. They 
are all over the country. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Iam speaking for the South be- 
cause I love the South. I want to say right here to my friend 
from Massachusetts . WALKER] I thank him for his kindly 


ions, but the th is no poor country. The o of the 
South are not The South is filled fullof men of courage, 
of honor, of pa i and of nerve to dig from the earth their 
‘bsistence. But the Union men down there want to be treated 


su 

fairly in this matter, and I want to see the South treated fairly. 
I have been telling the people of the South, since I was old enough 
to stand upon a von that the Republican party was a national 
party, that the Republican party believed in 3 Gov- 
ernment in the interest of the people, that the Republican party 
believed in paying her debts wherever found promptly and with- 
2 N I believe yet that the Republican party will 
it. 


I said a while ago that I loved the South. Ido; but I love the 
whole country more. That was the lesson that was taught me 
by my father—to love the South, but to love the country more 
than the South; and because of that fact you will find men all 
over that country to whom this Government is indebted to- 
day for stuff that they furnished to feed your soldiers and their 
horses. I love the South; I love her rocks, her rills, her valleys, 
her hills. Ilove her poopie, and I say to you that, so far as the 
South is concerned, I never apologize to mortal man because 
Llive in the South; but we do ask justice at the hands of this 


z having said this much, not in regard to 
the pending bill, because I know nothing of the facts concerning 


years they have 
claims, and 
ills, their love of 


upon this general subject, if I t th chan ox r 
was one subjec ever e ce. Never 
patore has the ili district of Kenteoky hed ano rtunity to 


Governmentought not to be bounded by Northern, Southern, East- 
ern, or Western lines. We ought to pay them all. 

The only question that we ought to inquire into is this: Does 
the Government fairly owe the money? And if it owes it, as an 
honest and honorable Government it ought to pay it, and pay it 
promptly. How do we know that the Government owes this 
money? Gentlemen quibble, and it seems to me that it is not 
creditable either to the heads or the hearts of members, either as 
lawyers or men, to quibble about whether these fin of the 
Court of Claims are in a technical sense judgments. ey are 
findings of the facts by the Court of Claims, the tribunal to whose 
arbitrament you have left the question. That tribunal has found 
the facts to be so and so, and the legitimate result and consequence 
of that fin is that the Government owes this money, and I do 
not care whether there is a formal judgment against the Govern- 
ment or not. Just as soon as the fact is ascertained that the debt 
is due and honestly due, the Government ought not to quibble or 
hesitate about whether the debt should be paid or not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The court has passed upon 
everything that Congress sent to it 3 

Mr. EVANS. Congress deputed to that court authority to make 
andinge upon certain questions of fact, and that court has done 
so. The legitimate result of that is that the Government of the 
United States is ascertained to owe this money; and it is most 
astonishing and profoundly mortifying to me, a debt-paying man, 
who believes that every debt ought to Seer and punctil- 
iously paid, that there should be any quibble about such a mat- 
ter, whether it be a private debt or a panio debt. I say it is mor- 
tifying to me that any member should stand on this floor and say 
that it will cost too much, or that we can not afford it. Can not 
afford to pay your debts! Is that honest Republican or Demo- 
cratic doctrine? When you owe a debt whi you admit you 
owe, is it honest to say you can not afford to paron If the debt 
is due and you have not the money to pay it with, borrow it, and 
satisfy your creditor. That is what every honorable and self- 

ing man will do, and the Government of the United States 
with its unlimited credit should do no less. 

This class of claimants came to Congress and were sent to the 
Court of Claims. They went there, and after large expenditures 
of time, money,and patience they have come here again after 
having done as Congress told them. Now they are laughed at, 
taunted with ae and with affected incredulity as to the 
thoroughness of the judicial investigation. It is impossible, as 
everybody knows, for Congress again to investigate these claims,so 
that objection now must alone come from a perverse determina- 
tion not to see the merit of these claims in any event, 

It is well enough for gentlemen who live in certain sections to 
deride these war claims, because during the war if they or the 
people of their localities furnished any food or raiment, if they 
furnished anything to the soldier, they had the quartermaster or 
the commissary at hand to make contracts with and to see that it 
was properly paid for, or in some other way they were careful to 
get ir money; but when you come to the Southern country 
where the soldier in the field was at your doors, when you needed 
food for the men or provender for your horses, then there was no 
time to make a contract. These stores were taken, and not only 
were they — but they were converted to the actual 
use of the ier and of the Army then and there. There wasno 
time to talk about quartermasters’ vouchers and receipts; and 
yet you say that stores taken from loyal men under these circum- 
stances ought not to be paid for now because you have dishonor- 
ably refused it for thirty years. After your own court has ascer- 
tained the facts you say that you can not afford to doit, forsooth. 
That will not do. No country for one moment can afford to re- 
pudiate obligations the honesty and the justice of which have been 
ascertained, as has been done with regard to these claims. 

Istand here and from the standpoint of an old soldier in 
my district who has a claim duly ascertained by the Court of 
Claims. As a young man he started at Vera Cruz and marched 
with the Army to the City of Mexico, He stayed in the Army 
until that war closed. He enlisted in the late war and was mus- 
2 = eee e at its close. gei has eee 
inga oors e Uni tates Treasury for a score of years 
for an honest claim that the Government owes him. Now he is 
poor and has not money enough to pay rent for a home. He has 
not enough to live after waiting so long for the Government 
to pay him an honest debt. We are told that you can not afford 
to pay these ... taennre k If we can 
aff eee e “eared ord to borrow 
it to pay debts like these, liabilities that were created in behalf of 
the soldier when he was in the field. n 

We do not hesitate now to borrow money to pay the obligations 
that we owe in Wall street or in London, and they are debts that 
we ought to pay just as well as anyother. We do not hesitate to 
borrow money to do that, nor ought we to hesitate to borrow it 
to pay ign pesa like these. I have sometimes thought the Gov- 
ernment of the United States was the best debtor in the world if 
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claim is current or you have some such evidence of indebt- 
EA oe ane ET AEA E 

. In my judgment it will be discreditable to the 
Dion ts Se Boer ite at See eae eae 
i to be justly due by the Court of Claims. I 

do not care whether they are j en e in tos sense or 
not. These claims are just, are honest, they are well ascer- 
tained, and these facts point to one result alone, and that is that 


supplement the re- 
(Mer. Manon] and 
. WALKER] upon 
before the House 
as it bears upon 


those of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
subject, although the bill 
not.one in which I have any other interest 
ills of the same class, 


8 


be considered as cl 
. DOCKERY. I was about to suggest that it is not my pur- 
oppose this bill, as I am not familiar with the facts 
it rests, and some gentlemen are interested in havi 
time. If an ment can be reached so that the vote 
ing that unanimous consent be given to 


Ar. Mek AE. I am not interested in the bill further than it is 
Shp oo hap plac ag ia rebel ge regard Uy mop eas Iknow 
he feels a great interest in it, and I sh like to have a vote. 
There seems to be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will not stand in the way of a vote on the 
bill, provided that I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that I want about five minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed on the bill. 

Mr. I want four or five minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask that general debate be closed and then gen- 


tlemen r aac eS five minutes. 
The © . The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mons consent that general debate on this bill be considered as 


closed. 
Ar. DOOKERY. — I ot opposed to the 
f. A am n pay- 
ment of all the claims upon by the Court of Claims, but I 
confess to a desire for the’exercise of the closest scrutiny in order 
to determine which are worthy of favorable consideration. 

I was attracted somewhat by the impetuous remark of the gen- 
tleman from P lvania Aar. Manon], the chairman of 
War Claims ittee, in reply to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. McCauu], who suggested that claims were largely 
from the South. from Pennsylvania stated that 
they hail from all q of the country. Possibly the fact that 
Pennsylvania has a very large claim ing either here or in the 
committee may explain somewhat the exceeding liberality of my 
friend from P. lyania. ery sore 

Mr. MAHON. e have a ore this House proposing to 

claim to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
If that court es that the State of P vania has not a legal 
. money. If it decides that it has, we 
want i 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is substantially the condition of affairs 
I supposed to exist when I heard the gentleman announce his pur- 
pose to favor the payment of substantially all these claims, 


1 $20,000,000. 
Mr. ON, I think it is a wise investment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am interested to know 
whether the eman from Pennsylvania represents the prevail- 
ing view of majority side on this question, because this Con- 

has been in session since the first of December last, and unless 

am mistaken—and I desire to be corrected if Lam neither the 

chairman of the Committee on War Claims nor the chairman of 

the Committee on Claims hason any Friday made a motion under 

the rules that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to consider these claims. 

Mr. MAHON. I can explain that to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not desire an explanation; I want the 
fact. If I have not stated the fact correctly I ask to be corrected. 

Mr. MAHON. Let me give you the explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY, No; I do not care to yield now for an 
nation. I simply want to know whether I have stated the 
correctly, If ave not, I shall be glad if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will say that my statement is incorrect. 


r 


£ 
3 


the | But under the lead of the able 


r MAHON. go said before, 3 when this ee 
been in session the great appropriation bills or some privi 
question has nearly always been pending on Thursda ppe 
gone over until Friday, so that under the rules I could not, nor 
could any other chairman of a committee, get the House to go to 
the Private Calendar when privileged questions were in the way. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man and to this committee that eee ds Committee 
of the Whole to consider bills on the Private Calendar is a privi- 
leged motion on Friday, and if the Speaker of the House entertains 
the motion it can be voted upon every Friday. I call the atten- 
tion of the country to this fact, because at ‘eleventh hour 
of the session the gentleman from Tennessee iM. 
able coll on Committee on Appropriations, speaks of the 


Again, I ask whether the gentleman from P lvania NM 
Manon] represents the views of the jority my q i 
because in every campaign in my district I have been 
2 Republican p and Republican orators, who have 
imed to the people that if the Democratic party succeeded to 
wer the Treasury of the United States wo be impoverished 
the parinent of war claims to the amount of un millions. 
“What is eee ee pala All of the gentle - 
men who have spoken on that side y have prof their 
desire to pay these claims. Up to this moment not a single Repub- 
lican 1 that I recall has taken a contrary position—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Ray. 
Mr. DOCKER 


Except the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Ray]. I hope that the leader on that side, the 
Maine . DINGLEY], who sought recognition w. 
I arose to address the Chair, will e the position of the Repub- 


lican on this question. 
Ar. MILNES. Ma. I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Certain! y- 
Mr. MILNES. I want to ask you if your party did not succeed 
thane the Treasury without paying any war claims? 
ughter. 
Mr. DOC L. 
a lack of familiari 
that ought not to 
yi he had been 
try 


Republican Congress, by its a 
emptied the Treasury ps pe X 
. MILNES. Nobody seems to know that but you, I guess. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire e as the a: Maser Congress 
appropriated $1,035,000,000, and left legacies for fui Rey ee 
compelli the Fifty- second Congress to appropriate 81,027 „000. 
tleman exas [Mr. SAYERS] 
in the last Congress, and by exercise of jndicious economy, 
the Democratic 8 the appropriations to 8089, 000,000. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. How many millions did you 
leave unpaid? 
5 hat principle he permitted a Repub- 
souri 7 what prin: i a Repu 
lican Senora the tithe tinct to pay $548,000 of these claims— 
claims exactly like this, — similar findings and opposed i 


half that amount? U use. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I am glad the gentleman has come to the res- 
cue of the tican [laughter and applause], because it 


seemed to some defender in emergency. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Whether or not I have been consistent in my 
votes upon all questions, I am not here to say. I believe it is 
pretty generally conceded that I have by vote and voice advocated 
what I considered to be economy under all administrations of 
this House, whether Republican or Democratic. But Iam only 
one of 356 members—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why did not the gentleman oppose the 
payment of such claims in the Fifty-first in Sena 
. DOCKERY. I do not know whether I opposed them or 
not; but if I did not, I should have done so. — I may 
have been derelict in my duty in that Congress. But it is no 
excuse for me or for the gentleman now, because of errors then, 
to continue in oing when we can see the light so clearly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; not at this moment. 
Wavmual s vas Perse ee 3 from ee as = 

ALKER u e culty o ing recognition for these 
claims under all eee eee A of the 1 and he laid the 
fault, if I remember aright, at the doors of the leaders of the 
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respective administrations of the Fifty-second, Fifty-third, and 


Fifty-fourth Congr I take pride in acknowledging that 
under the lead p of Speaker Crisp and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS Aa ger ons were limited in the main 
under existing laws during the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Con- 
gresses to the lowest point consistent with honest and economical 
administrations. And I want further to sayin this presence that 
I honor the present S er of this House, THomas B. REED, of 
Maine [loud applause], who in this Congress has stood like a lion 
in the path of those who have sought to secure the passage of bills 
imposing large liabilities upon the public Treasury. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will youallowmea question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Do you care one farthing 
whether they are honest or dishonest bills? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Why, you have never mani- 
fested it in this House. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwant to say tothe gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that his criticism implies a compliment which I hardly ex- 
pected from that quarter. Of course this is a matter on which 
HEREC may differ. I have sought to make a just discrimina- 

ion at all times; but perhaps it has not been clear to the judgment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the administration of this House 
is concerned in t to the passage of private claims, it has 
followed substantially the lead of ex-Speaker Crisp and the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Sayers]. I know, Mr. Chairman, that it 
seems somewhat ungracious to object to the payment of these 
claims, and I have rarely, so far as I remember, except in the dis- 
charge of official duty, interposed an objection to their considera- 
tion. I did so during the last Congress in the discharge of official 
duties imposed upon me by the rules and in the absence of the 
chairman of the Committee on 3 I have, however, 
not usually gone to the extent of being ‘‘ungracious” by object- 
ing to the consideration of claims. But I want to say here and 
now as a Democrat, believing that taxation is a burden upon the 
people, and that, beng a burden, we should go into their pockets 
only to the extent of securing revenue for a frugal, economic 
administration, I shall exercise the greatest discrimination in re- 
gard to these claims, and support only those where, in my judg- 
ment, the equities clearly Si ies payment, 

I know that sometimes a different polic prevails in this House 
from that advocated on the “stump.” No member on this side 
goes before the people without failing to proclaim economy in 

mblic expenditures as a fundamental tenet of Democratic faith. 
hy Mr. Chairman, it could not be otherwise. No Democrat 
could pursue a contrary policy without deviating from an essen- 
tial principle of government laid down by that 8 of all Vir- 
omas Jefferson, in his ina address of March 4 
801, when, in enumerating these essential principles, he declared 
for economy in public expense.” Why? That labor may be 
lightly burdened.” And during the long period in which the lead- 
ers of the old South controlled the Democratic party and the pol- 
icy of this nation they exemplified the doctrine of economy in all 
the affairs of Government. 

On page 46 of the second volume of Mr. Blaine’s Twenty Years 
of Congress, Mr. Blaine says, and I quote his exact language: 

e lo riod of their domination the ed the T. 
8 rig ce every form of Pia ohn and corruption. 

That is the tribute, Mr. Chairman, paid the old leaders of the 
Democratic party by the greatest statesman Maine has ever given 
to the Republic. e continued the same policy after the war and 
su 
trol of this House. Under the leadership of that splendid Penn- 

Ivania Democrat, Samuel J. Ran , the first Democratic 
Ponss after the war made a reduction of more than $30,000,000 in 
the annual ditures of the Government. We went to the 
people and said to them, We offer you thirty millions of reasons 
every one of them worth a dollar in the market, why. you should 
support the Democratic ticket.” In that contest they indorsed 
the policy of economy by a decisive majority. 

Iadmit that now and then since that time the Democratic has 
not always adhered steadfastly to the lines of economy laid down 
by the founder of the organization; but in the main it has sub- 
stantially illustrated that po — 9 

Now, sir, it matters not whether our banner floats in victory or 
goes down in defeat. Let us, if we can not agree on the mone 
ee at least be consistent in adhering to that old 5 


octrine of the Democratic party which demands economy in the q 


public ditures. The eminent § said upon a notable 
occasion in concluding an appeal to his party friends: 


Whether in victory or in defeat, the Republican party is always consistent 
and always maintains its fundamental principles. 


Let us a propao the sentiment of the Speaker and as Demo- 
crats upho 


the essential doctrines which have been laid down by 


uent to the tidal wave of 1874, when we first secured con- eso 


the illustrious leaders of the party, and if defeat overtakes us we 

will at least have faithfully maintained the doctrines of our fath- 

ers—the doctrines they taught us—and if victory comes, as I be- 

lieve it will come, we shall all rejoice because we will have fought 

i good fight and kept the faith in respect to public expenditures, 
pplause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. _ Mr. Chairman, the only question before the 
committee is the question of it eee Beare war claim amounting 
in the aggregate to about $900. t fact—the pendency of that 
bill—has been taken advantage of by the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. DOCKERY] to make a political speech, criticising the admin- 
istration of the Republican party in this House and in the country, 
and attempting to vindicate the history and career of the Demo- 
cratic party at the same time. 


for durin 
not have 


of our ability to pay the obligations. 
i Tdeught the enemies of the Republican party bet- 


gress. And yet that would bea 8 a a o little 
t we are confronted now 


publican party before this country to not expend 
e shall not have. 5% 


in the Re si pet omg A by insinuations against any members of 


pose to saddle responsibilities upon members. We will tak 
Republican pa 


8 by us individually and collectively. 
Re noosa side.] 


has caused all this? The Fifty-first Con enacted 
financial legislation that placed this Government beyond a con- 
dition such as we have now. It turned over to the Democratic 


party a lus in the Treasury, with a law which, if the Demo- 
crats had left it standing upon the statute books, would have 
5 the whole necessities of this Government dur- 
ing all of these years. What did the Democratic party do? Com- 
ing into power with a threat that they would destroy the revenue- 
raising law of the country, with a threat that they would destroy 
the great principle of legislation upon which the industries of this 
country were thriving as they were never thriving before, the 
very breath of their entry into power, even before they had ac- 
uired the full fruition of the election of 1892, blasted as with a 
simoom all the industries of the country, paralyzed the resources 
of money nenek down the enterprises of the country, made bank- 


ruptcy where there had been pr rity, and then, coming into 
power, repealed the law by which the Treasury was supplied with 
8 and made it impossible that 


money, bankrupted the 
the le of this coun 
Ə Rep 


could pay their honestdebts. [Applause 
on ublican side, 
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If there is a defalcation in this country, it is due to Democratic 
Administration. If there is dishonor in this country, it is the 
child of Democratic legislation. If there is an inability to pay the 
debts of the country, it is the product of Democratic statesman- 
ship. And you stand here paralyzed by your own utter ineffi- 
ciency. You stand to-day trying to partition by scales, by metes 
and bounds, the responsibilities of this trouble, upon the members 
of your own party. You stand to-day charging that this faction 
or that faction is msible. 

The President of the United States hurled into the face of the 
Democratic majority of the Fifty-third Co: the declaration 
that you were guilty of abandoning every principle of Democracy, 
that you were guilty of perfidy and party dishonor”; 
thegreatredeeming feature of Grover Cleveland’s Administration— 
that which will save him in some sort of shape in the future rec- 
ords and pages of history—is the fact that you destroyed a great 
Republican revenue-raising, 3 ting law, and when 
vou did it Grover Cleveland, in the face o and man, said: 
I Ania shall never be disgraced by approving that bill.” 

pplause. 

ee Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And you have gone on, with the Treasury 
bankrupt. You have borrowed $262,000,000 upon the bonds of 
the Government. You are attempting to put yourselves in con- 
trast with a ublican Administration that paid $250,000,000 of 
the national debt in four years, that left the Treasury solvent 
and pie horie: You stand here to-day confessedly borrowing 
$262,000,000 and trembling as each telegraphic report comes from 
the markets in New York lest that money you have borrowed 
under the pretense of upholding the redemption fund shall be 
again drifting, under Democratic administration, across the water 
into the banks of London, Germany, and France. And you stand 
up here and attempt to criticise the administration of the Repub- 
ican party. [Applause on the Sak eins side.] 

Lou have e it impossible. e can not build public build- 
ings. Wecan not do what weought to do in the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. We can not expend the money to pay these 
war debts. They ought to be paia: They are honest debts, many 
of them. We can not have it. We can not do justice to the 
soldiers of the country by the application of money to the pay- 
ment of pensions. e are impeded in every direction, and why? 
Every reason for all this points to the advent into power of the 
Democratic party as the cause. At the door of that party, at the 
door of its failure, at the door of its utter inability to administer 
the finances of the Government successfully, lies every blunder, 
every circumstance that to-day weighs with horror upon the con- 
science of the American citizen. And to-day, with the control of 
the Treasury, you have expended, every day since the 4th of 
March, 1893, $150,000 or over more money than you have received 
into the Treasury under your Administration. 

Going away back to 1893, more than three years ago, every day, 
week iay and Sunday, Christmas and Fourth of July, you have 
expended $150,000, at the lowest estimate, more than you have 

en in, and to-day you have not a pro ition on earth to make 
where the money is to come from. et you stand up, as the 


z 


gentleman from Missouri . DOCKERY | does, and undertake to 
teach the Republicans of this House financial knowledge. If we 
have no funds in the Treasury, I say to the Democratic party it 


is a sad lesson of your poney mat we are warned not to repeat. 
So, Mr. Chairman, we are driven to economy or bankruptcy or 
borrowing money. What shall it be? it be borrowing 
money? I protest. Shall it be bankruptcy? No. Then what? 
The only alternative is economy in administration. And I stand 
here to say that it is not one man, it is not three men, it is not the 
Committee on Rules, it is not the Committee on Ways and Means, 
but it is the r party on this floor that will see to it that 
no act of ours shall plunge this nation deeper into debt until the 

ple of this country restore that great party ta art that has 

n able to supply the Treasury. And incidental to its coming 
back into power will be public confidence, public prosperity, the 
revival of industrial prosperity, a plethoric Treasury, a restored 
national confidence, a Republican administration, and a protec- 
tive tariff law that will supply the places that have been beaten 
down and destroyed by Democratic i tion. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
before the vote is taken upon this bill in reference to the general 
principle; but it is too late to proceed this evening, so I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 4515, and that the motion to report the 
same with a favorable recommendation had been decided in the 
negative; the bill H. R. 2740, and had recommended that the same 


do pass without an amendment, and the bill H. R. 2741, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill reported from 
the Committee of the Whole. 


GEORGE CASE. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2741) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in 
favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence County, Ark. 


The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. LESTER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed.was laid on the table. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged re- 
port fom the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I ask that it be 
printed and recommitted to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
sam 


e: 
A bill (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Rita Stine; 
A bill (H. R. 8281) to authorize reassessments for improvements 
and genen taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses; an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
ec from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 

‘ollows: 

A bill (S. 2022) to amend an act entitled An act to provide for 
the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

A bill (S. 1537) to provide for the private sale of public lands 
in Missouri—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Joy, for two weeks, on account of important business, 

To Mr. JENKINS, for the day, on account of important business, 
; ELMIRA E. DUSTIN. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension 
to Elmira E. Dustin. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object, and upon the distinct ground that 
Friday is the day for the consideration of ee business here, 
= these bills ought to come up in their place on the Cal- 


endar. 
$ 285 3 I move that the House take a recess until 

o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee has made that 


motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the recess be 
until half past 7 o’clock. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
Tennessee moves that the House take a recess until 8 o'clock, at 
the present time. 

The motion was eed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Lacey, will 
please take the chair at the evening session. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House was 

eclared in recess, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 

Mr. LACEY took the chair as Speaker pro wmpore; and directed 
she reading of the special order, which was read by the Clerk, as 

ollows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only be 
5 said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 

utes. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the pu of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar under the spadal order. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. A 
2 to provide at thi 
in Committee.of the Wholesome discussion shall be had upon 


inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Is it 
time NN When bills have been consid- 


. I am not disposed to call a quorum; I do not 

want to do it; but there are some bills that ought to be discussed 

in the House, and, with the demand for the previous question as 

ras as recognition is obtained from the Speaker, we are cut off 
‘om. 


The sworn reputable physician w. 
ted with with General, Van * Derveer — — „ 7 ere 
e shows * “that his disease and death w. rey Ayo oara a 
ice.” 
Other $ panasi JJC TT 
veer is now about of age; that she has no income whatever except the 
she is now That she has no ver ex an 
peng: tag ge ire "Hamilton, Ohio, . fa will 
be sold at land sale for delinguent taxes unless this -relief is 
Sitorded hor by 


The military services of General Van Derveer,in both the Mexican wur and 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks that is i exceptionally meritori 
a parliamentary question. Of course, the matter is within the con- og Paps ttle of —̃ —„— 
— House when the bills are back from the Com- —.— . hly commends the 
mittee of the Whole. The House can vote down the previous that lon and blood battle. ee ee 
ion if it desires discussion. History of eee , ee AEA 
Mr. ERDMAN. But is it possible to provide now for discussion | and valor di the 


in the House? 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Dilla have heen reported to the House fom the Canrmittee af the 
Whole, an arrangement might be made by unanimous consent as 
to a certain time for discussion. It has sometimes been the cus- 
tom to agree that the previous question should be considered or- 
regi upon the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
s and a certain time allowed for debate on each bill 
Rie the taking of the vote. That was donein the last Congress 
POOTI Hae ant ee ee 


Mr. ERDMAN. Iwill say to the other side that while we do 
not want to discuss.all these bills, there are some that we would 
like to discuss, and I should be glad to have some arrangement 
made for such discussion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
sages y refused, every evening when I have asked it, to allow 

e previous question to be ordered on these bills. We can not 
make any arrangement here now, but I will see the gentleman 
about it later. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that if we can not 
3 an ee ent for some discussion we shall insist upon a 


* Ar. PICKLER, Question! 
The question being taken, the motion of Mr. PICKLER was 
to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HEPBURN jn the chair. 
MRS. EMILY M. VAN DERVEER. 
The first 7... ta ae OT R. 


2143) granting sion to Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, widow 
of the e Ba, Brig. n. Ferdinand Van eer. 

The bill — . as follows: 

Be it en te., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized an: Ae to place on the 


on roll of the United States the 
name of Mrs. S Emily M. Van Derveer, widow of the late Brig-Gen. Ferdinand 
Van Derveer, at the rate of $100 per month. 


„ e 


committee. 
Mr. , I ask that the report be again 
read. 
The CHAIRMAN, That can be done by unanimous consent. 
2 being no ren Pen the report was again read, as ap 


Van 24, 1801, — 
colonel of the 4 — Fifth 9 tien Volunteers, to serve three yea: 
a hind Brig 28, 1863; from that 


2323 3 

A cates — a E A Hansson . 
as colonel of the above · na 
8 9 — narai of volunteers 


Ferdinand Van 
ote. 1804. F and accepted th — 
November 20, 1864. He was assigned to the í of th 
e Secon Army 
8, 1865; tend contend oe a a te command of å brigado 
5, when Do Wes creron y 3 accepted aid id ha to await a dis- 
e honorably 
the service to date J in from this 
— aeria une 15, 1865, in special orders Depart- 
The report from — REIN Van Derveer 


General 
died November 5, 1892; that he drew $8 month for services in the Mexi- 
can war Ae pension), eg never received or applied for any pension dur- 
ing his in the bellion; that 


sg 
F 


for war of ré on; he married tothe 

7777... oon a ae wit is now receiving a 

pension of but §8 per month under the act of January 29, 1887, dating from 
ovem 


The Chair thinks not. After the | ment: 


resonis, and in 3 ents, your 


For the 
committee the passage of —̃ — ollowing amend- 


Strike out D — a ae 
five,” soas to allow her $75 per month. 


Phage T tone f tim: Fab T wiel to 5 
or any great sain 0 e, bu say a few upon 
this bul’ Gen asia eee rg in the city that I now 
Hei in. I 25 eee from 1872 until his death. Ik no- 
that during that entire period he was ailing and unfit a t part 
of the time to practice his profession asa lawyer. At the out- 
break of the Mexican war General Van Derveer entered the sery- 
ice and served with credit. He was promoted from the ranks to 
a captaincy and was mustered out with the rank of captain. In 
that war he contracted a chronic diarrhea, which clung to him 
during the entire balance of his life. 

8 when the war of the rebellion broke out he again 
answered the call of his country, although afflicted with this terri- 
ble disease. He went into the service as the colonel of the Thirty- 
fifth Ohio, and in 1861, I think, or 1862, he was stricken down 
with typhoid fever. He lay ill of that disease five or six weeks 
prior to the battle of Mill Springs, but when he heard that the 
regiment of which he was colonel was to be engaged in that bat- 
tle the old veteran could not bear to 6 the 
advice of Nec ene and = his good wife, he his horse 
to be saddled and to the door, and he rode off and took 
part in the battle. 

In consequence of that exertion he suffered a severe relapse and 
for a number of weeks his life was despaired of. He came 2 
ae the Army, and, being afflicted as he was, he had diffi 

a living for his rap a citizens, knowing his 
er and the great service he rendered to the country, 
elected him from time to time to positions of honor. He was 
twice elected sheriff of Butler County and twice police judge. 
His friends on numerous occasions begged him to make applica- 
tion for a pension on account of the disease that he had contracted 
in the Army and from which he suffered continually, but he 
steadfastly declined, saying that as long as he could mn è a living 
for his wife and children he was not 1 Government 
for a penny. Therefore, gentlem the paltry sum provided in 
this bill is now granted to to ke widow, tt Will never amount to 
an like what he would have received had he asked for and 
0 a pension twenty and odd years ago, as he might have 
y pien That pension would have run up to a great many thousand 
dollars by this time, but he always dec to apply forit. On 
the 8 I think that of all the cases that have come before this 


2 e out 3 ” and inserting thirty 
ereof, 
the same rating that the law would allow her. 
la’ SOG, hd the agi pag allow me? This is u very old 
she is near ears of age 

Mr. T ALBERT] I have no doubt of it 

Mr. ORG. And she is in ion of a little piece of prop- 
erty in the town where she lives, which is now incum and 
was offered within the last week for sale for unpaid taxes. She 


has but one daughter li with her, and it is evident that in her 
present condition she n the attendance of some one to look 
— her. dollars a month would not grant her the relief 


to which she is entitled. 

Mr. TALBERT, I have no doubt that there are many ‘thou- 
8 of widows of private soldiers throughout the land who have 
erty to be sold for taxes or by the tax collector, and who 

would very glad to receive $30 a month, or even half of it. 
Now, sir, a Saige or two to my unconverted friends on the other 
side. I use the word “unconverted,” because there has been 
going on a sort of a revival among them for some time past, and 


when we left off the consideration of this service on last Friday 

5 for the purpose of taking it up again to-night there were 
who had given in some of their experiences, 

that they had undergone a sort of conviction or 

or conversion on this question. The gentleman from 


of 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule XXXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
to Ned ote "omnamed, and the same is 5 ber, 

ven vi an e Same iso mem * 
it be determined without debate by a vote of the House. ae 

Mr. BAILEY. Iperfectly understand that if any member were 
to send to the desk and ask to have 8 as an original 
matter, the point of order would lie. The gentleman from South 
Carolina who is addressing the House has asked to have this 
letter read as a part of his remarks. 

I believe that the rule in the Senate in regard to reading docu- 
ments has always been much more strictly adhered to than in the 
House; yet I am not aware that it has ever been ruled out of order 
for a Senator to havea pertinent letter read asa partof his remarks. 
I submit to the Chair 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that is right. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ido not beg the gentleman from New Jersey 
to withdraw his objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ERIE, PA., April 11, 1396. 


Dran Sir: I have read yourspeeches in the House on pensions. Thespeech 
dalivered DY you on, tanh TKI wight easels say views Sad axpeeuns iy oon 


Tennessee, Mr. MCCALL, whom I do not see in his seat to-night, 
gayo in considerable evidence of a change of mind inr to 
is subject of pensions; another gentleman—Mr. HEMENWAY of 
i I believe—spoke on the impulse of his heart in the same 
in, and my friend Mr. BAKER from New Hampshire, always 
a Christian, shouted out a time or two along the same line. 
I want to call their attention to the fact that I think the time has 
come when you should call a halt in this matter and stop this 
extravagant appropriation of the people’s money, gathered under 
the pretended claim of taxation for the support of the Govern- 
ment, to be distributed in this discriminating pension system in 
favor of the widows of distinguished officers. i 
Ihave no doubt but that every word my distinguished friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Sora] has said with referencesto this case is true. 
I know that he was a gallant and distinguished officer in two 
wars. These are facts which can not be disputed. But, sir, that 
statement of itself does not furnish sufficient reason why his 
widow should be paid $75 a month, while the widow of the com- 
mon soldier who ved the storm of battle, and who would be 
only too glad to get from eight to twelve dollars a month, should 
t nothing. 
1 dealing with this subject I desire to send to the desk to have 
read a short letter from a eee WhO e ee 
icy Pegi soldier himself, which will speak for i , and, as I 
id in regard to other letters published in the same connection 
heretofore, I only send it up in good faith to show the sentiment 
which is spread abroad throughout the length and breadth of the 
land among the soldiers of this country. Lask the Clerk to read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 14, 1898. 


Dear SIR: I think are entirely right when say, The soldier's 
widow is as deserving and should be ae Sine aans wa thn Widow of 


timents. 
T do not believe in this discrimination between the officers and the soldiers 
22700 month, to the other 


© paltry sum of 8. 

I enlisted in 1862, and served during the war in the Eighty-third Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and two of my brothers in the same regiment,and 
one in the Tenth New York Volunteer , from 1861 to 1863, and I have 
tried to a pension on account of the loss of an eye at the battle of Chan- 


ee eS aS E SOES Deed EO ee vee Bee 
e. 


a 
Now is the time for those who pretend to be the friends of the soldier to do 
the rank and file justice. 
You are a better friend of the soldier than half the Republicans, and if you 
for Congress from here you would get a majority of the 


do menial work, som. per cers’ wives to | Were a candidate 
to oo it their families while thelr husbands stopped bullets, made as ‘much | votes of the “boys in blue.” 
ce as qid fhe officers’ wives and deserve as well of the Republic.” [Laughter.] 
——— who deserve alike, REDS Keep up the fire: give them a shot whenever opportunity offers. I have 
ttully, AE TONE. 322 bbc oing so. 
Hon. W. J. TALBERT, M. O. Laught R J 


I may have more to say some future time. 


Hon. W. J. TALBERT, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. RAY. I wish to ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
what lunatic asylum that man is a resident of? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT. The one the gentleman from New York came 
out of, I suspect, before he was sent to Congress. [Laughter.] 

Now, I want to say right here, Mr. Chairman, that we have 
here another evidence of the want of feeling toward the soldier, 
for whom so much has been claimed by Republicans on this floor. 
I would ask the gentleman from New York whether he means to 
dub the common soldiers of this country as lunatics? 

Mr. RAY. I want to say that I any soldier as a lunatic 
who, living in a Northern State, would say or write that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, if he ran for office, would obtain 
a majority of the votes of the old soldiers in that district. 


l 

Mr. TALBERT, That may be true. I have nothing to say as 
regards myself. But I want to say to the tleman that if the 
Republican party were composed entirely of such men as he is they 
would make lunatics of the whole nation in little or no time. 
[Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is irrelevant. I did not introduce this 
letter for the purpose of making any unsavory or leasant com- 
ments. I introduced it because the soldier wrote it to me. I do 
not know him, but I put the letter in evidence and submit that it 
expresses the sentiment of the private soldiers themselves. I put 
the witness upon the stand. Youcan say what you please about 
him. You can take him and cross-examine him if you wish. He 
is your witness. F his life. He says 
that your conduct has driven him into such a mood of mind that 
he intends never to vote the Republican ticket any more. 

Ihave no desire to take up the time of the committee. My 
remarks are already on record in opposition to this discrimination 
against the private soldiers of this country. I move to amend by 
striking out seventy-five“ and inserting thirty.“ And I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I had the honor 
to report this bill to the House, I ask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for a very few moments while I state a few of the reasons 
why I believe it ought to pass. 

As early as 1862 perhaps ie the first pension legislation of Con- 

ess pertaining to the Union soldier during the war of the rebel- 

ion—a provision was embraced that there should be granted to 
lientenant-colonels and all officers of oe cng A pai a pension for 
total disability not exceeding $30 a month. Notwithstanding the 
fact that all other pension legislation has been amended or modi- 
fied in some particulars—always in the line of increase of pensions 


Mr. TALBERT. I know nothing of the fact stated in that let- 
ter except as set forth by the soldier himself. 

Bearing on the same subject I send another letter which I re- 
ceived from a soldier, I believe from Erie, Pa., to have read in my 
own time, for the information of the House, to further show the 
sentiment abroad in this land. I have been stigmatized and criti- 
cised for opposing measures that it is said I ought not to oppose 
at this time, and I only do this to show the sentiment in my own 
favor which is based on the right principle of justice and fair and 
equal treatment of all the soldiers of the late war. I ask the Clerk 


to read. 

Mr. RAV. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion before the second letter is read? I would like the gentleman 
to tell us what company and regiment the gentleman Mr. Red- 
bee i oe whom the first letter was received, served in during 

e war 

Mr. TALBERT. ‘Well, the letter has been read and <a, 
as far as I am able to explain, his position during the war. I hope 
the gentleman will listen to the second letter, and if that is not 
satisfactory I will explain to him more fully hereafter. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman has not answered my inquiry. Per- 
haps he did not erstand it. 

Mr, TALBERT. Ithink I understood the question of the errs 
man. I refuseto yield the floor, and ask thereading of this letter. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I object to the 
reading of that letter. The gentleman says he desires to have it 
read as a sort of a justification of his course. Iobject to the read- 
ing of the letter, therefore, because it has no bearing upon the 
3 question. 

Mr. TALBERT. The letter bears directly on the nature of the 
bill which is under discussion, and in my time I claim the right 
to have it read; not to justify myself, but to show the sentiment 
of the private soldiers of this nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when objection 
is made to the reading of a paper it is a matter for the House to 
determine by a direct vote whether it shall be read or not. 

Mr. TALBERT. The House can take such action as it pleases, 
of course, with reference to the matter. But I think I have the 

t to have it read. 

. BAILEY. If the Chair will permit me, I have no interest 
whatever in this matter, but I submit that where a letter or paper 
is sent up to be read, pertaining to the matter under discussion, 
it is in order. 

I only need to recall to the Chair that on more than one occa- 
sion letters of this character have been read without any pant of 
order being raised, on the presumption that it could not be raised. 
I distinctly remember in the Fifty-third Congos the reading of 
a very celebrated letter against which I would have been to 
raise the point of order if I had thought it good, 
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to 9 to officers of inferior grade, to widows and orphans, 
and dependents—this particular provision has never been changed 
from that hour until the present. In the light of this fact the 
Congress of the United States from the time of the war until the 
present term of Congress has adopted—I think I would be safe in 
saying in every Con: policy of increasing pensions to offi- 
cers and to widows of officers of higher rank. 

Congress has assumed, I suppose, that inasmuch as there were 
but few officers of these higher grades as compared with officers 
of lower grade and with privates and the widows of privates, it 
would be better, instead of making a general law applicable to 
the higher grades, to pass special legislation upon the merits of 
each particular case. I repeat, that every Congress since the war 
has adopted this policy, until now it is known and recognized by 
those who have given it attention as the unwritten law of the 
land. For instance, I have collated pr Ba? tata a statement 
of what was done in this respect in the Fifty-first Congress, and 
I call the attention of gentlemen upon the other side to this be- 
cause that was a Republican Congress. I will not take the time 
of the committee to read it, as I want to be very brief, but I will 
say that this statement, which I now hold in my hand, giving the 
chapter and page, shows that in the Fifty-first Congress alone 
there were 45 cases of that kind enacted into law, giving 1 
to widows of officers above the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and to 
Officers themselves above that rank, ranging from thirty to one 
hundred dollars per month. 

I cite this, first, to show that this has become by custom adopted 
as a policy of Congress, has become the unwritten law of the land, 
to vote private pensions in meritorious cases by special act to 
widows of officers and officers of a higher grade than lieutenant- 
colonel rather than by general legislation. I cite it again, Mr. 

i , for the purpose of showing that there has been no uni- 
form manner or process by which the exact amount that should 
be allowed to the persons claiming these pensions should be deter- 
mined. The cases must stand upon their own merits; and that, 
Mr. Chairman, is what I unde d we desire here and what I 
desire in this case as well as allothercases. There are many cases 
of widows of officers to whom I would not vote pensions beyond 
the amount allowed by the strict letter of the law, $30 a month. 
There are other cases, following precedents and following justice, 
in which I would allow as high as $100 a month for widows of 
major-generals, and admirals whose rank corresponds with that of 
major-general. But each case should stand on its own merits. 
That has been the principle adopted by all Congresses since the 
war, both Republican and Democratic Congresses. 

To illustrate that fact, I again call attention to the acts passed 
by the Fifty-first Congress, and repeat that I have here a state- 
ment of cases, 45 in number, showing that that number of wid- 
ows and of officers were allowed ponsons running from $30 up to 
$100; some $50, some $60, some $75, one as high as $2,000. e 
list is as follows: 


FIFTY-FIRST CONGRESS, PRIVATE ACTS, 


88. Colonel Ballier, $50. 
88. Brevet Brigadier-General Boughton, $100. 
2 Commander Gibson's wows 80 


Chapter 
Chapter 


318. 


352. 
354. 
363. — Taylox's widow. 
381. Lieutenant-Colonel Hook's widow, $50. 
Chapter 397. Brigadier-General Ayers's widow, $75. 
455. Admiral Parnell's daughter, $50. 
tee’ Gen Guraeon General Of Gos Navy Whalen's wit $50, 
jurgeon-General of the Navy elan’s ow, 
z 670. Rear-Admiral ganye widow, $50. 
699. Lieutenant-Colonel ealy's widow, $50. 
Brevet B: dier-General Michler’s widow, $50. 
A ‘ord’s widow, $50. 
783. General Whitaker's widow, $100. 
Rear-Admiral Chandler's widow, $50. 
790. Colonel Potter, $72. 
823. Naser General . Harney's widow. 
824. or- 
= Colonel Macomb’s widow, 
847. Admiral 
851. Colonel Baker's widow, $50. 
863. or-General Milro 
893. Rear-Admiral Boggs’s widow, 
933. Colonel Wallen's widow, . 
953. Brigadier-General Barnum, $100. 
984. Rear-Admiral Donaldson's widow, $50. 
. Major-General pecora 18 $2,000. 


$50. 
Chapter 1196. General Mower's widow, $100. 
Chapter Hartranft's widow, $100, 


1228. -General Howeli’s widow. $50. 
Ghapter 1309. Brigadier-General Blaidsell's widow, $50. 
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In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that, in pursuance of this poney 
adopted by Congress, as applicable to the pensions allowable to 
officers and widows of officers of a higher grade than that of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, that Mrs. Grant was allowed $5,000 a year. Is 
e aman in ne ae I caro not who it may 8 9 
his inquiry ially to those who are posing here as the speci 
1 of the widows of private soldiers—is there a man In the 
House who would begrudge that pension to Mrs. Grant? Is there 
aman here who as the special champion of the widows of 
private soldiers who has the courage to get up here and introduce 
a bill to repeal that law, or the law allowing $5,000 to Mrs. Logan, 
or the law allowing $5,000 to Mrs. Sheridan—I am not certain as 
to the exact amount—and perhaps to three or four other widows 
of distinguished generals? Dozens and dozens of laws have been 
enacted allowing as high as $2,000 to widows of generals, anda 
great number allowing as high as $1,200 to widows of generals 
and rear-admirals. Iamtalking now about consistency. Is there 
aman on this floor who regrets that these ladies are drawing 
these pensions to-day, although they are wealthy, comparatively 
speaking, in theirown right. Is there a man who has the courage 
or the desire to get up here and ask to repeal those laws that we 
adopted in pursuance of this policy to which I have referred and 
which I approve? 

This Congress has followed the same precedent. The Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have adopted the same policy. This 
House has adopted the same policy. I want to call the attention 
of the House to the bill H. R. 4606, allowing to the widow of 
Colonel Houk 830. Immediately following t is the case of 
Brigadier-General Cooper, $100 per month. Then there are the 
cases of Major-General Hamilton’s widow, $50; Major and Brevet 
Brigadier-General Hough’s widow, $30—in that case only a briga- 
adier-general by brevet; Major-General Carroll's widow, $100; 
Brigadier-General and Brevet Major-General Doubleday’s widow, 
$100. And only last Friday a week ago this House a law 
allowing to Catherine R. Jardine, widow of Brig. Gen. Edward 
Jardine, the sum of $100 per month, and he held the same rank 
as General Van Derveer holds. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That was passed at $50, was it not? 

Mr. LAYTON. Probably the gentleman is right, But the 
House no doubt took into consideration the fact that this lady 
only married General Jardine eight years prior tohis death. But 
all this goes to show that there was nouniformity as to the amount 
of these pensions, and it is the general custom and practice to per- 
mit each case to stand upon its own merits. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much did the gentleman say was allowed 
in the case of Mrs. Jardine? 

Mr. LAYTON. I said $100 per month. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN] corrected me and said 850. I make 
the point that there was no testimony adduced, such as we have 
in this case, and the further fact that I believe that every true 
friend of the soldier and of the soldier’s widow will seriously con- 
sider that that lady was only married to that officer eight years 
prior to his decease in 1893. 

Now, then, with this preliminary statement, Mr. Chairman, 
permit me to call the attention of this House to the special facts 
connected with this case and whyI believe it possesses such merit 
as will demand its passage as recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before you leave that, will you allow me to 
say that the only bill we have passed granting a pension of 8100 a 
month at this session was that to the widow of . Abner Dou- 
bleday, who was a soldier herself? 

Mr. LAYTON. She was allowed, Mr. Chairman, $100 per 
month, I will admit. I voted for that bill. It was a just and 
righteous bill; but I submit there is not a difference of more than 
$25 per month, which I am willing to concede, as between the 
claim of Mrs Doubleday and Mrs. General Van Derveer. I will 
concede that there is that much difference and no more. 

Now, then, in the first place, General Van Derveer was a gallant 
suldier of two wars. That is not very often the case. There are 
cases in which this is the fact, but in a majority of cases it is not. 
That ought to be given due 9 and consideration by this 
committee. He was a gallant soldier in the Mexican war. He 
enlisted as a private and was mustered out as a captain. 

In the second place, he served in the war of the rebellion pretty 
nearly four years altogether, and for two years and two months, 
while holding the rank of colonel only, he commanded a brigade. 
That ought to be given due weight and consideration. For the 
unusual period of two years and two months he actually com- 
manded a brigade all the time while he was commissioned as a 
colonel, and only drew the pay of a colonel during that time, while 
he was justly and fairly entitled to the pay of a general in the 


y. 

In the third place, although entitled to draw a pension, as 
shown by the rts and by the record, which I very carefull 
examined when I prepared the report—the testimony of his ol 


1896. 
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physician, who knew him before, during, and after the war also. 
shows that he was entitled to a pension under the strict letter of 
the law, but he never applied for a pension. Therefore he was 
espe’ entitled to a pension for thirty-five years up to the time of 
his death, in 1893. Proud-spirited man as he was, as all who 
knew him in western Ohio will recall, he declined to accept the 
charity of the Government so long as he was able to take care of 
himself. We should consider that fact in determining the amount 


which this poor widow should receive. 
In the fourth place, the fact that death is due to army service 
is another consideration that is always considered and should be 


considered by members of the committee. His death was due, as 
shown by his physician, to his army service. In all cases we have 
made the distinction as to whether death was due to natural 
causes or from service in the Army. We always make a greater 
allowance in case of death from army service origin than from 
other causes. 

In the fifth place, the beneficiary, the widow of General Van Der- 
veer, married in 1848. That is a material consideration, which 
addresses itself at once to the * and judgment of men in 
deciding on these special bills. om 1848 she was his faithful 
wife. During the Whole war of the rebellion she was What was 
called a favored war widow.” That is another consideration. 


Then she is now more than 67 years of age, and in very feeble health, 
as shown by the testimony before the committee. t is another 
material fact. 


In the seventh place, she has no income whatever, except a small 
service pension of $8 a month allowed to her by reason of her hus- 
band’s service in the Mexican war. The testimony before the 
committee shows clearly and conclusively that this old lady has 
no income whatever except that pitiful pension of 88 a month. 
She has no property at all, excepta little old homestead in the city 
of Hamilton, worth a few hundred dollars, and which to-day is 
advertised at forfeit tax sale for the nonpayment of taxes, show- 
ing conclusively her poor and a circumstances; not having 
enough money, not having enough income, to redeem that little 
property she possesses and which she occupies from a forced 
sale for taxes; and this must have been going on for a period 
s two years, otherwise it would not have been thus offered for 


e. 

Now, with these eight reasons, I appeal to this committee if 
this is not an especially meritorious case. Conceding all these 
arguments as to the discrimination between the widows of pri- 
vate soldiers and the widows of officers to be true, I will ask 
if under all the circumstances, in view of the policy that has been 
adopted, in view of the eight facts I have here stated, this bill 
does not appeal to us asa y meritorious case, and that this 
old lady should be allowed this small sum of money, which she 
will only enjoy probably during a very few years, owing to her 
feeble condition. 

As a firm friend of the private soldier, as the 5,000 or 6,000 
names upon my private pension roll will show, during the five or 
six years that I have been in Congress, in the utmost good faith 
I appeal to this committee to vote this poor widow this sum, and 
not adopt the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina to the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I come from aconstituency that 
has not had a Republican Representative on this floor in thirty- 
five years, and I am going back to that constituency with the 
record of never having voted against a pension bill reported by 
this committee. [Applause.] I have not proceeded upon the the- 
ory that all the patriotism is upon the other side of the House, I 
have rather gone upon the theory that we should show some of it on 
this side [applause], and upon the further theory that the Commit- 
tee on Tnvelid Pensions is composed of men of prudence, of integ- 
rity, of judgment, and that when, after considering a case, they say 
that the person whom they recommend for a on ought to re- 
ceive $75 a month, we should not undertake here, hurriedly and 
without full consideration, to reduce it to $30 or to any other sum. 
In the few words I had to say on the general appropriation bill I 
called attention to the fact that the women of this country had 
suffered a great deal from the war; that the men who went to the 
front had not endured all the suffering; that sometimes the women 
who remained at home suffered as much from the anxiety and the 
torments of mind and heart which they endured on account of 
their beloved ones at the front. Apropos to that, I send to the 
Clerk's desk and ask to have read an article from this morning’s 
New York Journal, showing how, under certain circumstances, 
women are capable of the highest heroism. This article tells of 
the heroic action of a woman in the present Cuban war. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must object to the reading of 
that article. It does not appear to be connected in any way with 
the subject under discussion. 


Frcs WALSH. Very well; I will read it myself in my own 
. 


SHE FOUGHT LIKE A TIGRESS AT BAY—SENORA ALVAREZ’S GALLANT AT- 
TEMPT TO RESCUE HER HUSBAND—TOO WEAK TO FOLLOW HIM THROUGH 
THE LINE, SHE WAS SURROUNDED BY SOLDIERS—SHE AND TWO CUBANS 
WHO HAD JOINED HER WERE CUT TO PIECES BY THE SPANIARDS—FELL 
SHOUTING “VIVA CUBA LIBRE! "'—AND 5,00 INSURGENTS ANSWERED THE 
CRY WHILE THE ENEMY CROSSED THEIR SABERS IN RECOGNITION OF A 
WOMAN'S COURAGE. 

Key West, FLA., April 16 (Habana, via Key West, April 15). 

Your correspondent, who is with Maceo, has forwarded me the ofa 
tragic incident that occurred during the battle on Saturday, in which the 

were so seriously defes: by the insurgents. 

“As the S were retreating,” he writes, “one woman was killed 
while performing an act of that has been without parallel among the 
women of war, and three men lost their lives while trying tosave her. She 
was Sefiora Paquita Alvarez, one of the female company that Sefiora Herandez 


“Señora Alvarez's husband was in the battle, and during the retreat he, 
with two Cubans, saw a chance to capture Lieutenant-Colonel Debos. The 
8 had moved a little too far from the 


enemy. 
“ Señora Alvarez saw her husband's danger and rushed to the rescue, fol- 

lowed by two Cuban soldiers, who were determined that she should not be 

unprotected. Señora Alvarez fell on the Spaniards surro' 

with the ferocity of a He was fi 

who to capture the colonel with 

ters were too close to 


oug) t he saw a chance of 8 the line to 
safety. He called to his wife to follow and started off toward the rebel col- 
umn ugh a li wall, but Señora Alvarez was too weak to cope with so 
many soldiers, and the two men who formed her volunteer escort were not 
equal to the task of overcoming the numbers who closed in behind Alvarez. 

“ Señora Alvarez and her escort were cut to piecesin sight of their friends. 
As they fell, shouting ‘Viva Cuba libre!’ the 5,000 rebel soldiers answered 
ee ery. Even the Spaniards crossed themselves in recognition of such fanat- 

cow 7 

= Sonor Alvares did not know that his wife was not with him until he ar- 
rived inside the Cuban lines. Wh 
the muzzle of his pistol to his breast and fired. 

“* Why did you do that?’ asked General Maceo when the battle was over. 

“So tit could not be said that I was a coward and deserted my wife 
to save myself,’ replied the soldier. 

Pray for death to come, then, for if you live I shall pang Ton, We need 
men to be shot by the S We can not waste bullets on ourselves,’ 


Alvarez joined his wife in eternity before dawn next day.” 
FREDERICK L. LAWRENCE. 
Now, my friends, if there isa small minority in this House—and 
Imust say it is a very small minority, an infinitesimally small 


minority—who oppose pensions, for Heaven's sake let them not 
make war on women. 1 
Mr. CONNOLLY. . Chairman, I would not detain this 


committee to-night one minute were it not for the fact that I knew 
General Van Derveer well in the Army, served with him, know 
what he was as a man, know what he was as a soldier, and know 
full well that he merited as much as any man who wore the blue 
and bore the rank which General Van Derveer did during the 


last year of the war. I first became associated with him in the 
valley of Chattanooga after the field of Chickamauga, when 1 was 
assigned to duty in the same division in which he commanded the 


brigade, and from that time forward as long as he was able tore- 
main in the field I saw him daily in camp, on the march, and in 
battle. Iknow that no officer who commanded men was more 
kindly, more thoughtful, more considerate of the private soldier, 
of his necessities and his comforts, than was General Van Der- 


veer. 
ae LAYTON. May J interrupt the gentleman to say just one 
wor 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAYTON. Rightin that connection I want to say what I 
forgot to say a while ago, that while it is true that General Van 
Derveer for a number of years enjoyed a comfortable income as 
judge of the court of common pleas, yet, by reason of his t 

ig heart, such as nearly all the old army officers A and 
by reason of his well-known charity and benevolence, he was kept 
poor. No old soldier, Rtn 0 widow of an old soldier, 
oe puted to General Van Derveer and went away empty 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, that was simply the carry- 
ing by General Van Derveer into his private life of what I know 
he 8 day by day in his connection with the men who were 
under his command. No soldier that served under him ever suf- 
fered for anything if it was possible for General Van Derveer, 
from his own purse or by any means that he could control, to 
relieve his suffering or supply his wants. During all those long 
months of service, when I wa3 with him, I was conscious, as we 
all were, that the man was overtaxing his stren, i 
In repose about the camp he looked feeble. He was never 
found moving about as other men were. Kindly and agreeable 
to all, he evidently was unable to move about with comfort, as 
others did. But, sir, when the sound of battle came, when the 
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men were drawn up in line and the enemy was in sight, no man 


exhibited more e yee power or endurance, or more tigen 
than did General Derveer. Iremember, as well as though 


Mission Rii 

that line and old Turchin's bri „ when 
the six shots were flred from Fort Wood, I myself carried the 
order to him to advanoe his line, and I sat there on m horse and 
saw him ride across that valley, immediately behind the front 
line of his men, without a single one of his staff officers about 


By his orders they were all com; 8 remain in the rear and 
not risk their lives in theopen but he, thoughtless of himself, 
thinking of nothing but the victory that was in sight, moved on 
horseback over the o behind the very front line of his 


where horses could no longer go, and then, during some fifteen or 
ö d be seen on all 


Gen- 


— — hi mok they e nenen 
Mr. CONNOLL Baa o N SOA a have 
not ‘been favoring the = ee, a e ou 


— — soldier and the salary paid to the officer. 
ene e than to the service mere personal 
bravery. All the men in the ranks had that, and the Government 
but little for it. Shall we say now that the Government 
not do right because it did not pay every private soldier as 
aan a ‘General Grant or General McClellan or some 
of the other ed generals? No; the common judgment 
of the people of and 8 other country is that those distino- 
tions must exist 
The commanding aficer i 
than mere muscle. Ge brings brings intelligence; he 
brings the power to think — feats | and nd these he is expocted to 
exercise in moments of supreme DE aa tees he er iis 


nO good purpose if he 


man who in moments of danger is ca se a 
Van Derveer wasa man of that kin 


D no 


Now, if my friend from Mic! ite MILNEs] says that he does 
not believe that 3 a commission should receive 


more pension than a man who did not 
Mr. MILNES. I do say so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then I recommend him to introduce a bill. 
ice the pension laws that have given to lieutenant-colonels 
and all officers above that grade 830 a month. 

Mr. MILNES. I would introduce such a bill if I thought Ii 
a ee 


NNOLLY. Try it; introduce your bill; show your faith 
by your works; otherwise we shall Loa. that you do not believe 


what har Sa; 
Now, sir, ‘wish that this committee, instead of r 


of Ferdinand Van Derveer, tru 
dier as he was—a man who daily was burning the candle of life) 
.... ore Be peat 


1 friend trom South Oesia 
TALBERT. If the:gentleman will ‘offer that amendment, | 


wil 68 ur i 3 
— — assent this amendment, I propose 
to make this pension 850 a month. 

Mr. SORG. I hope the gentleman will not do that. ‘General | 
Van Derveerfor the ‘few years of his life, had he been aprivate, | 
gt og have been ‘entitled to $72 a month. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I submit that this widow had better have a 
bill passed ee a pension of $50 a month than fail to have 


r. 500 The gentleman need not be alarmed about that. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I feel that this bill ought to be passed, in 


lly. | sions who can not otherwise secure pensions and give 


| your time. 


i 8 on last Friday, iin ref 


view of theservices of General Van Derveer, of his personal sacri- 

fices, of his intelligence, of the care that he gave his men. I feel 
that there is no man who served under him asa private soldier 
who, if his voice could be heard here to-day, would not say, Give 
this pension to the old widow of General an Derveer, Who, While 
he was leading us, 22 1 r home watching and praying for 


. 
Mr. T. Mr Oe as I understand, the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] is accepted 
as an amendment tomy amendment, and the pending amendment 
3 1 
5 Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is 
— too good for an old soldier, whether he be eral or 
{do believe that in takin up this class-of claims at 
our Friday night sessions, and giving ee eee ee 
eee e er It is a question here of who shall have pre- 
cedence in this matter the claims of the widows of general officers 
of the Army or the claims of the widows of privates and the pri- 
vates themselves. I know that a the committee have 
been active in their Work. But, Mr. Chairman, I know. also that 
there is a bill now that sleeps here in the pigeonholes in this Capi- 
tol that if passed would grant a pension of 830 a month to an 
blind man who served pores the whole war, and who is now re- 


| ceiving but $8 a month, a man who has eight or ten little children 


clustering around his knee begging him for bread, and I claim that 
this committee, instead of allowing pensions in the cases that we 
have had here for the last two pha, Tae should giveconsideration 
to payments of that kind. Ikinowa number of just such cases of 
absolute helplessness and necessity. Within my oe 
experience I have two cases of blind soldiers with f es sur- 
rounding them, and who are eee not able to furnish the 
necessaries of eee ee e d et these cases must give 
way and we must give up of our time, as we have done here 
‘to-night, togrant pensions of $75 a month to a noble lady, Thave no 
doubt have no question to make as to that fact—I have no 


objection to make to any consideration that can be given to her 
2 her necessities are considered; but it is t, to 
this time to the exclusion of the claims of old 3 all 


= country who can not secure pensions by reason of tech- 
set obstructions thrown in their way at the Pension Office. 

, gentlemen, there is not a man who sits here on this floor 
tri ms who „CFF 

can remem e 

solute necessaries of life, often without even the necessaries of 
life, who have not been able to secure their ms because of 
technical constructions of the law placed upon it in the Pension 
Office. And these sessions of Friday evening, fixed expressly for 
the purpose of g pensions, if we carry them Dat 49 thelr 
strict letter and in conformity to the intention with which they 
were originated, are designed to grant that class of le = 
em the 
necessary relief, and not take up the time, as we are now doing, 
of a widowfrom thirty toseventy-five dollars 


or more. 

Jrepeat, I do not desire to criticise the action of the Pensions 
‘Committee. I have no doubt that they are doing the very best 
they can. The tronble is that where a case involving a pension 
of $75:a month is presented it is a large amount, and the parties 
Who have it in charge can stay more closely by the committee, 
give more attention to the matter, and get it reported sooner than 
33 = reports on ordinary pension bills. ‘Cries of Vote!“ 
“ee o . 

Mr. LAYTON. Will the n allow me 
Mr. HEMEN WAT. No; Jean not yield. To gentlemen who 
ing for a vote I will state that you may as well await 
to take my time on this question, and shall 
‘continue to do 80 if every man in the House cries Vote.” On last 
Friday night you were Willing to listen to the chairman of the 
‘Committee on Invalid Ptnsi who talked the time -of the com- 
mittee out. u, Sen nara hear me for a little While. The 
during the discussion on a similar 


— to — that I did — 
know anything about the Bi n z aa 
‘sir; the law does not allow aw — te 
understand the question.” An mis ee eee eee 
Who ure getting an increase of from thirty to fifty and seven 
five dollars a month. The law did give them $39 per month. 

‘said he would not allow me to ask a question because I wanted to 
‘| mislead the committee. 

Now, how did Imislead the committee? I ‘ask your attention 
to my 1 in the RECORD, and see where itis calculated to 
| mislead committee. I simply put this question in substance: 

hake is it,” I asked the gentleman, that this case of Mrs. Helen 
ae 5 ee an at 850 a 5 * utmost 

you on a favorable report on a grant a pension 
to the widow of a private soldier is $12 a month?“ Now, in that I 
did not desire to reflect upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 


‘are cl. 
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not by any means. They were only following a t that 
„ up to this time. I do desire 


to object to the taking up of the time of the House in the consid- 
eration of these pensions. < 
On last Friday night what did we consider? We considered 
five claims, to raise the pensions of the widows of officers 
from thirty to seventy-five or a hundred dollars amonth. We 
considered at the same time four or five claims for private soldiers. 
Mr. Chairman, I am not alone in my objection to this system. 
man almost in this committee,if he dared to say it and 
his own thought, knows that lam right in claiming that 
the committee shoul i ee ee o are 
än absolute need of the necessities of life; the widows who have 
little children clustering around their knees, to whom they can 
not furnish clothing or food. These people should have consid- 
eration, and not have the time of the committee taken up in con- 
sidering claims of increases of pensions from thirty toseventy-five 
dollars a month. č 
Mr. LAYTON. I hope the gentleman will allow me just a 
moment. I know he is a fair-minded man, and does not want to 


egg ee the Pension Committee. 
Mr. ‘AY. Certainly not. 


ere enian in this connection? 


ies of “Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr, HEMENWAY. Certainly I will allow the gentleman, if 
the members of the committee around me will yield, and not 
insist upon a vote just now. 

Mr. LAYTON. In this connection—and Iknow the gentleman 
isa fair-minded man and does not wish to misrepresent the com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be a member—in this connec- 
tion let me state to him that it so happened that just now and 


including the last Friday night session we have reached on the 


Calendar what I may a nest of these cases of widows of offi- 
cers. But it must be remembered that this committee has 


allow- 


gentleman from Ohio ‘allow me to ask 


man from Indiana. 

Mr. HULL. Have you reported a single bill for a private's 
widow at $50 a month? 

Mr. LAYTON. No; not at.$50amonth. We have at $25. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Have you reported a single bill for any 
widow of a private at a rate above $12.a month? 

Mr. LA N. Ves. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many? 

Mr. LAYTON. Ido not know. 


Mr. LEIGHTY. Have you reported a bill allowing any private 
a larger sum than he mid get under the law? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes. Of course if we had not, why he would 
get his 1 at the Pension Office. 

Mr. GHTY. I mean if he were able to establish it? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes; quite a number of them; -especially in the 
cases which the gentleman from Indiana referred to, of old blind 
men. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ideclinetoyield further. I do not intend 
to criticise the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not see why 
they should get that idea. They are a hard-working committee. 
They have done an immense amount of work in this House; but 
every time a man gets up here to criticise a b®l or to criticise the 
action of this committee sitting here, he is not criticising the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not desire to 
criticise their action, but I simply desire by my statement here to- 
night, if I can, to call the attention of this committee to the fact 
that, in the place of wasting our time here and taking up half the 
time on the Private Cale in this way, we to get down 
to “Sete widows and grant them their $8 $12.a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ifishoulddoasthe gentleman from South 
Dakota did to me, I would mot yield, but 1 willingly yield to the 

tleman from th Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. You had better not follow my bad 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam not going to follow your examp I 
will tell right now that I will not follow your example. 

Mr. R. Lwant to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the second bill from where we are now on the Calendar 


is.a bill recommending a pension of $42 a month to a private’s | Hereferred 


widow. 


ted number for the short time = 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota to this letter which I hold in my hand, 
and which reads as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Indianapolis, Ind., April H. 1896. 
commander in chief of the Grand Army of 
remarks i 


My DEAR SIR: General Walker, 
the blic, directs:me to write to you that he has read your 
the In Journal in regard to giving large pensions to widows— 

That was the question that I put to the gentleman from South 
Dakota at last Friday night's meeting 
and to —— CCT tae atte tes: 

oF eee eee apes would take up 
the on invalid pensions, which comprises its limits the 
tion that is most-urgently demanded 
Very respectfully, yours, 
Hon. James A. Hemenway, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

And I want to say to that not only are the commander of 
the Grand Arm of the Republic and the adjutant-general of the 
Grand Army of the mblic, but the grand army of soldiers 
all over this country, and of soldiers’ widows who are? for 


the necessaries of life to-night, and who have very few 

to step taking up thelr time Friday might after Fridayamighh 

to i ir time Friday night i ight in the 
consideration 3 to raise pensions from $30 to $75.a month, 
but to come down to these poor old widows that need the $8, to 
these poor old blind soldiers who have their little children suffer- 
ing around them, to grant to them what they deserve. And I 
Specie ander fecal pee woes Vi hatin kindness to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). It is mot the fault of the 
Committee on Invalid ions, it is the fault of members who 
press this class of claims before the committee. Yes, I will yield 
to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Do you understanditis the fault of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions thata general bill has not been brought 
forward for consideration here? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have just said, and I repeatit, that Iam 
not criticising the Committee on Invalid P 


in 


W. 
and 


ensions. I do not see 
how J can make it any plainer than I have. They have worked 
hard. I pass their committee room down there and find them 
actively at work all the time; but it is this committee here that 
allows these claims to come up to take up the time in the place of 
passing other bills. It is not.a question whether these claims are 
ee or not, it is a question of who shall have precedence, the old 
soldier’s widow, who is suffering for the necessaries of life, or the 
general’s widow, who is now receiving $30. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I decline to yield further. It is a ques- 
tion of who shall have precedence. soldiers’ wid who 
are actually in want for the necessaries of life, these old sol . 
who are actually in want for the necessaries of life, whether they 
shall have precedence here or whether these bills to i 
sions from $30 to $75 a month shall have precedence. Why, in 
Indiana and South Dakota a widow can live very comfortably on 
830 a month. Whole families in our State live comfortably on 
Jess than 830 a month. 

Why should we take up our time 11 
those Who are well cared for, in place of getting down to 5 
ing out those poor and suffering widows and soldiers who need 
be cared for. Grant these e pensions when the time comes to 
give to those who are sufferi 


care for their 


co: when I can. I see sitting a me tlemen whom I 
meet at the Pension Office. They are out helping the people who 
are needy; and those gentlemen who want to vote, I do not know 
them; but possibly the gentleman isa — himself. —5 that 
these cases ought to be laid aside and cases of widows who.are 
in Want, and soldiers who are in want, but by reason of some 
technicality can not secure pension under the la cases 
should be taken up here.and passed upon. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have taken very little of the time 
of the committee at this session, and do not propose tomake any 
extended remarks to-night. The.gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lay- 
TON], in his illustration, certainly misrepresented, unintentionally, 
no doubt, some of the pensions that have been granted in the í 
I especially to Mrs. Grant receiving S5, 000 a year, which 
is true, but she gets Shot pension an.the widow of.an ex-President of 
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the United States. The same amount is given to every other widow 

of an ex-President of the United States. He referred to Mrs. 

. pension as $5,000, when as a matter of fact it is but $2,000. 
. LAYTON. I stated that I was not certain. 

Mr. HULL. That, however, is the fact. 

Mr. STEELE. The widow of General Sheridan gets the same. 

Mr. HULL. The widow of General Sheridan is also receiving 
a pension of $2,000 ayear. He was General of the Army. How- 
ever, that has but little to do with this. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe there is a distinc- 
tion in rank. I do not believe that the cOmrades of the Grand 
Army of the Republic say that the officer’s widow shall receive no 
more than the private; but Ido say that every comrade of the 
Grand Army believes this to be true—that the officer's widow, 
under the law getting $30 a month, is not entitled in equity to an 
act of Congress to increase her pension beyond that, because when 
the soldier’s widow comes here she gets but $12 a month, the 
amount allowed by law. Thatisthe point. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] made a splendid speech in favor of a 
large pension to the gentleman whose widow is now before this 
House. If the gentleman himself were here epplyin for an in- 
crease of pension, I think this committee woul doing right to 
prins the request and increase ıt, but gentleman are aware of the 

act that we do not take into consideration and can not consider 
the disabilities of widows in granting a pension. This widow is 
entitled to $30 a month under the law, which is two and a half 
times the amount of pension allowed to the widow of a private 
soldier whose death resulted from his service; it may be that this 
gentleman's death resulted from his service; but it must be con- 
ceded that he lived a long time since the war, as he died in 1895. 
Mr. LAYTON. But he drew no pension. 
Mr. HULL. That makes no difference. 
Mr. LAYTON. But it can be taken into consideration. 

Mr. HULL. If he was entitled to receive a pension, all he would 
have had to do would have been to put in an application and re- 
ceive it. And I am willing to accept the gentleman’s statement 
that he was entitled to a pension; but the House has no business 
with that question now. But under the law—— 

Mr, SORG. Should not the House take that into consideration? 

Mr. HULL. Well, we will take it into consideration, and the 
widow of this officer is entitled to $30 a month. 

Mr. SPALDING. Admitting that he died as a result of the 
service. 

Mr. HULL. Admitting thatthe cause of death was the result of 
his service, and then there is no man in the United States who 
| served in the Army who would raise his voice against giving this 
| widow a pension of 830 a month. If she can not get it at the office, 
she can get it at the hands of the United States Congress; and 
nobody criticises the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not 
| criticise it. God knows they have a hard enough task in dealing 

with members who desire to have special bills reported. Thereis 
[no doubt about that. But Ihave noticed where a widow was com- 
pelled to come to Congress and applied for $20 or $25 a month, in 
almost every case the committee reported an amendment striking 
| out the $20 or $25 and insertin 3 the pension that she 
: would be entitled to under the law if she could prove that the 
husband’s death was the result of his service. 

Now, here comes a widow who can get $30 a month if she can 
prove that her husband's death resulted from his service, and no 
man in Congress would object to giving her $30 a month. But I 
want to object now, as I did once before this session, to taking up 
these bills for officers’ widows and granting them large pensions 
| while thousands and thousands of widows of the boys who car- 
| ried the musket are fighting in vain for $8 and $12a month. [Ap- 
Danel My good friend from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] drew a 
splen icture of a battle where this brave general commanded 

brigade, but in his very statement he admitted that the pri- 
vatesoldiers, with their muskets in their hands and their 40 rounds 
| belted around them, crawled upon their hands and knees ahead of 
the general, and if one of their widows were knocking at your doors 
to-night for relief, saying that her husband had sacrificed his life 
in defense of his country, and if she was unable to prove that his 
death was the result of his service, you would grant that poor old 
widow of a private soldier but $12 a month. 

Mr. HE WAY. But we would do it in about two minutes 
instead of taking two hours. > 

Mr. HULL. ell, you would do it. Now, Mr. Chairman, we 
are unfortunate in another thing in this Con , and we of the 
majority must be held responsible for it. It is true that our 
friends in the minority, who have objected so strenuously to small 
pensions for the widows of private soldiers, have kept their mouths 
sealed when it was a question of granting a large pension to the 
widow of an officer, until at last our friend from South Carolina 
[Mr. TALBERT] has thrown himself into the breach. 

Those gentlemen who have fought us so hard on the small - 
sions have had no objection to our raising the pension of a widow 
of an officer to $75 a month or higher; but we are responsible all 


the same for the action of this House, and the word has gone out 
over the United States that the Republican House of resenta- 
tives can take night after night to consider bills granting from 
$50 to $100 a month to the widows of officers, and yet can find but 
scant time to provide pensions for the old soldiers and their wid- 
ows. Isaid to this committee when we started out in this session 
that I should oppose these large increases of pensions to the wid- 
ows of officers above the amounts allowed by law. I have been 
awfully lonesone from thattime untilnow. Butlast Friday night, 
when we were considering certain bills giving large pensions to 
the widows of officers, a few other gentlemen were found join- 
ing in my protest, and I am glad now to welcome the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] as a campon of the private 
soldiers of this country, by whose devotion and heroism the flag of 
our country has been maintained unsullied and the Union of the 
States has been cemented so that even the hand of treason can 
never again be raised against it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa a question. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly; two of them, if you wish. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman said, with much 
vehemence of manner, that the time of this House has been taken 
up and that it has gone out all over the country that the time of 
this Republican House has been taken up with the consideration 
of bills s granting pensions to generals and their widows. 

Mr. LL. I did not say to generals. 

ee e of Wisconsin. Well, pensions to the widows of 

nerals. 

SME HULL. Yes; I said that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And thatit had gone ont that this 
House could find but scant time to consider bills for pensions for 
the widows of the boys who carried the musket. Now, has there 
been = Baasa claim of a widow of a private soldier skipped? 

Mr. L. No; but how much did they get? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There has, then, been no claim of 
a private soldier, or of the widow of a private soldier, skipped or 
neglected. That being true, and the cases being taken upin their 
9 on the Calendar, what justitication is there for this tirade 
about this Republican House having scant time to take Bp and 
consider bills for pensioning private soldiers and their widows, 
when, in fact, we have taken them up in their order and have 
Soe ag none. [Applause on the Republican side. 

r. HULL. I will answer that question. At last Friday 
night's session the time was taken up almost entirely in the con- 
sideration of bills granting high pensions, and if the gentleman 
has read the dispatches in the leadin, 4 F en papers of the 
great Northwest he knows that what I said is true, and that the 

rs have been discussing the matter as I have stated to-night. 
0 o not say that we have not considered every claim on the Cal- 
endar in the order that it has been presented to us. I do say that 
many of these claims for small pensions to the widows of privates 
have been fought, not on this side of the House, but on the other; 
but that does not absolve us from our responsibility in connection 
with the fact that in the aggregate of pensions passed by this 
House the number of officers’ widows is out of all proportion to 
what it should be. There is one brigadier-general to a brigade; 
there is one officer’s widow to thousands of the widows of pri- 
vates. Yet on last Friday night how many bills did we consider 
tor 8 widows cf privates and how many for the widows of 
officers 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to 
occupy a moment of the time of this committee; but I feel that I 
am justified in referring to two or three matters sekoa by this 
discussion. I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY] and other gentlemen here that if they desire to 
know the reason why the claims of these generala widows are 
presented here by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, they can 
ascertain the 5 applying to the members who introduce 
and press these bills. e Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
divided into subcommittees, each man having a certain territory, 
embracing sometimes more than two States; and each subcom- 
mitteeman 5 the gentleman whose bills come to him to 
select the bill that shall be presented by the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is it. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. That is the reason these bills are here. 
It is not the fault of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It is 
because of the fact that the men who introduce these bills are 
hounding the committee to bring them in and are standing around 
and insisting upon having them pressed, to the exclusion of the 
bills for the privates and their widows. That is the fact of the 
case, if you want to know it. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is it. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Let me go further and say that if the 
men who stand in their places on Friday nights and condemn the 
committee would go to work and ascertain what evidence should 
be presented in connection with their cases, would get it in proper 
shape and present it to their subcommitteeman, their bills would 
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not lie covered with dust in the committee room. Sometimes a 
member of Congress brings in twenty-five or thirty or forty or 
fifty bills, and half the time he does not get the number of the 
regiment correctly; then the bills are turned over to the subcom- 
mittee without any of the necessary evidence, without a single 
fact to support them; and the Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
expected to root around and find the testimony, put it in shape, 
and report the bills tothe House. Iam getting a little tired of 
that sort of thing. e 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is it not true that you are over worked; 
that you have more cases before you, with the evidence all pre- 
— than you possibly can get through this session? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. That is possibly true. These matters 
must be divided among subcommittees, as I have stated. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no desire to criticise the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions; I know that they are overworked. But, by 
the statement which the gentleman has just made in response to 
my question, it is demonstrated that he has now before him, with 
the evidence made out, more cases than he can possibly report and 
get back before the House this session. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I might say that the statement is cor- 
rect. Ihave, I believe, 260 or 270 bills referred tome. Some are 
accompanied with affidavits; in other cases there is nothing but 
the naked bill. I ri te that in many of these cases proof could 
be obtained at the Pension Office. But very few bills are pre- 
sented with the evidence all in shape, so that a man can take them 
up and consider them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman remember that at any of 
our meetings, three times a week, from 10 till 12 o’clock, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has ever ap ed before our committee to 
ask for a Boe for 8 e 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
KIRKPATRICK] allow me to answer that? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Have I not asked the gentleman repeatedly 
to report on one of my cases? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I suppose you have. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from 
South Dakota—I do not know how his time is en up; but for 
myself, being a member of the Appropriations Committee of this 
House, and with 6,000 soldiers writing me from time to time— 
I think I might almost make affidavit that I receive 75 letters a 
day—and with constant attendance at the Pension Office morn- 
ing after morning, I have had no time to go down to the commit- 
tee room and ask the gentleman to report any bills for me. I 
know that the gentleman from South ota [Mr. PICKLER] is 
not the proper person for me to speak with; the gentleman from 
Kansas . KIRKPATRICK] is the man to answer my inquiries; 
and he says that I have repeatedly asked him to 8 my cases. 
No doubt the gentleman is doing the best he can; he is working, 
I am sure, as d as any member of the committee. I have no 
reason to believe that if I were to ask the gentleman from South 
Dakota I would get a respectful answer, because, according to the 
indications, he always goes off and gets mad. I do not want to 
insult the gentleman. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. His whole demeanor here 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Indiana is out of order. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. s i „I desire to occupy the 


floor gi while. 

Mr. AY. I recognize that the Chair desires to pro- 
tect the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. KPATRICK. I wish to finish my remarks, and then 
the gentleman may occupy the floor as long as he chooses. 

ith reference to all of these bills reported by me, Mr. Chair- 
man, I want to state that with but one single exception the bills 
reported have been for the benefit of private soldiers, and ata 
higher rate of pension as a rule, where the requisite disabili 
was shown, than those Sacre to officers’ widows. [Applause. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to say that I believe the gentle- 
man from Kansas is a member of the committee. 

Mr. KIRK PATRICK. I have reported bills for three soldiers 
at $72 a month 
1 PICKLER. And private soldiers, too; let that be remem- 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK Continuing). And I have made it a 
point to give special consideration to such bills and present them 
to the House and the committee for its action in preference to less 


deserving measures. 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. I Want to say, as a member from Indiana, 
that we are well satisfied with the way you represent the inter- 
ests of the pensioners from that State. 

Mr. STEELE. Of course you speak for yourself, not for me. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Only for myself. Joey ged 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have addressed 


this committee on one occasion for a few moments only, and yet 


I have been here at every Friday night during this session of Con- 
gress. I addressed the committee then omy im order that I might 


explain to this committee the facts upon which I wanted them to 
nta ion in the case of a soldier named in a bill which I 
the honor to introduce. 

I do not think it is wise for us to stand here to criticise the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, for I may state that the trouble com- 
e of does not lie in the committee at all. I am proud of the 

act that I am a representative of the private soldier, for I was 
one myself, and I assume the right to speak for them and to 
champion the cause of the boys who marched in the ranks as 
fully as any man on the floor of this House. 

But the trouble does not lie in the committee. It lies in the 
fact that many of the men here—and, I regret to say, on this side 
of the House, too—have got the mouth disease, and they have got 
to make it manifest on this floor every Friday night. [Prolonged 


applause. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the Chair state the question? 8 

The CHAIRMAN, There is an amendment offered by the com- 
mittee, and an amendment to the amendment, to strike out the 
sum proposed and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. TALBERT. I offered the amendment, Mr. Chairman, to 
insert thirty“ instead of ‘‘ seventy-five,” but the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] proposed to make it “ fifty” instead of 
thirty,“ and I accepted that amendment. 

Mr. MILNES. I offer as a substitute for the whole proposition 
that the rate of pension be fixed at $30. 

The CHAIR The question, then, will first be taken upon 
the substitute to strike out ‘‘seventy-five,” as reported by the 
committee, and insert thirty.“ 

Mr. . That is just what she would be entitled to if 
the soldier had been killed in battle. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken very much of 
the time of the committee and shall not occupy its attention now 
more than two or three minutes. But there are some points to 
which I wish to ask your attention before the vote is taken on 
the pending question. 

Something has been said about the work before the Pension 
Committee, and I desire to sayin this connection that its work is 
chiefly done in the committee room, and is confined to the com- 
mittee room and not to the floor of the House. Few members of 
the committee have done their work upon this floor, with the ex- 
ception of our honored chairman and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who have perhaps had a little more than their share 
here. It is quite rare that any other member of the Pension Com- 
mittee has obtained recognition on Friday night or at any other 
time for discussion of pension bills. 

But I wish to say a word or two in regard to the pending 
amendment. I speak for myself and not on behalf of the com- 
mittee. This case of General Van Derveer is perhaps as good as 
any upon which to say what I wish. He was a t soldier, 
and the report shows that he won his stars at the battle of Chick- 
amauga. But, Mr. Chairman, he won his stars at that battle for 
the very reason that he commanded a gallant body of men, and 
his stars came because of the firmness and navy of the private 
soldiers in the brigade which he commanded. they had left 
the field as some others did, not only in this but in other battles, 
he would not have become a brigadier-general. 

Now, a single word with reference to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. He gave a beautiful and a very graphic 
pee of the battle of AERA Ridge. But, if I remember 

tory snighi, it was the private soldiers who stormed that ridge 
and carried our flag to the summit without orders of brigadier 
or major eaa A despite the orders of the silent commander 
of that army. Iask, Mr. Chairman, if to-day the widows of the 
brave private soldiers who fell in Van Derveer’s brigade at Chick- 
amauga were here, asking for $50 or $30 or $25 a month, whether 
we should favorably consider their cases? If they got $12, it 
would, I fear, be about the best that we would do. 

I am aware that there was a distinction in rank. The law rec- 
ognized that fact. It also recognized that there was a distinction 
in pay. The pavate soldier got a great deal less pay. The bri 
dier-general did not trudge along in the dust of summer or the 
mud and snow of winter. He was provided with horses and for- 
age and rations, and a servant to take care of them. Whenit 
came to the matter of pension, he was provided with a pension 
about four times the amount of the pension of a private soldier 
at that time. The distinction was made in the rank they bore 
eng, Po service, and also in the ir that they received; and 
now, Mr. Chairman, there is no se policy in regard to such 
cases as this. If there was, what should we give? 
should be fixed? Should it be $30, $50, $75, or $100? 

There is said to be a precedent for each, but I have yet to learn 
that a private enactment is ever a precedent for anything except 
itself, or that it settles any policy at all so far as legislation is 


t amount 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 17, 


ibang Be isa preceden 8 a. wa tne agp i 55 1 
agree wi gentleman from Iowa . HULL] who spoken 
ap this matter. When it comes to seeking the bounty of the 

vernment—and that is all that these cases are—we should first 
have meritorious service, and then we should have the need of the 
applicant. I am aware that both these things concur in this 
case, but I do believe when it comes to this matter of bounty 
that the private soldier should come somewhere near the officer 
who was made an officer on account of the valor and heroism of 
the privates. You may say that we could not have gotten alon 
with an army of private soldiers alone. We could not very w 
have gotten along with yp ey ore brigadier-generals alone. We 
should have done a great deal better with the privates alone than 
with the officers alone. 

Little Round Top was not lost when Zook and Weed and Vin- 
cent fell. The battlefield of Chickamauga was not abandoned 
when the commander and two of the corps commanders were 
swept from the field; but private soldiers turned their faces to the 
foe and their backs to that rocky spur of Chickamauga and 
fought out that long and weary day, and the next morning the 
Army of the Cumberland was found across that Lafayette and 
Chattanooga road, as it was at the beginning of the battle. Dis- 
aster did not come when the line of brigadiers or major-generals 
was broken; but when the line of blue that carried the musket 
and manned the cannon was broken and disappeared, then the 
day was lost. But in this matter, which is purely one of charity, 
I believe that the policy ought not to be to grant so 1 pensions 
to the widows of officers. erte of “ Vote!” “ Vote!” 

The CHAIR . The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out ‘‘$75” and insert $50.” 

The ee being taken, the amendment to the amendment 


Was agreed to. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitute, to 
strike out 850“ and insert $30.” 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MILNES) there were—ayes 19, noes 82. 

Accordingly the substitute was rejected. 

The . The question now is upon the original 
amendment as amended, namely, to strike out 575“ and insert 
s: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ANNIE THOMPSON. 


` The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4298) ting an increase of pension to Annie Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
sitet tn eed ane oP hase alee coat haa Wie 
consin Cavalry, and pay a pension of $30 a month. 

The 98 oa e item . an . 
ee dees coe e word“ thirty,” in line 7, and inserting 
lieu thereof the word“ twenty.” 7 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 
By pe tg agen E 

„„ 5 j 


for pension November 15, 1885, 8 
disease contracted in the service. He died of 


His 4 named in this bill, filed a a ee 
4, 1888, and on July 15, 1889, the same was allowed at June 2, 1890, she 
applied for that the disease from which the soldier died was 
contracted while he was ca; The soldier himself, in his own declaration, 
alleges that it was con after he became captain, and 
never raised until after her application for reissue was filed. 


Brigadier nt at that time, says: 

“I never noticed anythin with his health until after he became 
captain. * * He wasa „ efficient, and competentofficer. * + + 
He was not only a model soldier, but a parait Fera — and conscientious 
man. 


While the soldier was a small man physically, his soundness at enlistment 
trend of all the testimony is to 


has never been oned, and the general 
VVV 
Probably the true inwardness of the situation is best manifested by a glance 
at the reports of the examiners. On Febrnary 8, 1893, after giving 
. rit in opini: 8 to settie the point in 
one of me m er 
issue, would A — as follows: * * * ti- 


first 
months, when depanent first ung trouble. 
Tho question at issue in this case seems to be a very difficult one to settle by 
the of and comrades.” 

of Dr. 
mentioned, opens by saying that “be enjoys a quod repute: 


Reynolds, above 


in furnishing affidavits." And, ha’ thi y pre- 
pared the mind of 5 his evidence $ 

There is no doubt in my mind that affiant was prompted by claimant, 
who, by the way, is described as a business woman. 

The claim for reissue was rejected June 11, 1895. 

A liberal view of the evidence would have resulted in the allowance of this 


claim by the Bureau of Pensions, and, if there is any doubt at all in the mat- 


ter, your committee believe it should be resolved in favor of the claimant. 

our committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended b os 
out the word “thirty,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof tie W. 
“twenty,” and that as amended the same do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to strike 
out dae and insert “twenty.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman in charge of this measure inform the House whether this 
was the case of a war widow, and whether she is a dependent 
woman or not. It is a proposition to exercise the charity of the 
House instead of the justice, and therefore those would probably 
be two relevant questions. 

Now, this man, on Jan 4, 1886, in an unsworn statement, 
says that he contracted a cold on his lungs in the spring of 1862, 
at Benton Barracks, Mo., and was a t at the time. 

Two days later, on January 6, 1886, the soldier bethinks him- 
self, and he swears that he contracted cold during the summer and 
fall of 1863, at Fort Scott, Kans. Then he was a captain. Now. 
the question as to when he contracted this cold is a viy material 
question. Philip in one condition says he contracted it at Ben- 
ton Barracks, and Philip in another condition says he contracted 
it later at Fort Scott. 

Now, then, this pension examiner, who is accused of being a 
gentleman ‘‘ who would insidiously make a against the in- 
terest of a soldier,” says that he took the testimony of three com- 
rades of the soldier, one of whom states that the soldier was deli- 
cate and drank, and had consumption before he went into the 
Army, did not take care of himself in the service, and was up and 
down with illness the most of the time. The soldier, he thinks 
was sick at Benton Barracks, He does not recall the nature of 
the sickness. The other comrade states that he was with the 
soldier from start to finish of service, and that the soldier had cold 
and cough at Benton Barracks, and was dangerously ill. He was 
again taken sick at Benton Barracks, when he thought his lungs 
were affected and he had consumption. This continued to the end 
of hisarmy service. Thethird comrade states that the soldier was 
delicate before the war, had lung trouble, was sick at Benton Bar- 
racks with lung disease durin, service. He never knew the 
soldier todrink at all. The soldier had pneumonia after the war, 
in 1886. The widow is now receiving a pension of $12 per month, 
what she would get if her husband contracted this disease as a 


Sow. bos posing as the soldier's friend, is known to be rather en not 
us 5 
on: n 


But I su , following the lead of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WatsH], who says that he has voted for every on 
bill, we will have to pass this bill, regardless of what the evidence 
shows. I congratulate the gentleman from New York upon hav- 
ing voted for the Molly Crandall bill, for having voted for the 
photo spa bill, and for the teamster's bill, and for a whole 
raft of bills of that character. I think he ought to take that rec- 
ord home and paste it up for his constituents to study, and then 
see what they think of it. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. They will indorse it, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; some of them will. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. New York soldiers indorse it all. 

Mr, ERDMAN. Oh, New York soldiers were a brave set of 
men. They want what is right. They want the bum“ rele- 
gated to the rear as he relegated himself to the rear when the fight 
was on, and it will not be a subject of pride when the gentleman 
from New York with his constituents and tells them that he 
voted for everything. [Cries of Vote!” “ Vote! An 

The CHAIRMAN A e question is on the amendment proposed 
by the committee, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CASSIE A. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow of James P. 
Davis, and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid daughter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit ae etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Cassie A. 
Dayis, widow of James R. Davis, late Company E, Th ment of Vermont 
Volunteers, at the rate of $30 month, in addition to the which she is 
now receiving as a widow; said $30 per month to be in lieu of A — month 
now paid on account of soldier's helpless daughter, Lens! T. Da and to be 
preg Aee tegen Mary T. Davis remains helpless is cared for by said 
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1896. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Let us have the read. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLoway) was as follows: 


5814 increase of pension to Cassie A. Davis on account of 
T. Davis, dependent 5 ot James F. Davis, have carefully 
8: 


er from cn — in the service, and the widow is pen- 
— a at under the general law, ae $ additional on account of the 


du T. Davis. 
Nr The evidence sh . oan keliamas inin on much 


The ranting an increase of pension to Casele A, Davis on account of Mary 


more troublesome. She can not can not feed or can not 

masticate her food, and can not make known her wants to but her 

Nectar amet EO so is unable 
an ‘or 

It is absolutely necessary the pension be sufficient to e for the 

needs of brated Bie er A sar O EEA A bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
8 CYNTHIA A. LAPHAM. 

77 bo Contin A TAA, welow af WAL 
8001) A pte a pension to il- 
liam B. Lapham. 

Ep bill was read, as follows: 

and 
a Sied sean n r eee, 1 8 


ly first 
lieutenant vance Acro 


Heu — Fy . ocr eee 

United States Volunteers, at tho rato of $17 per mon a 

date of the soldier's death, and to continue 8 mencing a the 

payments which may have been made rg tinge Had al hem 

» The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

Ba rr!!! .. ASe 
granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, having carefully considered 

the ay va pace ee follows: 

William B. who was the husband of the bene: of this bill, 
Served as first of the Seventh Maine ber 
1868, to May 2.1 and as captain and assistant quartermaster May 19, 
ue iin the th Maine he fever and 
chronic diarrhea, for which he was to the date of his death, his 
rate from November 10, per which was of rank as 
first lieutenant. He died at the Home at T. Me., February 21, 
1804, and the certificate of the surgeon of the Home he was ad. 
mitted to the hospital on date of tothe H on account of diabetes 


stating that w 8 


. 
— 


chroni 
tor’s urine for sugar and found u a trace, but he did not require or receive 
treatment for diabetes. He did, however, suffer from dyspnea and 
Acne of the 1 ien extremities. 
5 was for Fe ae time a member of the United States board of 
Me. In view of all these facts commit- 
Dee s death was due to causes arising in the ser vice. 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the word month.“ in line 10. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE T. STEVENS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5610) for the relief of T. Stevens, assistant surgeon, Sey- 
enty-seventh New York Volunteers, 

e bill was N * follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., Tanny author - 
ized and directed eee, E kadira ee e Ge 
T. Stevens, assistant surgeon Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers. 

Mr. LACEY.. Has this committee jurisdiction? 

Mr. CURTIS of NewYork. Mr. Chairman, this is a long report, 
and I think the gentleman who made it might be allowed to state 
its substance, as he is familiar with all the facts; if not, I know 
all the details. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, the beneficiary of this bill, 
Dr. Stevens, was given leave of absence from his command and 
went home on sick leave. While there he applied for renewal of 


his leave of absence, and su he tem lost his 
mind. During that time the application for a renewal of the leave 
of absence was denied, and when he returned to his command he 


found that he had been recorded as absent without leave and as a 
deserter, and, under a general order issued about that time, he 
was dismissed from the Army. The officers of his 

that an injustice had been 
the colonel for promotion, and he was su 
surgeon of . 
very gallant record 


This bill simply seeks to correct his military record by removing 


JJV 
t ĩt is not for P a pension, as Dr. ens 
ä FFC 

Boob, ger The me arse er e make his record in 


perfect, as it is in all other respects. 
ehe bill was" laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


PETER FLEMING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1609) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 


of Peter Fleming. 
T» bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion now standing on beg tose 
of ihe Adjutant-General's Office, in the War — ut, against Peter 
Battery E, Third United St ates Artillery, be, and the same is here- 
v. removi 


Mr. TALDERI Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be passed 


Over Tor to mEnE 
MAN. Does the gentleman make a point of order 


against the bill? 
Mr. TALBERT. Tes, sir; Ido not think this bill properly comes 
8 


Special 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion. 

This man, after having performed three years’ service, was re- 


Mr. TALBERT. I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
Ff i nD gn BOE EA RN ET 
bill at this Friday evening session, and the Chair has sustained it. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the Chair will hear me on the point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STEELE. This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion, 
but the committee have recommended a substitute simply provid- 
ing that the man may be admitted to a Soldiers’ Home. He has 
lost both feet and is taty helpless, and they believe that it is 
not improper under the circ ces, in view. of his service and 
his present condition, that he should be admitted to a Home and 


Mr. TALBERT. If K ca be the case I withdraw the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman, although I do not believe that this bill in its 
present form comes properly before the committee at this Friday 
evening session. 

The 
the question ison the amen 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clauso and insert = following: 

“That Peter late a private in errs „Third United 
services asasoldier ‘or a period of near! 


of faithful 
gears and is present mutilat ted and disabled condition, be, and he 
entitled Home for Disabled 


declared to 
Volunteer Soldiers and to ereof, n thstanding charge 
F r — on tie receen = 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


RUFUS BETZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz. 


Loo oie int of order £ order DAVVE been withdrawn, 
recommended by the committee. 


three 
—.— 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enaeted. against nam 
Weer teas oon irate ot Company A, Nineteen Regiment of Ol 
Infantry Volunteers, granted an honorable discharge, 
to date August 9. 


The committee recommended an amendment adding after the 
words F 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed so as to allow the said 

eae e pay, bounty, or other allowances to which he would not have been 
enti nt for the passage of this act. 
The amendment was to. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear some ex- 

planation of this bill, and of how this man came to be charged 


Chairman, I know that I can satisfy the 
gentleman from South Carolina, as well as all the other members 
of the committee, as to the ee OE This is simply 


a case where, on account of th the lack of „ 
aay y officers iment to whi onged, a 
ailure occurred to ha F The fact is that im- 
after the battle of Stone River this man, after a 1 
march, was sent to the hospital with frozen feet, and then was 
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to the hospital at Cincinnati, and furloughed. When he reached 
home his condition was pitiable. His feet and body were greatly 


swollen. He was unable to take care of himself, and, to a certain 
extent, he has continued in that condition ever since. He un- 
doubtedly had a furlough, because he did receive an extension of 
furlough later on. He was unable to return to the Army, but he 
enlisted in the Forty-fifth Ohio Home Guards and was honorably 
discharged from that organization about a year afterwards, his 
disc being on account of his inability to perform the duties 
required of him. The officers refused to permit him to remain on 
account of his physical disability. 

Mr. TALB Then the object of this bill is simply to cor- 
rect his military record? 

Mr. TAYLER. Simply to correct his military record; thatis all. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA M’NEIL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of McNeil, widow of 
John McNeil, late brigadier-general and brevet major-general United States 
Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $100 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


was 
bands and encouraging the loyal efforts suc- 
ed in preserving tho State of to the Union. His on, 
which was tendered April 8, 1865, was accepted to date April 12, 1865. In it he 


id: 

“x to state that my reason for resigning is that, having been for near]: 

3 in coustaut Bervice, I have suffered to such an extent in my pè 
affairs that my longer continuance in the service threatens me with 

financial ruin and my family with beggary.” 

He Be a 8 gunshot wound of right hip until his death, which 
occu’ on June 8, i 

The widow, who was married to the soldier on September 28, 1834, is now 
79 years of age, is disabled on account of ape ene its attendant infirmities, 
and, as is shown by the evidence before committee, an income of 
hich in her aged and disabled condition is totally 


only $284.70 per annum. w. 
inadequate her n 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Appended is a memorial of the commandery of the Loyal on for the 
State of Missouri, which fittingly describes the valuable services to his coun- 


try of the gallant officer, Gen. John McNeil. 


[Circular No. 16, series of 1891, whole No., 79.] 


f MILITARY ORDER LOYAL LEGION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
A HEADQUARTERS COMMANDERY STATE OF MISSOURI, 
St. Louis, November 7, 1891. 

At a stated meeting of the commandery, held at the Laclede Hotel, St. 

Louis, on the above date, the following memorial was unanimously adopted: 
IN MEMORIAM—GENERAL JOHN M NEIL. 

On the Sth day of June, 1891, John McNeil, brevet or-general United 
States Volunteers and com on of the Military Order of the Loyal Legio 
entered into rest. After a long and patriotic career he in the fullness of 

respected and lamen' 


noncom: defender of her integrity, linked to- 
gether care his pron and his appreciation of duty, that between them 
ith: ency ever found a midd] 


ears later he was president of the Mechanics’ Apprentice Library Associa- 
tion. 1832 he removed to New York and ente 


upon 

hat ess. he was a member of the Misso 

from 1855 to 1881 was president of the Pacific ce Company. 

time of his settlement in St. Louis to the breaking out of the war he contin- 

ued, however, to prosecute the business of a wholesale hat merchant. 

On the 18th Ea 5 1861, he abandoned his business and entered the mili- 
0 


tary service of nited States as colonel of the Third United States Re- 
serve Co’ Missouri Volunteers. During April and May he was engaged 
in the regiment at Turner Hail, and on the Toth of the r 
mon ipated in the capture of Camp Jackson. On July 16 and 17 he 
Was © in the capture of Fulto Mo.,and in the defeat of General Har- 
Tis. 80 as post commander and provost-marshal of St. 
until A 1861, he on the 10th of that month, mustered out of service. 
On the 7th of the follo: December he reen the ce as colonel of 
the Second Missouri (ca State tia. Hee in actions of Walk- 
erville, Mo., April . ed to the comman: 
of the ict of no ri, with headquarters yra. He was 
paeen inte 8 pH A A ay 
e cam: orter’s gue n e 
@ them at eys Mills August l, and in the battle of Kirksville 
V st 6 Bragg e Farm Se tember f and 
was ag p T 
Shel September 15. On the sd prerie AA howe ed to com- 
mand of the of Missouri, and ope: in 


‘and Scherl 
Lewis, Clark, Schuyler counties, 


On the 29th of November, 1862, he was commissioned a brigadier-general 
“for gallant services north of the Missouri River.“ From December, 1862, 
to May, 1883, he operated against guerrillas in southeastern Missouri. bein 
in action at Bloomfield March 1; in the expedition from wss place March 5 


Missouri, with headquarters at Springfleld. He was in the 2 against 
Shelby from September 22 to October 26, in action at Humansville 
ber 16, an ‘alo Mountain October 


frontier, Department of the Missouri. From March to August, 1864, he com- 
i Lafourche, Department of the Gulf, and subsequently 
(until September) the district of Rolla, Department of the Missouri. 
On the 6th of October he was assigned to the command of the second bri- 
e of the forces at Jefferson City, Mo., and operated against Price in his 
vasion of the State from September 21 to October 26, participatin, 
ropal of Price's attack on Jefferson, October 6 and 7; in actions at 
ville. October 9 and 11; Little Blue, October 21; Independence, October 22; 
Big Blue, October 23; Coldwater Grove, October 21; Marais des Cygnes, and 
the rout of Price's — fs October 25. 

From October, 1864, April, 1865, he commanded the district of central 
Missouri, and on the 12th of the latter month he resigned and was honorably 
mustered out of the service, having been on the same day brevetted a major- 
general of volunteers “for gallant and distinguished services during the war 


of the rebellion.” 
„bitter “heaping honors by those grander and more bril- 


rowns- 


Thus for four lo 
t campai which were heaping honors upon other men, did this brave 
Foldier stand at his post of duty, and thus in the arena of a fierce and merci- 
less border warfare did he battle the forces which vainly struggled 
to wrest the great State of Missouri from her alle ce. 

The importance of this work and the value of these services can only be 
estimated in the light of the disastrous results which must have followed i the 
successful occupation of this great strategic section of the country by the 
powers of the rebellion. No more end monument can be builded to 
the honor of our deceased companion than the page of history which will 
record that he was one of the leaders whose untiring energy saved this im» 
perial State from the calamity and the crime of secession. 

At the conclusion of the war General McNeil settled in St. Louis, and was 


soon appointed clerk of the criminal court. In 1866 he was elected sheriff of 
St. Louis County (then 5 the city of SESA which office he hel 


until 1871. He was a Centennial oner from 


States Indian til 1882. Duri d ait Soo 1888 pai 
n r un . and un une. © was 
chief inspector of United States customs- 12 107 t adjutant 


assistan 
es of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, and 
wasa 
2 SEDAN health, he died suddenly while in the discharge of his offic 
uties.’ 
Itis a 
eral MeNeil was modest in eas and always courteous in add 


ress, 
Well-read, 


conver- 
te ing argumentative data. De- 
circumstances of fortune, he was cheerful, haga h pede free 

„and never happier than in the society of his old comrades of 
the war, to whom he was devotedly attached. Beneath a natural est 
of character, and a crisp, stern manner of speech, he had a warm and tender 
heart, which often found expression in illy concealed emotion. 

His consideration of the complex questions which grew out of the war was 
tempered by an earnest desire to eradicate the bitterness which four years 
of strife had . Beene a and to create in the new life of the country a pa- 
triotism which should universally pervade the hearts of the American x 

In grateful appreciation of his services for the preservation of the Dala 
the commandery of the State of Missouri enters memorial upon its rec- 
oa; with instructions to the recorder to transmit a copy tothe family of the 


CHAS. E. PEARCE, Chairman. 
ON COLE 
THOS. WRIGHT, 
Committee. 


JAMES G.BUTLER 
Major, Commander. 


W. R. HODGES, 
Captain, United States Volunteers, Recorder, 


Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend this bill by striking out 
é $100” and inserting oe $50.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILNES. Imove to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘ $50” and inserting ‘ $30.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now in order. The 
amendment tothe amendment has been to. i 

The amendment as amended was adopted; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 


ANN CATHERINE HULL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
directed to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull, widow of Commo- 
oe vipat or R Hull, United States Navy, and that she be paid a pension of 

per mon 


The report (by Mr. ERDMAN) was read, as follows: 


United States Navy November 9, 1813, and 
was in active service continuously until July 16, 1862, when promoted to com- 

. October 29. 1864, he was assigned to 
-yard at Philadelphia, Pa., until 3 


1866, when detached. He ed on the retired except when 


to some special duty, until January 17, 1890, when he died at elphia, Pa. 

ha been in the United States naval service seventy-seven 4 
ence has been presented to this committee which shows that the widow 
has only $240 per annum income, including her pension of $12 per month as a 


1896. 
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widow of a veteran of the war of 1812; that she is 62 years of age, in failing Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman 
health, 8 MWELL 


and that her income is not sufficient for her needs. 
In view of these facts, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
Appended is a statement of the service of Commodore J. B. Hull 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1896. 


w that the following is the record of service of the late 


ppointed a midshipman, November 9, 1813; to the January 12, 
1814; detached and to the Washington January 23, 1816; ordered to report to 
Captain Hull for duty, September 21, 1819; orde: to the Franklin, June 13, 
182; romoted to | 825; granted leave of absence, 


eutenant, Janu 5 
June 6, 1825; to the Constellation, Octeber i 1825; granted leave, November 
e Guerriere, r ; de ed and to the navy-yard, 
Washington, D. G., December 16, 1831; detached and ted leave, October 
saree the Potomac, Au ; detached and granted leave, March 8, 
1837; member of a board, May 5, 1835; to the receivin ye eed Boston, to- 
ber 19, 1837; promoted to commander, tember 8, ; detached and waitin, 


orders, September rag ane to command the Warren. July 6, 1843; detach 
and leave of absence, h 7, 1848; to command the Rendezvous at Philadel- 
pb. November 1, 1849; detached and wait orders, November 1, 1851; one year 


ve abroad, June 4, 1852; moted to captain, tember id, 1855; to com- 
mand the St. Lawrence, e eee 20. ; de ed and ted ve, 
1859; to command the Savannah, May 22, 1861; detached and wait 


duty at 8 


deen Ge tember 18, 1861; to t 
orde: 7 
N Fars 16, 1862; de 


commodore on more d list, Jul: 
-yard, Philadelphia, October 
uary 1, 1805: president aed of e. 


rery respectfully, ` 
ney x F. M. RAMSAY, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. Henry H. BINGHAM, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. TALBERT. I hope we shall haye some explanation of this 


bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mrs. Hull is a constituent of mine. I re- 
cently called to see her with reference to this pension claim. I 
found her to be an old woman in failing health, dependent upon 
her needle for maintenance. Last year she made $96. She has 
been receiving a pension of $12a month. Her husband performed 
active service for this Government -seven years, ring the 
last half dozen years of his life his health rapidly declined, so that 
herequired very Rigg apie care, and large expense was incurred 
in caring for him. He could not get a pension use he did not 
die of disease contracted in the service, but he literally died of 
old ; the machine had worn out. is widow is absolutely 

mniless, dependent solely upon her needle, and is in broken 

ealth. She simply asks that she may have the same rate of pen- 
sion that has been given to the widows of officers occupying the 
same line of command that her husband deservedly occupied in 
the service for fifty-seven years. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JOHN KEHL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1261) for the relief of John Kehl and to restore him to his former 
rating. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior De ana is hereby, au- 
thorized and instructed to restore the rating of John Ki late of Com y 
D, Ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, to the rate of per 
month, as it was previous to July, 1893. 8 

The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid 8 whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1261 9285 9 ee of John 3 g carefully considered the evidence 
on file W. 

Jobn Kehl, private, Com: D, Ninth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, en- 
listed April 2, a disc mt 


nagog January 30, 1 after serving more 
than four years and nine months. June 30, he fied 


Office brief of the case, says: 
“The medical certificates show clearly that hilis is the principal if not 
doubts are amply covered 


letely 


Scere and not to causes arising in the service seems to be com 
i xaminati the 


glands. It is the unanimous opinion of this t t's locomotor 
ataxia is the result of exposure to wet and cold and rheuma not of 
syphilis. Wholly disabled for manual labor: + n and 
constant personal aid and attention of another person.“ 


Your committee are of the opinion that the evidence shows conclusivel 
that claimant's 8 condition is not due to his own vicious habits, but 

ue to the cause which once admitted by the Pension Office, and 
they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
do be reported favorably to the House? 


XXVIII—259 


Mr. BRO . Mr. Chairman, I think I can satisfy the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] as to the merits 
of this case. This is the claim of a private soldier—just the sort 
of claim that this committee has been wanting to get hold of all 
this evening. [Laughter.] I want to say t I have not 
been afflicted, as members of the House are aware, with the 
mouth disease, and therefore [ shall take but one or two minutes 
to explain this case. 

As the report shows, the pension originally allowed to this 
claimant was $3 a month. Upon an application for an increase he 
was reexamined and the pension was increased to $30 per month 
on May 29, 1888, for rheumatism and resulting disease of heart and 
resulting locomotor ataxia, In April, 1892, the pension was re- 
duced to $8 per month—— 

Mr. TALBERT. Is that the amount he is now receiving? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes, sir; it was reduced to this amount on 
the ground that his disability was due to his own vicious habits— 
was the result of hilis. thus ređucing his pension a mis- 
take was made in way: When he was ed whether he had 
ever suffered from syphilis, he misunderstood the question b; 
reason of his deafness; and supposing the examining Surgeon 
asked him whether he had ever had erysipelas, he replied that he 
had. As a matter of fact, he never syphilitic disease. 
1894 a careful reexamination was made by the board of surgeons, 
and it was found there was no evidence that the man had ever 
had syphilis; there was nothing to indicate any of the results of 
that disease; and the board gave it as their unanimous opinion 
that the claimant’s locomotor ataxia is the result of exposure to 
wet and cold and rheumatism—not syphilis. 

This man is wholly incapacitated for the performance of man- 
ual labor. He n ly and constantly the attention of 
another 2 8 I know him, and I know this is a worthy case. 

Mr. TALBERT. I 5 increasing the pension in this 
case. I n of $8 a month is sufficient. 

Mr. BRO LL. Under the general law this man would be 


$30 

Mr. TALBERT. I understand he is now drawing $8 a month. 
It seems to me that the testimony is exceedingly conflicting, and 
there seems to be something irregular about this matter. 

Now, I am not disposed to do any injustice if I know it to any 
applicant here, but it seems to me that after he went before the 
special board of examiners authorized by the Pension Bureau and 
it was found that the statements made were entirely incorrect, 
and then goes outside and employs another board, and comes in 
and makes a contradictory statement in to his condition, 
that we should not allow an increase on such a flimsy pretext. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow me just a single 
word of correction? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I donot think the gentleman understood 
my explanation in regard tothe bill. I find it was not understood 
by gentlemen just behind me. 

. TALBERT. Very well; I would be very glad if the gentle- 
man would repeat the statement in my time, and I will hold the 


floor. 

Mr. BROMWELL. This claimant was asked if he had syphilis, 
and understood the question to be whether he ever had erysipe- 
las. He replied that he had had erysipelas, and did not discover 
his mistake until he found that his pension had been reduced, for 
the board, on the strength of his own statement, reported that 
his disabilities were of syphilitic origin, and then, for the first 
time, he discovered the mistake he had made in answering the 


in 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood that statement very well, but 
that does not explain the matter. I understand that the first 
board of examiners were the regularly authorized board, ap- 


pointed by the Bureau—— 

Mr. BROMWELL. And so was the last one. They had the 
same 3 the first. 

Mr. TALBERT. And they show exactly what the facts were 


in the case. Then he goes fore another board, and a sugges- 
tion had been made to him by somebody, or somebody else, that 
he change the name of some of these things. Just like in the dis- 
cussion the other day, when I wanted to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE], who was ing of the drunkenness of the 
governor of the Leavenworth Home, General Smith—I wanted 
to ask him what constituted, in his opinion, drunkenness. Some 
men have different opinions about that. Some of them will not 
admit that they are drunk as long as they can stand on a 10-acre 
field. Some men call it one thing and some another. Some say 
when they are drunk that it is not drunkenness thatis the trouble, 
but they call it sickness; and I wanted to suggest that possibly 
this distinguished gentleman, when he got out of his buggy, as 
we were informed, and had to hold on by the wheels, that he 
might claim that he was feeling badly, that he was suffering, that 
he was sick, but not drunk. 
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Ma went to say that gy in palliation of the gentleman's condi- 


Se ere himself al up the steps to 
eg fowl Renee poor old fellow might claim that he 
was not either 3 ä 
who has e before a regular e ee eee 
board of eee eee, d to any more than 
s a month; that he has locomotor ataxia, or else, I do 
not know what it is—I do not know what it means an I do not 
care but he knew he could 1 beyond the amount 
that he is now drawing until ut it into his head to say 
eee e e eee to him and gave the dis- 


agp andera Ayr er task ao puck Sutinion <a ee 
to operate ona member of this House or on the Congress of 
United States in grantin 777 
eee — — 
ce mem- 
ber of this body, who sits just in front of me, who has looked over 
the whole matter and to me that 
E 


„„ 
ve or give 
' . Tal EEE. Well, he 1 disease; hereta no doubt 


„Asa 


to do all the time. I say I am not 
to consent to it m e a a a aE 
if I am able to nt it, 


sumed the aha as 
that the Committee 
„Bidera 


i Calendar 
7577 ĩ² £0 the Hosen andy Silla with eardons 
. of 19 o'clock and 90 minutes 
our 0 min p. m. 
arrived, the Speaker declared the House eee 
under rule, eken a3 ordog eee Saturday. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 


from 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1113, — certain amend- 
| mants to the bil R. 7945) to 


‘House on the state of the a Union and 8 
Mr. dee from the Committee te — Foreign 


$75,000 for the construction of a light-house tender 

Pp ry llr ly the same without amend- 
t, ied by a (No. igh esti said bill and 

f were referred to the House on the 


| the same without amendment, ied by a 
Vo. 1388); which said bill and report were 

| mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Fe also, from 


and fog signal at or near Point Arguello, ia, the 
same wi amen i a report (No. 1339); 
eee ae et ae were noterted to —— of the 


That 
to 


LE. 
Eps 


; 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred House bill No. 351, in Hen thereof a 
bill (H. R. 8261) to purchase and inclose the sites, or portions 
thereof, of certain forts, battlefields, and other ground contain- 
ing the | graves of American soldiers, sailors, and marines, in the 
Maumee Valley, accompanied by a report (No. . ene said 
bill and were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House,on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 101) to authorize the Secre- 


tary of the to settle the mutual account between the 

United States and e State of Fi heretofore examined and 

stated by said the authority of the Congress, and 

for other p the same without amendment, accom- 

panied by a rt (No. 1851); which said bill and report were 

e ittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 

Mr. HIL BORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 8 
was referred House hill No. 5108, ee thereof the bill 
(H. R. 8262) authorizing and the Secretary of the Navy 

con ed — to certain Grand Army posts, 


a monument association, and army post, accompanied by a 
(No. gett eee Sencar referred to 3 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the | bill of the Senate (S. 
1958) to revive and reenact the act entitled An act to authorize 
the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark., approved 
— by a report . 
pani a o saii wero 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 

CT 881, reported in lieu thereof 
A „„ 


and paid a price in excess of the by law, accompanied 
by a (No. 1854); which said bi bill and were referred 
to the of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1303) an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Holly. (Report 15 1323. 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
nsions: 
The bill {S. 1523) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Bell 


9 1324.) 
3 E * granting a pension to James Richardson. (Re- 
rt No 
8 y Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The il (H. R. 7490) to pension Mary Ezabeth Hicskell widow 
of the late Pay Directo r H. M. Hieskell, on the pension rolls. 
(Report No. 1326.) 
By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
wee N (Report 


Ar. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
“By il (8 T60) granting a pension tò Ema Brong Gerarå. 


own bill (S. 2514) graning ** 


SO 0 f AN from 

35 
increase on 
(Report No. 1330.) 
Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

een —— paniy P Ele» ä 
insane), ev: ew Yo: 
‘oe Feo) paatin to Emily J. Miller, blind 

= ee a on er, 

and Si) granting pension os te of Company 
W and ninth New York Volunteer Infantry. (Re- 


i ES, Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


Ace ee en pasoa of Wien 
5 


x e ee 


D, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
558 Hill, late 
. Regiment of Illinois Volunteers in the 


[Report No, 1833) s 1335.) 
GRIFFIN, Committee on Military Affairs 
(E. R.4302) for the relief of Edward C. Parsons. a 


TRACEY from the Committee on Military Affairs 
til gi n-ord for the relief of Peter Young. (Repost No. 


ae 


TE 
5 
Ree 


aa 


t 
v 
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_ The bill (H. R. 2463) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Michael F. Newell. (Report No. 1341.) 
oa CEY (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Patrick Clabby. (Report 

0.1 
By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
bill YH. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Wear Crawford. (Report No.1843,) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The resolution ‘(House No.255) to refer the bill (H. R. eet) foe for 
the relief of H. W. Rookwood and all of the accompan yang pepers 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House f House bill 
(Report No. 1346.) 

The resolution (House No. 256) to refer the bill (H. R. 5878) for 
the relief of the heirs of Silas Burke, ioc te of Fairfax 
County, Va., together with all.accom g papers, to the Court 
qi et reported in lieu of House No- 5878. (Report No. 

The resolution (House Res. No. 257) to refer the bill (H. R. 561) 
kor the relief of the estate of Jane Taylor, deceased, late of Fairfax 


County, Va., together with all accompanying , tothe Court 
of Claims, reported in lieu House bill No. 561. port No. 1348.) 
By Mr. L from the Committee on War Claims: res- 


olution 1 Res. No. 258) to refer the bill (H. R. 1900) for the 
relief of Mary E , heir of D. L. Pritchard, deceased, with 
all of the papers, to the Court of Claims, 

in lieu House: mp No.1900. (Report No. 1349.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
; R. 8675) for the relief of representatives of John W. Branham. 

port No. 1350.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
1933) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster at Newport News, 
ve pon No. . ) 

from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
fhe b, bill (8. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins. 


rt No. 1356.) 

ebill (S. 9400 to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now 
e ee Het of e Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, 
in 2905 8 10% his original position on the Navy Register. 
Chapuri o. 1357 

bill (S. 9400 for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger. 
(Report No. 1358.) 


-ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to 
a Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 
y Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
bil vH. R.2728) granting an honorable discharge to James Cough- 
lin, of North Topeka, Kans, * 1345.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ratte following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

o 
By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 8268) to provide 
the Navy 


money for the construction and -building of the N. W. 
submarine torpedo boat and to authorize the Secretary of 

to contract for the building thereof—to the Committee on Naval 
By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 8264) to amend section 3394 

of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 

sage Ways and Means. 


MILNES: A bill (H. R. 8205) donating one cannon and 
eee e No. 2, Quincy, Mich. —to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ee ee WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 8286) donating two 
cannon to Custer Post, No. 38, Army of the 


Republic, of Etna, Pa.; and two condemned cannon to James G. 
Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 8267) d condemned 
mounted cannon to the National Guard o 8 the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 2 
non, carriages, and balls to Kenesaw of the 

Republic, 0 Danville, III., for monumental purposes to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 8272) to create the sixth judi- 
cial district in the Terri of New Mexico, the appointment of 
an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes—to the Committee 


on the J 8 
By Mr. D A bill (H. R. 8269) donating condemned can- 
non to Colonel John M. Patterson Post, No. 131, Grand Army of 
py Mr. PICKLER: ee ee to to 
ons 
the Gomunittes on Invalid Pensions. — 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8289) for the establishment 


of range lights on Coos Bay, in the State of Oregon—to the Com- 


Commerce. 
22 Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8290) to authorize the President 
e United States to ap) t and confgr the rank of lieutenant 
oF the junior class u e instructor of swordsmanship at the 
ba “igen Naval ademy-—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
TURNER of Virginia: Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) 
55 permission to the circuit and county courts in Rocking- 
ham County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrison- 
burg, Va.—to the Cammittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WALKER. of Massachusetts: Memorial of the general 
court of Massachusetts, relative to the extermination of the:gypsy 
moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8248) to 
increase the pension of Mrs. Emily E. Cash, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8273) to amend the mili 
record of Sidney M. Davis, late a private in Troop F, Sixth 
ment of Cavalry, raped of the United States—to the Committee 


on Military 
ron a bill (H. R. 8274) for the relief of Sidney M. Davis, late 
a private in Troop F, Sixth Regiment of Cavalry, Army of the 
United States—to Ane ‘Committes on War Claims. 
By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8275) to remove the charge of 
— —8 standing against hilip the Committee on 


By . COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8276) granting a pension to Garo- 
line to the on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DE. ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 8277) for the 
relict of John D. Hudelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8278) to restore Margaret Barney, 
widow of Herman Fenskey, to the pension roll—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8279 the relief of Eugenia 
3 Committe cn War Gains 


By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8280) — the 3 
y Mr. 8 82810 fr 
1 e on to 
Phoebe A. Leonard—to the Committee on fnvalid Sood eating 
1 Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8282) eee Adelaide 
By 


mittee on Interstate and Forei, 


yot, widow of Alexis Ayot—to the Committee on P ee 
Mr. RAT: A bill (H. R. 8283) for the relief of Wesl 
Over, late 3 on hundred and ninth New Vor E Vol: 
unteers, an and Company gnth Pennsylvania 

on Military Affairs. 


Br, BORG: ‘A bill (H. R. 8284) authorizing the Secretary of 
tho Treasury to pa y the eamat 3 el 8 
— 5 ‘Ohio, on accoun of penalty erroneously imposed 
to the Committee on Claims. nee 

a Se SPARRMAN: A bill (H. R. 8285) for the relief of Fer- 

ars J. Moreno, late marshal for the southern district of Flor- 
ida—to the Committee on Claims. 

R. 82866) for the relief of Peter 


By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill 
‘Mayors. Jacob R. Hiller, and illiam Brandle, bondsmen of the 
Company, and J. M. Key, its successor—to 


Steelville Distillin 
the Committee on 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8287) to remove the charge of 
‘desertion standing against James McGreevey—to the Committee 


E Bu Mr. HENDRIK: A bill (H. R. 
8288) granting a pension to 
By aie Hurley to N. ll GET, an Pensions 
MAN: 8 . - 
8 75 0 Daniel Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. oe 
By Mr. ARNOLD of 5 A bill (H. R. 8292) aa 
iga a pension to Edward Whitling, late a eee of 5 


8 ant ae Volunteers—to the 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions.and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Richard A. Medlean and other 
old soldiers of Uniontown, Pa., who have each lost a limb in the 
war of the rebellion, for the passage of.a bill to readjust the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs in the Union Army—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 321, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of McKees Rocks, Pa., indorsing the Erdman arbitra- 
tion bill and the — nonpartisan 
Committee on Labor 
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By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of Amos Kiser 
Post, No. 475, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
Sylvania, and citizens of Shippenville, Pa., and vicinity, to accom- 

y House bill No. — n P pension to Albert J. Goble, 


te a private of Company ighth Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer SE ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BO RS: Petition of 84 citizens of San Bernardino, 
Cal., for the restoration of forest reservations to the public 
domain—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, petition of 42 citizens of Coalinga, Cal., favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 2626, for the goon of agricultural 
staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 5678, being amendments suggested to said bill by Rey. Fred 
H. Wines and George R. Lockwood, in d to paroling United 
States convicts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Caroline Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of Spooner Post, No. 294, Ar- 

ta, III., for the enactment of a service-pension law—to the 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of H. J. Yapp, president, 
and Sarah L. McMillen, secretary, of Oshkosh, Wis., representing 
the Winnebago Christian Endeavor Union, of Wisconsin, 1,500 
members, favoring Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia 
equal to the most efficient State Sunday law; to raise the age of 
consent to 18 in the District of Columbia and in the Territories, 
and to prevent interstate gambling by 33 and for other 
purposes —to the Committee on the Distri ict of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the Twenty- 
second Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the 

of a bill for the adoption of the metric system—to the 
bo mmittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DOLLI : Petition of citizens of What Cheer, Iowa, 
urging the passage of House bill No. 4709, for revenue, for a more 
pans Sg distribution of wealth by discouraging vast accumula- 
tions in a few hands, and as a recompense for its fostering protec- 
tion, which has made the accumulation of vast private fortunes 
possible—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition and remonstrance of 209 citizens 
of Peekskill, Sing Sing,and vicinity, State of New York, pro- 
testing against the statue of Marquette remaining in Statuary 
Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of professors in 
Smith College, Northampton, Mass., in favor of the adoption of 
the metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
1 Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of 58 citizens of Carbon County, Pa., 
favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEN DERSON: Petition of M. P. Messinger and 61 oth- 
ers; also of L. L. Brooks and 72 other citizens of Blackhawk 
County, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law to prohibit rail- 
roads from using cars without extension or adjustable roof or 
some method to close the space between the roofs of cars to pre- 
vent persons falling between them—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Forei erce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of m, asking for 
the of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricul- 
peed) sta 1 by an export bounty to equalize the benefits and bur- 
12 of the protective system to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, tion of citizens of Oregon, in favor of the speedy con- 
ee the Nicaragua Canal to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. : Protest and resolution of Washington Camp, 
No. 105, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Berwick, Pa., com- 
posed of 870 members, 3 against the statue of Pere Mar- 

nette remaining in the Capitol of the United States to the 
ittee on the Library. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Fort Recovery Monu- 
mental Association, Fort Recovery; I. O. O. F. No. 458; 
Harrod-McDaniel Post, No. 161, Grand Army of the Republic; 
Fort Recovery Lodge, No. 539, F. A. A. M., and 484 citizens of 
western Ohio, ur, Congress to consider and pass at an early 
day House bill No. 1487, providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Fort Recovery, Ohio, in memory of General St. Clair and 
900 American soldiers who lost their lives in battle with the 
Indians, known as St. Clair’s defeat, at Fort Recovery, in 1791—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of San Mateo County, Cal., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of 
8 staples by an export duty to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of M. E. and C. L. Cramer, publishers, protesting 
against the passage of bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 


relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
ofa ico, petition of Ponk Manufacturing Co f Chicago, II 

, petition of Po: anufacturin m of Chicago, III., 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 898.5 3806, and 5560, to 
pora; 1-cent postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal 
aws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the board of supervisors of Santa Clara 
County, Cal., favoring liberal expenditure of money for various 
improvements in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minne- 
apolis (Minn.) Jobbers and Manufacturers’ Association, in favor 
of a national 3 law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the ee (Minn.) Jobbers and Manu- 
facturers’ Association, in favor of sundry bills for the improve- 
ment of the postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Protest of Henry Smith and 19 other citizens 
of Milwaukee, Wis., against the constitutional amendment relat- 
an Sao God in civil government, ete.—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of Shining Light Council, No. 93 
Order United American Mechanics, of Middletown, Ohio; also of 
J. E. Parent, J. W. Poling, and others, of Butler County, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on ry, org and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7468, for 
the relief of Thomas Mathias—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 
To. Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8293) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, an 
with the 55 rt, ordered to be printed and refi 
to the Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe it is usual to reserve points of 
order against this bill, and I desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that at the 
ate practicable moment I shall ask the House to consider the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] reserves all points of order. 


NAVAL TRAINING STATION, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the bill (S. 744) providing for a naval 

ining station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in 
the harbor of San Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is here 
authorized to establish a trainin station for naval apprentices on the Wand 
of Yerba Buena (or Goat island), in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.; and 
said Secre is authorized to designate two officers of the Navy, and the 
eee of War is authorized to designate one officer of the y, said 
three officers to constitute a board, who shall select and assign so much of 
said island as may be necessary for the purpose of establishing said naval 
training station; and the site so selected, when approved by the President, 
shail be, by virtue of this act, transferred to the Navy Department for the 
purposes of said naval training station. 

SEO. 2. That all apprentices of the Navy, whether at a training station or 
on board an apprentice training ship, shall be additional to the number of 
enlisted persons allowed by law for the Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to have some explanation 
of the bill. 

Mr. HILBORN. The rt will give a sufficient explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object, 
or reserve the right to object? f 

Mr. RICHAR N. I simply ask to have some explanation 
of the bill. If the gentleman desires to have the report read, that 
so Shi done, or the gentleman can make an explanation, 

. HILBORN. e report is short. 
The report (by Mr. HORN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7: 

roviding for a naval training station on the island of Yerba Buena (or 
sland), m the harbor of San Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes, ha’ 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to report the same back with a 
recommendation that it do pe 

The committee adopt as its report the Senate Report No. 100, Fifty-fourth 


1896. 
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Congress, first session, made by the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, 


Meg The committee recommend the passage of the bill in its new draft. 
There is ent at the present time of increased efforts to educate the boys of 


the 9 e seamen of the Navy. They can be enlisted between 
the ages of 16 and 18 to serve until they arrive at the of * gee not, 
however, without the consent of their parents or ey can be 
trained rey: on the shore and partly in the Pp ce ships, and the good 
effects of the system have been made 5 y many years of experience. 
Much real benefit is derived from the ve while they are undergoing their 


as most of them do, as seamen, 


can be 
there who desire to enlist, and is 
and u them as it does 


boys will not be carried on too much on land, but may be conducted mainly 
No possible beg Soe can be conceived to the of 
nd to be taken for the buildings for uo 


The bill contains aeg that the boys constituting the naval appren- 
tices shall be an addition owed 


are all the 

ought to be considerably inc t 
with that end in view. To the present bill, therefore, is added a 

provision that all boys who may be enlisted as naval apprentices to serve 


until they are 21 shall be additional to the number of enlis rsons allowed 
by law for the Navy. This provision, unless previously made a law in some 
other bill, ought to remain and be adopted asa t of the e bill. as 

anuary 


clearly appears from the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, 
13, 1808. ecg hereto annexed. 
“Navy DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, January 13, 1896. 
“Srp: I herewith return to you the bill morong for a naval training sta- 
tion on the Island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes, together with my opinion, as re- 


ested. 
as The establishment of a training station for naval apprentices at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., would undoubtedly benefit the naval service and would von 
assist the Department in its efforts to have the enlisted force of the Uni 
States Navy U entirely of American citizens. The proviso in Senate 
bill No. 744, That all 8 of the Navy, while at a training station or 
on board of an apprentice ship, be additional to the number of 

persons allowed by law for the Navy,’ is absolutely necessary for 
the success of the apprentice system. 

“There being now no United States merchant marine, the Navy is 3 
to depend Seo its apprentice system to supply it with seamen and petty 
officers, and it is therefore necessary that there shall be enlisted annually 
the fall number of apprentices permitted by the law. The law nowin force 
2 the enlistment of apprentices authorizes 750 to be e annu- 

Y, provided the total number of enlisted persons, including apprentices, 
does not exceed 10,000. 

“The demand for enlisted men for crews on the new vessels recently com- 
missioned has forced the ment, during the par two Tn D reduce 
the number of enlistments of poate so that during the end- 


ing June 30, 1894, bags het apprentices were enlisted, and during the last fiscal 
ear ending June 30, 1895, only 348 could be enlisted. Since November 16, 
it has been necessary to stop all enlistments for apprentices. 
“Very respectfully, 


„H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 

“Hon. J. DONALD CAMERON, 

“ Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate.” 

Mr. HILBORN. The cals perpen of the bill is to allow some 
of the 750 boys permitted to isted in the Navy to be enlisted 
on the Pacific Coast. They are now all enlisted on the Atlantic 
Coast at one place. It is deemed advisable that some of them 
such number as the Secretary of the Navy may see fit—should be 
enlisted on the Pacific Coast. There is no appropriation in the 


bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understood from the raport, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy recommends and indorses this bill, 
Mr. HILBORN. Yes; he recommends it. 
ou F Is there objection to the present consideration 
e bill. 


There was no objection. : : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HILBORN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regulation of 
medical colleges in the District of Columbia; in Which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

eee kre the 3 ee to 8 — he eeu in com- 
pliance Le a duplicate engrossed copy of the 1 — 
rect the naval L J Oht O: Dull. * 5 J To cor 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing bill; in which theconcurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2289) for the relief of James and Emma S. 
for occupation and damages to property and for fuel taken and 
used by the United States Army during the war. 

The message also announced that the iding Officer appointed 


eron 


Mr. PROCTOR as one of the conferees on the bill (S. 1247) “to 
establish and provide for the maintenance of aefree public li 
and reading room in the District of Columbia,” in place of Mr. 
HANSBROUGH. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.@ 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker's table, and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 682) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1466) for the protection and preservation of the burial 
places of certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and for 
other perpos o the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2289) for the relief of James and Emma S. Cameron 
for occupation and damages to KLOPA and for fuel taken and 
used ee United States Army during the war—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Resolution— 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House, in com- 
pliance with its mest, a 3 engrossed copy of the bill (S. 716) to 
correct the naval of J C. Dull**— 


To the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
S. W. MARSTON. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 69) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to settle the claims of the legal representa- 
tives of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union 
Agency, Ind. T., for services and expenses. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and to cause to be examined and audited the claims of the 
representatives of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at U. 
Agency, Ind. T., for services rendered and oo Sci incurred by him in the 
months of July, Aogas, September, and October, in the year 1878, which 
claims were transmi to the office of Indian Affairs about November in 
said gen and to pay to his legal representatives whatever sum of money 
may be found to be justly due to him for such se: and expenses, not 
exceeding in amount the sum of $448.10; and a sufficient sum of money to pay 
the amount so found to be due is hereby appropriated. 


4 TARDE Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman ought to make 
some explanation. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. 8 er, the report states very 
explicitly the character of this bill, but it is hardly necessary to 
read it, I suppose. This was an Indian agency that had been 
abolished, e Secretary of the Interior ordered the agent to re- 
main there to take care of the Government property until such 
time as they could settle everything. Thisis simply to pay for 
the services which he rendered to the Government after the agenc 
was abolished, until the Government property could be removi 
The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs both approve it, and say it is correct. 

The SPE „is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ELBRIDGE M’FADDEN, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. S r, Lask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the mili- 
record of Elbridge McFadden. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he hereby is, author- 


ized to correct the military record, remove the c of desertion, and t 


honorable discharge El — 
eighth Regiment NFF 

1 ooo Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask the gentleman if this bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; it has not been. It is a bill to correcta 
military record. It comes from the Military Committee, and not 
from the Pensions Committee. There is no objectionable feature 
connected with it at all. ; 

Mr. TALBERT. Itisa bill that should properly come before 
the Friday night sessions. It is a bill to remove the charge of 
desertion, is it not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is to correcta record, and although it stands 
nominally as such, yet as a matter of fact it is not anything of 
that kind. No pension is involved. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it merely to correct a military record, or to 
give him a pension? 


Mr. DINGLEY. It is to correct the record of a man who would 
not be entitled to a pension anyway. I will say, if I may be al- 
lowed a moment, that this is to correct the military record of 
Elbridge McFadden, a soldier of a New York regiment, who en- 
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listed at the age of 19 


served two years in the Peninsular cam- 
„Was in all the battles of the i campaign from 
861 to the autumn of 1863—a soldier. Then he received 
notice that he would be a as a captain in one of the col- 
ored brigades in wlich his brother was an officer, and after delay 
he obtained a furlough for the purpose of going to accept this 
new position, but on account of y the expedition sailed before 
his arrival. He immediately left for his home, thinking he would 
there receive information, but he did not receive it, and while he 
was waiting for this he was taken down ill and was unable to 
return in season. The report says, without reading it in detail: 


TVT 
his command, the ig! New York Volunteers, the ben: was 
not actuated by any or purpose to desert, but became separated there- 

by reason of p: T orders an ity with a furlough for the 


from 
purpose of uniting with Ullman’s brigade. 


It was not desertion, or an intent to desert, and the committee 
therefore thinks the charge ought tobe removed, I maysay that, 
being a strong man, and standing well among his nih „there 
is no ultimate intention of applying for a pension. It is simply to 
give him an honorable discharge. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question ortwo. He was a soldier who was seeking a commission 
as an officer? 

Mr. DINGLEY. He sought none. 

Mr. LOUD. He was supposed to be, no doubt, a man of ordi- 


8 eer 
weir. DIN LEY. He was a boy of 19 years. 
Mr. LOUD. Still he was supposed to be a man of ordinary 
ä — oe . : 
Mr. DINGLEY. I take it for granted that he was. 
Mr. LOUD. And he should have known that all he had to do 


. DINGLEY. All the facts have been before the com- 
mittee,and they seem to justify not only this recommendation. 
but clearly to show that he served for two years and icipated 
in all the es in Virginia for two years; and ha done so, 
that he should receive an honorable . 

Mr. LOUD. Why should we give a di ge to a man who 
was a deserter? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Istate the facts, and will not argue the matter. 

Mr, LOUD. Here was a man competent to be an officer, sup- 
posed to be familiar with all the rules and regulations governing 
war service, and he ought to know that all he would have had to 
do would. be to toa hospital or to his own regiment and 
that he then could have rece an honorable discharge. 

Mr. Brida tee Does the gentleman remember that he was 

Mr. LOUD. Did he remain sick until after May, 1865? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not say how long. 

Mr. LOUD., I think that this is a cold case of desertion, as the 
gentleman find if he makes a close examination of the mat- 
ter. This man did not want to go back as a private. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the circumstances do not warrant any 
such conclusion, nor did the committee reach such a conclusion. 
Certainly I would not ask to have a bill of this character con- 
sidered Ao where justice required that the c be removed. 

Mr. O S. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 

hear the report of the committee. 

I be report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) is as follows: 
The Committee on Milii to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
Elbridge en, having had the 
reon as follows: 
records that E. McFadden N as Elbrid 
Fadden), years, was enrolled and m into service June 
asa private in Company G, C 


‘ob A Septem be: 15510 
y unteers, r 3, 
ber or November, 1862. He a 


record has been found that he returned to his command or to military con- 
le di involving removal x 


Me- 
1861, 
hree 


also 
ge to New York City 
e would be 


ability contracted in thé line of duty, and the case not coming within any 

gi Legenda sma 8 ‘March, 2, 1880. = 
!...... oe S 5 
Orrin McF; now judge bate 2 

in the State of Maine, and who became — i 
Regiment United States Colored 


Dela „ he 
about it and was itormed that it — ear the order would — 
ö tain den that a blunder had been made 

the direct to instead of to 5 


1d. 
straightened and that Elbridge would be 
ordered on board 


‘for N York, bub- was dain ed in Washington from Sat- 
ow y 

y to got four months’ „and did not arrive in New York 
until A ríl 13, 1863; that he Ty called At 200 Broad wa „New York, but 


rom 
found Jace closed that he then went to the hotel where his broth 
Ste¥adden, had boarded and learned that Ullman’ brigad had 
could learn nothing : 


that the letter which his brother 

— — did nok call there fen the tee to learn 
‘or it; 3 
.. keene DA ieee that his brother, a 
the tain, had perhaps sent the needed information but again he 
met th disappointment; that ho . 

from Thirty-eigh ew York, and waited in Dresden, still 
.. ͤ — — — eae 


: 
z 
l 
i 
18 


A 
7 
| 
EE 


waited yt ag Seg the vain hope 


. 
J 
E 
i 


I until the 
The facts in this case clearly justify the concIusion that in separating from 
his command, the T -e AN New York Volunteers, the was 


not actuated by any d or to desert, but became separated 
from Breanna proper orderi and in conformi 8 
0 


ting with Ullman's brigade; and it is equally clear that his 
gre 80 to-do wae dus to. circumstances over: which he had no cor: viz, 
the delay in the transmission of the order for 
nsfer to Ullman's brigade, and also that w. ring 
his furlough and the C in ing his journey to New York, in 
uence of which he did not reach the T un r ws 

bi had departed. These 


absolutely refute any intention 
on his part up to this point to abandon the service or to desert the flag of his 
country. 


the coi un beca 
sequence of his absence from the Thirty-eigħth New York Regiment without 
having in the meantime jotea imay s bi e, as was contemplated. Ac- 


9 the 
affliction with which he states he ering, and in W. 
he became enfeebled, might prove fatal, he became hat de- 
mo as young men of 
to desert, went home and remained ont of the servi 


caso was due to a 

cumstances over which the benefi 

control. While was the subject, he did 

without any deliberate purpose to leave the 

mately were such that he became a 

and thus without active 

those of rg Woe rire reputation to whom he is 1 known, and in 

New York Volunteers 

ttles of Bull Run. 

th his youth and 
when he enlisted in 1861, your 

not be held to that strict accounta! 

to grant his request, and therefore 


cam 


ing the reading, 

5 S. Iwithdraw the demand for the reading of the 

report. I am satisfied. 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 


The question is on the engrossment and third r 


eading of the bill. 
Mr. er, ERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word or two in 
e 
R. It is in order. 


of this bill if it is in order. 
e 2 
Mr. TALBERT. I have taken the position heretofore that these 


matters ought to come up regularly and be considered at 8 
4 to 


lar Friday night sessions, at times that are specially devo 
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this class 


of claims. It seems to me that they ought to be brought 
up there and considered; and I submit this continually beings 


unanimous consent for these outrageous claims 
out. 


in and 

ought to be stam 
The SP. The 3 Will please suspend. The 

House must be in order. It is impossible to hear what the gentle- 


man sa 

Mr. TALBERT. I think it is wrong to continually press such 
claims as this for unanimous consent when so much time is given 
on Friday afternoons and Friday evenings for these special claims. 
I submit that, while not objecting now to the claim itself, I donot 
want to be put in a wrong position; and then, in the second place, 
I can not understand why it is gentlemen will continually ape 
in here and urge the claims of deserters, to remove the char 
desertion VCC gal- 
lant soldiers who stood by their arms from the beginning to the 
end of the war, and Ls pred bk Naa of those claims being urged 
before this House. Let justice be first done where d 

Now, sir, while I am upon that subject, I desire to havea etter 
read from an old soldier, only to call attention to these I 
eee F It is strange his claim has not been broug t up 

here instead of this one and unanimous consent asked for its con- 

sideration, in preference to cases of deserters. Iam tired of hear- 
ing these claims for deserters and bummers and I think also that 
ere it to all be considered at the Friday night sessions, 
Mis the yield to me for a question? 
Mr. PITNEY. I will ask he gentleman if, in the Friday night 
session last night, he did not raise the oint of order against a bill 
of this character, that it must be in the House and not 
at the Frida t session? 

Mr. T. Not in this class of cases. This class of cases 

j INET. Iwasa bill ro 3 

Mr. = Was a removing the on. 

Mr. TALBERT. What is the case? 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman talks so much on the Friday 
io night sessions that he does not remember it. I call his attention 


REcCoRDof yesterday, page 4127. A bill to remove the charge 
1 the Calendar, and Mr. TALBERT said: 


... SAES pergola se gon 
bir CHarmaax . Does the gentleman make a point of order against the 


Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir; I do not think this bill properly comes up for con- 
sideration enter the AONI onde: a i 


of desertion from the military record of Peter Fleming was reached | present 


Mr. TALBERT. That was something in regard to the sentence | 20 


of a court-martial. That was a case to correct the record, and I 
made that point of order; and as I was informed that it was an 
exceptional case, I withdrew my objection. The gentleman from 
Ohio . TAYLER] came up aot — — that this old fellow had lost 
both feet, and that he was taken or would be taken to the 
Soldiers Home to be taken care of without a pension; and I said, 
“Mr. , I will withdraw my objection, notwithstanding 
the case should not come up at a Friday night session.” Now, t 
man, I understand, is A pa Peary who deserted, and adag beth 
feet and both hands; an VF 
such cases when you have more meritorious cases that have not 
been considered. I ask that the Clerk read that letter, which has 
2 — 
. TE . e mass 

burden of cay are to pay such claims. 

eis STEW ART of 5 I object to the 9 that 


fre read? 

nae ALBERT. Mr. N I submit that I have a right to 
have that letter read, and to decide it. 

The SPEAKER, 
Mr. TALBERT. 
that I like to see fairness and justice on this floor, as I intend to 
be fair and just to everybody here. That letter came to me only 
this morning. Ido not know the old soldier who wrote it; pos- 
avd somebody here may recognize him when the letter is read; 

haps the gentleman from Pennsylvania _ Grow] may 
E AEE ROOTA BE The letter speaks for itself, 
‘The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


assigning an 
of surgeons e rated 
C more 


a * rs. 
become entirely 5 down in health with years of effort to 


any material delay, 
written Hon. GALUSHA 
what action he will take. 
Yours, fraternally, JAMES W. DUN N. 
Company E. Ninety third Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
Hon. W. JASPER TALBERT, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. TALBERT. That letter speaks for itself, and I think it is 
asad commentary upon the pretended desire of the Republican 
party to do justice to the old AES that orh ave to appeal to 
me, a representative from the South, and a Democrat, to seek 


or caus- 
. — I have 
the matter, but do not know 


justice for 3 but I will, am willing and glad to do 
it; at the same to do justice to m own people at home by 
0 unjust legislation. FCC 


raise my voice here against the constant bring 

ing in of these bills to remove charges of desertion from men who 
were not soldiers, whoalways had their backs to the enemy“ bum- 
mers” and !“ coffee coolers”—and I put this House upon notice now 
that I shall object to the of all bills of that character that 
have not first been consi data Friday night session. I shall 
ae ne eee spirit, but upon principle and justice and 


. DIN GLE. Mr. Speaker, I have simply to say that in this 
case the soldier served over two years and was in six of the great 
battles of the war,so that he can not be properly described as one 
of those who “‘ always had their backs to the enemy.” I move the 
previous question. 

‘The previous question was ordered. 
The 5 be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, 9 read the third time, and 
On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Lask unanimous consent for the 


consideration eee E ee 
The bill (H. R. 6666) ting to Major C. A- Angel Post, No. 
20, Grand Army of J., 4 con- 


tani pe fet esto was read, as follows: 
Be it hat th f 
5 — paean j ria oirt et rC hued Bost, No, 2, Grand 


Army of 788. ng toagrew tt . — ville, N. J., 4 co 

cannon the decoration of soldiers’ monument t of said oley 
Provided, That same can be to the service and 
that no expense is thereby incurred by the Go —— 


1 Is there objection to the present consideration 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am reluctant to inter- 
pose an 5 for eee object in 


this case. 
ection is made. 
„ask unanimous consent for the 
F const deration of bill which I send to the desk, being a 
ill (H. R. 7172) ao donating four condemned cannon and four pyra- 
aa of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Asso- 
ciation of Allegan, Mich. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to to donate to the Soldiers“ iienaa ry 


dona 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make 2 point of order 
that it is not in order to put two bills together 


The SP. The Chair thinks the néleman ought to hear 
the amendment before he makes int of order, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I will hear the amendment. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


5 by addin; . Angel Post. No. 20, Grand Arm: 
of the lic, of} 4 condemmed cannon and 20 counan 
balls for the decoration of the soldiers’ monument of said city.” 
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COMPANY I, SEVENTH IOWA INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 1 of War is hereby directed to correct 
the muster roll of Company I, Seventh Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volun- 
8 a RT 1 an that said company was enrolled in the service on the 15th 
y CA 


ene ee . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bi 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear some ex- 
planation of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The ch tor in this case is quite long, but I can 


gim 
make them date uniformly on the 15th of July, 1861, the actual 
date of enlistment. The Secretary of War reported that action by 
Congress was not eee as he could make the correction 
himself, and he made an order to that effect. Afterwards it was 
ascertained that fone nen the rolls of Company I had been erro- 
neously dated, e Secretary then issued an order vacating so 
much of his previous order as related to that ee ee 

Mr. TALBERT. There is no question of desertion involved? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; itrequires Congressional action to make 
the rolls of this company uniform with the others. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. The object is this: These men enlisted on the 
15th of July, 1861, but they were mustered in on the 24th. By 
mistake the rolls were dated the 24th instead of the 15th, and this 
is to make the rolls of this company conform to the fact, the same 
as the other companies’ rolls, 

Mr. LOUD. it not correct as it is? 

Mr. LACEY. No; the rolls should have been dated the day the 
men actually enlisted. All of the nine companies have had their 
rolls corrected already by the Secre of War, but bya mistake 

in the dating of the rolls in this case, the company could not avail 
itself of the benefit of the order of the Secretary. 

Mr. LOUD. In my own case my enlistment antedated my en- 
rollment, and I do not know why I should seek to have it changed. 

Mr. LACEY. If, as a matter of fact, the date is wrong it should 
be corrected, and if the point were made the Secretary of War 
would correct it. j 
j Mr. LOUD. What is to be obtained by this? What is the ob- 

ect? 

Mr. LACEY. The objectis this: The bounty law was changed 
on the 21st of July, and this muster roll as itstands leaves nine com- 

ies under one bounty law and this company under another 


W. 
Mr. SPALDING. What is the object of this bill -to give extra 


7 
. LOUD, Iwould like to inquire how many hundred dollars 
are involved? How much bounty will be paid? 

Mr. LACEY. Idonot know. A few men—the number I can 
not precisely state—were discharged inside of two years and their 
rights are affected. Most of the men, however, served three years 
and ‘‘ veteranized.” 

Mr. LOUD. How much bounty is involyed—$100 to each? 

Mr. LACEY. It would be $100 under the first enlistment. 

Mr. LOUD. Very well; this is only a few dollars more; I guess 
we can stand it. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 1 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

FRANCIS MILLET. 


Mr. CLARDY. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
and adoption of the resolution which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol That the bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of Francis Millet, with all 
. : e same is hereby, referred to the Court 


papers, be, and 
of facts under the terms of the act of March 3, 1887, 
8 8 the Tucker Act. 3, 

Mr. LOUD. What is this case? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a proposition to refer a claim to the 
Court of Claims for a finding of fact, and without authority to 
render 5 

Mr. ČL DY. This is a claim for property taken during the 
war. The resolution proposa simply to refer the claim with all 
the rs to the Court of Claims. 

a TOUD. What amount of money is inyolved? 

Mr. CLARDY. A little over $2,000, I think, in all. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to know what kind of property was 
taken. I believe I will ask for the reading of the report, 

Mr. CLARDY. It is short. 


The oY ite of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. Puan) 
was read. 

Mr. LOUD. As that report gives no information in relation to 
the claim, I shall be compelled to object. 


ANTHONY O'GRADY, 


Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole be dischar; from the further consideration of the 
bill which I send to the desk, and that it be placed on its passage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the onarpe or desertion from the military record 
of Anthony O'Grady, alias John Davis. 
Be it enacted, etc. 


That the Secreta: 
rected to remove the c 


Adjutant-General United States Arm ve Anthony O'Grady. alias 
John Da late private of Company F, Nineteenth Reginent Massachu- 
setts Volunteers, and that a cate of honorable dischar; 2 12 0 Com- 


pany P Nineteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, be 
ee SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


Mr. TALBERT, I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Just one word, if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. POREH . Certainly. I withdraw my objection for the 
presen 

Mr. CANNON. For the first time in twen years, [have asked 
unanimous consent to pass a bill. The beneficiary in this case is 
a constituent of mine—almost blind and totally disabled. He 
enlisted in the Army, as appears from the record, in the State 
of Massachusetts. In a terrific battle near the close of the war 
he had the palm of his hand torn off and his sight destroyed for 
two years. He was absent when his regiment was mustered out. 
He is noted on the records of the State of Massachusetts as 
mustered out sick.” But he has never received any dischar 
from the Federal Army. He is now old and dependent. Ə 
facts of the case coming to my knowledge, they appealed to me, 
and I tly desire to have the bill passed. 

Mr. TALBERT. Because this is an exceptional case, and for 
tho ate reasons stated, I withdraw my objection. 

ere being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and the House 
proceeded to consider it. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to add to the bill the words“ to date from April 30, 1865,” was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. C. ON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, ST. JOHNSBURY, VT. 


Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the joint resolution which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) en ag the Secretary of the Na 
condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand Army of the 
be posted by the soldiers’ monument at St. Johnsbury, Vt. 
Resolved by the Senate and Hi Representati; 3 Secretary 

of ie Nae be, and he is. „ and W seted asin Cham- 

berlain Post, Grand Army of the Republic, to be ted by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment in St. Johnsbury, Vi. 2 light pieces of condemned cannon and 20 cannon 
balls: Provided, That said delivery be made without expense to the 

United States Government and without detriment to the naval service. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of thè joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the resolution to 
be engrossed for a third ing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are amendments in order? 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are in order if—they are in 
order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to have the bill amended by addin 
Lie seus which I send to the desk, to which I think nobody will 
object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the joint resolution these words: 

“To each State and Territorial department of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public eight pieces of condemned cannon, to be delivered to departments 
of the Gran: oe pr e the Republic upon order of the commander of the 
department and without cost to the Government.” 

Mr. GROUT. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point 
fora moment. Let me say that my amendment proposes a fair 
way to distribute these cannon. The Grand Army of the Republic 
is organized in each State and Territory as a State or Territorial 
. This will give to each State, treating all of them 

ike, eight pieces of cannon, and then when they have the annual 
meetings they can ship the pieces from place to place where the 
meetings are to be held or divide them up if n among the 
different posts in the manner best cal ted to meet the wishes 
of the Grand Army men. It will give to all an equal number 
without favoritism, and place them upon an exact and equal foot- 
ing. It isa fair proposition, and saves the taking of these cannon 


to deliver 
public, to 
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away and putting them in 1 favored or out of the way 
places. I repeat, this treats alike; and I can say to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that I am sure it will meet the approval 
of the Grand Army men throughout the country. We ought to 
have this distribution made evenly and upon some re asis, 
and not let the man who happens to get in first have the right to 
secure these to the exclusion of all others, 

Mr. PA . Is it the gentleman’s proposition to give eight 
pieces to each State and Territory? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I hope the point of order will be insisted 


upon. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me say to the gentleman that each State 
is organized as one department, and this will give all of the States 
an equal number. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Are we manufacturing condemned cannon 
for distribution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish, Mr. S. er, to suggest to the 
gentleman from South Dakota, who makes his appeal to me, that 
Iam not making the point of order against the amendment. be- 
cause of any objection to the method of distribution proposed by 
the gentleman. I have not objected to the consideration of a 
single application of this kind, nor shall I do so, so far as I know. 
But what I do object to is the vicious 9 that this pro- 
poses, because if you can couple bills of this character together, 
you can couple all of the pension bills together now pending before 
the House and pass them as amendments any time you get a single 
pension case before this pong: You can couple every war claim 
and put them on a single bill in the same manner. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; but there is no money in this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). And the bill may be eyer so 
meritorious as an amendment proposed, but it is not proper eg ici 
lation; nor is it,on the other hand, because of the fact that the bill 
has no merit; the objection is to the principle involved and not to 
m matter. It is simply an objection made in the interest of good 

islation. 
the gentleman’s measure is so highly meritorious, as he seems 
to think it is, I have no doubt that the able Speaker, the discreet 
Speaker of this House, will recognize the gentleman at any time 
when the public business will permit in order to get considera- 
tion before the House for his measure, 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will allow me, I think it was 
just about two months ago, when the House had a flood of bills of 
this character comig in every day, applications from all over the 
country from one place or another, and on my suggestion, on 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GROSVENOR], the whole 
subject was referred to the Naval Committee with an under- 
standing that they would report some bill that would dispose of 
the question. It seems, though, that there has been no such re- 
port, nd now the single bills are coming in again, as we have 
seen in the last day or two—the same flood we had of them before. 

It seems to me that under the circumstances the House ought, 
so as to avoid any appearance of favoritism in such a matter as 
this, give to each one of the State and Territorial departments 
the eight pieces of cannon recommended in my amendment. The 
distribution is 1 | fair if made in that way. Then the de- 
partments of the Grand Army in all of the States will have the 
Cues and can control them. I repeat, it is a fair and equitable 

istribution, and it will satisfy the Grand Army men in all the 
States and Territories. I hope the objection will not be made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is not the very measure you describe 
pending before the same committee that reports this bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; not in form—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, why not put it in form and send 
it to the committee and have it considered there? 

Mr. PIC The instructions of the committee were to 
report the matter; and it is in form, so far as that is concerned. 
But owing, as I suppose, to the multitudinous cares and business 
before the committee, they have not reported it. 

The gentleman will see that this artillery, available for the pur- 
pose contemplated, is being rapidly exhausted. It goes to the 
man who can get in first, or who pushes ahead of the rest, while 
the modest man, like myself [laughter], will never get a piece 
unless we can have a fair distribution by some systematic arrange- 
ment such as I have proposed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the legislation is vicious. The 
only — 15 Teo ye allow matters to me e sacred 115 
grou as the gentleman proposes is in the river an r bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; but that is where there is money involved. 
I do not see what possible objection there could be to settling the 
matter in this simple way; and I hope the point of order will be 
withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 
pons n order against the amendment, and the Chair must sus- 

i 


ane question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
Mr. PICKLER. Is this matter open for debate now? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. PIGKLER. I do not know whose bill this is, Mr. Speaker, 


for I have not paid attention to that fact. But no matter whose 
bill it is, I hope it will be yoted down. 

It is not fair to the members of this House and the other States 
and Grand Army posts, and the different cemeteries in the coun- 
try where they want this artillery, to have these grabbed up 
in this manner as the members e to get their bills rushed to 
the front. It has not been two months ago since this House, in 
order to ayoid this very condition of things, requested one of its 
committees to report a plan for a fair distribution of the guns. 
Something of that kind ought to be done, and until it is done these 
independent measures ought not to beallowed to I hope the 
bill, therefore, will be voted down in order to get a fair distribution. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The poor fellows in the cemeteries are in no 
hurry to got the guns now. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was ordered to be oe, rg and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not yet been ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; that is the pending question. 

The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was ordered to be en and read a third time. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I move to lay that motion on the table, 

The question was taken, and decided in the tive. 

Mr. PICKLER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that this bill be recommitted to the 
committee from which it was reported. 

. . was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 1, 
noes 60. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. Is 
it not time for the special order, fixed for 1 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Houseis dividing and 
that the question must be disposed of. 

Mr. PICKLER, On which question is the House dividing? 

The SPEAKER. The House is mang on the question of re- 
committal. The noes have it, and the bill is ordered to be read a 
third time, 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to give notice that this is the last one 
of these bills 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE COGSWELL. 
The SPEAKER, The time fixed for the special order has 


arrived, 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which Isend 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now ded that oppor- 
tunity may be given for tributes tothe memory of Hon. WILLIAM COGSWELL, 
late a Representative from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resol That as a particular mark of to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distin; hed public 
ngs, 
stand adjourned g3 


servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial pr 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to communicatea copy of these reso- 
lutions to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, his office who seeks to construct in 
enduring form a just estimate of the life and character of one who 
has so recently departed from the midst of living men that the 
glance of the eye and the sound of the voice seem hardly yet a mem- 
ory is never easy of accomplishment. He must neither degenerate 
into mere fulsome eulogy which overshoots the mark nor fail in due 
Sporenia non of the great qualities which deserve commemoration. 
The difficulties and dangers of the duty, always sufficiently mani- 
1 are multiplied in the case of the man whose memory we honor 

ay. 

WILLIAM CoGSWELL was the most modest of men. He was im- 
patient of eulogy. If we could respect his wishes, if we could 
accept his own estimate of himself, we should be silent at this 
hour. But that can not be. His life, so full of splendid achieve- 
ment, demands a higher measure of praise than he would will- 
SR eh 

ow how poor are the words which I shall speak. At the 
most,I can expect to recite his history only in meager outline 
3 to the loving touch of others to delineate the beauty of 
its detail. 

There can be no complete knowledge of an individual unless we 
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know of what manner of men he was born. WILLIAM COGSWELL 
owed much to his ancestry. They were of English origin. He was 
descended from John Cogswell, who appears to have been a man 
of substance and position in Westbury Leigh, county of Wilts, 
where he owned and managed a woolen mill which had been in 
the family for many generations. When about 43 years of age he 
sailed from Bristol with his wife and eight children in search of a 
new home across the Atlantic. The voyage began on June 4, 1635, 
in the ship Angel Gabriel, and ended in shipwreck on the inhos- 
pitable shores of Maine in the great storm of August 15 of that 
ear. The Cogswells were among the saved, and with little delay 
the family proceeded to Ipswich, in what is now the county of 
Essex, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and settled in that 
part of Ipswich which subsequently became the town of Essex, 

The ells were always leaders in the community in which 
they dwelt. In the fifth generation of the family eight brothers 
served in the Continental Army in the war of the Revolution, 
their aggregate term of service bein g thirty-eight years. One of 
the brothers, the grandfather of WILLIAM COGSWELL, entered the 
Army as a private at the age of 15 yearn Cece became 
surgeon’s mate, surgeon, and chief medical officer of the Army, 
from which position he resigned in 1785. 

WILLIAM WELL, seventh in descent from John Cogswell, 
‘was born at Bradford, Mass., August 23, 1838, of the marriago of 
George Cogswell and ‘Abigail Parker. His father, George 
t reputation, and 


by the passage of time, serenely awaiting the summons ch in 
the order of nature can not be many years delayed. Young Coas- 
WELL’s mother died when he was about 7 years of age. 

He received his early education at Atkinson Academy,Atkinson, 


N. H., and Phili * Andover, Mass., and at Kimball’s 
Union Academy, Meriden, H. One of his instructors at Atkin- 
son writes of him; 


He wasa ht boy, decided and ind in his but alwa: 
e pr mm ee A 
with whom he differed. 


Gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber can best testify 
how far in this the was the father of the man. Enter- 
ing Dartmouth in 1855, he remained there only a short 
time, and in 1856 and 1857 made the voyage around the world as 
a sailor before the mast. Upon his return he 8 study of 
law at the Harvard Law ool, and on September 8, 1860, was 
admitted to practice as a member of the Essex bar. 
But CosWERLL was not destined for a career at the bar. His life 
came to be so full of great events that no room was left for the 
ing diligence and exclusive devotion which alone com- 
habe? success in the legal profession. For a time he remained in 
the office of William D. Northend, an eminent member of the Essex 
bar, and in April, 1861, he ventured to open an office for himself 
at Salem. We can well understand how little, in those exciting 
days, his mind and heart responded to the exactions of the 
beginnings of a professional career. He had enli as a private 
in the Second Corps of Cadets, a militia organization of the State, 
and during the winter of 1860-61 was enthusiastic in the perform- 
ance of his mili duties. Governor Andrew believed war to be 
inevitable, and sought to ascertain from the various militia 
organizations in the State how many men, if called upon for duty, 
would respond. When the roll of the cadets was WILLIAM 
CoGswELL was one of the first to answer that he was ready when 


the laws, and thei ais 
I fancy that up to epe 1861, few clients had found 
their way to the young lawyer’s office. At about 1 o'clock in the 


afternoon of that day news came to Salem which e ati his 
whole career. The Sixth Massachusetts had been attacked in the 
streets of Baltimore on its march to the defense of the capital, 
which it was destined to reach as the first armed body of volun- 
teers. Law books, clients, and the hope of clients were all thrown 
aside, and the law office became the iting station, where in 
twenty-four hours a full company was raised for the war. It is 
worthy of notice that this was the first company in the country 
which was i for the war. This com kt sn 
CoaswELL in command, became Company C of the Second 
chusetts Infantry Volunteers, which was under the command of 
Col. George H. on, a graduate of West Point. On the 25th of 
May, CoGswELt was mustered into the serviceof the United States 
as captain, to serve three years, and on the 12th of July the regi- 
ment crossed the Potomac and stepped the soil which was to 
receive so much of its precious blood. the side of the national 
g was borne the emblem of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
but upon its folds were the words, then, always, and forever dear 


to Massachusetts hearts: We carry the flag and keep step to the 
music of the Union.” 

CogswELLcommanded this regiment longer than any other man, 
How closely it was connected with his mili career we can 
judge from the words of General Hooker, who, when recommend- 
i for promotion, wrote: 

He has commanded the regiment with 
more than two years. Colonels make b te oo 22 well * to 
two armies, has no superior. 

Mr. Speaker, you will forgive a son of Massachusetts if for one 
moment, yielding to a just pride, he dwells upon this regiment 
which in its membership, its achievements, and its sufferings rep- 
resents so much of all that is dear to that ancient State. Its com- 
mander, born on our soil, educated at West Point, a veteran of the 
Mexican war, was destined to win new laurels and retire with the 
rank of brevet major-general. Its lieutenant- colonel, educated at 
West Point, retired with the rank of brevet major-general. Of its 
officers 35 were graduates of colleges, and many more interrupted 
their higher education to enter the service, ai | 24 were killed in 
battle or died in the hospital of wounds or disease contracted in 
the line of duty. The valor and devotion of the enlisted men 
were abundantly manifest upon many fields. At Cedar Mountain 
the loss was 35 per cent; at Antietam, 25 per cent; at Chancellors- 
ville, 38 per cent of those in action, and at Gettysburg, 44 men out 
of every 100 who went into the battle were killed or wounded. In 
the war 843 men were killed, wounded, and disabled in action or 
by accident or disease. Well may the men of this regiment take 
to themselves the words that were spoken by the side of the mon- 
3 Robert G. Shaw, who entered the service with them as 
an officer: 


when 
whom triflers now make bold to scorn 
Earth awaits her morn), 


And die as thine have done! 


Although the limitations of this occasion prohibit a description 
in detail of CoGswELL’s mili services, a sketch of them can by 
no means be omitted, In the latter part of 1861 and the ear 
part of 1862 he was under Banks’s command. In March, 1862, 
when Banks was driven outof the Shenandoah Valley 
the Potomac at hoje acm mg wore the Second Massachusetts was the 
rear guard which, by its ogged persistence, resisted the ap; 
of the victorious troops of Jackson. At Cedar Mountain and at 
Antietam the regiment was hotly engaged, and in the latter battle 
CoGSWELL received a slight wound. On September 25, 1862, he was 
detailed as acting major of the regi t and mustered in as lieu- 
tenant-colonel October 23, 1862. the second day of the battle of 
Chancellorsville, May 3, 1863, CoGSWELL received a severe wound 
in the left arm, from the effects of which he always suffered. 
Under his command the regiment fought on this battlefield until 
it was without ammunition of its own, and then continued the 
contest with ammunition from the cartridge boxes of 
the wounded and dead of the retreating enemy, until this ammu- 
nition in its turn was exhausted. OnJune 25, 1863, when 24 years 
of age, he was mustered in as colonel of the regiment. at rea- 
. he had 8 at 3 ille he 
esca terrible experience a „ Where its com- 
manding officer was shot at the head of t e e 


with his regiment, was attached to the Army of the Cumberland. 

On the 8ist of December the regiment, whose term of service 
had expired, reenlisted and became the Second Regiment of Mas- 
sachusetts Veteran Volunteers. In January, 1864, a furlough of 
thirty days was given them, and on the 19th of that month the 
regiment madheg Boston, where it was received with the mostin- 
tense enthusiasm. Of the 1,046 men who had left Boston thi 
months before, 222 returned, At the reception given at Fane 
Hall, Colonel COGSWELL, replying to an eloquent address by Gov- 
ernor Andrew, said: 

When I say to Pa excellency that these men, with the they 
have had, with tho ha sufferings, and dangers that have seen 
and dared, have reenlisted, I have said enough for a lifetime in their praise. 

On the return tothe front, COGSWELL took part in the 8 
against Atlanta. After the capture of the city he was e by 
General Sherman post commandant, and continued in that office 
until theevacuation by the Union troops, when it became his duty 
to destroy all buildings and works of military importance in that 
ci 


OGSWELL rarely spoke of his military career, but thirty years 
later the duty of destruction which he was called upon to perform 
was recalled to the memory of those who then sat in this Hall. 
The military commandant had become a Representative of the 
pepa Massachusetts. The peopleof ia were asking from 

e 


easury of the United States national aid for the exposition 
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about to be held in the city of Atlanta. Differences had arisen 
58 8 

pitol. 
. morning of the 3d day of 9 


CoGSWELL arose in his place and said: 


‘ederal Army I marched into the city of 
destroyed a Onanas forces under neral 
occupied it until the 17th day of wore following. At that 


with my command. 
23 e entire three days endin 
ber, the city was wholly destroyed for any military pu 
under the sad exige: ci 
dering ruins and ashes. 
Mr. iy eye I returned to the city of Atlanta not man 
found that city, which was ip eg tog I 

m from its 


and occupanc. 
it a heap of smol- 


by any other on this continent. I found that from the narrow 
limits which form en ed it it had grown out 7 miles, and where we 
had surrounded the earthworkafter earthwork it 
its dw its ries, its wor and its of 
business away bey the old limits, and had so far obliterated w 
Une of earthwor! vidences of war — — 
the fields of the many where we had engaged in battle when we the 
came back to see a American „ built upon the ruins and the 


ravages of war, in a con in which its defen 


d to see it capabl f its 2 221 

was see e so soon of rene’ 

patting itse in the Si seer afin dete i 
ta ha 

Mr. S 

Commi 


old American spirit and 
citizens of At- 
vo that beau 

„when the 


it 
—— success, we should take a part 
. — — 
reasonable assistance from the General Governmen 
in her grand and what I believe will be successful 2 
No man in the Union could have spoken more effectively for 
Atlanta's cause. No one more fittingly could carry from his com- 
77... D ade cathe m of peace 
and good will to the new South than the man who, its lim- 
its, had wrought ruin by fire and sword. 
After the destruction of Atlanta, CoGSWELL was with Sherman 
on the march to Savannah, and in the operations about that ci 
on the battlefield and assigned to the comman 
brevet as 


I 
will 


t 
tion, I said to that people, 
t" An 


upon the morning after the ment 
distinct rows of the enemy’s dead were in the rear o his brigade. 
Here, too, he received a slight wound from a piece of shell. 

At the close of the war, on July 24, 1865, he was mustered out 
and honorably di , after four years and three months of 
service, and at the age of 26 years returned to the practice of law. 

I can not trust myself to speak of these years of splendid serv- 
ice. He who has not shared the incommunicable experience of 
war” has neither the capacity nor the right to describe it. I 
trust I may be oned if, failing in my own, I borrow the words 
of a gallant soldier who in civil life has adorned an illustrious 
name. Mr. Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, speaking on Memorial 
Day to the students of Harvard College, said: 

Most men who know battle know the cynic force with which 


but they know that in 
er foot. 


you, ha seen the shrieking 
company, and have known that the next or 
if you have advanced in lin: 

rifle bullets 


e soldiers were fighting on the two sid 
of an earthwork, an: the dead and d 
six deep, and as you rode have hi the bullets sp! 
— about you: if you have been on the picket lin 
unknown wood, have heard the e aiya 
moved have felt your foot slip upon a dead man’s ; if you have had a 
blind, fierce against 
left no time for fear; if, in short, 
known, you have known the vicissi: 
you know that there is such a 2 
ONT WORE rh nanan DEE ager Rar ene age bag 
ble somewhat which makes i 
by the might of his own soul, unaided, 


The men of my generation can never hope to understand the 
truth which these words seek to tell us. ey come faintly to us 
like the sound of a distant bugle call, quickening the pulse with 


the hope that we might not be found wanting in an hour of trial. 
But the generation 


which is reaping where it has not sown, 


dated from Decem- forgo 


din 
again | vith him the war 


though it know not the agony of the seedtime, can measure the 
abundance of the harvest; and as one by one, with ever-increasin 
frequency, those who by their valor and devotion have uni 
discordant States into a lasting Union, sustained by the wiag 
loyalty of freemen North and South alike, fall from the ranks 
the living, upon their graves we reverently lay the tribute of our 
enduring gratitude. 

General CoGSWELL was married on June 20,1865, to Emma Thorn- 
dike Proctor, who died T 1, 1877. Of this i there are 
now living two children, William and Emma Silsby. He married 

i Deottaber 12, 1881, Eva M. Davis, who survives him. 
of this House for thirty years has demonstrated 
how often the qualities of leadership, which were developed — 
t 


In 1886 he was elected from the Essex district of Massachusetts 
ee in the — = 3 = 8 to the 
Fifty- first, Second, Fifty- and Fifty-fourth Congresses. 
The princi committees on which he served were those on 
A riations, Rivers and Harbors, and the District of Columbia. 
this presence I refrain from dwelling upon his service in this 
Chamber. Those who are to follow me can best do that. But 


uent = e lent to 
and truth. Massachusetts 
ves who have wielded a greater influ- 


all that he said the weight of 
has had few 


every right which he 


He so conducted himself in his great office as a Representative 
of the in the Congress of the United Siete that tie grow 

ear in the esteem of his constituents, so that in the 
election of 1894 he was returned to the Fifty-fourth Congress bya 


8 more than 10, 000 votes. 

But this message of renewed confidence from his people fell 

apan oea dubii approaching death. The disease from which 
WELL 


anuary that 
Fifty-third Congress. But his work was done. A few days of 
attendance on the sessions of the House served but to convince 


him and his sorrowing colleagues of the havoc which disease had 
8 in the y frame, and he soon sought to recover 
health and under more favoring skies. 


strength 
In the Island of Jamaica, cheered by the companionship of his 
loving wife, he seemed at first to gain in vigor. But the ho 
which the temporary improvement aroused in the breast of t 
stricken man soon away. Returning toour shores, slowly 
he made his way northward ugh Georgia and Tennessee and 
North Carolina and Virginia, all so full of memories for him. 
The kindness of the oe of the South, and especially of those 
of Atlanta, seemed a benediction in those final days. He 
reached Washington, but he could go no farther. Here he lin- 
gered until the 22d of May, 1895. Then, surrounded and sus- 
tained by the love of children and of the woman who had been 
ag mein friend, and wife alike, he passed into the eternal rest. 
en a few days later, in the city of his home, he lay waiting 
the solemn service for the dead, a great throng of men and women 
came to his side for the last farewell. They remembered the 
steadfast friend, the faithful official, the brave soldier, and for 
him they mourned. They knew that after a lifetime of public 
service he had died in honorable poverty, and in that they rejoiced. 
Mr. Speaker, the life which has been so lived has not been lived 
in vain, and its lesson will endure from generation to generation, 
a heritage and an inspiration among his people. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. 


, I have never known in all my 
life a man for whom I 


greater admiration than I had for 
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General CoGswELL. During his whole service in Congress my 
uaintance with him was most intimate. 


n the Fiftieth Con, he was assigned to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, of which I was myself a member. The work 
of that committee is laborious and exacting and calculated to 
bring to view both the strong and the weak characteristics of its 
cides Thay It is wholly nonpartisan, and embraces the general 
subject of river and harbor improvement throughout the country. 
Delegations of citizens from every section come before it in adyo- 
cacy of the projects in which they are chiefly concerned, and 
explain in general and in detail the character and extent of the 
commercial interests to be subserved by the improvements sought 
by them. No member gave ter attention to these demands 
or sought more diligently to sift the good from the bad, and to do 
what on the whole seemed best and wisest for the general welfare. 
It mattered not to him from what section these demands came. 
He was a national man in the broadest sense, and all that he cared 
to learn was whether or not they were worthy and, if allowed, 
would contribute to the general advancement and 1 of 
the American le. It was a t pleasure to him to listen to 
the recital of the facts furnished by these delegations, which gave 
evidence of the marvelous growth of our country and its future 
possibilities. 

I was soon impressed by his usefulness and his pure and patri- 
otic instincts, and we speedily grew to be warm and devoted 
friends. He was a man of extraordinary natural ability, and his 
information on all subjects was extensive and accurate. 

The work of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, while useful 
and interesting in the highest degree, is so exacting and confin- 
ing that its members are largely precluded from general partic- 
ipation in the work of Co: and for that reason from mani- 
8 their capabilities. I met him on the streets of this city 
one night shortly before the organization of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, which was to be controlled by his party, and asked him 
what committee assignment he contemplated seeking. He replied 
that he supposed he would go back on the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. I said to him that his abilities and character en- 
titled him to a position which would enable him to take a leading 
part in shaping legislative policies, and that he would do himself 
great injustice to in bind himself to the exacting labors of 
that committee, which he could leave without sacrificing any of 
the local interests of his State. His modesty was so great that I 
am quite sure he was somewhat startled when I him to ap- 
ply for a place on the great and powerful Committee on Appro- 

riations, but he finally consented todoso. Hesecured the trans- 
er, and we all know how fully he at once measured up to his 
inc responsibilities and forged to the front as one of the 
boldest, most attractive, and most trusted leaders of the House, 

No man rejoiced more than myself over the superb manner in 
which he bore his new honors, or the brilliant success which 
marked his career from that time until his death. Democrats 
and Republicans vied with each other in manifesting for him the 
most profound respect and affectionate regard. I remember 
when the committees were being framed in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, Speaker Crisp asked me to ascertain what assignments 

neral CoGSWELL wished, saying that his abilities and high 
character entitled him to anything that he wanted. 

He was a strong and unswerving partisan, as he had theright to 
be, but with it all he was so manly, so fair, so honest, so brave, 
and so strong that he commanded the unqualified admiration of 
all. But I prefer to remember him as I knew him in the com- 

nionship of private life. Scarcely a day passed that he and I 

id not contrive in some way to get together and abandon our- 
selves to the pleasures of friendly intercourse. How I enjoyed 
these occasions I cannot describe. His thoughts were so elevated 
and pure, his manners so gentle and refined, and his information 
so varied and rich that it was not only profitable, but ennobling to 
be with him. If he had any faults of character I never discov- 
ered them. To me he was always a wise, noble, and virtuous 
man, a winsome, knightly gentleman, and a delightful com- 

on. 

The country never had a more ardent defender nor the people a 
truer friend or more devoted public servant. Had he lived he 
would surely have grown in power, and that power would as 
surely fas used for the public good as he saw and under- 
stood it. 5 

When the sad tidings of his death reached me in my distant 
Southern home, I grieved as sincerely and as truly as though he 
had been flesh of my flesh and bone of my bone. No recompense 
can be made to his bereaved family for his untimely loss, but it 
should be some consolation to them to know that he was univer- 
sally honored and beloved and that his friends mourn with them 
sincerely and deeply. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, Gen. WILLIAM 
CoGSWELL’s name will always be held in highest honor in this 
House, in his town, in his essional district, in the State of 
Massachusetts, and in the whole country. 


J had known of him for many years, but the first time I met 
= 1 upon the assembling of the Fifty- first Congress, in Decem- 

T, 8 

I never shall forget the meetings of the Massachusetts delega- 
tion to take account of our duties to Massachusetts as a delegation. 
Congressman Rockwell presided and General COGSWELL took the 
lead in discussing the various plans whereby each member could 
best serve our beloved State. this he oan revealed him- 
self. Eight of us were new members. ere, as everywhere, he 
knew no political parties when the interests of Massachusetts 
were at stake. The two Democrats on the delegation were as 
fully considered as Republicans and secured some of the very 
best assignments. 

His strength of character and skillin making the delegation 
felt in the House asa solid force for Massachusetts was excep- 
tional. While always a thorough Republican, he knew no party 
in the House when fea was not forced upon him. 

Like the noble soldier that he was, errors in war or peace, long 
ago forgiven by him and the country, were buried in oblivion. 
Indiscretions in bringing old errors and differences of speech and 
conduct into prominence to revive bitter memories by any mem- 
ber of the House never angered or e reply from this noble 
patriot. His great heart em by in noble sorrow that 
small minds could not let the dead past lie quietly in its grave in 
the interest of a harmonious and 88 living present. 

His sense of honor and love of justice was keen above that of 
almost any man I ever knew. He always was exceedingly watch- 
ful for the interests and reputation of every one of his colleagues. 
He would be at any pains to protect any one of them from being 
misunderstood or to see that credit was bestowed where justly due. 

He was in every fiber an honest man. In fact, his high sense 
of honor, ever prompting him to conscientious discharge of the 
burdensome duties of the high peos assigned him in this House, 
very perceptibly shortened his life. 

re has not been a single man in any of the many Congresses 
in which he served who was not proud to count General Coas- 
WELL or did not feel that he was among his friends. Where so 
much depends 5 7 — the personal good Will of one's colleagues in 
securing legislation desired, no man in Congress was any more 
8 General CoGSWELL. His lovable qualities, added 
to his acknowledged ability, made him peculiarly successful. 

His death was to me a very great personal sorrow and official 
loss. I feel shorn of half my ae and influence in his absence 
from the halls of legislation. His sympathy with his associates, 
which led him always to put the better rather than the worse 
construction upon words and conduct, his disinterested advice and 
assistance, seemed to double the influence of each one of us. 
Massachusetts sadly misses him from the halls of legislation. 

All of us who had the great felicity of being counted among 
his dear friends mourn him with the sincerest sorrow. The dis- 
trict, the State,as well as the whole country he so faithfully 
served hold his memory as a rich inheritance for their children. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, so far as words of mine are 
concerned, I might as well rest this memorial service upon the ex- 
ceedingly beautiful address which has just been made in our pres- 
ence by the successor of the distinguished gentleman whose life 
we honor and whosedeath we mourn. Seldom have I heard in this 
House so beautiful a tribute, and seldom have I listened to an ad- 
dress of this character that has brought back to my mind so dis- 
tinctly the great characteristics of the dead. 

I did not know General CoGswELL during the war, although he 
came in the height of his career to the army of which I was a 
humble member. He came by transfer of his regiment from the 
Eastern to the Western army. He came with a Massachusetts reg- 
iment and in a corps of the army that had done t service in 
the battles in Virginia. He came when his training and ow (ac 
and fitness for a soldier’s life had become 3 developed 
and wonderfully developed, considering the youth of the man. 
He came with a grand division of the army, which was at once met 
by the jealousies and criticisms that the Western and Southern 
armies always had for the Army of the Potomac. But the troops 
to which he belonged very shortly made and established their po- 
sition among the men of the Army of the Cumberland, and dur- 
ing the great campaign of Atlanta, as we have termed it, they very 
successfully competed with the best of the Western troops for that 
standing which ä them one of the best corps of 
Sherman’s army, a corps that ultimately aided in the capture of 
Atlanta and marched with Sherman to the sea. 

Joining in that great campaign as they did, three t armies 
of the Union, they were in a condition which demanded oompa 
tion if they would achieve excellence. They were surrounded by 
competitors in achievement such as no other troops of the Union 
Army at any period in the war ever encountered. There came to 
us of the Army of the Cumberland after the battle of Chickamauga 
that splendid army tried as by fire, the Army of the Tennessee, 
than which no better army of soldiers ever marched to the music 
of the great American Union. Disciplined in campaign, great in 
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maneuver, hardened by exposure, and tried by fire, this subdivi- 
sion of the Army of the Potomac joined with us and the Army of 
the Tennessee in the great campaign which immortalized the lead- 
ers and placed a halo which has never perished around the names 
of the great commanders of those three armies. 

Something of the standing which General CoGswELt had in that 
splendid army with which he came to the SouthI heard of by 
accident. I did not know him at the time. I was on the staff of 
abrigade commander, and at the point in the movement which we 
designated as Buzzards Roost Gap—I do not know what the name 
was upon the other side—I was sent with an order, or with a com- 
munication, to be delivered to General Hooker. I did not know 
. what that communication was, but I rode up to General Hooker. 
who was at that time in conference with General Sherman, and 
delivered the paper to him. He opened it and read it, and I heard 
him say, If I were to obey that order literally, I would send 
COGSWELL.” And then he said, I am directed to send the best 
regimental commander I have.” I did not know CoGSWELL at 
the time, but I learned afterwards all about him, and know that 
that was an historical fact. 8 

1 might say in this connection that Hooker did not send him 
upon the detached service, undertaking to discriminate in his own 
favor by retaining CoGswELu at the head of his command. His 
career as a soldier is best tested by the progress of his promotions, 
He entered the Army at the age of 23, without military experience, 
and inside of four years he was a brigadier-general by brevet and 
in command of a brigade of the great Army to which he belonged. 
In the beginning of our war many men rose to distinction by the 
mere election to a company or regiment, but the man who started 
as a captain in a great army and then rose in later years to be a 
colonel and brigadier-general had something in him outside of 
the common and average capacity and fitness of the men of that 

e. 

After the war I met General CoGswELL in this House and made 
his acquaintance when he came as a member of the Fiftieth Con- 
pee I met him in service u the Committee on Rivers and 

‘bors, where he succeeded his predecessor, who had represented 
the district from which General CoGswELL came in several Con- 
gresses. The service of General CoGSWELL upon that committee 
made his true characteristics known to me. It is a committee of 
the House most fortunate for a broad-minded, statesmanlike mem- 
ber to serve upon. It is a committee happily very free from par- 
tisan considerations and brings out of the members a and 
judicious examination and determination of the rights and inter- 
ests of the whole country. No man on that committee commended 
himself to me in a higher d for his wisdom, fairness, and 
justice with which he studied the wants of the whole country than 
did General CodswzLL. He criticised with the same acuteness of 
mind and integrity of judgment the claims from his own district 
as he did the claims from the most remote districts of the South 
or West. I think every gentleman upon that committee serving 
at the time will justify this comment upon his character, and that 
was one of the fundamental monuments of his mental make-up. 
He was wise, just, and absolutely impartial. His was a mind that 
was judicial in character, a mind that was fair and just, a mind 
that was wonderfully discriminating and powerful when it was 
applied to anything that came before him. On the floor of this 
Hono he was a man of t influence. His distinguished suc- 
cessor has said that he did not often speak, and I doubt not that 
was one of the elements of his influence. He did not fritter it 
away by a discussion of every question that came up, and herein 
was one of the points of his success. 

When he e he spoke with that fullness of knowledge of a 
subject which alone makes a man capable and powerful on this 
floor. He was never detected in making a mistake in a statement 
of fact. He was never detected in attempting to speak upon a 
question for the purpose of . either his oratorical powers 
or his knowledge of a subject. He spoke from an earnest purpose 
to enlighten the House and carry conviction to its members; and 
no man had greater influence on this floor than did WILLIAM 
CoGsWwELL. 

He was true and faithful to every duty he owed toman. He 
was a man of stern faith and confidence in the duty and propriety 
of great citizenship; and in his upright manhood he was a man of 
the highest e: i man of the strictest adherence to honor, a 
man whose fai ess to friendship was only equaled by his 
Eier hes ad xperience here in Co 

othing that appened in my e ence here ngress 
Was more painful for me to witness than the struggle of General 
CoGSWELL with that fell destroyer that finally conquered when 
he died. I talked with him on several occasions and he told me 
that he had been warned that he ought to leave, and I urged him 
to go. I urged him to go to other climes and other atmospheres 
and seek health and restoration, but he said he had come from 
strong stock and felt that he could recover. He did not believe 
he was going to be stricken down. He did not speak of any un- 
fulfilled ambition, for I never heard him 95 — of ambition, but 
then and always he spoke of his duty to the State and the country. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4141 


He was not a 3 resentative. He never spoke about 


the section of the country that he came from. It was impossible 
that a man with such a military record as he, a man who stood 
where he had stood, a man who fought where he had fought, a 
man who associated where he had associated, should be a provin- 
cialist. It could not be expected that he would be a narrow- 
ng ries pepe cane of a single section of the country, and I 
never him put the claims of one section against any other 
„Bar H Ww . f his struggle against death: It ht 
ut I was go 8 e against death: It was a 
for life, and when I saw him coming k from the South fert 
death upon him I tried to pone By him. I happened to be in 
the city on the very day he died. tried to encourage him in 
that way which we are all so much in the habit of doing, saying 
that he recovered his looks and his strength. He said. No, 
no; the battle is over;” and that was all he said. He did not dis- 
cuss with me anything about his fears or hopes or anything of 
that sort, but simply said, with a resignation that astonished me, 
No; the battle is over.” 

Mr. Speaker, his example was one worthy of our emulation. 
The grana State that he had the honor in part to represent on this 
floor has lost another of her distinguished sons. I honor that t 
Commonwealth, that produces such eminent gentlemen on all oc- 
casions to take the places of her fallen great ones. Webster may 
fall, Sumner may pass away, and COGSWELL may vanish to the 
other shore, and yet there comes and will continue to come from 
Massachusetts, from that old stock of Puritans, ingrafted here and 
commingled with the blood of other nations, great men to fill the 
pace of those who have fallen, but they can have no greater ex- 

ibition of statesmanship and manhood, and no higher mark of 
emulation, than is found in the life, career, and character of WIL- 
LIAM COGSWELL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S er, I regret that circumstances pre- 
vent me from paying to the life and character of the late Š 
WILLIAM COGSWELL the tribute I would desire to offer. But I 
can not forbear a single observation with respect to the high char- 
285 of his public services and the stainless record of his private 

e. 

My acquaintance with General COGSWELL began with the Fif- 
tieth Congress, and I served with him upon the Committee on 
Appropriations during a period of six years. I knew him inti- 
mately as a member of that great committee, but was brought 
poe into even closer relations with him as a member of the 
special committee appointed to investigate the expenditures and 
conduct of the World’s Columbian Exposition, whose exacting 
duties he Sake their presence at Chicago for nearly two weeks. 
Mr. Speaker, I recall in passing the oft-repeated opinion of Gen- 
eral COGSWELL that the unanimous finding of this committee con- 
tributed very much to the success of that most marvelous expo- 
sition of all time. 

A very brief time has wrought many changes in the relations of 
that committee since their report was submitted to Congress in 
1892. Of those who com the committee, Breckinridge of 
Arkansas, courtly, scholarly, and the very soul of honor, repre- 
sents the Republic at the Court of St. Petersburg; Compton, genial 
and capable, is naval officer of customs at the port of Baltimore; 
HENDERSON, chivalrous, able, and patriotic, is still an honored 
Representative of the great State of [owa on this floor; while the 
sleeping dust of COGSWELL rests in the soil of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, General CoGSWELL was an earnest and convincin; 
speaker, but to me rugged integrity, exalted courage, and pa. | 
judgment seemed to be his most conspicuous gifts, and they ap- 
peared to greatest advantage in the labors of the committee room. 
And in this arena, too, he was a sage in counsel and an unrelenting 
foe of every unworthy scheme and questionable proposition. He 
was indeed an efficient guardian of the people's interests. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not enter into the details of his long 
and useful career. I leave to others the privilege of properly pre- 
senting the brilliant record of General COGSWELL as a 98 5 a 
legislator, a citizen, and a husband and father. He was brave 
and manly, bluff, candid, honest, tireless and faithful in the dis- 
charge of every duty devolved upon him: 


The knight's bones are dust, 
And his goog sword rust; 
His soul is with the saints, I trust. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, one of the eee pleasures, 
we will all agree, that we have in this public life springs from 
the strong, warm friendships that we form among our associates. 
The saddest experience that we have as members of this body is 
when one is torn from us whom we have learned to love. General 
COGSWELL was one of my closest friends, the dearest and the 
most trusted that I have ever had during my membership of this 
House; and I share with others who knew him in feeling, deeply 
feeling, the great loss that has come to us. 

What can any of us say to-day about our absent, silent friend? 
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We can only feebly summarize some of his leading deeds and 
characteristics—opening, it may be, a here of his life which 
reveals the lion, and then another page givin ussome of the sun- 


light of his warm, rich life. “Fortunately for him his life was | Coun 
-warmest 


Rene K P EAE A ETEA can 
Did I call him absent friend? No; not absent while one remains 
on earth who ever felt and truly understood the , the in- 
3 W warmth, the honesty, the tenderness of his great soul, 
great 
So many die and pass away, and the world says Amen,“ and 
the fairest critics of their lives have ‘but little te ay in their be- 
half. Others come and stay with us and touch our lives and fill 
our souls with tender melodies, and then pass away into the dark- 
ie the Fook yng: loom up in our POED pT 
e of the eternal throne demanding an explanation o 8 
up of our loves. And soit was with General CoGswELL. 
For months he 3 6 cruel agonies 
of sickness, and during tha iod o 85 many of us anx- 
iously hoped that the eran, Seed the wires, which we 
knew must come, might in some way be averted. When at last 
the cruel, brief, c word Dead came to us it was almost 


-rebellion chat 1986 up in our souls, and all our ion, all our 
phil ies, failed to keep down the bitter plaint t we sent 
e 


Why should he go While yet so young, so fond of life, so fond of 
all that sweetest is in life? The power that issued the final edict 
must have known how many hearts were pierced by the dread 
shaft when WILLIAM COGSWELL died. 

Some men seem made of only one material. We see one man 
made of granite; another is made in softer mold of some fine clay; 
and another rises like some lofty pine until heaven's warmest 
sunlight touches his head. 

Some seem to have their existence only in the garden where the 
fairest flowers are found. Another seems to 5 
rial from the great, dark sorrows of humani Then another is 
made of the melodies that come to us from o groves where the 
„muses dwell. 

One heart is made only of stern material, while another consists 
of life’s sweetest loves and holiest, tenderest sympathies. 


When the life of General CoaSwELL comes to be written, it | ask 


Will have to be said that he was a composite man. * 
feelings that surge through great hearts have passed thro i 
cand left their abiding infiuence. 

When heroes were needed, COGSWELL could easily be found. 
When the tender sympathies of a woman were needed, his heart 
Was loaded with that sweet necessity of life. 

His close companions, those whom he loved, knew him to be 
great in God's holiest, sweetest „and tenderest gifts, as well as 
ee in the heart that accomplishes the grand achievements of 


He had a soul fitted to reprove the wicked. He had an arm po- 
_ tential against the op He had a heart dauntless in the 
face of danger, ever 9 to when duty called him to 
action. The tear of a suffering child, the sigh of an unfortunate 
3 and mo pitiful look of the debased, all found sympathy 
great so 

If he had sins—and-who has not?—“‘they leaned to virtue's side.” 
“We have lost in his death one with every sweet element of the 
dearest relationships of life. The truest orations that will be de- 
livered to the memory of WILLIAM COGSWELL Will only be heard 
a Sr a a i that loved 


ious 
me- 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. S. an effort has been made at 
„of which I ve been a member, to abolish | 

morial services in honor of our deceased members. 
I trust that proposition will never prevail, and that the time- 
honored custom = which we are now Will continue. 
d-our labor fora brief season, when one 
is Scale away,and recite his virtues, recount his 
— to his country, that others et ee 
h and noble endeavor. I-say it is good, Mr. Speaker, to 
suspen our busy work here for a brief hour on such an occasion 
and ponder upon the solemn fact that we, too, are mortal; 
that we have here no continuing city, and that sooner or later our 
work, too, will be done. And ‘I am sure, in this connection, that 
it is pleasant to reflect that should we be called hence during our 
term of office, our fellow-members would gather in this and 

Sires our memory and speak kindly of-us. 


I think Shakespeare spoke ironically when he said: 
. after them 
The good is interred with their bones. 


think it is exactly tho other v and it is well that it should be. 
We love to recount the worth hy weeds and-noble actions and = 
good thars 18 in-the lives of ‘those sho have fallen asleep. My 


gnawing 


his permission, 


acquaintance with Gen. WILLIAM CoGsWELL began more than a 
decade ago, when we were both elected members of the Massa- 
chusetts State senate; he from Essex County, I from Norfolk 


ty. 
I learned to esteem him there, not only as a faithful servant of 
the State, jealous of every interest of Massachusetts, but as aman 
of generous impulses, with noble — of soul and mind. 


t he was in the State legislature of Massachusetts he was 
in a much greater and larger degree as a tativo of that 
ancient . 58 5 years on the of the National 


House of 


e Union Army, 
how he loved them, how he was instant in season and out of sea~ 
son, willing and anxious to do ev i — ote their wel- 
fare aud to extend to them a helping han 
Government, when they needed oe which h they helped to save. 

He Was proud of the Common 
the „„ General WILLIAM 
and I do not think Lam extravagant when I Say in 8 
and on this occasion, the brave man wore himself ont in her serviee. 

He struggled bravely: and manfully with the disease that was 
at his vitals. Whenever I met him he seemed — 
and hopeful, and longed for the day when he could return to duty 
FFT s wealth ee 

a specimen o an an 0 

soul that was within him let me eee When 125 
appropriation for the World's Fair was under consideration, I 


Was strongly opposed to opening that exposition on the Lord's 


T0 took the ito 
view, and thought that the best way to take care of the 
ing thousands Who were to attend the exposition—to let suchiat- 
tend on the Lord’s day as wished to. 

When the matter was under consideration im this House, I was 
confined to my bed by illness and was unable to deliver a speech 
which I had 5 -I telegraphed to —— CoGSWELL to 


permission to print my speech in the. 
At great “inconvenience to himself he procured such 
pa „„.... opposed 
own. 
On another occasion a sick and wounded: soldier came to this 
city from my district to seek my assistance at the Pension Bureau. 
He found me absent in consequence of illness. General Cogs- 


WELL took the man, a humble man. only a private in the Army, 
and went with him to the Pension Bureau r 


Did you ever think what the righteous are finally commended 
for in that awful day when they come to stand before the Judge 
of all the earth to give an account for the deeds done in the body? 

It is not for great deeds—founding an orphan asylum or ia in 

arship in a college, or endowing a school great 
the newspapers and heralded abroad. 

Oh, no; What does the Judge say? 

I yaya stranger, and yo tock mein Iwasthirsty;and ye gave me drink: 

Naked. and ye clothed me: I was sick, and ye visited me: I was in prison, 
and ye — me. 

‘Then shall the righteous say: 

When saw ye we hungry, or thirsty, or naked? 

Then shall the Judge say: 

Inas much as ye have done it unto one of the least of these my brethren. ye 
have done it unto me. 

General CoGSwELL’s funeral was one of the a. notable and 
remarkable ever held in Massachusetts. When th escort 


composed of his fellow-members reached his 8 in the old city 
of Salem, they found the city in mourning, and the tolling 
bells told the grief and sorrow of her er citizens over the death of the 


great man who had fallen. 

His funeral was attended by the governor, lieutenant-governor, 
senators, members of the executive council, members of the legis- 
lature, — of the court, and the highest officers of the Com- 
mor 

He died in this capital city, where such a man would wish to 
die; he died in the capital of the nation, where for eight years he 
had stood as the Representative from Massachusetts 

Like the ancient 1 he died on his shield; he sleeps 
bravely and well, and the old Commonwealth of f Massachusetts 
will revere and honor his memory until the latest time. 

The streets of the city of Salem were thronged by thousands 
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on the occasion of his funeral, not only the inhabitants of that ci 
2 eee 


ö 
an able a i the Commonwealth of Massachusetts lost 
one of her citizens, and I have lost a friend. 


‘ollowing from several of the newspapers of my 
State give evidence of sorrow of Massachusetts over the un- 


timely death of Gen. WILLIAM CoGswELL: 


[From the Salem Gazette.] 
From first to last he was the embodiment of integrity, no amirch of dis- 
honor ever attaching to his name. 
From the Nashua Telegraph.] 
His place will not be easily filled. 
From the Haverhill Gazetite.] 


Since his election General Coasw#u has been faithful to every trust, great 
or small, reposed in him by his constituents. 


[From the New Bedford Journal.] 
General Coas WELL’s story is something for the rising generation to study. 


[From the Lewiston Journal.] 
His death is a serious public loss. 


[From the Worcester Gazette.] 


General CoGSWELL was courteous and affable, a man who made and kept 


[From the Clinton Item.] 


He was one of the ablest of the Massachusetts Congressional delegation. 

e eee eee 
An of usefulness to city, State, and nation is that just 
closed by death of Representative COGS WELA- 

[From the Haverhill Bulletin] 
F — N = 
boundary an broad scope mind gave a deep 
the interests of all sections. site 

From the Lowell Vox Populi.] 

In the death of General CodsWEII. Massachusetts loses a distinguished 
and the Sixth district an able Representative in in Congress. mrt 


brenn the e en kaa] 


The tributes to General Cogsw II. will help make clear to Massachusetts 
le how stong 6 hold on the confidence of men in public life he had earned 
By faithful Washington. 


From the Lowell Citizen.] 
General CoaswELL merited well of his countrymen. 


[From the Lynn Item. ] 
222 c ĩ See Ne ae Ae De 


From the Brockton Times. 
honor the 
ong its brave re —— and faithful public serv- 
such universal esteem as he. 


Massachusetts will lo 
Salem. The State has 
ants fow men who have comman: 


r E E RE NE 


career of usefulness to city, State, and nation is that just 
death of Representative Sgr. 


[From the New Bedford Standard.] 


WILLIAM COGSWELL, of | 


Gen. WILLIAM from 
was a soldier, a genial. -hearted man, and an able 
His friends and constituents will mourn his d 


From the Lowell Citizen.] 


General CoGSWELL was a brave rte pee 

honors on the field of battle and bore th 

If he was a patriot in the field he — — 
honorable record in the pcr ity ne halis out that 

which in the time of trial gave him distinguished reputation. 


{From the Springfield Union.] 
serious loss in the death of General 


Ee ancriiced a quarter 

The governor Fe SPD DIO ALLY 
THE GOVERNOR'S MESSAGE. 

Gomen ⁵ h K , . 7 » 

5 a Representative of the Commonwealth in the Con- 

gress of the United States, died this morning in Washington. Congress 


not now in 
tesman in the rere mye oe the Commonwealth has died 


of your 
suitable ant werthy of thinedl 


and dò all things 
emn rr 
The 1 of Massachusetts passed the following resolu- 
ae — General CoaswELL, on motion of Mr. Jordan, 


admiration, 
to have any 
relations ern apg Hee esteem of his associates in 
Having devoted his duty, death found bim crowned with the 
district could , With a national renown, and 


honors his the 


to Gen. WILLIAM COGSWELL, the Common- 
eminent.citizen,a brave soldier,and an able 


The Republican Club of Massachusetts, a large and influential 
body of citizens of the Commonwealth, unanimously adopted the 


following resolutions: 
The blican Club of ee .... pia a e ara 
5 regrets the den TLLIAM ELL, and joins 
in 8 — heartfelt tribute which his life 
3 or sectional ——— Se aTa tae 

his last His whole career, from the. e erp * 
mustered country, to the day — firi atopan 
come. Rare ok gen promote — teat — — the ti. 
an 

political enemies were — nowhere 


died. 
He was a venerable man, beloved by ere ee and the senate 


and house of representatives voted to his funeral in a body, 
Wr te ee ee 

I shall never forget 3 F eee 
address, which are, as I remember them, as follows: 

Dear Gifford, shall leasant 
ere, „ Oord, clerk, 9 


great presence, in this 


eee now in this 
where his his seat near where he sat, 


Hall voice was heard, in 


Fare thee well, dear General GoOsWELL, we shall hear your voice 
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or more; we shall hear your pleasant — and feel the grasp 

our hand no more; you have crossed the- t ride f. we : 
on little longer wait. Fare you well, General 1 a lang 
and last and sad farewell. 


Mr. DRAPER. Mr. S r, I can not better contribute to 
these services in honor of General CoGSWELL’s memory than by 
este to the House the story of his military record, dictated b 

and confided to me for this Lae a by Mrs. Cogswell. 
It bears a touching dedication calculated to bring tears to the 
eyes of those who knew him: 


Tomy — wife, as a souvenir, this substantially correct 8 of my 
military r is dedicated for “ her hor nel care and keeping and disposal 

tts Sixth was upon in the 

the gr ro of the capital. The news 

m, Mass., at 1 o'clock that afternoon. WILLIAM CoGSWELL, 

boned a ‘ong attorney about six months in practice and 2 years of 

ce into a recruiting bureau for a company of volunteers or 

thes need and in twenty-four hours thereafter he had recruited a full company 

of 100 an 


ts short] 
at epee Epeira now fh West Virginia. hen the Confederate ig oye John- 
ston esca rom Patterson's front and joined Beauregard at the first Bull 
Run, Patterson was re to Harpers Ferry and his SOELA turned over 
to General cacy A 
Here Captain CoGsWELL, with his own and three other companies, com- 
manded the outposts of General Banks's 5 Later in the season, De 
command having retired to Darnestown, Md., the regiment marched toth 
support of our troopsat the? battle of Balls Bint. "That winter it it bivouacked 
in the field, and the follo rin, e the 5 with 
Shenandoah Valley as far as 
i 
Ba 


rear 
other 
when n ge at Winchester. Dur the ee in retreat with these 

two companies, several charges of cavalry su infantry were made, 
but repu in every instance. The moer e these companies was 
even mentioned in the Life of Stonewall J: 

When the Union command halted at midnight at Vinchester Captain 
CoGSWELL’'S company, although it had bee in retreat since 
early in the afternoon before, was placed on picket in front of our lines, 
which position he held repeated N of the br in ho per daylight 
next . until s troops could be thrown ther in line, when a 
stubborn fight took yee But Petore long, Banks's whole tine 8 

ed, it way through, and the following night ed the 


surrounded, it cut 
Potomac at 

Later tosh season 8 with his company and regiment, in 8 
command, ovsa took par in the fatte, and afterwards crossed into the Valley 
of V and tle of 8 Mountain. Thence came the 


retreat under Gene finally to the lines in and around Washing - 
—.— an 1 the battle * 25 fete vse where his company and regiment were 
dar. himself receiving a slight wound. 
bed to Gordon had been ea Leet ape and after the battle of 
Antietam the then Colonel Andrews was Won prom ted, and COGSWELL received 
his promotion to be lieutenant-colonel of the ee which he afterwards 
commanded as lieutenant-colonel and colonel until he was promoted on the 
field at Savannah to the command of a brigade and to the command 
of the Third Division of the Twentieth Army Co: which command he held 
peel 17. 1885 the grand review in Washington and his muster out of service 
ul: 

‘After er gros CoGsSWELL conducted a night ex tion across the river 
into Vi ring a band of guerrillas under the HOIDES Captain 
Burk. w a wee Od te the encounter. For this CoGSWELL received many 
8 

The followin: spring he took — 2 5 in Hooker's campaign at Chancellorsville, 
and at the h of his regim in that bloody and disastrous 3 was se- 
verely wounded in the regi eng which took from the field, and from the 
effects of which he suffered Lop to the time of his death. 

While he was in hospital his regiment omar in the battle of genys 
burg, where it made a famous record. Gettysburg, with his 
inas and his wound not yet healed, Goc wia, resumed command of his his 
regimen hale os remained with the Army of the Potomac until the riots S 
New York. t emergency his ent and 19 others were selected 
the best 20 8 in rtiz of the Potomac to go back to New York 
to quell the riot, protect 1 75 1 and subdue — 2 rebel mob which then 
seemed to have ion of was a duty which required the utmost 
coolness and caution, and in its execution COGSWELL was situated with = 
regiment in City Hall par now the site of the 5 -office buil: 
for the space of two weeks. 9 quiet st having been n restored, with 
his regiment * rejoin N ‘otomac at the front, 
where it remained until after the battle of Chickamauga, when his . — 
the Twelfth, and the F Eleventh Corps, both under Hooker, were transf: 
to Tennessee and becam —_ part of the prey = the Cumberland. 

While his be Ae e of railroad atthe battle of Mis- 


of the da; g their dinner, totally unprepared for re resting en masse in the 
shade, oes their for and not ex the 
sudden at which H n ne nion — at that en 
it be there was mating ta in front of the co: Co S. 8 line of 
division pi 75 but, putting his reserve imm * upon the line, he was 
enabled to the rebel advance long enough to give the Union troops 
pportuni F to deploy in line and prepare to meet the assault which almost 
. y follow: 


When the Union lines closed in on the immediate 8 of Atlanta, with 
his regiment CoGsWELL was ordered one tegen Pen to advance on 8 — picket 
line and take some rebel earthworks. This was successfull ite a 
hot fire, and the rebel lines were driven back into their inte: ons. 

When Sherman made his famous flank movement on the right CoGSWELL’S 
command was retired to the Chattahoochee to defend that line. 3 nar 
movement resulting in the evacuation of At res COGSWELL’S 
moved up into the tity, and there he was made by General Sherman pos 
commandant of Atlanta while the Union troops the place, 


somo three da on 5 Savannah, he was engaged in front of the works there 
Gaya; during which he was sent with his 8 to ATA 
— ‘but that . before o£ this E Dia eee 
re’ ‘ore n was com 
Pietei and Savannah was e VANAGA, 

At point, as has been stated, 8 COGSWELL was promoted on 
the field and given abrigade command. Crossing into South Carolina at the 
head of his e, he took part in the arduous and difficult cam 

h South and North Carolina, being detailed frequently with his regi- 
meet the ever-repeated attacks of the rebel cavalry, which hovered 
in rth Tattle 3 boro, in A 1865, his brigad activel 
e eof Ave ro, o was actively en 
1 heavily, and in this ment SWELL „ tiy wounded: 


ordered to 
the Fourteenth e to hold a line from which a Unten vision had fast 
driven. e was not only 3 held, but CogsW ELI. aa: 
vanced his forces, meeting and overcoming three su ve of the enem: 
As was said in the words of another, “The next morning three distinct wind- 
rows of rebel dead could be seen in rear of COGSWELL’S line, which showed 
that it had broken and driven back cons — lines of the enemy.” 
In this engagement General Coasw: as knocked over by a piece of 
shell, but was not seriously beter Witn his command he marched to 
Raleigh, where Johnston capitulated to Sherman; thence up thro 


mond to the grand review at ; and, as stated before, in hig Orv ne 
he was mustered out of the service, having rendered a continuous, 
service in the field of four years and three months. 

In addition to this story of the General’s own composition, I will 


add just a brief statement from a man who served in the same 
command—Gen. Benjamin Harrison, ex-President of the United 
States. He writes to Mrs. Cogswell as follows: 

I did esteem him ver highly and we had = delightful intercourse, = 
was a man whose h was full of loyalty and courage—an unflinchin 
ee soldier in 1 77 hearty and lovable comrade—and a ohing ana 

clear-headed man. If this brief but most sincere tribute can be made use 5 
in any way to honor his memory you are welcome so to use it, and I am glad 


— yonn, your letter gives me an opportunity to express my appreciation of a 
no 


Most sincerely, yours, BENJAMIN HARRISON. 


It was not my fortune during my military service to have been 
associated with General COGSWELL. Soon after the war I met 
him in various military and political channels, and the friendshi 
then formed endured to the end. He was brave, loyal, a devoted 
friend, and an honorable and outspoken opponent. 

At the time of his death he was one of the most distinguished, 
if not the most distinguished, of the remaining soldiers who served 
from Massachusetts in the ‘civil war. His career in public life 
since the war, both at home and here in Congress, was a credit to 
himself and an honor to his State. His associates here, regardless 
of party or section, unite in sorrow for his loss and honor to his 
memory. In the words of Burns, 

He was an honest man: if there is another world he lives in bliss; 
If there is no other world he made the best of this. 

Before taking my seat I will read a brief letter which I have 
received from my colleague, Mr. MCCALL, who would have taken 
part in these memorial services: 

HOUSE OF ANN 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 1896. 

My DEAR GENERAL: An t of the cit: 
vent me, much to my T Saturday at . 
eration of the resolution in honor of our former e, Gen. WILLIAM 
COGSWELL. The high degree of ty among 3 of the House 


which General CoGSWELL enjoyed was thoroughly deserved. He was able, 
frank, and genial, diligent in bag d of duty, and his death was a 
loss to the whole coun’ He had the respect of everybody and the warm 
affection of his friends, of whom, I am glad to say, I was one. 
Sincerely, 
8. W. McCALL. 
Gen. WILLIAM F. DRAP: 
House of Represen 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. ppaki very much tn that the pres- 

sure of public business has preven’ me from g some- 


thing worthy of this occasion and of our friend w 04 is the subject 
of these memorial ceremonies, but I am left to speak from the 
maroon of the moment. I came to know General COGSWELL 
in the Fifty-first Congress, in a Congress full of partisanship and 
feeling, but from the first day I met him I felt that he was a man 
who could be trusted, and a man worthy of all honor. Our friend- 
ship grew with time, and as I look back over an experience of seven 
years here, the warm friendships which have been made in that 
time and the noble characters with whom I have been brought in 
contact, I hesitate not to say that not one of them stands out more 
prominently in memory than our deceased friend, General Coas- 


WELL. 

As I think of the memorable speeches which have been made in 
this body since I have been a member of it, I recall many that 
have impressed me with the lawyer’s skill and the orator’s power, 
but, sir, I recall no speech in that time that exhibited the great 
virtue of patriotism more than the one made by General Cods- 
WELL to which allusion has been made. Ican never forget the 
impression made 1 me by his speech on the Atlanta Exposition. 
I was opposed to the bill to aid that exposition; I voted against it; 
I doubt not that my honored friend who sits before me Mr. 
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Savers] voted against it; but the broad, catholic spirit of that 
speech 7285 its genuine patriotism won me for life to the man who 
uttered i 

Mr. Speaker, there was another quality of General CoGswELL 


which the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has 
referred to, and which impressed itself upon 5 knew 
him. There was no narrowness in his composition. political 
convictions were pronounced and fixed, but he did not ‘‘play” 
litics at the of his patriotism. A lie, duplicity in any 
‘orm, could not live in his nature. He was the personification of 
frankness, and manhood, with all that the word imports, was his 
chief characteristic. For of all the qualities with which human 
nature is endowed I believe that one which General CoGswELL 
to a higher extent than any other is the most beautiful 
and the most worthy of emulation. His was indeed a manhood 
symmetrical in all its elements. 

Mr. Speaker, I mourn the death of our friend, for I counted 
him among my friends; but, as has been well said, his life was not 
lived in vain. In the great trouble in this country which suc- 
ceeded the civil war General COGSWELL, as a prominent factor in 
that strife, did as much, in my humble judgment, as any man who 
has lived in his day to smother the fires of that strife forever; 
and surely no higher eulogy could be passed upon any man as a 
patriot than to say that he did what he could to bring together 
the distracted elements of our country. 

Mr. Speaker, when the history of the great men of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts is written, the historian will find many 
who were eminent for their powers of oratory, or for their legal 
lore, or distinguished in art and in science; but, believe me, there 
will be none in the long catalogue of the distinguished men of 
that great State to whom she can more proudly point as a fit ob- 
ject of the emulation of her children in a sturdy and robust man- 

ood than WILLIAM CoGSWELL, our friend gone now forever. And 
since his blood has moistened the soil of old Virginia in time of 
war, I have deemed it a mournful pleasure that I, as one of her 
Representatives on this floor, have been permitted to bear testi- 
mony to his splendid character and drop a flower—a tribute of 
my affection—on his new-made grave. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, at the com- 
mencement of the last Congress the lottery of drawing seats placed 
me beside General CoGswELL, and he seemed to take pleasure in 
inducting me to my new position, instructing me about my duties, 
smoothing the way into pleasant and useful associations, and ex- 
ercising a general orship which was most helpful and 
able at the time and led to an intimacy and a gratitude which 
impels me now to a word of expression. I appreciate how ade- 
quately he has already been portrayed and shall only attempt to 
summarily characterize what to me was most impressive in his 

rsonality as I saw him here and what I think was the secret of 

is wide influence. It was a quality of frank, direct, courageous 
sincerity which marked all his words and conduct, I do not 
think he was endowed with those shining traits which inevitably 
catch public ađmiration and raise a man aboye his fellows. He 
was not preeminently brilliant or profound or farseeing or elo- 
quent, but he brought to every emergency a strong min guided 
by a straightforward will, and his judgment was never clouded 
by the politician’s baneful calculation of poa consequences, 
Ho chose what seemed to him right, without afterthought, and 
hence his decision was quick and sound and earned respect and 
confidence. : 

In social intercourse he won and pe his friends by no art or 
sycophancy, but by a free disclosure of his real personality, and 
you felt here is a true man who does not seek to hide his defects 

eath a cloak of reserve, and extended acquaintance extended 
your reliance on his arent trustworthiness. He wasa warm 
i and not without prejudices, and I think what quickest 
indled his antipathy was a professed sanctity, springing not from 
conviction, but from h ritical prudence. Of such assumption 
he was innocent himself and outspoken in his contempt. Indeed, 
I sometimes thought his aversion led him to the other extreme, 
and that in his hatred of hypocrisy he almost posed as more lenient 
to vice than was his nature. Not only did he never ‘‘assume a 
virtue if he had it not,” but virtues which were ingrained in his 
being he never paraded. It was this same 1 of unostenta- 
tious sincerity which gave impressiveness to his public utterances 
and influence to his public example. For while a strong he was 
not a brilliant er; he was a clear but not a deep thinker, a 
good but not a learned lawyer, an industrious but not tireless 
worker. But from him words, though not eloquent, and thoughts, 
though not striking, bore with them the weight of his stalwart 
personali His shafts were always feathered with honesty and 
pointed with conviction, and so flew far and penetrated deep. 

I think, too, his slender means added to his great 5 
While wealth acquired in public office does not imply corruption, 
yet the people are arcs to ascribe an impregnable honesty to the 
man who ough long service continues poor. And there isa 
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certain 
wrote to 


ropriety in this conclusion. Albert Gallatin, in 1818, 
5 Bros., in reply to their tender of a lucrative position: 
I will not accept your obliging offer, because a man who has had the direc- 


tion of the finances of his country as long as I have should not die rich. 

And although that showed a sensitiveness far abovethe modern 
standard, and which perhaps can not be logically defended, yet it 
appeals directly to the popular heart. And I think some of the 
warm sympathy and attachment to General CoGSWELL sprang 
from the fact that public office never brought to him private 
luxury. That heshould leave at his death an estate less than $500 
was accepted as a natural and honorable result of a pure and dis- 
interested public career. 

His position here was eminent and distinguished, influential 
alike from personal popularity and proved desert. Perhaps his 
associates were unconsciously affected, too, by the knowledge that 
he had been a brilliant soldier; that his energy and prudence and 
dauntless co had made him a general when in appearance 
yet a boy, though this was never disclosed a any allusion of his 
own. To those of us who have only known the!“ canker of a lon 
peace“ the reputation of success in war invests its possessors wit 
a glamour to which their perils well entitle them, and which I 
trust may never be diminished. The fact that at 26 he had fought 
his way to the head of a brigade gave authority to his opinions. 
Indeed, there was ever about him a flavor of that blunt directness 
which we associate with the resolute soldier. Andif he had not 
the poetic, quivering imagination which soars into the highest 


oy pd of eloquence he was free from the feverish and variable 
judgment of the poet; if he lacked the profound and all-embracing 


grasp of the philosopher he had not his uncertainty and hesitation 
in action; if he was not gifted with genius he was without its aber- 
rations and eccentricities and mistakes. God gave him a noble 
heart and strong talents, which he did not hide in a napkin, but so 
employed them as to be more effectual and fruitful for himself 
and for his country than endowments far more lavish. His use- 
fui career seems but the acting out of his manly nature, and well 
illustrates the classic admonition— 


To thine own self be true, and it must follow as the night the day, thou 
cans’t not then be false to any man. 


ü Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolu- 
ons. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously; and the House ac- 
cordingly, as a mark of respect to the memory of General Coas- 
WELL (at? o'clock and 51 minutes p. m.), adjourned until Monday, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
. were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 

ows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
i an estimate of appropriation for rent.of the Miner School 
Building for the current fiscal year—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be ted. 

A letter from the Acting retary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting estimates of deficiencies for pay of Navy, and miscellaneous 
pay for the years 1894, 1895, and 1896—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

By Mr. CATRON, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.7716) to amend 
section 1921 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1362); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State 
or Territory into another State or Territory, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1363); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Tie Gal 8 1505) e from *. oe on . 
e 8 ) ing a ion jamin F. How 
(Report No. 130% 8 ee 
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By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 7658) for the relief of Stephen R. Stafford, captain | th 


Fifteenth 3 United States Army. No. 1364. 
By Mr. D from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 
a Kong si relief of the Potomac Steamboat Company. (Report 
0. i 


Ba PEA GRICE pan Coolie Pes 
e R. an a on v. 
widow of late Brig. Gen. Daniel 9 United States Volun- 


teers. (Report No. 1366.) 
Garen N er i granting a pension to Cora L. Dodge. 
o. 1367. 
By Mr. GRAF F, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
7891) to refer the claim of Joseph W. Parish to the Secretary of 
the Treasury for examination and report. (Report No. 1368.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: - 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8294) donating four condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Monu- 
3 Association, of Catawissa, Pa. to the Committee on Naval 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) donating one condemned cannon and 
two p. ids of condemned cannon balls to Captain Jackson Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, No. 159, Berwick, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) donating four condemned cannon and 
four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Lincoln Post, No. 140, 
Shamokin, Pa., for their Soldiers’ Monumental Association—to 
bs Sr BAILEY (he uest): A bill (H. R egula 

2 y req : ill ( . 8297) to r te 
insurance companies in the Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on io yon bill (H. R. 8298) rela ortgages 

request), a bill (H.R. ing to m. in 
the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8299) grantin. theright of way 
to the Chattanooga Rapid Transit Company to lay track into the 

unds of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park—to 

e Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a 
cannon from the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., to Grant 
Park, in Galena, III.— to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disc from 

ae consideration of the following bills; which were as 
ows: 

The bill (H. R.8154) for the relief of Alice Severy—Committee 


= Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Papers in the case of Frederick Fisher—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions di , and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pree bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 8300) granting an increased 
pension to Isaiah F. Force—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 8301) granting an increase of 
ci to Rufus H. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8302) granting an increase of pension to A. V. 
Bl ood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8303) to increase the pension of 
Lorenzo Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

oy Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8804) to increase the pension 
of John 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sc Sort HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 8305) for the relief of Henry 
O. ogy CS the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TCH: A bill (H. R. 8306) granting a pension to Dar- 
win T. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 8307) to remove rage of de- 
sections now standing 8 James Hennessy on the rolls of the 
War ent to Committee on Military Affairs. + 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8308) granting a pension to Eliza 
A. pepe ets Se 5 Fo ana per ee rae 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8309) for relief o on Reyneir— e 
Committee on Military ‘Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8310) for the relief of Permelia R. Parris—to 
e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8311) for the relief of John 
W. T. 5 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) for the relief of John Finn to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Frank Nadler, of Daven- 
port, Iowa, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, an 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter— 
to the Committee on the P. ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Stewartsville, Mo., 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the city council of the city of 
Boone, Iowa, in behalf of the transmississippi and international 

ition at Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
as EVANS: Petition of J. W. McGee and others; also of 
W. M. Dauner, of Louisville, Ky., praying for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 888, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter post- 
age per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of 500 citizens of Indian Territory. 
asking that Wagner be designated as a place for holding United 
States court to the Committee on the J esr 

By Mr. HART (by uest): Petition of Young Men’s 
Christian Association of Manch Chunk, Pa., praying for favor- 
able action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage half ounce, and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee 
on the P ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Remonstrances and petitions of C. F. 
Schwab and others; also of J. A. Carnegie and other citizens, all 
of the State of Montana, against 1 the statue of Pare 
Marquette to remain in Statuary to the Committee on the 


Library. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of Charles P. Haller, gen- 
eral of the Young Men’s Christian Association, of Stam- 
ford, Conn.; also of E. J. Steele, of Torrington, Conn., asking for 
favorable action on House bills Nos, 838, 4566, and 5560, to pro- 


vide 1-cent letter r half ounce, and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-c. matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HULING (by request): Petition of citizens of West 
Virginia, protesting inst the statue of Pére Marquette remain- 
y, a the Capitol of United States—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. LEIGHTY: Paper to 8 House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against James Hennessy, of Battery B, 
Third New York Artillery to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition and remonstrance of citizens of 
Montpelier, Vt.; also of Jacob Gunsaul and other residents of 
Covert, Mich.; also of citizens of Ravenswood, W. Va., protesting 
against the statue of Marquette remaining in Statuary Hall—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of the mayor and city council 
of Chadron, Nebr.; also of city council of Aurora, Nebr., in favor 
of the transmississippi exposition at Omaha—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Banner Post, No. 308, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of South Sioux City, Nebr.; also of Kilpatrick Post, No. 
82,Grand Army of the Republic, of Oakdale, Nebr., asking for the 
passage of the National Tribune service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of 5 Petition of J. T. Reynolds 
and others, of the borough of , Delaware County, Pa., favor- 
ing the appropriation of unclaimed pension and 1 money due 
the estates of deceased colored soldiers to educational purposes 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., urging the establishment of a d ent 
of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 5 

Also, petition of the Boston Merchants’ Association, favoring 
the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the J 1 

By Mr. SO CK: Remonstrance and petition of Francis 
F. Butt and others; also of Geurtze and others, all of eran A 
N. Y., against the acce ce of a statue of Père Marqu 
the Committee on the Li 8 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 20, 1896, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, P. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. PETTIGREW, and by unani- 


mous consent, the further reading was ag bata with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 

proved, if there be no objection. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
pore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the 5 the Interior, in response to a 
resolution of March 24, 1896, ing for information as to whether 
any of the lands referred to in Exhibits 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, on page 
32 of Senate Document No. 155, Fifty-fourth Congress, first ses- 
sion, and more i y described therein, have been 
of for less than $1.25 per acre, etc., transmitting a report from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office containing the infor- 
mation desired; which, with the report, was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table. 

He also laid before the a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, for the information of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, United tes Senate, a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, together with inclosures referred to, relative to the 
improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers; which, on motion 
of Mr. Vilas, was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 

nying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

o also 8 the — agro tion Teora 3 2 
retary of the Treasury, itting, in response to a ution 
of Feb 6, 1896, a statement of the bids for bonds recently 
advertised for sale by him, giving the names and residences of the 
bidders, the amounts bid, and o detailed information; which, 
on motion of Mr. HILL, was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT tempore presented a petition of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of the Alton Board 
of Trade of Alton, III., and a petition of the Central Association 
of Retail Merchants of Nyack, N. V., praying for the establish- 
ment of a nay wari of commerce and manufactures; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN ted a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the es and Labor Council of Piqua, Ohio, having 
a membership of 1,500, praying for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver; which was ered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Congregational 
Church of Benton ‘bor, Mich., paving tor the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the New York Mercantile 
Exchange, pra; for the passage of House bill No. 8008, relating 
to filled cheese; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. r 

He also presented sundry petitions of railway clerks of 
Omaha, ings, and McCook, allin the State of Nebraska, pray- 
ing for the smago of Senate bill No. 2741, providing for a reclas- 
sification of clerks in the railwa service; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pos and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill No. 7606, 
nb sata J an increase of pension to Lucy Ord Mason; which was 
refi to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
St. Louis, Mo., prayin t the so- called Harter Act, relating to 
the navigation of vessels, be amended so as to afford ample and 
1 to shippers of produce, etc., and also for the 
establi ent of a department of commerce and manufactures; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
1-cent letter postage for each half ounce, and to correct abuses 
in connection with second-class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

MRS. FLORENCE E. MAYBRIOK. 

Mr. CALL. I present a brief by Hon. A. H. Garland and L. D. 
Yarrell, a paper by a reti aana ee 
Congress express a desire for the pardon of Mrs. Maybrick. 
move that the papers be printed as a document for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3656) poang for free home- 
steads on the public lands in Oklahoma Territory for actual and 
bona fide settlers, and reserying the public lands for that pur- 


pose, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which 
was agreed to. ` 
Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William 
H. 5 reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
ereon. 

. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2178) to provide for 
the purchase of a site, and for the erection of a public buildi 
thereon at Salt Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah, and ai 
Ogden, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 131) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire, repo it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. FRYE), from the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2391) to amend 
section 2981 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 
10, 1880, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. (for Mr. Berry), from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for the 
reimbursement of the expense of constructing a sewer upon the 
permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2725) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Illinois River at a point within 5 miles from and above the upper 
limits of Grafton and a point in Calhoun County in said te 
oppone or nearly opposite the said point in Jersey County, all in 

e-State of Illinois, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7664) making ap- 
1 for sundry civil e of the Government for the 

year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments, and I submita thereon. I give notice 
that at the earliest practicable moment I shall ask the Senate to 
consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2503) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
picasso ore Laie to — 88 of purchasers under 
m aw y an of Congress approved A 20, 
rie reported it with an amendment, and submitted a mam 

ereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2101) to extend the provisions of 
an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late 
Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. By the instruction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I report, back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 
160) to appoint four members of the Board of Man of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and I beg leave 
to have it acted upon now. I can =e the reason if desired. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and, by unanimous 
consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
its consideration. It provides for the appointment of William B. 
Franklin, of Connecticut; Thomas J. Henderson, of Ilinois; 
George L. Beal, of Maine, and GEORGE W. STEELE, of Indiana, as 
mem of the Board of rs of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States. 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SEWERAGE WORK AT FORTRESS MONROE, 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Milit Affairs I 
submit a report to accompany the joint resolution (H. Res. 168) 
to amend the act spate August 1, 1894, making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, etc., etofore re- 


ported by me. 

I beg leave to ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. It is to complete the sewerage work at Fortress Mon- 
roe. It appropriates no money, but diverts a portion of an unex- 
pended appropriation to that purpose. The Chief of Engineers 
says the work ought to be done now for the health of the post. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


Mr. WLEY. I will briefly explain the joint resolution. In 
the act of 1894 it was provided that not to exceed $75,000 might be 
expended upon a sewerage system badly needed at that place, 
one-half of it to be contributed by private parties, the owners of 
the hotels and other buildings. e work was done finally for 
$45,000. The private parties paid their $22,500 and the United 
States expended its $22,500, leaving, if I recollect aright, $15,000 
of the United States sum of $37,500 free. Five thousand dollars 
of that amount the Chief of Engineers says must be expended to 
provide a system for flushing the sewers. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS JOHNSON, 


Mr. WALTHALL. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 365) to fix the 
date of the di of Thomas Johnson, to report it without 
amendment. It is a House bill of less than four lines and can be 
disposed of in a minute. Iask unanimons consent that it may be 
put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to fix the date 
of the discharge of Thomas Johnson, Company L, Seventh Ken- 
tucky Cavalry, at November 20, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. PUGH. At the request of my colleague [Mr. MORGAN], a 
member of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, who is unable to 
be present in the Senate, Bo pines his views, representing the 
minority, adverse to the bill (S. 2894) to amend an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes,” hs Vg July 1, 1862; also to amend an act a 

roved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, bo 

amendment of said first-mentioned act and other acts amenda- 
tory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the 
settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads, and to secure the payment 
of all indebtedness to the United States of certain companies 
therein mentioned. I ask that the minority report may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THURSTON in the chair). 
The Senator from Alabama asks that the report presented on be- 
re ia colleague may be printed in the RECORD. Is there ob- 

on 
; Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
page a Is the minority report the large book he holds in 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir; it is only 36 pages of this book. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is the 36 pages of the minority report 
itself, without the accompanying papers, that the Senator desires 
to have printed. 5 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; the minority report, making 36 pages, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without the documents? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make no objection. 

i ALLISON. Has the majority report been printed in the 

ECORD? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to make a remark in reference to the 
inadvertent statement made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGu] that his colleague bee Mond] submitted a report of 
the minority of the committee. I wish to state that the bill as 

upon and reported to the Senate by the chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Iowa u, GEAR], is not the unani- 
mous report of the committee. I did not agree and do not now 
agree with the rest of the committee as to so much of the bill at 
least as relates to the proposed settlement with the Union Pacific 
Railway Company, and I have reserved the right to file such mi- 


nority rt as I shall deem best. The report which the Senator 
from Ala . Pues] 8 represents the views of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moran], also in the minority. 


Mr. PUGH. Alone. ‘ie 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to printing 
the * 5 in the RECORD? : 

Mr. AL I merely desire to ask if the majority report 
has been printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It has not yet been filed. The Senator’s col- 
league, the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], has not filed 
his and it has not been printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 


maoniy oe se has not yet been made to the Senate. 
8 N. Isuggest that the two reports should be printed 


together in the same document in some way. It would seem that 
the majority report should be printed in the RECORD at the same 
time that the minority a sa is. 

Mr. PUGH. Has the Senator from Iowa any information as to 
the time when the majority report will be e? 

Mr. ALLISON, I have no information on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, when I as- 
sented to having the minority report printed in the Recorp I had 
the impression that the majority report had been printed in the 
RecorpD. I recall now that no report has been printed, but only 
the bill. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] asked that the 
bill might be printed in the Recorp, and it is all that has been 
printed. So I do not think the minority report should be printed 
in the RECORD at this time. 

Mr. PUGH. Is the Senator able to say that there will be a 
majority report? 

Mr. BRICE. The Senator from Alabama will allow me fora 
moment. The chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads is 
now engaged in revising the rt on behalf of the majority of 
the committee, and it will be formally presented to the Senate 
within a day or two. I suggest that as soon as the majority 
report has been Fh gare the minority report, or both minority 
reports, in case there shall be two, shall be printed in the same 
document or at the same time. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state at the same time—— 

ae PUGH. I will withhold the minority report on that state- 
men 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
withdraws the minority report. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Alabama that the majority report is practically made out, 
and Iam waiting for some figures from the Treas as to when 
the proposo payment, if Con, shall adopt the bill as reported 
by the committee, would fall due. I shall be able to present it 
to-morrow or the next day. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2895) for the relief of 
J. M. Johnson, administrator of Henry Johnson, deceased; which 
z read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2896) to oe an American 
register for the ship Charles R. Flint; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2897) for the relief of John T. 
Brewster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2898) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge over the Monongahela River from the city of McKees- 
port to the township of Mifin , Allegheny County, Pa.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2899) granting 
the right of way to the Chattanooga Rapid Transit Company to 
lay a single track and the n turn-outs into the grounds of 
the Chic uga and Chattanooga National Park, in the State of 
Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2900) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph McGuckian; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. FRYE) toy request) intro- 
duced a bill (S. 2901) to incorporate the United States Annuity 
Ne ae of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2902) for the establishment of a 
light and fog signal on Duck nd, Maine; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


GROUND MAP OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. CANNON. I introduce a joint resolution. I ask that it be 
read at length and lie on the table; and I give notice that to-morrow 
I shall submit some observations upon it at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 185) providing for the appointment 
of a commission to report upon the practicability of establishing 
near Washington, D. C., a ground map of the United States, was 
zon the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 

ollows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That the appointment of a commission of five citizens 
of the United States is authorized to be made in the following manner: Three 
members to be selected by the President of the United States, one by the 
President of the Senate, and one by the Speaker of the Honse of Representa- 
tives, and for the 2 purpose: To examine into and to report to Con- 
gress upon the Be pe teria ty. advisability, and cost of establishing, at or 
near the city of Washington, a ground map of the United States of erica 
on a scale of. l square yard of map surface for each square mile of actual 
area; said ground map to be as nearly as may be our 5 
reproducing in earth and other materials, on scale, the boun and the 
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to phy, all the natural and artificial features of the surface, showing geo- 
graphical divisions, also mountains, hills, and valleys, forests, lakes, an 
streams, cities and villages; and that said commission is to serve without 


compensation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah asks 
that the joint resolution lie on the table. If there be no objec- 
tion, that order will be made. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted three amendments intended to be 
propona by him to the naval appropriation bill; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
: Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the sundry civil 5 bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. FRYE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed a him to the fortifications appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. HAWLEY subsequently, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
FRYE on this day, intended to be proposed to the fortifications 
appropriation bill, the amendment providing that the ordnance 
storekeeper now on duty in Washington as disbursing officer and 
assistant to Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, shall here- 
after have the rank of major, reported it without amendment, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be 8 z 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
the Senate at his earliest convenience with a statement of the amount of 
“leave money“ claimed to be due the employees of the Government Print- 
ing Office for the fiscal year 1892-93, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late 
United States zen agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services 
and e an s 

A bill (S. 744) providing for a naval training station on the 
Island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island) in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 
ate bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 

ernan; f 
8 (H. R. 2618) granting honorable discharge to Andrew V. 

mde; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte Weirer; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Inde- 
pendence County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 


airfax; 

A bill (H. R. 8671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anthony O’Grady, alias Johu Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company I of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 

= bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the Cemetery Association in the city of St. 
Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ monu- 
ment in said cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney; 

A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A Luthy; 

A bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria B. Brinton; 

A bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden; 

A bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 


ids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
iation of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 


balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the sig a to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

The message further announced that the House had a 
concurrent resolution, authorizing the Public Printer to print and 
bind in paper covers 500 copies of the report of the commanding 
officer of the Watertown Arsenal of tests of materials for indus- 
trial and other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. ; 

The message also communicated to the Senate resolutions of the 
House commemorative of the life and character of Hon. William 
Cogswell, late a Representative from the State of Massachusetts, 


PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that on 
Wednesday morning next, immediately after the conclusion of 
the morning business, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2281) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Chero- 
kee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892, 
for the purpose of enabling me to submit some remarks, __ - 


STATUE OF JAMES MARQUETTE, 


Mr. VILAS. I give notice that on Wednesday, the 29th instant, 
at the conclusion of the routine morning business, I shall ask 
the Senate to receive a communication from the governor of 
Wisconsin, tendering the Congress the statue of James Marquette, 
and to ask such further action in reference to the same as may be 
appropriate. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
= bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
ernan; 
A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte Weirer: 
j A bill (H. R.3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 
Ax; 
1 (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
ardson; 
A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney; 
A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria B. Brinton. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
og ve (H. R. 2618) granting honorable 8 to Andrew V. 

nde; 

A bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anthony O’Grady, alias John Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company I of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden. 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
ree by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs: : 
A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the Cemetery Association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 


balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and i 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

The bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Inde- 
pendence County, Ark., was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Claims. 
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The bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of jamin F. Jones was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the ittee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


TESTS OF MATERIALS FOR INDUSTRIAL AND OTHER PURPOSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 


was referred to the Committee on Printing 
n ee NETES (the Senate ), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and in paper 
covers 500 copies of the re of the of the Watertown 
Arsenal of tests of for industrial and o purposes made at said 
arsenal during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 
Sor Sema Ae cocoon ok ta eee toate op the cae 
gas ` aware a 
— basi bill at lettin? x us 
Mr. PETTIGREW. He is. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, sac pie ine consi erson o the bill 2 R. a 
appro ons for current and con expenses e 
Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


P'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ing question is on 
the amendment mabenasted by the „ [Mr. PEF- 
Bad, which will be read. 

3 “4 SECRETARY. On page 59, line 3, after the word “schools,” 


— the time being, and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], which 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, page 58, strike out all after the 
word Alaska“ down to and including the word schools,“ in 
ee. 3, page 59, and including the amendment just adopted, and 

rt: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with 
t contract schools for the education pupils during fiscal year 
such where Government schools 


amount not ex 

1895, and it is hereb; 
make no appropria: 
other than Government 


Mr. BURROWS. May I inquire what the amendment was 
which was adopted by the Senate a moment ago? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment which was 
adopted a few minutes ago will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary again read Mr. PEFFER’S amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment now before 
the Senate proposes to strike out the amendment just read, to- 
gether with the matter between line 20, on page 58 and line 3, on 
2 Is the Senate ready for the question on the amendment 
of the . Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]? 

Mr. KRELL. I offer an amendment, to come in after the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas just adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following proviso: 


School just as soon as it is possible for ision to be made for 
tion otherwise, and the Secretary of the Interior is here 
directed to make such provision at the earliest p o day, not later 
than July 1, 1898. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood that the school question was to 
go over until the Senator from Montana . CARTER] returns. 
e 


seems to be away. Does he understand that it is to be acted 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think perhaps it is best to over this 
item until the Senator from Montana returns. I tand that 


he will be here this evening at 5 o'clock. In the meantime I 


should like to have the Senate take up the reserved amendment on 


56. 
Pathe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to passing 
over the pending amendments? The Chair hears none, and they 
are over for the present. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent to take Tp thae amendment on page 56. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the amendment offered by the 
2 aen Missouri may be ordered printed. 


int? 

P 3 in print now. 
Mr. WILSON. Iask the Senator from South Dakota if he will 
not yield to me to offer an amendment on page 50. It is a ve 
short amendment and I think it will be adopted without opposi- 
tion. It will take but a minute. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That can be done after we dispose of the 
committee amendments, which is the re order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from South 
Dakota call attention to the amendment now to be acted upon? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Onpage 56, line 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
Tue SECRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations report to 
insert, after the committee amendment ending with line 3, on 
page 56, the following: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and di- 
rected to parto the following persons, and not to their assignees, immedi- 
ately upon the of this act, out of the balance ning of the 35 


passage remat: 
per cent reserved for payment of services rendered and expenses in- 
curred, under contracts entered into by the Old Settlers or Western Cherokee 
Indians, through their authorized oners, in th 
claim, ap; for act of Congress ap; 
Statutes at LATEN DARO 451), entitled “An act appropriations to su; 
ply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year fd June 30, 18%, 
1 155 rior ears, an ‘or other purposes,” namely: 
0 a y, $29,000. 
To Charles A. Webb, administrator of estate of C. M. McLoud, $5,050. 
To Erwin, administrator of the estate of Marcus Erwin, 


o Theodore H. N. McPherson, $5.00. 
To Mary E. Carey, executrix of estate of James J. Newell, deceased, 


. Baugh, $5, 
To Joel M. Bryan, the remainder of said sum of after the 
fi sums, be the bog uf 4 R 


person for all claims 


upon the aforesaid fund. 
* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
-e amendment of the Committee on Appropriations which , 
m read. 
Mr. BATE. I should like vay much to have some explanation 
of the amendment. No one could hear it read on this side of the 


ber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am in favor of disagreeing 
to this amendment. I understand that the question now before 
the Senate is the whole amendment of the committee, from line 4, 
on page 56, to and including line 14, on page 57. Iam not willing 
on any evidence that is now before me to vote to give the affirma- 
tive approva of Congress to these claims. I can not find out any- 
thing about them that is satisfactory to me in the time that I have 
been able to give to the consideration of the claims. I have been 
called upon by counsel who are opposed to this amendment and 
by counsel who are in favor of the amendment, and also by coun- 
sel who want something paid, but do not think that the apportion- 
ment of the fees is correct. 

It seems that there have been presented here at one time and 
another claims against this Old Settlers’ fund amounting to more 
than 75 per cent of the whole amount which was rgd picasa by 
Congress. It appears also that there are in thelist of names given 
here large fees to attorneys who had nothing whatever to do with 
the original claim, but attorneys who have aided in defending 
attorneys’ claims. They are all to be paid out of this money in 
some way. If I were to believe half that has been told me on this 
subject I should think there had been chicanery and corruption 
almost illimitable in connection with these attorneys’ fees. 

The result of it all is that we are called upon to approve by our 
affirmative vote a distribution of the money to these attorneys by 
name, beginning with William S. Peabody, who shall have $29,- 
000; and coming down to Belva A. Lockwood, who shall have 
$1,000, and Joel M. Bryan, who has had large fees, I understand, 
and is to have all the rest. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I ought to speak on this sub- 
ject, because I have not information upon which to speak. Itis, 

owever, precisely because of my lack of information that I am 
unwilling to vote for the paymentof these claims. I donot think 
we should be asked to vote to pay these claims, specified separately 
and individually as they are in the amendment. It seems to me 
the responsibility of distributing the amount should be placed 
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upon some one else rather than upon the two Houses of Congress 
in ee, a law. If an adjudication is made, and it is found that 
A is entitled to so much, that B is entitled to so much, and that 
C is entitled to so much, and so on, the authority to pay should 
be a general authority to pay the claims as they have been adjudi- 
cated by competent authority, and we should not be asked to take 
upon ourselves the msibility of paying individual claims as 

es Taree oem 5 clear explanation is made of 

erefore I hope, unless some very is e 

the , that it will all be stricken out. 

Mr. BRO . Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
in charge of this bill, in relation to the amendment which is pend- 
ing, if he has examined the contracts there referred to and is 
pared to pass on their validity or certify to this Senate that pei 
are valid contracts? 4 be amendment we are proposing to ad- 
judicate as a matter of law that these contracts are valid, and we 
propose to enforce them by taking the money of somebody who is 
not represented here—the Indians—and delivering it over tocertain 

ms who would like to have it. It is a clear act of adjudica- 
„as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has 
already said. It is a judgment; it ep ie e existence of a con- 
tract and the 8 of it; and I should like to know whether 
any evidence ever been had by any of our committees as to the 
lawfulness of the contracts or the services performed. If this 
were a N to take these many hundred thousand dollars 
out of the ts of the white man it would be considered taking 
money without due processoflaw. The Indian has the same right 
as the white man to have his contract determined and to have it 
ascertained whether he made a contract with these attorneys to 
them these enormous fees. 
its face this claim is not merely fraudulent, but it is, to put 
it plainly, a palpable steal, clean and unvarnished, from one end 
to the other. Itis a proposition to put the hand in the pocket of 
somebody who can not appear here, who can not be heard here, 
and adjudicate 829,000 of the money of the Indians to this man 
P , Whatever he may have done. What did he do? What 
service has he rendered? ere is there a report showing these 
facts? Where could there be a report in the jurisdiction of the 
Senate to give him any money out of the funds of these Indians? 
If they made the contract, there are courts in this land whereb: 
these parties can enforce it. If they did not make the contract, 
am sure we ought not to make one for them to take their money 
away. It seems tome that no man can read this amendment with- 
out having his indignation raised that the American Senate would 
think for one second of adopting it. 

Mr. President, since I came into the Chamber one of our num- 
ber has sent me an article from the Boston Journal, and suggested 
that it would be appropriate to thisdiscussion. I will ask to have 
it read ne the tary to show what people outside of the Sen- 
ate are thinking at this time of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be 
read, as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A DISCREDITABLE STEAL. 

Under the general deficiency act of August 23, 1804, an aj riation was 

made of about 7 y certain claims of the Old Settlers! or Western 


cution of their claims as is necessary for the 
legal services justly or equitably payable on account of the prosecu- 


The amount set s by the Indians for the purposes indicated was 35 per 
cent of whatever might be recovered, which certainly wasan ample provision 
for all proper — expenses; and the plain intent of the ph cited was 
toempower the ioner to save for the Indians such part of this 35 per 
cent as might not be needed, and pay it over to them with the other 65 per 


cent. 

Within three months after the of this however, en claims 
from attorneys and agents were filed in the Indian ice to amount to more 
than twice the sum set apart by the Indians. Other claims have since been 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the Senate has taken up very 
much time of late in the discussion of the Du Pont case, and mem- 
bers of the Senate upon this side have been very much worried 
as to the executive of the State of Delaware trenching upon the 
legislative authority of that State. Here is a case where it is 
F of this United States shall absolutely 
e away the judicial power in regard to these cases. This is 


sense than that which we had in the Du Pont case, and I doubt 


not my friends on the other side will agree with me that this is 
trenching upon the judiciary as much as that was trenching upon 
the legislative power. 

We also had another discussion, to which I desire to call atten- 
tion, as to the value of the services of United States attorneys 
throughout the country. Some of the members of this distin- 
a body thought t $5,000 was little enough for a United 

tes attorney, and some of our friends over the way, particu- 
larly the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], thought that 
$5,000 was an immense sum, that y any atto in the land 
would earn so large a salary as $5,000, and he th tit was too 
much to give to the United States attorneys. The United States 
attorneys have great duties of the United States to attend to; yet 
here it is proposed to give not $5,000 a year, but $29,000, to one 
individual, for what? Not for trying lawsuits, which requires 
some skill and capacity and learning, but ninpi for acting asa 
lobbyist to hang around and annoy Senators an: Representatives 
and we propose to give him as much as we pay a United States 
attorney for almost six years, or pay six attorneys for one year, 
namely, $29,000. Is it any more just or any more right because 
the money is to be paid out of Indian fund than if it was to 
be paid out of our own pockets? 
. President, I submit this amendment ought not to pass and 
that none of us ought to vote for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not know anything about 
the merits of this proposition, but there is one provision of the 
amendment which is very singular. It reads: 

That the of the Interior and he is hereby, 
directed to ue following cine tag not to their — = 
certain large sums of money. That would be dishonorable and 
fraudulent if these ties had borrowed money or had trans- 
ferred their claims. such case they ought not to receive the 
money, and clearly the assignees ought to receive it. This pro- 
vision in a statute of the United States is a violation of the con- 
tract and a gross fraud, and I hope the Senator having charge of 
the bill will consent to strike it out. Certainly it is . in 
every sense of the word. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. L see noobjection to the amendment which 
the Senator from Ohio offers; I pecan have no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, in line 5, on page 56, after the word 
„persons,“ to strike out and not to their assi Eig 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 5 of the Seng- 
ar Ohio will be 8 a her arabe 

ECRETARY, page ine 5, after the word persons,“ 

it is proposed to strike out ‘and not to their assignees”; so as to 


That the Secre of the Interio: and 1 orized 
erst to. pay wie following wicca rte E TA 5 
ac 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to be informed about this matter. I 
have not had an opportunity to examine it in connection with 
existing law as to whether these are claims which were in their 
makers e and properly assignable at the time they were 


assign! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts object to the amen t which has been offered by the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

83 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is before the 
nate. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not rise to object to the amendment, but to 
get light upon it before voting. I should like to know whether 
the Senator from Ohio or the Senator from South Dakota can in- 
form the Senate sufficiently of the character of these claims to 
show whether they were lawfully assignable. A claim growin, 
out of the ordinary necessities of business. and assigned for a 3 
consideration and in the ordinary way, of course, gives an equi- 
table and just claim to the assignee; but if they are mere specula- 
tions by men who have sent out circulars and got Indians or other 
es to intrust them with the care of their claims and agreed 

give them 10 per cent on what they collect, I do not think that 
class of claims should be entitled to much 3 or respect, 


lawfulness of the assignmen 
Task to have section 3477 of the Revised Statutes read, as show- 
ing what is regarded as the honest, just, and wise rule. 
‘he P ENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 


trenching upon the judiciary, I take it, in a much more serious ! indicated. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Sc. 3477. All transfers and assignments made of any claim upon the 
United States, or of any part or share thereof, or interest therein, whether 
absolute or conditional, and whatever may be the consideration therefor, and 
all powers of attorney, orders, or other authorities for 3 of 
any such claim, or of any part or thereof, shall be absolutely null and 
So: unless they are freely made and executed in the 
two attesting witnesses, after the allowance of such a c 
ment of the amount due, and the issuin; 
thereof. Such 
the warrant for pa: 
them, before an o 
and shall be certified by th 
that the officer, at the time 
the transfer, 
the same. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from South Dakota 
what is the nature of these claims that makes it proper to take 
them out of the general rule, and makes it proper for the United 
States to deal with the assignee directly? I merely ask the ques- 
tion for information. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me before he replies to the Senator from Massachusetts, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to sec- 
tion 2106 of the Revised Statutes. Section 2103 is a long section, 
to which there may be further occasion to refer, which provides 
that no agreement with Indians shall be valid unless made in a 
certain way. Then comes the next section, 2106, which provides 


that— 

No ent of any contracts embraced by section 2103, or of any part of 
one, shall be valid unless the names of the ignees and their residences and 
occupations be entered in writing upon the contract, and the consent of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to such 
assignment be also indorsed thereon. 

The Senator will see that requiring an assignment to be made 
in this way impliedly makes valid an assignment so made; but 
the clause which the Senator from Ohio moves to strike out would 
invalidate assignments under section 2106 as well as all others. 

Mr. HOAR. Were the assignments referred to in this bill made 
in pursuance of that law? 

. CHANDLER. I can not answer that question; but refer- 
ring to the motion of the Senator from Ohio, I say that the pro- 
vision prohibiting payment to assignees certainly should not in- 
clude assi ents made in pursuance of section 2106. I ask the 
Senator wheter the assignments should not be recognized which 
are made under that provision? 

Mr. WILson and Mr. Hoar addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
1 ba ield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

. HOAR. I think Iam entitled to the floor. I merely yielded 
to have a section of the Revised Statutes read. I have a few more 
words to say. 

Irose, as I said in the Deg oning, merely to puta question, neither 
to oppose nor to defend these claims; but I think, where we have 
an express prohibition, not only the general prohibition of the 
assignment of claims against the Treasury, but an express pro- 
hibition, which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] has now read, of an assignment of this class of claims, that 
it is not proper for the Senate to authorize their payment to as- 
signees without being informed whether the condition of the stat- 
ute making the assignment valid has been complied with, or, if it 
has not been complied with, without being informed whether it 
is a case which comes within the reason of the law. That I do 
not know, and I think the Senate should know before acting. 

Mr. GRAY. I wished to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
before he sat down, and I will ask him now, whether there has 
been any auditing of these claims anywhere within our reach by 
which we can e any judgment as to the fairness of the charge 
or the fact of the services having actually been rendered. Has any 
accounting officer of the Government, or any other accounting de- 
partment which would be a sufficient evidence to us to warrant 
the appropriation of this money out of the Indian funds, been dis- 
played before any committee or before the Senate in any way? 

. HOAR. I know of that subject is what may be gath- 
ered from the remarks of the honorable Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Brown], that thereis one claim of $29,000 for the services of a lob- 
byist. hether the lobbyist had his claim audited or not by any 
public authority I do not know. 

Let it be understood again that I do not interfere in this ques- 
tion as expressing an opinion or as opposing or favoring this thing. 
I want somebody to tell us what it is; that is all. 

Mr. GRAY. How are we to apply, I would ask the Senator, the 
quantum meruit to the services of the lobbyist? What standard 
Have we by which we could apply a quantum meruit to the value 
of the services of a lobbyist unless there had been a judgment of 
the Court of Claims or the finding of our Committee on Claims? 
What re we to guide us in appropriating this large sum of 
mone: 

Mrs PLATT. I want to interrupt the Senator. I think, if the 
Senator will permit me one word, this matter would be explained, 
and I think it will now, if Senators will give an opportunity to the 


resence of at least 


Senators who have the matter in charge or the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to explain it. 

Mr. GRAY. It very much n explanation. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it would be very much better to do that 
than to rest upon the assertion that there are $29,000 payable to a 
lobbyist here. I venture to say that as to the $29,000 referred to, 
which is proposed to be Aah eee to the person mentioned, 
that that person has not lobbied a day or an hour about the Sen- 
ate. There have been 8 wild statements made here this 
morning, and I suggest t 3 it would be as well to wait 
until there has been some explanation made of this matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Secretary of the Interior say 
about this $8,000? 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to ask the Senator, if he will answer 
me, if this William S. Peabody performed no service as a lobbyist, 
did he Peo any service whatever? 

Mr. PLATT, I do not think I ought to be called upon to make 
a statement with regard to these claims, but, as I understand this 
matter, Mr. Peabody was employed directly, legally, and proper! 
by the attorney who had the original contract to press this ma 
ter of the Old Settlers’ claims before Congress, and that a lar, 
part of his claim was disallowed upon the theory that because he 
took employment at one time in one of the De ents of the 
Government he thereby forfeited eve ing which was due or 
earned after that time—something of that sort. The whole mat- 
ter will be explained if Senators will give the opportunity. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I should be delighted to hear 
any explanation from any Senator which would remove the im- 
peon from my mind that this is a palpable fraud on its face. 

t seems that the Committee on Indian Affairs finds that in the 
contract with the Old Settlers they reserved 35 per cent to pay 
the expenses of managing their claim against the Government, 
It appears from the paper that I hold in my hand that a very lar: 
sum of money, under the authority of Congress, was paid to the 
various parties having claims against this fund. It seems now 
that there is a balance of 35 per cent that remains unexpended, 
and that is disposed of by this amendment in this way: 

To William S. Peabody, $29,000. 


From the statement I hold in my hand it appears that Mr. Pea- 
body’s claim was submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Af. 
fairs, and was partially allowed and paid. : 

Mr. GAL GER. Eight thousand dollars was paid. 

Mr. PALMER. Eight thousand dollars was paid. Without 
going into the discussion of the claim fully, it seems to have been 
the purpose of the Committee on Indian Affairs to wipe this claim 
— Ae eames on the eleventh line of page 57, this provision is 

‘ound: 

To Joel M. B: , the remainder of said sum of money after paying the 
foregoing specific sums, be the same more or less. 

It seems to me very singular indeed that this Joel M. Bryan, 
who has received, as I am informed, $52,025.11 on his claim, 
should have some moral right to rub out and extinguish the bal- 
ance. If he is entitled to any compensation at all, heis entitled to 
something specific, but if he is simply to rub out the balance for 
what is left, it seems to me quite as unjust to Mr. Bryan as it is 
to the Indians. 

From the paper I hold in my hand it is apparent that some of 
these claims have been submitted to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, and have been rejected. 
The statement is most interesting. I read from the pamphlet I 
have in my hand: 

The contract with said Peabody was made by J. M. Bryan, as commissioner 
of the “Old Settler Cherokees," to prosecute said claims before the proper 
committees of Congress, the Departments, or courts of the United States to 
a final termination and collection of the same for a compensation of 8 per cent 
on the dollar of the amount collected on said claim. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs rejected the claim not only upon rea- 
sons of a legalcharacter, but because there was no evidence that he rendered 
service which was of any value to his clients. 

The legal objection to the allowance of the entire claim was based u 
well-established le 3 The contract was not only contingent, but 


entire. It requi the continued service of Peabody until the money was 


paid. He voluntarily ualified himself from rendering that service by his 


acceptance of an office under the Government, which rendered any perform- 
ance of service by he in the prosecution of said claim unlawful. This 
acceptance of an office by Peabody was such an abandonment of the service 
of his client as destroyed his right to recover upon his contract. This opinion 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs was in accord with the principles de- 
clared by the Supreme Court in Denver vs. Roane. (99 U. S., 355, 38L.) 


Now, there are $29,000 of this sum, which the committee in the 
liberality with which wey dispose of this residuum of money that 
belongs to the Indians, which is given to this person. He has had 
$8,000; and the criticism of the Senator from Utah is well founded, 
or seems plausible at least, that when $5,000 is thought to be an 
excessive compensation to United States district attorneys, this 

, Who abandoned his contract with the Indians and who has 
received $8,000, is now to have $29,000 more. As to what possible 
aono was rendered these Indians, I am utterly without informa- 

on. 
There are other criticisms upon this claim which, to my mind, 
stamp it as a transaction in which the rights of the Indians are 
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totally ed, for it appears that these mere 3 
le who have rendered pretended service to the Indians—are 
y this amendment to have the balance, whatever it may be. The 


following are sums proposed to be paid: 


To William 8. Peabody, $29,000. 
To Charles A. Webb, administrator of the estate of C. M. 2 $5,050. 
e ee ETE trator of the estate of Marcus Erwin, deceased, 


o Theodore H. N. McPherson, 1 
pX Mary E. Carey, executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, deceased, 


John A. Sibbald, $1,000. 


To Samuel W. Peel, $5,000. 


To Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones, $7,003.86. 
Certainly there is nothing more exact than that determination 
of the rights of these parties. 


To David A. McKnight, $1,000. 
Carte 


Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not hear the Senator’s remarks in relation 
to the claims in lines 5 and 6. 

Mr. PALMER. I spoke of the claims of Voorhees and Jones. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. PALMER. With great satisfaction. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think perhaps it would be better to hear 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with relation to this matter 
before this discussion proceeds further. Senators are laboring 
under a misapprehension and are floundering in the dark in dis- 
cussing the amendment now. 

Mr. PALMER. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs has been invited in the most insinuating and delicate way 
to afford any information to the Senate he possesses. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say 

Mr. PALMER. I cheerfully yield for an explanation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that I am not on the list of the 
most active talkers in the Senate, and with three or four men on 
the floor at the same time I found it impossible to get in. 

Mr. GRAY (to Mr. PETTIGREW). Go ahead now. 

Mr. PALMER. I certainly yield 

Mr. GRAY (to Mr. PALMER). Yield now. 

Se E . Inow yield the floor to the Senator from South 
ota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Washington [Mr. WiL- 
son. of our committee, has been trying to get the floor. 

r. PALMER. I yield the floor to whoever may represent the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. He has the opportunity to explain. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I certainly am under obligation 
to the Senator from Illinois. It is not my intention to take him 
from the floor or to make any extended explanation in regard to 
these items in the bill. 

In the early portion of the session I introduced a bill for the re- 
lief of and payment to Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones of 
$7,003.86 for services rendered the Old Cherokee Settlers. A simi- 
lar bill was introduced in another branch and passed and came to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire states that he is against the entire crowd. 

It is true a protest has been filed, but I call the attention of the 
Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators to the fact that 
in the protest which is filed against the allowance of these claims, 
on page 8, the following language is used relative to the claim of 
Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones: 

It is conceded e in Whose behalf this poe is made that the pro- 
vision contained in the proposed amendment for the payment to Reese H. 
A be peak: nnd chad IE te f anol SORAS COA to 
thess gentlemen for the valuable — rendered. 

That is in the protest of the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees, 
and I read the same here only in justification of myself in intro- 
ducing into the bill this item. After a very careful and pai 
taking research in regard to their claims, I found that these 
gentlemen had given good and valuable services, that they had 
examined a vast amount of testimony and papers, continued for 
almost a year and a half, and I felt they were in justice and equity 
entitled k this amount. There is no oe at any place or at 
any time by any Old Settlers of the Cherokees to the allowance 
and payment of the claim to Voorhees and Jones. I only rose to 
justify my action as to the bill in that respect. 5 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I concur in everything that has 
been said by the honorable Senator from Washington . WIL- 
son]. The claims mentioned in lines 5 and 6 are undoubtedly for 
regular, bona fide, professional services rendered under contract— 
made first with the chief and next with the council of the tribe. 
It was authorized originally by the council of the tribe and in a 
regular written contract which appears in the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, by which Messrs. Voorhees and Jones were 
to have 1 per cent upon the amount of the claim for defending the 
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fund against the claims of other attorneys and agents who had 
been employed in the case. The services were regularly profes- 


sional. ough it is not very common, it is not uncommon that 
attorneys of the first class are employed to defend in claims for 
attorneys’ services. The services here rendered were of thatchar- 
acter and were rendered at the instance of and under written con- 
tract with the tribe or nation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Were they successful? 

Mr. TURPIE. They were successful in reducing a t many 
of the claims against the fund. They were su in defeat- 
ing several of them. i 

As the report of the Secretary of the Interior shows, the amount 
here charged is very reasonable, because anoue the actual hear- 
ing before the Secretary of the Interior lasted only about three 
days and the actual debate of the claims occupied but that time, 
the preparatory labor involved in the inquiry as to who had been 
originally retained in all the cases, as to what the nature and 
character of the services of the persons retained had been, of what 
value they had been to the fund, and of what benefit they had 
been to the tribe, was very great, and all this was embraced in the 
services of Messrs. Voorhees and Jones. 

I am inclined to think, as the honorable Senator from Washing- 
ton has stated, and I give it as my opinion as an attorney from 
my personal knowledge of the service and investigation, that the 
claim is a very reasonable one. 

Mr. GEORGE, What is the amount? 

Mr. TURPIE. Seven thousand and three dollars and eighty-six 
cents. They contracted for 1 per cent. This is less than 1 per 
cent. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
if the claim of Mr. Jones and Mr. Voorhees has been-presented to 
= gee of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the In- 

or’ 
5 TURPIE. My impression is that it has been presented to 

Mr. PALMER. Do J understand the Senator to say that it has 
been so presented? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; to both, If the honorable Senator 
from Illinois will excuse me. I will state that the Secretary and 
the Commissioner both on the claim, They made no ques- 
tion upon its justice, but decided the case just as they did the 
others—on the question of technicality merely. 

Mr. PALMER. It is part of the facts in this case that certain 
of these persons whose names I have forgotten—I have not before 
me the book that I had before—presen: their claims to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as 
the case may be, and their claims were considered, the amount 
found due them was determined and was paid. Others of them 
have never presented their claims to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior. They were brought di- 
rectly to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE. Les, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. That, I think, is in disregard of the statute. 
The Secretary of the Interior was directed by former action of 
Congress to investigate and pay out of the sum that was reserved 
for the payment of the attorneys and agents of the Indians, and 
he did pay nearly $200,000, according to my recollection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One kinde and ninety-three thousand 
nine hundred and thirty-two dollars. 

Mr. PALMER. That much was pare 

Mr. TURPIE, Will the honorable Senator from Ilinois allow 
me? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not know why this claim was not paid— 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the honorable Senator from Illinois allow 
wet will state the technical point on which the claim was re- 
jected. 

The Secretary of the Interior held that he could only pass u 
claims against the original fund for services rendered in behalf of 
the original fund, and he held a very nice point—perhaps Senators 
here would not have held the same way—that as the appointment 
of those gentlemen by the tribe was for services in defending 
claims of attorneys and agents on account of the original fund it 
was not embraced within the letter or the spirit of the act of Con- 
gress which gave them power to allow claims as a lien on the 
fund. But heacknowledged byimplication the entire justice and 
fairness of this claim and recommended that the gentlemen go to 
Congress for relief. It was in compliance with the intimation of 
the honorable Secretary, as well as of the Commissioner, that the 
original bills for relief were introduced. One of them has passed 
the House of Representatives and is now pending before the Sen- 
ate committee, and another is yet pending in this body. I say it 
was in compliance with the intimation of the Department that 
those bills were introduced for separate relief. Of course, if the 
pornon is made under the appropriation bill, those bills will be 


in 3 1 
Mr. P IGREW. At the beginning of the present session 
of Congress some bills were introduced and referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs to pay these various attorneys. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs appointed a subcommittee to look 
into the whole matter and provide for the disposition of the 
money, if anyone were entitled to it. É 


It a that this sum of money is a part of the 35 per cent 
set apart by the Cherokee Indians many years ago out of the 
whole sum they might recover, which they claimed was due them 


from the United States. They ap inted commissioners to prose- 
cute the claim, and mađe J. M. an commissioner and also 
treasurer and attorney. Over twenty pean ago he came to Wash- 
ington to prosecute the claim of $800,000 in the courts. He made 
a recovery. Of the $800,000 due the Indians 35 per cent was set 
apart by the Indians, the Old Settlers, to pay attorneys and to 
pay the expense of following up the matter. 
is money is the remainder of that 35 percent. All the mone 

that is due the Indians has been paid to them. There is nota dol- 
lar of this money which can go to the Indians in any event, no 
matter what disposition is 

Mr. PLATT. Not without an act of Congress. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from South Dakota why 
this money would not go to the Indians if Congress fails to appro- 


priate it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will tell the Senator from Illinois why. 
That is just what I was proceeding to do. 

The Ghervkee council of the Old Settlers set apart 35 per cent of 
the $800,000 to pay expenses and attorneys’ fees. There has been 
distributed all of this money but $79,000 provided in this bill. In 


their council, on July 11, 1892, the Old Settlers passed the follow- 
ing resolution: 


the newspa of the nation, formal 

there sharia be set —.— 85 per cent of the . — . recovered to us upon our 
claim e ta thori the U ir thereof unto 
our oner, J. M. to meet and pay 
the obligations which we have met aforesaid and to be devoted to that pur- 


— 3 e to dev: = said 5 per 
cent of recovery upon said y satisfy and meet our said 
0 ons. and have 80 aided us on the security of the said pi of our 


in the event of success, reap all the advan 
from such services and su — and it would be dishonest and unjust not 
to our agreement as above set forth: Now, therefore, 
Be it resolved by the Old Settlers or Western C! Indians in council con- 
That 8 declare that the said 35 cent of whatever moneys 
shall reco’ upon the said claim shall set apart for the purposes 
aforesaid, reaffirming all prior resolutions to the same effect. 


Mr. PALMER. What is the date of the resolution, may I ask 
the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. July 11, 1892. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it not November 25, 1875? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. July 11, 1892, reaffirming the contract of 


1875. 
On July 28, 1893, they passed these resolutions: 


it resolved by the Old Settlers’ council in session regularly convened, That 
ape ake and treasurer of the Old er Cherok 


of the Supreme Court of the United States PE to the Old Settler Cherokees 
now li and to the descendants of the Old Settler Cherokees in panal per 
capita bution, and that the pay rolls of 1851 be made the basis of the com- 


t. 
e ther resolved, That the sum of 1} cent of the amount due the 
Old Settler Cherokees, in accordance with the decision of the United States 
Court above cited, be paid to Joel L. DUR for mache se rendered 


This is one of the claims provided for in the amendment, and it 
does not provide for the whole amount either. That is Baugh’s 
claim. It would amount to $12,000. He has received $1,000, and 
the amendment gives him $5,000 more— 
and that the sum of 1 per cent of the whole amount adjudged due the Old 

Cherokees be paid 0 


Settler to E. C. Boudinot for services rendered and to be 
rendered in favorable termination of the Old Settlers’ claim and 
this bed from the 35 per 


same is hereby, a ved: Provided, That same shall 
the prosecution of the Old Settlers’ claim. 
Pet farthe ved, Tha the Chero Nation shall have been reim- 


8 resolved, That after eee. 


‘or wed money and tracts in force satisfied, the residue 
of the 35 per cent shall be wed to Hon. J. M. oner and 
„as an additional consideration for his long and valuable services as 

er, delegate, and attorney for the Old Settler Cherokees. 


The money has been reimbursed that was loaned by the Chero- 
kee Nation, and the remainder of this money, whatever is not 
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distributed to the attorneys named in the amendment under the 
agreement, goes to their commissioner and attorney, J. M. Bryan. 

Beit further resolved, That all previous acts of the Old Settlers’ councils not 
modified by these resolutions be, and the same are hereby, reaffirmed. 

Be it fr resolved, That our de ite and commissioner, or his successors, 
are hereby instructed to see that no are allowed for attorney fees act- 
ing for the Old Settlers in cases where no services have been rendered or 
where they have failed to strictly comply with the provisions and conditions 


of their contracts, 

There were attorneys who filed claims against this fund far in 
excess of the 35 per cent—one was for $200,000, I think—after the 
court had decided and decreed that this money belonged to the 
Old Settler Cherokees. Thereupon Mr. Bryan employed attor- 
neys toresist the claim of those attorneys, who he insisted had 
no right to compensation, and some of the items are to compen- 
sate attorneys who appeared before the Interior Department to 
resist the unlawful claims of persons who had no right to com- 
pensation. But they were employed by Bryan, and as Bryan re- 
ceives all that is left of the 35 per cent, it seems to me no one else 
is interested in the controversy. 

This matter was thoroughly investigated by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and re as an amendment to the Committee 
on Appropriations. Committee on Appropriations thoroughly 
examined the matter, and believed that this was as fair and just 
a settlement of the matter as could be reached, and the commit- 
tee were also given to understand that it was satisfactory to Mr. 
Bryan, who would receive the balance of the money when the 
other attorneys are paid. So for my part I can not see where 
there is any chance for controversy about this question. 

The protest which has been fut into the pe of every Senator 
by the representatives of the Cherokee Nation is signed by le 
who have no interest whatever in the matter. It is not the Old 
Settlers who come here protesting. I donot know the purpose of 
the protest unless it is that this money may all be drawn out in 
lump sum by the representatives of Mr. Bryan. - 

Mr. FAU I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether I am correct in saying that the whole contro in thi 
matter is simply whether or not Mr. Bryan shall receive this fund 
or Therner e claimants whose names are mentioned shall re- 
ceive it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is the way I understand it. Nota 
dollar of the money will ever go to the Indians. There is no show 
in the world for them to get a cent of it, and, as I understand it, 
this provision simply divides it up among the numerous claim- 
ants in a satisfactory way, so that Congress hereafter will be rid 
of the matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me to read what 
was in the very first, the original, contract? I find it on page 4. 
e ee first contract, made on the 25th of N ovember, 1975 It 
T us: i 


Resolved further, That it is deemed eee e 8 that the ee on 
‘ore the Governmen: 0 


in p in the 
8 of said claim as they may 


mmission, and payable to them or their order by the proper authorities 
the United States Government, which per cent shall be applied in the pay- 
ment of said prosecution and all incidental expenses. 


Every meeting of the Old Settlers after that described how 
much they allowed out of the 35 per cent. The 35 per cent, as I 
understand, was never actually set apart, but only so much as 
was necessary, and the council determined how much was neces- 

from time to time. 

. PETTIGREW. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the paper I have just read, which is an authenticated 
copy of the contract on file in the Interior Department. 

Be it resolved, That after the Cherokee Nation shall have been reim- 
bursed for borrowed money, and all contracts in full satisfied, 
the 35 per cent shall beallowed to Hon J. M. Bryan, commissi 
urer, as an additional consideration for his 1 and valuable 
commissioner, delegate, and attorney for the Old Settler Cherokees, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of that resolution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The 28th of July, 1893. This is a certified 

from the records of the Interior artment. 

we are contending about is the residue. This divides it up 

so that everybody is satisfied, even Bryan. I see no reason wh 

we should continue the controversy. Bryan's services were wort 
all he has ever received. He spent over twenty years of his life 
ee the Old Settlers’ claim at his own ame He spent 
is entire estate, amounting to over $20,000. e never stopped 
pursuing the case. It might have been abandoned fifteen years 
= ee it had not been for him. He is entitled to compensation. 
The Old Settlers so regard him on account of his services, and 
ee a him the balance of the claim. He says: “Iam 
satisfied this distribution. I want to satisfy the people I 
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penis om al Those are the people who are designated in the 
amen 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think if the Senate knows the 
facts of the case there will not be so much intemperate language 
used in reference to the amendment as has been used this morning. 

Growing ont of the treaties of 1835 and subsequent thereto what 
were known as the Old Settlers in the Indian country—that is, the 
band thas sent So unäar:thopo ironion T0408 scien agains) Sie 
Government for mean hago they said onght to have pma 
tothem atthat time. claim against the Government has bee 
pressed from time to time from very soon after the settlement in 
the Indian Territory in 1835, 1836, and 1837, and along there. 

In 1875, as stated, the Old Settlers, not being a 3 not 
being a tribe, not being a nation, but a community of Indians, got 

ther in co ractically, as if were an independent 
and eee the e ee 0 . e 
had already been mentioned, to employ attorneys and assis 
to secure from the United States that which justly belonged to 
them. They pursued the course 

Mr. GRAY. I 3 A Pensio from Colorado 
whether the Old Setilers of whom as getting together 
in a community as a quasi tribe and chem claim made it on 
their own behalf or on behalf of one of the nations, or is it to the 
Old Settlers alone that the m: is due? i 

Mr. TELLER. It is due to the people and their descendants 
who made the immigration at the early day, and it excluded the 
Indians who came at a subsequent period. 

Mr. PLATT. The nation has no claim on the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. The Cherokee Nation, as a nation, has nothing 
more to do with it than yon or I. 

I was about to state, when interrupted by the Senator from Del- 
aware, that those Indians p same course that every In- 
dian nation has been obliged to pursue and that every individual 
band has been obliged to pursue in dealing with the United States 
Government—that is, to hire some attorneys or influential people 
to speak for them here. There has never been an officer appointed 
for that purpose; and their claims have never been paid, ey it 
was by the efforts of people whom they have employed. It hap- 
pened to be my fortune to be Secretary of the Interior when, E 
think, the first of those contracts, or, if not the first, very asec 
the first, came to the Department of the Interior to be approved. 
Iwas met with a difficulty. This was not a nation; this was not 
a tribe; and it was doubtful whether the contract which had been 
made could be construed to be a contract within the meaning of 
the statute with reference to contracts made with Indian tribes. 
I knew nothing about the claim, except I knew that it had been 
presented here at an ae Ever since I had been a member 
of this body I had known ee ae ee aoe 
year successively by somebody, and particularly by Mr. Bryan, 
who, when I came in in 1876, was here pressing this matter on Con- 

I determined that I would treat the Old Settlers as an organi- 
zation which could make a contract. I found later, I believe, 
that in one or two instances it had been done before. I approved 
of all the contracts that were made at that time. I do not remem- 
ber now what they were except two of them that my attention 
has been directly called to, and those were the case of Mr. Wilt- 
shire, of the State of Arkansas, and of Mr. Peabody, a citizen of 
a 1861 perha in the early part of 1882, for th f 

„perhaps, or in the early for the purpose o 
settling this question and determining what was due them, if 
anything, authorized the e eee the Secretary 
of the Interior of a commissioner and appropriated $5,000 for the 

mse of the commissioner. I of weg aman who still resides 
in this city, who was then residing by the name of Clements, 
a lawyer, a gentleman whom I had a personal acquaintance with 
for ten or fifteen years. I knew him and believed him to be an 
honest and upright man. I ap: ted him as the commissioner 
to settle these clai and report to Congress. He took about a 
year to make his report. He made two reports. He made one 
report to the of the Interior which my recollection is he 
withdrew before it was approved or disapproved, and made an- 
other, and su uently another. Before appeared these pon 
sons who have m improperly sir, goon as lobbyists. 2 
Wiltshire and Mr. Peabody special charge of that branch of 
the case, appearing before the commissioner, in searching the 
records, in examining the accounts, and ing the accounts. 
According to my recollection (and it is stated in an affidavit by 
Mr. Clements to be the fact) the first report made by Mr. Clem- 
ents had charged the Cherokees with a large sum of money, 
fifty-odd thousand dollars, more than the Government had ex- 
pended in their behalf. Mr. Peabody and Mr. Wiltshire protested 
against that and succeeded in satisfying the commissioner by the 
documents which they presented to him that there had been an 
error, and he subsequently withdrew his report and filed an addi- 
tional one. 

‘When this case came before Congress for an appropriation the 


that inasmuch 
asthis was the work of one commissioner and it amounted to 


then Senator from Kansas, Mr. 


some 8800, 000, it was a case too im t for to act 
upon without the opinion of the Court of Claims. Then the case 
went to the Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims restated 
and recast the account, and it came out substantially with Mr. 
Clements, the commissioner, and then Congress made the appro- 


During all this time, commencing in 1875, Mr. Bryan was the 
accredited commissioner here of these Cherokee settlers—his face 
was familiar to every man, I think, who was here—pressing what 
he believed and what substantially proved to be a just an 
claim against the Government. He made contracts with people 
to press this matter before Congress in every way. You may call 
it lobbying, if you please; it was the only method they had of secur- 
ing what belonged to them. He made a contract with two gentle- 
mennamed in the amendment, or whose administrators are named, 
for almost always when a claim is allowed that the Government 
of the United States has ny ing to do with it is after the claim- 
ant is dead; itis generally his grandchildren or great-grandchil- 
dren who come in for relief, and not the man who was originally 
entitled to it. Bryan and McCoy made a contract in 1876, or about 
that time, with McLoud, Erwin, and McPherson. They were the 
two contracts I recollect that I found and that had been approved. 
oleae OE OE age prior une paca IO T ee, their 

. All these contracts were approved by the Secre- 
tary, and no contract has been considered that was not made in 
accordance with the United States statutes and roved Ses 

of the Interior. When Mr. Erwin Mr. McLoud 
died, as I said, of course their services could no longer be availed 
of; I think they died nai oa the eighties—in 1882 or 1883, 
there. In the meantime Mr. Bryan employed other attorneys, 
he employed a number of attorneys who never rendered any serv- 
ice whatever. Some whom he employed never had their contracts 
a ved. VVV 
t there 


Erwin were 
the Secretary he made an examination and a partial adjudication, 
and I think in some respects—and I say it with all respect to the 
Secretary—a very unfair distribution, and a very erroneous one in 
some particulars. But the representatives of these two —— 
did not know that there was such a claim; that is, they did not 
know that they should present their claims to the Secretary. They 
Siapa s prake mar apron arkar nagana rere Sees. 
acted upon e ; they are now. 
Undoubtedly the 8 of those persons are entitled to 
something; not per FFT 
because, death intervening, Erwin and McLoud were not able to 
carry it out. 

Now, I come to the case which is for the largest amount, the 
payment to the one the Senator from Utah (who, I am sorry to 
say, knows absolutely nothing about the matter, as I think he is 
willing to admit) characterizes asa lobbyist. As the Senator from 
Connecticut said, I think there is no tor here who can say 
that he was ever disturbed or interfered with by either Mr. Pea- 
body or Mr. Wilishire. They carried on their work in the place 
where it was necessary to carry it on, in searching the Depart- 
ment files and presenting the case before the commissioner, and 
when the commissioner had made his report the case ought to 
have been at an end. There ht to have been no further inves- 
tigation, because we had provided that the commissioner should 
make an examination. e had selected him ourselves and had 
empowered him to act, and when Mr. Peabody came here, in all 
justice and right that money ought to have been paid. We neces- 
sitated further employment. He and the others had not gone into 
it with an idea that it was to be a litigated case before the courts. 
Nobody had any reason to suppose that it would ever get into a 
United States court in any shape or manner. These were not 
ple who could bring an action inst the Government for a fail- 
ure to pay them the money that it ought to have paid a genera: 
before. Congress provided that they should i 
Then Mr. Bryan made a contract, not calling upon these men, not 
claiming that they were under any obligation to go into the court, 
knowing when he employed at least a number of the gentlemen 
who a here and rendered him service that they could not 
appear in court because they were not attorneys. en he em- 


oyed Mr. Garland, who had been Attorney-General in Mr. 
Eier Administration, to appear for them in the Court 


eland’s first 
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of Claims; and he and his 
which service they charged 
able sum considering the amount and . 
the case went to the Su e Court—and that 


er, Mr. May, did so a , for 
15,000, I say an exceedingly reason- 
the difficulty— 
been paid to 
them. The Secretary of the Interior made that fe hie 

After these services by Mr. Wiltshire and Mr. Peabody had been 
rendered before the commissioner Mr. Wiltshire died. Mr. Pea- 
body survived and kept his contract alive, renewing it from time 
to time through the agent, Mr. Bryan, who is to be the beneficiary 
if Mr. Peabody does not get anything out of this claim more than 
he has already received. 

Mr. PLATT. May I make an 5 I think the Senator has 
not stated it. Was that contract a definite percentage on the 
amount to be recovered? 

Mr. TELLER. It was a definite percentage, 8 per cent of what- 
ever sum should be collected. 

Mr. 5 The sum allowed here does not amount to 4 or 5 

cen 

Mr. TELLER. Probably not. 

Then Mr. Peabody made an assigument to a man by the name 
of Hayden, in the Indian Territory, of 3 per cent of that sum. It 
has never been claimed by anyone that Mr. Hayden attempted to 
do anything for the Indians or that he has ever claimed any part 
of it. Mr. Peabody has claimed but the 5 per cent; that is to say, 
I think he put in his bill for the whole amount in the first in- 
stance, but in this transaction the committees have considered it 
ag oy with reference to the 5 per cent, and that he does not get. 

r. Bryan was the active agent of these people. The Senator 
from Utah assumes that Mr. Peabody is not entitled to $29,000 
and that he has rendered no service. He inquires what service 
he has rendered. Not only did Mr. Peabody render service up to 
the time the case was decided by the commissioner, but the state- 
ment made by Mr. Garland is that after the case went to the 
Court of Claims, where it was practically a recasting and a recon- 
sideration of the whole case, Mr. Peabody rendered valuable serv- 
ice to him in presenting to him the facts that he had presented 
before, made on another occasion to the commissioner; and with- 
out that service, Mr. Wiltshire then being dead, I do not believe 
the claim would have been made to stand in the Court of Claims, 
as it did, for whatever may be said of the services of others, Mr. 
Peabody was the only man in my day, while I was familiar with 
this subject, who had any longer a prenn knowledge of the facts 
in the case. Without his service I have no hesitation in saying 
there would have been a different judgment before the commis- 
sioner and a different judgment before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Peabody was paid $8,000, and we are 
now asked to pay him $29,000. What I want to get at is, who has 
determined that this sum of $29,000 is a just sum? 

Mr. TELLER. I will get to that if the Senator will wait. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it is right on that point. 

Mr. TELLER. I will get around to it if the Senator will allow 
me to go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator does not wish to have the 
question asked him, I will not ask it. 

Mr. TELLER. I am willing to have it asked, but I will answer 
it in my own time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say that the 8 time to 
answer it is when the Senator is speaking of Mr. Peabody's claim. 

Mr. TELLER. I am trying to give a history of this case. I 
mention Mr. Peabody because he is a citizen of my State, and be- 
cause he has a just cain , and because I have a thorough knowl- 
edge of the transaction, so far at least as he is concerned. He 
continued to render service up to the time when the case was 
finally adjudicated in the Court of Claims. When it got out of 
the Court of Claims and became a mere quesion of law before the 
Supreme Court, then, of course, it was left to law attorneys and 
not to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THurston in the chair). 
The Senator from Colorado will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stat 2 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PEFFER, providing for a 
committee of five Senators to investigate and ipl enerally all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. : 3 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that the ial order be temporarily 
laid aside until we dispose of the Indian appropriation bill, the 
unfinished business not to lose its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempora- 
rily laid aside. Is there objection? 

. PEFFER. I will object tem 
some conclusion about the further di 


rarily until we can come to 
ussion of the bond resolu- 


tion. I am ectly willing to withdraw my objection until the 
Senator from Colorado concludes his present remarks, and then 

we will see what we can do as to further proceedings. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to temporarily 
laying aside the unfinished business? 
. PEFFER. Until the Senator from Colorado concludes his 


remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until the Senator from Colo- 
rado has concluded his remarks. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when the Supreme Court of the 
United States had settled this question Con made an appro- 
priation for the payment of the claim. On the 27th of February, 
1893, Mr. Bryan, who was still commissioner, who had been in 
charge on the ground, and who I am willing to say has called on 
me more than a hundred times in reference to this claim (I have 
no doubt that old man has trai up to my house a great deal 
more than a hundred times, both while I was Secretary and while 
I have been a Senator, to see if there was something I could do to 
further and help it along), wrote to Major Peabody, who had 
pen the chief and active man after the death of Mr. Wiltshire, as 

ollows: 

Iam expecting to start home in about a week from now. When our Old 
Settler claim is and ready for settlement no doubt I will have trouble 
in settling with various attorneys with whom I have made contracts and who 
have not bet yi with their agreement. And our Old Settlers in their coun- 
cils have forbidden me from paying one dollar on any contract unless it has 
been Peor complied with. Now, Major, if all our attorneys had acted as 
yon did in the prosecution of said claim I would have had no trouble, as from 

he time you were employed to now I never knew of you losing a 118 day 
when anything could be done for the claim. But no doubt I will have to 
summons attorneys who strictly attended to the claim to prove the absence 
of those who did nothing for the claim. 

Thereupon Mr. Peabody filed his affidavit, as is required. If 
any Senator wants to look at Mr. Peabody’s contract I have a 
copy of it here in the petition which he presented to Congress for 
relief. He was required, according to the practice, to file an affi- 
davit that his services had been rendered before the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, This he did, and with it he filed the following 
attachment: 

I have carefully read the foregoing affidavit of W. S. Peabody, and I was 
actually present when a considerable part of the services therein named was 
rendered. I know that all such services were rendered, and that they were 
of value to the claimants to the amounts c affiant, and all the state- 
ments of facts contained in said affidavit I know to be true and correct. 

Agent, Attorney, Sian ae 5; 11 Old Settlers 
* 3 ei rer jor 
or Western Cherokee Indi 


‘tness: 
J. L. BAUGH— 


Who in the meantime had come in as another commissioner, 

Major Peabody has submitted with his claim which he pre- 
sented to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs a statement by G0 — 
ernor Crawford, of Kansas, who was employed by the Cherokee 
Nation during this time as attorney to look after some other mat- 
ters; fully sustaining the declaration as to services rendered made 
by Mr. Clements, the commissioner, and by various other people, 

nfortunately, in some way the claimant got into a controversy 
in the Indian Office. It is not worth while to recount how it 
occurred or anything about it except to say that the Indian Office 
determined that he was entitled to nothing. They said later that 
he had adopta service from the Government. He had been the 
executive officer of the Geological Bureau for about three years, 
and they said that in accepting such service from the Geological 
Bureau he had forfeited his claim to any compensation, although 
it appeared that at the time he was so rg toes in the Depart- 
ment he could not have rendered, because of the pendency in the 
Supreme Court, any special services except the services that ex- 
Senator Garland declares he did render. They decided on that 
ground that he could not recover. 

If the Senator from New Hampshire were gpa Icould answer 
the question which he put to me, and which I suppose he will in- 
nat t have not answered if he is not here to hear it. When the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs declined to allow any compensa- 
tion whatever, the case went to the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Secretary of the Interior declared that the reason 
given for the nonpayment of Major Peabody was not a good one 
and he had not forfeited this claim, that he was entitled to it; but 
he allowed him only $8,000. Now, I say that that is not con- 
clusive on Congress. We have a right to say that these parties 
shall have a fair compensation. 

Mr. CHANDLER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenator from New Hampshire is here now. 
If he wants me to answer the question he asked I will answer it as 
I have been answering it. 

The Secretary of the Interior was authorized by a provision in 
the appropriation act to settle this question. We supposed that 
he would take the contracts and allow the claims according to the 
contracts if the services had been rendered according to the con- 
tracts. The Secretary allowed some of the contracts in full. Of 
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some of them he allowed but a small part. Mr. Peabody was en- 
titled under any consideration to over $40,000 on his contract of 5 
per cent, leaving out the 3 per cent which he had assigned to aman 
who had rendered no services whatever, and that is what Mr. Pea- 
body has been claiming. That is what he does not get, but he gets 
three or four thousand dollars less than he was entitled to under 
the provision of law. 

I will state that there is a large number of bills pending before 
the committee to pay these claims. I think there isa bill pending 
for three of the claims and for some that are not allowed. It was 
morally certain that if each man succeeded in the attempt to get 
his bill through there would very likely be an appropriation of more 
money than is still reserved on this account in the Treasury, and 
there was a sort of agreement by all the claimants among them- 
selves to distribute the money practically as it is distributed in 
the amendment. Among others who contributed to see that the 
attorneys’ fees were not exorbitant and that men who had made 
claims for large sums of money against the fund—some of whom, 
as I said before, had no contracts at all, some of them having con- 
tracts and having rendered only partial service under the con- 
tracts, then ceased their efforts, and others who had never done 
anything at all—among others employed to see that no more was 

d was Mr. Peel, of Arkansas, a former member of Congress. 
He has a claim in here for $5,000. Now, we come to the conclu- 
sion that these people have rendered service to these Indians. They 
have rendered it under contracts made by the Indians. Major 
Peabody’s contract has been renewed from time to time by the 
approval of the commissioner, and the i poten of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and when manono was paid into the Treasury of the 
United States or appropriated Major Peabody’s contract was still 
an existing contract. 

The Senator from Utah asks why not go into the courts? Mr. 
President, if this were a controversy between the Cherokee Nation 
and these claimants there would be some force in that, but it is 
simply a controversy between the men who rendered the service, 
how much they have, whether there shall be an equitable 
distribution and the men who rendered the service shall be paid, 
or whether some man should get it all. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. If there are not other persons who have claims 
upon this money which would amount to more than the whole 
sum to be distributed, is there any reason why Mr. Peabody should 
not have the amount which the commissioner of the Indians con- 
tracted with him for, which is $64,000? 

Mr. TELLER. None whatever, because his assignee never ren- 
dered any nario whatever, and he never contracted to render any. 

Mr. PLATT. That would be $40,000, if that is deducted? 

Mr. TELLER. It would be $40,000 without it. But Mr. Pea- 
body is not now in the city; he has returned to Colorado, which 
has his home, and his representative, his attorney, consented 
that this amount might be paid him so that others might geta 
proportionate and what appeared to be a proper amount. en 
they do not all get what they ought to have, neither does Mr. Pea- 


body. 

M. PALMER. Did not Mr. Peabody assign an interest in the 
claim ae the expectation that the assignee would render some 
service 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. He assigned 3 per cent, and the as- 
signee was to render service. That was explicitly declared. But 
he never did render any service. That man has never presented 
any claim, and I su never will, because he would be met 
with the fact that he had rendered no service. In addition, the 
Department always required that with the contract there must be 
proof of service rendered. 

Mr. President, I have said all that can be said about this matter, 
perhaps, or all that isn * i FV 
edge of it. I want to assure the Senator from Utah that there is 
no rags gate asl of public funds nor is there anystealhere. I 
say to the Senator from Utah that after twenty years in this or in 
another forum closely connected with this I do not believe I need 
to make any defense to the Senate to show that I have not en- 

in any attempt to steal from anybody. 
r. BRO . I wish the Senator from Colorado to understand 
that I did not intend to make any reflection upon him. 

i LER. I will say more, Mr. President. I have never 
presented a claim to the Senate that I did not practically know 
was an honest claim. These men are as much entitled to their 
money as the Senator is entitled to his salary, and there is no more 
impropriety in our paying it out of this fund than there is in the 
financial clerk paying theSenator his salary. If the Senator had 
taken a little pains to acquaint himself with the facts he would 
not have su tially charged two committees of the Senate with 
attempting to impose upon this Senate and steal from the wards 
of the Government. F 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator yield to me? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to say that I designed no such criticism 
to the extent which the Senator intimates upon the Committee on 
Indian Affairs or the Committee on Appropriations; but if we 
may happen to differ with either one of those committees and ex- 
press our difference instrong language, I apprehend that we have 
that right, and that we have a right to do what we please about 
this amendment without reflecting upon the committee. No re- 
fiection is designed or intended upon any member of either of those 
committees, and least of all upon the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]; but I have the oi ha to my opinion about the effect of 
the amendment without reflecting upon him. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course, Mr. President, I would not for the 
world interfere with the right of private judgment of the Senator 
from Utah. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima 
question as to this claim? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe I have used no harsh language 
about this matter, and Iam honestly seeking light. I find here 
the claim approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to dispose of the whole balance of 35 
per cent to Joel M. Bryan. So that that would dispose of the 
whole 35 cent. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think from the contract, which was ap- 
proved by the Acting Secretary of the Interior July 24, 1894, which 
was read, I believe, by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW]. and which winds up by conveying to J. M. Bryan the resi- 
due of the 35 per cent, which, I Bupposa, accounts for the clause 
on page 57 which disposes of any nce there may be in that 
way. My trouble is that in these intermediate allowances to vari- 
ous individuals which are being made by law of Congress, Con- 
gress gives them that money, and it gives all the balance, 35 
cent, to Joel M. Bryan. I know very well that there are other 
claims, and that some of hag ries mentioned here claim more. 
For instance, Mr. David A. McKnight, claiming as a representa- 
tive and partner of E. John Ellis, claims $12,000 instead of $1,000. 
He is Bot gomg to give up his claim for that $11,000; he is going 
to press it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that Mr. McKnight does give up his 
claim and does not expect to get anything more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am informed very differently by a brief 
of his which has been put into my hands, 

The Senator will p my point. These other parties are not go- 
ing to remain satisfied with these allowances. They will be com- 
ing here and ing for more; and the point I want to get at is, 
who makes this adjudication? Who has made an adjudication 
that we can accept as satisfactory that Mr. Peabody is entitled to 
$29,000 in addition to the $8,000, and that Mrs. Mary E. Carey, 
executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, is entitled 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill answer the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Please let me ask the question before the 
Senator answers it. 

Somebody E A ban that Mary E. Carey, executrix of James 
J. Newell, have $3,000, in addition to $10,000 which has 
already been paid. What is there to protect and justify Congress 
in Poke all these detailed sums to these parties? 

Fh . As I stated while the tor was ont of the 
Chamber, perhaps these various claimants got together and sub- 
stantially agreed upon what they would each take and make no 
further claim. It was certain that Major Peabody could not get 
his whole claim; it was certain that the executrix of Newell could 
not get her whole claim; and Mr. an still thought that he was 
entitled to something more than the $52,000 he had received. 
There was a feeling, of course, among all the attorneys that he 
ought not to have anything until they got their pay in full; but 
that would not have been fair, for many of the contracts made by 
Mr. Bryan were made under stress of circumstances, because of 
the death of some of the — like those Ihave mentioned. At 
least four of the attorneys have died pending this controversy. 
Then the Committee on Indian Affairs took this matter under 
consideration and subsequently referred it to the Committee on 
Appropriations, yi diego it was also considered. I have no hesi- 
tation in sayi t, so far as I was concerned, I thought I had 
some knowledge of the services these ple had rendered. I 
contributed in some degree myself, I think, toward determining 
what they were rightfully entitled to. Then we inserted a pro- 
vision that these people should accept the sums named. I can 
assure the Senator from Kansas that there will never be any de- 
mand made upon the Government or upon the Indians by these 
people for anything more than is provided for in this bill. If 
there had been money sufficient to pay all these attorneys they 
would have been paid, I sup what they claim. I know of no 
other reason why they should not be paid, unless it could have 
been shown that they not rendered the services they had con- 
tracted to render. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business was | proposition made by the Senator from Kansas or the Senator from 


temporarily laid aside until the conclusion of the remarks of the 
Senator from Colorado . TELLER}. 


with the consideration of Indian 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The r i : 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 
there objection? 
Mr. P ER. I object, Mr. President, for the t. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithink, then, I shall be obliged to move 
to lay aside the unfinished business and with the Indian 
appropriation bill. I am in favor of the d resolution, and do 
not desire to displace it to its prejudice, but it can be delayed until 
we eg 5 of the Indian appropriation bill. : 
Mr. PEFFER. I think if the Senator will withhold the motion 
for a minute or two we ibly may come to an ry, Geeta by 
which we can go along with the appropriation bill. I would sug- 
gest to the Senators who are opposed to the resolution that we 
, or try to agree, upon a time when a vote may be had. If 
that « can be done, I shall have no objection to passing the resolu- 
tion over to give Senators time to accommodate themselves to the 


situation. 

Mr. HILL. What is the estion, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Senator from Kansas will 
please state his fe Pye r 

Mr. PEFFER. e suggestion is that possibly we may be able 
to arrive at an agreement when a yote may be upon the 
bond resolution, and if thatcan be done, then we shall have got 
one serious difficulty out of the way, and the appropriation bills 
may be proceeded with until that time. If the Senator from New 
York thinks that we can agree upon some such suggestion I shall 


be v. 
possible for me to say when the dis- 
Several Senators 


Is 


bly in the near future a vote can be had, but we can not agree 
n a time for it now. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us fix the time. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am quite well satisfied that the friends of the 
resolution do not care to discuss the measure. I think the minds 
of Senators on both sides are made up. I in view of that 
fact, that we take the vote, say, at 4 o’clock to-morrow upon the 
resolution and amendments. 4 . 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I can not to that. I desire to 
say right here that when the tariff and silver questions were 
pending, in January, I think it was, I was inten to submit 
some remarks, but in order to accommodate the Senator from 
Arkansas . JONES] I consented that an hour might be fixed 
when debate should cease. During the last hour of that debate 
new matter sprang up, new suggestions were e, new argu- 
ments presented, in 8 I desired to participate, but I did not 
see fit to ask for a vote upon them. I have seen that same course 

ursued theretofore where unanimous consent had been given. 
When the discussion is over, there will be no effort on my part to 
delay the debate if the Senate pleases to pass the resolution. After 
I have finished my remarks, and those who agree with me have 
finished what they desire to say on the subject, there will be no 
further proceeding interposed to prevent the Senate doing what 
it desires in to the resolution. 3 

Allow me to say, Mr. President, that the disposition which is 
manifested to take up a matter of this kind and crowd out appro- 
priation bills is rather new. I have always understood appropri- 
ation bills had the right of way. I prefer to have the appropri 
tion bills considered in their order and disposed of, and then the 
bond resolution can be taken up in its order and kept as the un- 
finished business. Twice my speech on the resolution has been 
cut short bythe expiration of the morning hour. It was cut 
short on Friday last by a side discussion between the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR] and the Senator from 1 ALLEN], 
Whenever the resolution is taken up I want to inue it to the 
end. That is the best way to do it, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ill the Senator from New York allow 


mea 8 

Mr. . Certainly; but I suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that he has a right to move to take up the Indian appro- 
priation bill if he desires to do so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply desire to ask the Senator from 
New York a question. He says he has been cut off in debate. 
Can the Senator not name the number of hours he wants to talk, 
and then that we shall vote immediately thereafter? That 
will make it im ble to cut off his speech. 

. HILL. I do not wish to limit the time of other Senators 
P. 


Mr 
who wish to w the question. 
Mr, ALMER. have no disposition to interfere with any 


ew York; but I wish to state that it will not be possible to 
take the vote on the resolution at 4 o'clock to-morrow. Others 


business. I have 
been told, although I am not cognizant of the fact, that it has been 
wet the subject of a unanimous-consent agreement. Is that 
e 
Mr. HARRIS ‘What is that te Let the Secretary 
A 2 is that agreemen’ e 
read it. If there be a unanimous agreement I should be glad to 
know exactly what it is; and if there be such agreement, i ho 
the Senate will not now or at any other time violate any of 


terms of the a t. 
Mr. PEF That is the situation exactly, I will say to the 
Senator from Tennessee, 


Mr. HILL. Allow me to say right there that the last time the 
unanimous agreement was discussed—it has been discussed on 
several occasions—it was expressly stated in the discussion had 
between the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Iowa that 
it should not interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the agreement, if there be one, will 
for itself. If there be a unanimous-consent agreement it is of 
record, and I shall be glad to know what it is. 

Mr. PEFFER. It has been read several times. 

Mr. HILL. The unanimous-consent agreement was simpl 
made ten days ago, which was to take upthe resolution for — d 
eration. That does not at all prevent the Senate at any time after- - 
wards from proceeding to take up something else. ere never 
has been any unanimous consent that the resolution should be 
2 with and not be discontinued until a vote should be 

n. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 
Mr. PEFFER. We all understand that very well. The object 


of this effort on 5 2 
The PRESID OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Iowa 5 Sopra | 
e Senator will bear with me a moment longer? 


Mr. PEFFER. 

Mr. ALLISON. y. 

Mr. PEFFER. My object is to effect anagreement, if 5 
as to when we may dispose of the bond resolution. Then I sh: 
get out of the way and not annoy Senators any more with respect 
to the a ne bills. 7 

Mr. LISON. Allow me to make a 2 to the Senate 
and the Senator from Kansas. I understand that the bond reso- 
lution is here not by vote of the Senate, but by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. I understood at the time that consent was 
given that it was not to displace appropriation bills when they 
were ready, but I that the phraseology used by the Senator 
from would perhaps not imply thoroughly that he was 
willing, or that consent was given, to allow the resolution to be 
laid aside temporarily for the consideration of appropriation bills; 
but I now appeal to him to yield to what has been the uniform 
custom of the Senate within my recollection, namely, to lay aside 
temporarily, by unanimous consent, the pending business when 
appropriation bills are ready for consideration. e Senator now 
has his resolution as the unfinished business of the Senate, and no 
other business except voli seo bills can intervene to prevent 
its consideration. After the appropriation bills are considered 
and amended by the Senate they must undergo, as Senators know 
very well, further consideration by the House of Representatives 
and by conference committees, 

There will be ample time, no matter when we shall agree to 
adjourn, outside of the appropriation bills to consider the neces- 
sary business of the Senate, and I can see no reason why the Sen- 
ator from Kansas should ask that the bond resolution be considered 
to the exclusion of appropriation bills, when he has the absolute 
right of way to the exclusion of everything else, even if the unani- 
mous consent now asked for by the Senator from South Dakota 
shall be granted. So I hope, at least for the present, and until we 
get our docket clear of some of the appropriation bills and 
them into conference, the Senator from Kansas will allow hi 
resolution to be informally laid aside, not losing its place upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator, as one of the senior Sena- 
tors on this floor, speaking, as he always does, sincerely, is he of 
the opinion that if the Senator from Kansas shall now En wa 
without protest to the consideration of appropriation bills that it 
will still result that a vote will be had upon the resolution of the 
Senator from Kansas, and that that resolution will stand before 
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the Senate for final action—for I take it that is all any of us want— 
and that we shall be certain not to be drifted to one side and 
pushed out of the way? aa 

Mr, ALLISON. I can say without hesitation to the Senator 
from Colorado that the resolution of the Senator from Kansas 
must be the unfinished business until laid aside by 3 
vote of the Senate for the consideration of other business. 
that we shall not be put to the hazard of a contest, and I trust the 
Senator from Kansas will not enter into a contest whereby the 
resolution shall go on indefinitely in debate, as we see around us 
evidence that it is likely to do, to the exclusion of a tion 
bills. The Senator has now absolute control of the Senate as re- 
spects his resolution, appropriations bills only interve: and I 
can not see why we should from a custom which pre- 
vailed in the Senate certainly for twenty-three years, that appro- 
priation bills shall take precedence of everything else; in ct 
ce. 


according to our rules they are entitled to such 
course, by securing unanimous consent, and Senator has 
secured it, impliedly he may have a claim the Senate, but 


surely it can not last a great while to the exclusion of appropria- 
tion bills; and I think it would be wiser and better for us all that 
we should go on with the business in the ordinary way. 

I wish to assure the Senator from Nevada . 
takes a deep interest in the resolution of the r from i 
that this is no ition to set aside the consideration of the 
resolution or 5 a vote upon it. I will stay with the Sen- 
ators to secure a vote u 3 
but I do not wish that resolution take precedence of fi 
propriation bills, which are pressing upon us, and occupy the 
whole of this week. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President —— 

Mr. PEFFER. After that statement of the Senator from Iowa, 


clearly made i 
Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a remark. Am I ats ee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ney [Mr. 

STEWART] is entitled to the floor. i 
Mr. STEWART. Itis very evident that there is a determined 

opposition to the bond resolution and that there is an effort to 

vent a vote upon it. Iregard that resolution as more aes 

Pint than the e consideration of any ee 3; I 

regard it as of the highest importance to the honor of this nation 

that a resolution giving an expression of our views should be 
after all that has said in the public and after all 
occurred which we know has occurred. I think it the duty 

of the Senate to pass the pending resolution or some resolution of 

similar character. It a the while that there is a 

sition, and it is manifest and has become obvious to all, to set the 

resolution aside, so that it shall not be considered. We know very 
well if the resolution has only the right of way subject to appro- 
priation bills that a discussion, of it between the consideration of 
appropriation bills can be carried on indefinitely, and the resolu- 

can thus be conveniently set aside to the end of the session. 

I believe we should get along with the business much more rapidly 

by taking up the resolution now and finishing it; but when appro- 

priation bills are coming here every few hours and are to take the 
place of anything else which is pending, it will be easy to 
consume those few hours. The only way to pass a resolution of 
this kind is to take it up and hold on to it until it is disposed of. 
If it is to be set aside in this way it can not be passed between ap- 
propriation bills, because that will give its opponents a breathing 
and give them an ö to load up again, so that they 
can continue to occupy the intervals of time between appropria- 
tion bills until the end of the session, and we shall have no dispo- 
sition of the subject. If it is the intention that we shall have no 
consideration of the resolution, I want the question put to a vote 
of the Senate and see how many are willing to have that done. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me? 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator must have misunderstood the 
statement of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
. ALLISON], who always speaks with the utmost faith. 
e said, as a matter of fact, that he did not introduce his sugges- 
tion so as to avoid a vote on the resolution. I must say, for my 
part, that I consider the bond resolution the most important mat- 
before the Senate, and yet I believe, as a friend of the measure, 
we should gain more in the way of friendship and in the way of 
getting the resolution acted upon by letting the appropriation 
2 through and assisting in the completion of them than we 
Sho by an mizing each measure until the bond resolution 
should be voted on. the appropriation bills can then be got 
through, the Senator from Nevada must see that all the moral 
support of the Committee on Appropriations, to which we have 
y yielded, must come to our aid in assisting us in secur- 
the final consideration of the bond resolution. 
. ALLISON. Besides that, the bond resolution has the ex- 
clusive right of way 8 6 8 for appropriation bills. 
Mr. STEWART. All I have to say further is that the time is 


going to come when we shall have to stand by the bond resolution 
y It is not going to = child's play. 5 


. ALLISON I understan 


r. A 
Mr. STEWART. The Administration is opposed to it, and we 
must stay here by it. Now, when the time comes will the Sena- 
tor from Iowa stand by us? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will be in the neighborhood, I will say tomy 
friend. — ter.] 5 

Mr. STEWART. All right. With that understanding, I have 
no objection to the resolution being laid aside informally. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senate is not to be bound by the agree- 
ment made between the two distinguished Senators a moment ago. 

Mr. STEWART. No; we are simply bound by your capacity 


to talk. 5 8 
his ufber tp for stating o 
authority for s 8 e is on is o 
of the resolution? * 

Mr. STEWART. What authority? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Les; what authority? 

Mr. STEWART. Must I give authority for what I say on this 
floor? If so, I will say it is on the best authority in the world. I 
do not want to give any other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 

iness may be rarily laid aside. 

Mr. PEFFER. ith the statement which has been made so 
clearly and courteously by the chairman of the Committee on 

riations [Mr. ALLISON], I am willing that shall be done. 
RESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. The resolution is temporarily laid aside, is it not? 

e other understanding or agreement on the part of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the propo- 
sition. The Senator from South Dakota asks that the unfinished 
business be tem: ily laid aside. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. To that I do not make any objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair no objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I included in my request that the 
bond resolution before the Senate should not lose its place, but 
should be the unfinished business, 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the effect of the agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I was not entirely satisfied 
with the explanation made by the Senator from Colorado 5 
TELLER] as to the way in which these various amounts have 

. Iwas not surprised that the Senator took exception to 
some remarks that had been made by Senators in reference to the 
claims. I think one Senator said the claims were a fraud. I 
think both Senators, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] and 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], used very stron, 88 
in reference to the claims. Although they did not intend to e 
any imputation upon the committee, I am conscious that such 
remarks might well bə understood as ing &reflection upon the 
committee, and I am glad the Senator from Utah, and the Senator 
from Illinois as well, disclaimed any such pornon. They had a 
right to stigmatize the claim, I suppose, by as strong language 
as they chose to use. They were not justified in imputing any 
disposition tothe committee to press a fraudulent claim, and I do 
not understand that they intended to make nen imputation. 
I certainly do not. I am bound to believe that the committee 
acted with the best of motives and that they believe these sums 
should be paid out to the individuals named. 

Still, Mr. President, I am not satisfied with the situation which 
will be presented after the claims are paid as they are here listed 
in the amendment, and I shall expect the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] or the Senator from South Dakota . PETTI- 
GREW] or the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT) to explain 
to me upon what basis we are to place our action in udi- 
cation. Here is a large amount of money to be paid out. It is to 
be paid out to particular individuals. is clause is not for the 
payment of the whole balance of 35 per cent to Joel M. Bryan. It 
withholds it from Joel M. Bryan, to whom it was contracted to 
be paid, and gives it to these individuals. It pro to give to 
William S. Peabody $29,000. He has already had $8,000. It gives 
to McLoud and Erwin and McPherson over §15,000, claims that 
were n 8 Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PRITC D. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. r 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire tostate for the information of 
Senator from New Hampshire that those claims are now pending, 
They have never been considered and passed upon by the Secre- 

of the Interior. 
he Secretary of the Interior gave as the reason for refusing to 
— upon the claims the fact that the Senator from Colorado at 
e last session of Congress introduced a resolution forbidding the 


payment of any more money on those claims. Therefore he could 
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not consider it. I introduced a resolution during the present ses- 
sion of the Senate asking a modification of the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Colorado, and that resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The committee, in 
mse to my resolution, after considering all the evidence which 
been filed before the Secretary of the Interior, decided to allow 
the claims of McLoud and Erwin in the amount of $5,000 each. 
In order that the Senator from New Hampshire may be full 
advised as to thenature of those claims and the evidence on whic 
they are based, I beg leave to ask that a statement furnished me 
may be read by the Secretary and inserted in the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: A 


made by the Old Settler commissioners after their appointment by their 
council of 1875. 


2. McLoud assigned a one-half interest in said contract to Marcus Erwin, 


of ——. 
3. Marcus Erwin assigned one-half of his interest in said contract to Theo- 
dore H. N. McPherson on June 29, 1876. 
4. These three attorneys worked on the claim during the sessions of Con- 
from the date of their employment to the following dates: To 1881, as 
or thereabouts, as to McLoud, his health 
and big tay, Say coop in 1886, when he 
in 1892. Mr. McPherson did not ae in 
on. 


re 

the amendment to the sun civil’ bill in 1882, for 
400 Secre! of the 

over a 


expended large 


mitted to the Secretary of th 

Erwin, and he thought it strange that the ms under said contract had not 
been submitted, as F Prpa rendered valuable services in the prosecution of 
the claim of the Old Settle: 

ibi Affidavit of W. W. 


m at same house with Old Settler Commissioners McCoy, and 
David Tucker, their in reter; a contract was made in April or May, 1876, 
him as the attorney to 


said co. 

rosecute the claim of the Old Settlers; was executed in 
3 — of Marcus Erwin, and in the presence of David Tucker, James 
Taylor, and ; that he signed the same as a witness; that the contract 
stipulated to pay, McLoud 10 per cent of the amount that might be awarded 
on the claim; McLoud said contract to or Erwin for safe keep- 
ing, and at the same time ed tohim a one- interest therein; that 
MeLoud and Erwin soon the: ter pre; bill and secured its introduc- 
tion in Con by Hon. R. B. Vance, of North Carolina; the bill was intro- 
duced on June 5, 1876, and was referred to the Indian Committee. 
which both McLoud and Erwin a; 


was then so near the close of the session; that 
many, many months in W. at work 
terest therein of both Senator Vance and Co. 


of the claims that Major Erwin, fading! 
7 or 
of the tim 


part e, assigned 
T; . McPherson, attorney at law. of W. ton, D. C., in order that the 
claims might receive constantly the close attention required; McLoud and 
in Washi many months at atime for several years 
claim, spending large sums of their own 
m McCoy and cker, whose presence was 
in fu information to committees of Congress, the Depart- 
ments, Br and that said McLoud and Erwin did more to advance the Old 
claim than any two attorneys a employed in its prosecution 


present 


with them, etc. 
Exhibit 3.—Affidavit of Hon. R. B. Vance: Was member of for 
twelve years successively m 1872 to 1884; while such member the Old 


discussed 


y t 
claim to the Court of Claims; that he introduced the attaching 
viz: No. 3641); that the bill was in MeLoud's 
sessions of up to the Forty-seventh 
mest of Mc ustment 
uest of Erwin; that 
to his 
mal pro ms; that McLoud 
rosecuting said 
une 5, was first measure 
Congtons 09 recognise te sad de 
r 
and to finally adjust them, and thinks that they should be well 
paid for services, 


Exhibit 4.—An affidavit of six prominent citizens of Asheville, N. C., as to 
the character and standing of Hon. R. B. Vance. (Asummary of the contents 
of this paper is not considered necessary. 
Exhibit 5.—Afiidavit of T. H. N. McPherson: That he has been an attorney 
racticing in the city of hag om pew rd for the past twenty-five years; that 
Erwin assigned to him his half in 


ed one-half o: terest in the McLoud contract; 
sets out in full a copy of said ment, dated June 20, 1876; that E: 
compelled to return to North lina from time to e, and ers 
with him to look after the claim, so that at all times it would receive atten- 
tion; that the case had no stan in the Court of and McLoud, 
and himself rendered services in consulting with members, co 


T 
ing data and information concerning the claim, draftin 
introduced in Co a 

of inducin; 


ped o five Mir in and — nema an ot aged 
all three of them spent large sums of their own money e prosecu- 
tion of said Old Settlers! claim; P 
making the affidavit he is unable to 
himself, McLoud, and Er 
ibit 6. t of Ella C. McLoud: Is the widow of C. M. McLoud; 
that she is familiar with the services of her husband in the prosecution of 
the Old Settlers’ claim; made seven arina 1 Washington wit 
e, 


in one year on the business; that h. t 
winter of 1876-77 in W. on on said hg that she did not ac- 


1 tha 
ve, and he spent eee baika dollars in the 8 of said 
almost a 


c completely abando th ; con 

sations her husband had in her presence with Ju Robert P. Dick. grago 
United States court for the western ct of North Carol and with her 
father, and that he e from the work he was doing 


he expected large compensation 
on the case; that his health failed in 1 died in 1802. 
Exhibit 7.—Is affidavit of the widow of sE 
heard discussions between her husband and McLoud and others conce: 


Washington during every session of Congress; that he spent 


after Con; adjourned; t 
Worth upon the case, and neg- 


average of about t a year, and she ifferent about preser 
ber husband's paper; atone time burning a barrel full of papers, mostly on 
Indian matters; t she often be her husband to give up the business 
of prosecuting said claim, but he said he could not afford to do so, and that 
some day he would be well eg ee 

5 S. —Is affidavit of J. E. kin, cashier Battery Park Bank, Asheville, 
as 0 


ter, standing, and ability as a lawyer of C. M. McLond. 
Exhibit 9.—Is affidavit of Charles A. Webb, the administrator of the estate 
of C. M. 8 deceased. 


money value of the se: rendered, whereupon the aflidavits, of which the 
following syn: 


opses are given, were filed: 

Exhibit 10.—Affidavit of Hon. Robert B. Vance; services were laborious 
and uired close attention and much skill; thinks $30,000 a reasonable esti- 
mate of the services rendered by McLoud and Erwin. 

Exhibit 11.—Affidavit of W. W. Rollins; knows of his own knowledge of the 
services of McLoud, Erwin, and McPherson in prosecuting said Old Set- 
tlers” claim; that McPherson devoted a great 
while McLoud and Erwin were in W. 


2 tus the latter vue 
$ e sum 
by the three, 


to $35,000 out of their home practice during the six 
years they were prosecuting the “Old Se 


N.C., of the estate of Marcus Erwin, 
torney from said Smith to Charles A. Webb, of Asheville, N. O. 
‘ter consideration of the proofs presented and hearing given to the attor- 
neys representing the three claimants, the Assistant Attorney-General gave 
them to understand that he would recommend an allowance to be eon 
the claims to the Secretary of the Interior; but he declined to inform them 
as to theamount of the allowance so recommended by him; and the Secretary 
has said that he could not pay the claim until the restrictions of Senate reso- 
lution of March 2, 1895, were removed, and advised them that they secure the 
removal of these restrictions by a resolution, which is sought to be done by 
Senate resolution No. 74. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Isought by the Senate resolution, to which 
[ have referred, to have a former resolution modified so as to per- 
mit the Secretary of the Interior to adjust those claims. The res- 
olution, as I stated, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
irs, and in mse to the resolution the amounts fixed in the 
bill were placed there as the compensation to the parties for the 
services they have rendered. 
I know nothing about the claims of my own knowledge. Isim- 
ply have the facts as stated in the various affidavits which have 
n filed in the office of the Secretary of the Interior. I know 
one thing, and that is that Major Erwin was a gentleman, and I 
am satisfied that neither he nor his representatives would file a 
claim in the Congress of the United States asking to be paid for 
services never rendered. I also know Major MeLoud. e was 
one of the most prominent attorneys in our State, and I am satis- 
fied that he rendered the services as alleged in the paper read by 
the Secretary. While we would much prefer that the Secretary 
of the Interior should have considered this matter, at the same 
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time the Committee on Indian Affairs have preferred to take the 
other course. They have said to us, Rather than to modify the 
resolution and let this controversy continue before the Secretary 
of the Interior, we prefer to settle the whole matter at one time“; 
and they have cut down the claims of these individuals from 


830,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. PLATT. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Fifteen thousand dollars in bulk; but I 
was referring only to the claim of McLoud and Erwin. I know 


nothing as to the claim of Mr. McPherson, except to say that he 
isa gentleman. He hails from a different State. But gen- 
tlemen lived in my State in their lifetime. 

The entire amount allowed to these people, the amount that they 
have proven the services were worth, was $30,000, and it has been 
Kalod. one-half by the committee. I take it the committee Songs 
the best thing to do was to settle the matter while they had it 
before them; to settle all these amounts and scale them down, so 
as to give each individual what he would be entitled to in equity. 
They are not getting their legal rights. If they were getting the 
amounts they are legally entitled to the bill would include an 
appropriation for 830, 000. But I take it the committee has granted 
these people what they think is equitable. 

It is true they did not get their claims considered before the 
Secretary of the Interior when the other claims were considered. 
The way they account for that is this: They say Major Erwin 
had died and they had to have an administrator appointed. Cap- 
tain McLoud had died, and they had to have an administrator 
appointed in that case. Pending the appointment of the admin- 
istrators in those two cases the claims were considered by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. I feel confident that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, while I have not the honor to be a member of that 
body, have done what 3 to be for the best interests of 
the Indians and for the best interests of all parties concerned. 
This fund, I understand, was set aside for the payment of attor- 
neys’ fees. Soit is more in the nature of an adjustment of the 
amount due these individuals than in the nature of an appropria- 
7 — from the Government to pay the attorneys for services ren- 

e 


I do not care to say anything more about the matter. I know 
nothing about it individually; but I know that they have estab- 
lished the fact- that they had a contract under which they were 
entitled to a certain sum of money. I further know the fact that 
they have provon that they rendered the services. It is admitted 
here that they have rendered the services, and it is also admitted 
here that the consideration for the services has been scaled one- 
half. I can see 18 reason, no just cause, for disallowing this 
amount to these individuals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no knowledge as to 
these particular claims, whether they are sound or unsound. I 
do think it strange that if the claimants are entitled to the large 
sums awarded them by this clause there has not been earlier pros- 
ecution of their case to an adjudication by some tribunal. No 
one has yet said that these amounts are due except the Committee 
on Indian Affairs or the Committee on Appropriations of this 
body. We do not know as the case stands to which committee we 
are indebted for this list. We do not know which committee has 
made up the list and decided that each of these parties shall have 
the sum set against his name. 

This is either the money of Joel M. Bryan that we are appropri- 
ating in this way, or itis the money of the United States. it 
is the money of the United States, then none of these contracts are 
sound and legal unless they were made under section 2103 of the 
Revised Statutes, which is so long that I will not insert it in 
the REcorD, but it distinctly provides that any contract which is 
to bind an Indian tribe shall be executed with certain formalities 
and shall be approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Secretary of the Interior. Joel M. Bryan’s contract appears 
to have been so approved. I think it was an extravagant and an 
exorbitant contract; but there it stands. The amendment pro- 

es not to give Mr. Bryan all this money, but before giving any to 
. Bryan to award these various sums to the different parties 
named. Mr. William S. Peabody is to be given $29,000, who, 
as I said, has already been 1 $8,000. The estate of McLoud, 
the estate of Erwin, and Mr. McPherson are to be given $5,050 
each. ‘There was no contract made with them under section 
2103 of the Revised Statutes, and their claim never had any adju- 
dication whatever until the two committees now propose these 
amounts. Paone process it has been ascertained that Mary E. 
Carey, execu of the estate of James J. Newell, who has had 
$10,000, is to have $3,000 more. John A. Sibbald is to have $1,000. 
He has already had $2,700. Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul 
Jones are to have $7,003.86, who have already had $32,000. 
Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire right there? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 
Mr. WILSON. Has the Senator from New Hampshire read in 
XXVIII—261 


the protest of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians the 
statement that I made relative to that item? Perhaps the Senator 
was not present when I read it. 
3 LER. I do not remember to have read it. 
Mr. WILSON. I will read it again, with the Senator's permis- 
sion: 

It is conceded by those in Whose behalf this protest is made that the pro- 
vision contained in the proposed amendment for the payment of Reese H. 
Voorhees and John Paul Tones, the amount of $7,008.86 is just and proper, and 
should be paid; and that it is only a fair and reasonable compensa’ 
gentlemen for the valuable services rendered. 

That is in the protest that I understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire is sas Neher Their bill has passed the other House 
and it has been before the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator admit that those two gen- 
tlemen have already received $32,000? 

Mr. WILSON. The amount that they received, the $32,000, 
has nothing to do with this contract, which was made subse- 
quently. I introduced a bill in the Senate, and that is the reason 
why I feel some interest in the matter. I went all over the papers. 
They gave a year and a half of service. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me, I will suggest to him that these two 8 were attor- 
neys at law and were concerned with Mr. land in the prose- 
cution of the case originally in the Vourt of Claims and in the 
Supreme Court. 

. CHANDLER. What was the $32,000 paid to them for? 

Mr. TELLER. Thirty-two thousand dollars was paid to them 
for that service, as I understand. They have rendered other sery- 
ices. They had a contract 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have before me 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator permit me to explain? 

Kens Marsters Excuse me, I thought the Senator was 
ough. 

Mr. TELLER. They had a contract made according to law, 
approved by the propor officers, and under it the Secretary of the 
Interior paid them the full amount of their contract. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My impression is, from a memorandum 
which is before me, that Messrs. Voorhees and Jones were paid 
832,000 for services in the prosecution of the Old Settlers’ claim, 
and that the claim which is now allowed was for another service. 

Defending the money recovered by the Indians from the Government 
a t all spurious, unauthentic, or unreasonable claims of attorneys or 
other persons claiming to have rendered services in securing or aiding in the 
collection of the Old Settlers’ claim. 

So, having received $32,000 themselves, they are now to have 
$7,003.86 for defending the Indians from the unreasonable claims 
of other attorneys. That is a very singular state of things. It 
seems these Indians had to make a contract to pay out 35 per 
cent of all they could recover, and then they had to make addi- 
tional contracts to protect themselves from the unreasonable 
claims of attorneys, and they had to pay large sums to new attor- 
neys to protect them from the unreasonable claims of attorneys 
whom they had already employed. I do not say that these 
amounts are not due, but I ask, where is the adjudication that 
i aro ang which is to justify the Senate in making this appro- 
priation 

Now we come to Mr. McKnight’s claim of $1,000. Mr. McKnight, 
as I said a little while ago, is the surviving partner of Mr. E. J. 
Ellis. The original contract with Mr. Ellis was for 2 per cent on 
the appropriation of $800,000, which would have made a claim of 
$16,000. ey have been 8 84,000, They are now claiming 
before Congress the sum of $12,000. They are prosecuting that 
claim before this body; they are prosecuting that claim before the 
House of Representatives. Who has adjudicated that they are 
entitled to only $1,000? What is the justification for reducing the 
amount? I admit it may be necessary that it should be reduced, 
but should it not be done by some tribunal? Should it not be 
done by some adjudication? If done by a committee of this body, 
should it not be done in 1 of a report which shows the 
grounds for the action of the committee of this body before we 
are asked to approve these specific sums as due to these people? 
Weare asked to adjudicate that $29,000 is due to Mr. Peabody, 
who has already had 88,000. Why? Because that is the judgment 
of the Senator from Colorado, the Senator from Connecticut, and 
the Senator from South Dakota. We are also asked to adjudicate 
to Mr. McKnight—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hamper yii to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DLER. In one moment, as soon as I utter this sen- 
tence. We are also asked to adjudicate that Mr. McKnight’s 
claim for $12,000 is to be reduced to $1,000. How is that? hat 
are we to say to Mr. McKnight when he comes here after this bill is 

and asks for an additional 811,000? Now I will yield to 
the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 


ion to these 


4162 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 20, 


New Hampshire that in this case Mr. Peabody's claim was not 
adjudicated by me. He hada contract. The Committee on In- 


dian Affairs had charge of it, not myself, ee I think that 
he is entitled to more money than he is getting. I have detailed 
some of the services he has rendered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator think that the Old Set- 
tlers ought to have paid 35 per cent of all they recovered to attor- 


? 
r. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me to answer? 


Mr. CHAND . Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Bryan has the contract for the whole 
$79,000, and has also filed a claim for the entire amount, shutting 
out everybody. He has made an affidavit, which is here, showing 
in detail what his services were, and that they were not paid for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very ; and we are called upon by an 
act of Congress to legislate money away from him and into 
the pockets of these people. Weare called upon to handle all this 
sum of money without any report from the committee stating the 
reasons, and when we know that every one of these claimants who 
has not had allowed to him by these two committees the sum 
which he claims will come and complain to Congress hereafter 
and ask for more money, and when we have not any reason for 

ing the findings of the Secretary of the Interior except a 
clause in an appropriation bill reported from the committee, not 
accompanied by any statement of reasons for the conclusions 
which the committee have reached. 

Mrs. Belva A. Lockwood is to be paid $1,000. How much does 
she claim? She claims that her contract was for $80,000. Why 
has the committee cut this woman down $79,000 and given us no 
VVV of her claim from $80,000 to 

2 


. TELLER. I will tell the Senator. n 
LER. Why should not the women be treated just 


Mr. CHAND: 
as well as the men in this of distribution? 
Mr. TELLER. If the ator does not ask a question for in- 


formation, but only asks to hear himself talk, I do not care about 
a R E 

Mr. C LER. Isupposeit would bemoreagreeable to hear 
the Senator talk, and therefore I will yield if he wants me to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator really wants to know why the 
sum was cut down—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly I do; but the Senator got angry 
alittle while ago when I asked him a question; and he can answer 
or pig S b as he pleases. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not get angry at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator refused to allow me to inter- 
rupt him to ask a question, and now he wants to ask me a ques- 
er question put in the course of my argument, unless 

Mr. TELLER. I will not interrupt the Senator. The Senator 
evidently does not desire to have the truth. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I recognize the Senator as the fount of all 
truth, and now I will ask him why he cut down the claim of Mrs. 
Lockwood from $80,000 to $1,000? 

Mr. TELLER. I did not cut down the claim of Mrs. Lock- 
wood. Mrs. Lockwood had no contract at all. Mrs. Lockwood 
rendered some service as the agent of Mr. Newell, and out of Mr. 
Newell’s fund the committee thought she was entitled to that 
amount of money. She had no contract. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken. If he knew the facts as well as he thinks he knows 
them he would get 3 great deal better. 

` Mr. CHANDLER. ving said that the Senator is the fount 
of all knowl , it seems to me he vet id have left a little pre- 
sumption that I know something myself. It is the privilege of 
an to ask questions of a i that advocates a bill. 
When the Senator advocates the payment of these large sums of 
money and I ask him a question about them and he answers it, 
it is not gracious nor courteous for him to wind up by telling the 
Senator who asked the question that he does not know as much as 
he ought to know. He is trying to find out, and he gets mighty 
little information from the committee that has this matter in 
charge. He gets bad temper enough, but very little information. 
I continue to ask how it is that we are to be guaranteed against 
ei Mrs. Lockwood upon Congress for the remaining 
$79, when the committee have given her $1,000 and have 
acknowl d thereby that she is entitled to something? 

Mr. ent, I do not undertake to say that I know oe 
about the details of these claims. My argument is that I do n 
know anything about them, and that the Senate does not know 
an about them, and that it has no information upon which 
to action which is proposed by thisamendment. I say 
if there was an adjudication here by the Secretary of the Interior 
I might be willing and probably should be willing to vote in accord- 
ance therewith. There is no such adjudication. The Secretary 
of the Interior has made his adjudication of smaller sums and 


they have been paid. There is no adjudication of the Court of 
Claims, as perhaps there ought to be, upon these cases. There is 
merely this clause in the pending appropriation bill proposing that 
we shall vote these sums through the Senate because we find them 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. Now, I say it is 
not asatisfactory way of doing business. Itis not thesatisfactory 
way of finding out how much, if anything, is due to these parties. 
I give notice to the Senate that if this schedule becomes a law 
Con will be from this time on by claimants who will 
say they were not allowed what they ought to have been allowed, 
and they will come to Congress and ask that justice may be done 
to them, Congress having undertaken to e the adjudication 
and to determine that these payments shall be made and no other 
payments shall be made. 

submit, Mr. President, that these claims should take the way 
of other claims; that if they are to be put upon an appropriation 
bill they should be put upon the appropriation bill in pursuance 
of something which can be handed to a Senator or published to the 
outside world as a reason why this list of claims is just, care- 
fully made, and accurate, and is good not only to the extent to 
which it goes, but is a protection against any other claims of alike 
character that nfa resented to Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. i Preside nt, I feel very much like thanking 
the Senator from New Hampshire that in his zeal in attacking this 
appropriation bill he has not gone so far as some other Senators 
to say that the proposed appropriation is a fraud and a theft. I 
think that the members of the i on Indian Affairs and 
the members of the Committee on Appropriations owe a great 


deal to the forbearance of the Senator from New Hampshire and 


that they should their obligation to him when he comes 
to their defense and says that he really does not think the mem- 
bers of the Appropriations Committee who have examined these 


items and the members of the Indian Affairs Committee, who I 
think it will be conceded by and by have examined these items, 
are not frauds and thieves. ptr veces a great deal to him, 
Mr. President, and for one I feel like e ing that obligation. 

But while the imputation of 5 upon these 
two committees is now disavowed, it is a pretty serious thing to 
stand up in the Senate of the United States and say that the pay- 
ment of claims represented by these committees will be fraudu- 
lent and in the nature of a theft from the Indians. That c 
could not be made except upon one of two grounds, that 
claims had not been considered fairly and justly, or that there 
was an intention to commit fraud. 

As the of intentional imposition upon the Senate of 
fraudulent and wicked claims is abandoned so far as it relates to 
the personnel of the committees who have brought them forward, 
it remains to inquire whether the claims are here as the result of 
inattention or carelessness or want of investigation, or for an 
ane epg which militates against the acceptance of this amend- 
men 

I will give the hi of the claims, and I speak of the matter, 
and speak somewhat feelingly, because I am a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. the present Congress met 
bills were introduced providing for payment out of this fund in 
the Treasury to attorneys who rend services in obtaining 
a judgment for and payment of about 8800, 000 to the Old Settlers 
or Western Cherokee Indians. It has been complained here that 
these claims ought to be adjusted upon the introduction of bills 
and the investigation of bills and a report upon the bills. I think 
there has been a bill introduced for every one, or nearly every 
one, of these claims. The Senator from North Carolina bii 
PRITCHARD] rose and stated what he had endeavored to do. 
bills came ‘ore Congress and they came before the Indian 
Affairs Committee by reference to that committee, and there a 
subcommittee was 8 early in the session. That subcom- 
mittee consisted of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Snob] and the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson], and they devoted a 
very considerable time, week after week, to the investigation of 


the claims. 

The Senator from New Ham complains that there is no 
adjudication of these claims. I venture to say that no subcom- 
mittee or any committee in has ever devoted more atten- 
tion to the consideration of cl. brought before Congress than 
did the members of that subcommittee. They made a report to 
the full Committee on Indian Affairs. That was accompa- 
nied by a written memorandum of the facts relating to each case; 
and when it was presented to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and explained by the subcommittee it received the unanimous 
consideration of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Perhaps these are all fraudulent claims. Perhaps the sub- 
committee and the other members of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs are not capable of detecting a frandulent and thieving 
claim against the Government. But the same argument applies 
to every case. The same argument which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has urged here applies to every case which comes 
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before Congress, where Congress is asked to pay an honest claim, 
that it has not been adjudicated except by the committee and that 
it has received only the examination given it by the committee. 
It will not be three weeks before the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will come in here with a report upon some subject, and 
when a Senator rises and asks him where and when it was 
adjudicated, he will say, I have investigated the matter as a 
member of the committee; the committee to which I belong, the 
Naval Committee, hearing the facts, have come to the conclusion 
that this is a proper report.” That is the way in which all claims 
are adjudicated against the Government forthe payment of which 
the Government is responsible. It is the usual course. 
Would it have been better to have had a dozen bills reported 


tee. The same yellow fest memoranda from which the Senator 
has been reading and 


ig Sn tingly. 
ve in some 


i y 
t quite enough and the Cherokee Nation and the Old 
Settlers a after the old fashion of Indian giving—give and 


Rights Association, and so 
of these claims. 

Now, just a word about the claims. I do not think much of con- 
tingent fees, but every prosecution of an Indian claim against the 
Government and every recovery of an Indian claim against 
the ent, and every prosecution of almost ev other 
claim against the Government and recovery against the Govern- 
ment, is conducted just in this way. Attorneys take such claims 
upon contracts to receive so much in case they succeed. I do not 
think much of it, but the necessity of that sort of employment of 
attorneys grows out of the 3 of this Government in pay- 
ing claims it ought to pay. people who have these claims 
against the Government ordinarily can not employ attorneys and 
pay them, and the Government refuses to pay, as it refused to pay 
these Old Settlers $300,000, which it owed them for fifty 
moreorless. They were forced to put their claims into the 
of attorneys, who took them for a contingent fee. Here was this 
old claim against the Government in of these settl 

old, was it not, I inquire of the Senator from Arkansas? 
think it dates back as far as 1838. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it is more than 60 years old. 
I think it originated from the treaties of 1832 and 1833. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. This claim has been ding against the 
Government. It has been claimed by these Old Settlers that the 
Government owed them thislarge amount of money, They never 
could get any payment from the Government, and, as a result, 

made a contract with Mr. Joel M. Bryan, whom they made 
their agent to prosecute this claim, and gave him full power and 
a to pay him 35 per cent of what they should recover. The 
did not know how much it might be; it might be $100,000; it 
89 we a million dollars, Mr. ad too e case under that 
contract. 

When the Indians say this money belongs to them it is a viola- 
tion of a contract on their part. ey have no claim on it; and 
if they ever had a claim on it they have since then, and deliber- 
ately, agreed to give to Joel M. Bryan all that may be left of the 
35 per cent after the Peroa of the other attorneys who have 

upon the fund. This operates, if these pa ts are not 
to be made out of this fund, as a matter of tion on the 


part of the United States, and I say that the $36,000 belongs to 
some one who has rendered services. It does not belong to the 
Indians; it does not belong to the United States; it belongs un- 


questionably to the ies who have rendered services under that 
original contract. there are no payments to be made, then the 
United States is ices, rag confiscate this $86,000. It can not be 
paid eii to the Indians, or any portion of it; they can not re- 
cover it. 

Now, let us take one claim here, for there is no time to go 
through all of the claims. When the Indian Committee investi- 
gated this subject a memorandum of a report was drawn up with 
reference to each one of the claims, setting forth fully the facts 
in relation to it. Take the claim of Mr. Peabody. I do not know 
Mr. Peabody; I never saw him. I know that is a citizen of 
Colorado, and I know the Senator from Colorado says he is a 
worthy and estimable attorney and gentleman. What are the 
facts about that claim? When it was undetermined how much 
this recovery was going to be in the inception of it, Mr. Bryan, 
who was the agent of these Indians and had plenary power, made 
a contract with Mr. Peabody to give him 8 per cent of the amount 
which should be recovered. 

Sie PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask whether it is not true that the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior allowed 
to Mr. Peabody all that that officer thought he ought to have? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, Mr. President, I do not wish to be impolite 
to the Senator; I shall not be, and I could not be; but this practice 
when a Senator is making a statement with regard to a particular 
subject, and thinks he is making a good statement, and intendsto 
make a complete statement, of getting up and asking him some- 
thing with reference to a particular subject before he gets to it is 
scarcely a proper method of discussion. 

8 I hope the Senator from Connecticut will say 
that I offend against that rule of politeness perhaps as rarely as 
any other Senator. 

. PLATT. I will say that. 

I was coming to the particular subject to which the Senator has 
referred. I was going to examine the Peabody claim, because it 
may be treated as a sample claim. It has been styled the fraudu- 
lent claim of a lobbyist for a gg te service. Mr. President, let 
us look at the claim a little. Peabody made a contract with 
Mr. Bryan, the agent of these Indians, who was authorized to 
make the contract. That contract was that he should receive 8 
— te the amount collected. That can not be denied and is 
not A 

It is said that Mr. Peabody never rendered services adequate to 
the emca of his 5 1 = 2 think ins question comes 
very fairly into this case, though I suppose it is customary 
in the Interior ent to examine the question of services, 
and not to give the full amount of the contract if it be found that 
the services have not been rendered. But when was Mr. P 


was employed by Mr. Bryan on 
That is nearly fourteen years ce ran over & 
period of years up to the time of the collection of the 
money. His contract recited that there was 35 per cent set aside 
to pay the expenses, of which he was to have 8 cent for his 
services. This contract was approved by the missioner of 
Indian Affairs in 1883. On the of December, 1886, it was con- 
December 9, 1882, 


approved 

missioner of Indian Affairs uary 27, 1887, and the Secretary of 
the Interior. It was again renewed and extended on the 10th of 
February, 1892, a by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
on the 9th of , 1892, and the of the Interior March 
11, 1892. It was in full force and effect when this money was paid. 

Now, do Senators come in here and say that Mr. Peabody isa 
fraudulent claimant, with this contract in existence since 1882, Te- 
newed and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Secretary of the Interior three different times? I venture to 
say from what I have learned in this case that if Mr. Peabody 
had not been employed to do the work which he did, or if some 
other person had not been employed to do that work, there would 
have been no recovery in this case. I think that Mr. Garland, late 
Attorney-General, has practically saidthat. Mr. Peabody wasan 
expert accountant, familiar with statistics and accounts, and his 
business as an attorney was tolook up and state this claim through 
all its multifarious e A for the last sixty years. He did 
it so successfully that the Indians recovered $800,000, which they 


never would have been able to recover and never would have re- 
covered if it had not been for the „ of Mr. Pea- 
body, or some man of precisely the same c 


and caliber in 
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looki 


up the evidence and presenting it originally before the 

co ioner appointed by the Interior Department, and subse- 

eee A dae rd it in shape for the Court of Claims. The Secre- 
0 


e Interior now says for that service, extending over a 
period of twelve years, there being $280,000 set aside for the pay- 
ment of attorneys by the Indians themselves, that all Mr. Peabody 
is entitled to is $8,000. 

There are some very peculiar thingsaboutthecase. TheIndian 
Commissioner recommended $8,000, although he said that Mr. 
Peabody had forfeited the right to recover anything under his 
contract by reason of having been employed for two years in the 
Geological Survey. The case was before the Court of Claims, and 
although he said that the service which was rendered to Mr. 
Clements, the commissioner, was unimportant—that was the 
commissioner’s report—he recommended the payment of $8,000. 
The Secretary of the Interior, acting upon that recommendation, 
while he negatived the findings of the commissioner, and said 
there was nothing in the fact of Mr. Peabody’s employment in the 
Geological Survey which prevented him from recovering the 
worth of his services, and while he negatived the fact that his 
services in connection with the report of Mr. Clements were unim- 
portant, allowed him only $8,000. 

Let us see if that is not so. This is what the Secretary of the 
Interior says about it: 

The claim of W. S. Peabody.—U; this claim I am of opinion that Mr. Pea- 


body’s acceptance of employment under the Government of the United States 
can not be considered an abandonment of his contract. 


The commissioner said the contract had been abandoned. 


The proof filed shows that he performed very valuable services during a 
1 of many years, extending from the year 1878 to the close of the case. 

have carefully considered his claim, and I can not think that, however valu- 
able and meritorious these services may have been, heis entitled to the enor- 
mous sum at which he rates them. Lagree with you that the sum of $8,000 
myo te ample compensation for all the services rendered; and that sum is 
allow 


That is a most remarkable judgment on the part of the Secretary 
of the Interior. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs based the 
reduction of the claim upon two reasons: One that Mr. Peabody 
had abandoned his contract, and the other that his services were 
not worth anything. And yet he recommended $8,000 upon that 
basis. The retary of the Interior negatived both of those 
grounds upon which the commissioner made the recommendation 
and only allowed Mr. Peabody the $8,000 which the commissioner 
had allowed. I want to read that again. This is the statement of 
Secretary Hoke Smith: 

The claim of W. S. Peabody. Upon this claim I am of opinion that Mr. Pea- 
body's acceptance of employment under the Government of the United States 


can not be considered an abandonment of his contract. ie age filed shows 
period of many years, 


that he performed very valuable services during a 
extending from the year 1878 to the close of the case. 

A lobbyist who is to be paid $29,000 for going around to Senators 
and spanninge year’s time! The Secretary of the Interior says 
the proof filed shows that Mr. Peabody performed very valuable 
services during a od of many years, extending from the year 
1878 to the close of the case.” 

-~ The finding of the Secretary of the Interior in this matter Was 
not conclusive. Mr. Peabody had a right to present his claim 
under his contract to Congress. His contract called for $64,000, 
and I venture to say from all my reading in the case that he ren- 
dered just as important services as any attorney in this case out 
of court orin court, and is entitled to just as much compensation. 
I am willing to let this amendment stand on this sample claim of 
Mr. Peabody. I think he has fairly made out his case here, as I 
think the rest of them have. 

But, Mr. President, in the usual way in which these cases go 
on, employing attorney after attorney, discharging attorneys and 
employing new ones, it always happens that the i Aree s presented 
by 5 who have rendered services run up to a very large 
figure; and there was left over only the sum of $86,000. There 
were claims upon it by attorneys to the amount of about $200,000, 
which were presented to Congress, as they had a right to present 
them, and the place where they should be presented, and referred 
to the committee where they should be referred, and adjudicated 
as Hag anona be adjudicated, let me say to the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. _ So it came to this, that there 
had to be a sort of rude justice done between these different 
claimants, or one of three things must follow, to use the express- 
ive and almost classic language of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, Congress would be forever pestered with these claims, or 
the United States would confiscate the money, as the Senator 
about half intimated it ought to do, or give it to Joel M. Bryan. 
So the Committee on Indian Affairs, through its subcommittee 
and its whole committee, with the most tedious and careful and 
painstaking examination of these cases, came to the conclusion 
as to what should be paid to the different claimants, g as 
nearly as they could a fair adjustment of these claims, a rude 
kind of justice and equity perhaps it was, but I venture to say 


that upon any one of the claims in that bill considered b 
the claim would be very much larger than it is as finall justed. 
Then, as I say, the claim went to the Appropriations Committee 
and the Appropriations Committee went over all this work, and 
now Senators come in and say it is all fraudulent, thievery, and 
stealing from the Indians. . President, if that be so, let us 
advance that argument in every case which has been examined— 
carefully, thoroughly, and comprehensively examined—by a com- 
mittee. Oh, no, Mr. President, that will not do. 

I should not have said a word in this case if it had not been that, 
as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I gave my assent 
to the amendment as reported to the Appropriations Committee, 
The Appropriations Committee, following it mainly, has changed 
it in some respects, and, as the Senator in charge of this bill tells 
you, in a manner that all the claimants who had claims of any 
validity whatever are substantially satisfied. Now, had we not 
better dispose of the subject? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have endeavored since I have 
been a member of this body to observe its rules with great exact- 
ness. I have sought always to observe the rules of courtesy which 
ought to characterize the relations of Senators, but interruptions 
are so very frequent here, though generally by the consent of the 
Senators interrupted, that my interruption of the Senator from 
Connecticut seems hardly to have justified that discourteous snub 
that he retorted upon me. I am afraid that I have so conducted 
myself in this body that Senators imagine that I am incapable of 
feeling a snub tendered to me deliberately. I shall not notice the 
matter any further now; but I hope the Senator will pardon me 
for what he deemed an unusual discourtesy. 

Mr. PLATT. I I said cor! feed that the Senator thought was 
discourteous I did notintend to say it. I beg to assure him that I 
did not intend it. I would not say anything which by any means 
could be construed into disrespect or discourtesy to the Sena- 


tor. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, thatends the matter so far as I 
am concerned. 

I oppose the allowance of these claims, and I doitupon grounds 
which I think are fairly consistent with my respect for both the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Iregardcommittees as es Sh valuable, and intelligent 
aids to the Bonate: They are useful. They are somewhat like the 
referee, the master in chancery, in thatforum towhich I am much 
more accustomed than this. But I have never supposed that an 
exception to the rt of a master, however able or intelligent, 
could be construed into an offense, except as Barrington says 
that in Ireland, if a lawyer demurred to a declaration, it was 
followed by an immediate challenge. I should be sorry to see 
the rule established in the Senate that no criticism could be 
made upon the action of a committee without incurring its 
resentment. 

I listened to the very instructive remarks of the Senator from 
Colorado pe. TELLER] with great interest; and I understand 
this to be the state of facts: Long ago there were settlers in the 
Indian Territory called the Old ers, who were not regarded 
as a tribe ora nation, but as a sort of voluntary association, which 
could neither sue nor be sued, nor do I suppose, as a matter of law, it 
was capable of contracting; but a committee of that body did enter 
into some sort of arrangement with some agent for the prosecution 
of a claim against the United States; and as a result of the prosecu- 
tion of that claim the UnitedStates became a trustee for that dis- 
organized and,I suppose, somewhat incapable class of persons, 
that group of persons—for the term “group” describes them, I 
think, much more 8 than any orar term I can think of 
at present. I understand, therefore, that these people were under 
the protection of the United States. The Uni States was a 
trustee, somewhat like a trustee for the incapable classes, the in- 
sane or minors, and the United States assumed all the responsi- 
bility of a trustee. 

These persons made contracts that were sanctioned by the 
United States, and among the contracts which were made, I infer 
from the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 
there was an order or resolution of this group adopted setting 
apart 35 per cent of whatever might be realized to compensate 
attorneys, or to compensate the particular attorney with whom 
the contract was made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. PALMER. For a moment. 

Mr. GORMAN, The pending bill, of course, can not be con- 
cluded to- night, and there are reasons which Senators understand 
why an adjournment should be had at this time. I therefore 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 14 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 21, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


itself 


1896. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, April 20, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Clerk of the House, Mr. ALEXANDER MCDOWELL, who said: In 
the absence of the Speaker, the House will please designate a 


Speaker pro tempore.” 
Mr. HENDERSON submitted the following resolution: 


J A. T. H Representative from the State of 
r elected ets me) pro tempore durtog the temporary 
absence of the Speaker. 

The question being put by the Clerk, the resolution was unani- 
mously adopted. J : 

dar speaker pro tempore on taking the chair was loudly ap- 

plau 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The Clerk was pr ing to read the Journal of Saturday last, 
when the Speaker ap and tookthe chair, amid laughter and 


applause. 
Pho SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The Clerk will 
read the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last. 
The Journal was read and approved. 


TESTS OF MATERIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, offered the following 

resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
he H. tatives (the Senat ing), That th 

Paltia Printer he, aad he Ws hereby, ecthcsined to print end bind tx paper 
covers 500 copies of the report of the comman officer of the Watertown 
Arsenal of tests of mate: for industrial and oi purposes made at said 
arsenal during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BROMWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to certain Grand Army 
ts, a monument association, and army post, was read, as 
‘ollows: 
3 of the Na 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 


be, and he is hereby. 
the authorized and tof tothe Veteran e, Grand Army of 
uublic, Rochester, N. V., 5 of condemned cannon for ng 
of decora’ the burial lots in Mount Hope Cemetery and in the Holy Eep. 
ulchre Cemetery, set apart for the exclusive use of the veteran soldiers and 
sailors of the war of the rebellion, and also four pieces of condemned cannon to 
the Brockport Soldiers’ Monument Association, an incorporated body, of 
ee siphon N. Y., for the decoration of the soldiers and sailors’ monument 
recently erected in that ; also, two pieces of condemned cannon to the 


John C. Campbell Pos Grand Army of the ublic, at Harrison, Ohio, for 
hi 8 2 demned eens for the use of the Sol 


the use of its cemetery, and four con jers’ 
Home at Benni m, Vt.: Provided, That the same can be spared without 
detriment to the service, and that no expense is thereby incurred by the 
Government. . 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was 5 read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. BROM a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PETER P. FERGUSON, 


Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. 
Fe on $1,765 and interest. 

e bill was read. 
Mr. CANNON. What is this about? 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. The Clerk will please read the 


re 
Mire re rt was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. This seems to be a just claim, but I think the bill 
should state for what this money is to be paid. I do not believe 
we should a bill which simply directs that a certain amount 
of money shall be paid to a certain individual and makes no state- 
ment of the matter for which pannen is to be made. Unless the 
bill can be put in more specific shape I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing the general as agreed 5 bill. 


e motion was 8 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole House, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
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X 9 CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the title of the pend- 
Mihe Clerk read as follows: 


A bill R. 8293) making a riations to su 
propriations for the fecal yeas ending June 30, 


ly deficiencies in the ap- 


for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 
Mr. CANNON, Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first formal reading of the bill. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas . SAYERS] for a moment, 
does the gentleman desire any time for general debate on the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at I think we can get through with 
it much more rapidly and more satisfactorily to the committee if 
we proceed to consider it under the five-minute rule. 

r. CANNON. Then [Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
eral debate may now be considered as closed, and that we proceed 
a once to roan the bill for amendments under the five-minute 

e. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

j ss Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read as 
ollows: 

To James Bain, who was assaulted and injured in the State of Louisiana by 
residents of that State, $1,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting some information in reference to 
this matter. 

This is an item of $1,000 for payment to one James Bain for an 
assault made upon him in the State of Louisiana. Now, I should 
like the gentleman in charge of the bill, my colleague; to state 
the circumstances of the assault and why itisa subject for ap- 
propana by the General Government. 

. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this item and the next items 
following it, three in number, are precisely of the same character, 
and have been examined by the Committee on Appropriations; 
but upon the recommendation of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs—and I see my colleague, the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirt}, in his seat, and would be glad to have 
him give an explanation of the matter, as he is more familiar with 
the facts than I am. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this claim was transmitted to the 
House by the Secretary of State, who recommended the action 
which has been taken by the committee. 

There is no method 5 of law by which claims of 
this character can be ind ed in any other way than through 
an 9 by Congress. 

i Mr. HOPKINS. I did not understand the statement of my col- 
eague, 


Mr. HITT. I say there is no method by which an applicant can 
have a claim of this character acted upon other than 155 having it 
transmitted to Congress, as was done in this case, on presentation 
by the British ambassador to our Government. The Secretary of 
State laid the matter before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
with an urgent recommendation for immediate action upon it. 

The British Government, surdu its ambassador, had asked 
for Bain the sum of $2,500, but r a great deal of discussion 
on the part of the Committee on Appropriations and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the sum of $1,000 has been fixed upon. 
Bain, in the disturbances mentioned in this item of the bill, was 
shot, and was a ung time suffering from the consequences of the 
wound. He was subjected to very considerable expense for medi- 
cal treatment, and it was thought, on a full consideration of the 
matter, that this was a fair sum, not too high, but sufficient to 
satisfy the British Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If my colleague will allow me, was this in 
the city of New Orleans where the assault was made on this man? 
I see it says“ in the State of Louisiana” in the item here. 

Mr. HITT. It was in New Orleans. There was no assault, 
There are voluminous papers, giving the details and full explana- 
tions of the affair 

Mr. HOPKINS. But was this an assault that occurred in a 
street fight or riot? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; it was during a riotous disturbance which 
took place on the street or wharf. The appropriation is provided 
in the bill precisely on the same principle as the payments here- 
tofore made in the case of the Chinese slain at Rock * and 
the Mafia case at New Orleans, and cases arising in other places, 
where there was no provision of law to compensate the injured 
parties or no redress practicable through 1 courts, 


Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask if this assault was ever in- 
vestigated by the municipal authorities immediately thereafter or 
at the time to determine as to whether this man was in any degree 
at fault in the matter? 

Mr. HI There was an investigation and a report by the dis- 
on the subject. The man was injured in a riot 


trict attorney 
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between the screw men and the lo 
organizations in the city, and the distur 


harf; thi t being a participant in it, but Soest ante 
Ww. this man no a 0 
fired by this crowd ‘while he Was a pe uty. It is not certain as 
to —.— he was shot accidentally or — PP 
Mr. HOPKINS. Then, if I understand my 5 this man 
ap to one of two labor organizations which were engaged 
& Th 
Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no; not at all. If the gentleman from Mi- 
nois will permit me, he had nothing to do with the organizations. 
Mr HITT. It was during a „when there was some labor 
. prevailing in the city between the labor organizations. 
tamales Prey was not engaged 8 matter, 2 
was either acci y or purposely by some of these peop 
A 2 of were E 4 
Mr. SA If the gentleman will allow me, this man, I 


believe, was an officer on an lish ship, and was in 
loading the at the time the ‘bance took place. i 
re progress of the work of loading the ship the riot 


ee e between the labor tions and he was 
tally shot. He had nothing to do with either organization 
Ore HOPEINS. H t ngaged loyed 
e was not e or employed in any 
American service then, as I understand 
Mr. HITT. FCP 
British ship at the time. Six persons were indicted, as I was say- 
8 but no evidence was adduced proving who 
fired the shot ere was a total miscarriage of justice. 
Mr. HOPKINS. While we are on this — I see that the 
eat ein Senate Ate RENE pe cote TE eye Senet ST D 


Mr. HITT. Yes. 
Mr. ee Were these other persons injured in this same 


controvers riot? 
Mr. SAYERS. No; they are in different States. If the gentle- 
mtr HIDE. Ther ave ie other 


Mr. HITT. They are in other places, but the injuries origi- 
nated similarly; that i is, in disorders. 
Mr. HOPKIN S. I withdraw my formal amendment. 


225 read as fol- 


A injuries tuti ies in D State so ct K enr A — . abe e Bat Sets | has 


hese , KEM. 30 the nature 
of this claim. 


English scents who were tra’ 
as shown by the reports 
ans or 3 Their property was destro 


very or indemni , 55 
ferred through the British minister, was pute a a large one; but 
after an investigation of allthe circumstances this is 5 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs and concurred in 1 
933 on e e as an allowance to indemnify 

ese were British subjects, were they? 

Mr. SN ON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, my teres Cock with refer- 
ence to this trouble, which took place Xe that it 
Was a quarrel by words at first, Pat monet eine he 

The testimony i is very conflicting, as I understand, as 50 who is 
„ esire in this instance to call atten- 
tion to one thing, and that is whenever any subject of Great Brit- 
ain is in trouble anywhere she looks after him, and I understand 
the British Government, through its authorized agents, paid just 
as much attention to this affair as if it was a great international 
complication. I wonder if this Government has asked France to 
pay y anything for the incarceration of John Waller? I wonder if 

Government has asked any other ashe asses for pay for 
1 pot inflicted upon our citizens anyw 
will ask the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs if, 
after he has read the testimony taken in this Nebraska case, he 
feels justified ina onecent in remuneration forinjuries 
or su injuries received by the Dawson family? Iam in re- 
ceipt of letters from Nebraska that this was nothing but a common 
ganeen on the highway, aay that the Dawsons were just as much 
blameas the 8 and the McCartys just as much to blame 
as the Dawsons. I do not know anything about the case, except 
as I receive information by dence, and hence do not care 
to express any judgment about the row. Ihave never even had the 
chance to read the testimony in the case I understand, however 
that the British Government actually asked the State of N 


to pay $40,000 because a little street fight took in y 
County, but it has been cut down now to 82,800. the payment 
of this sum will insure better gie to American citizens 
3 abroad perhaps it will be good policy to allow the item 

Mr. 5 What damage was inflicted upon these British 


su 
“MERCER. I think one of the men had his eye pretty well 
Nag while others were more or less injured, As to the 
ction of personal property, I am not informed. 
SAYERS. The evidence is that some people outrageously 
mieten a woman. That is one of the items in the damages. 
Mr. MERCER. Does the testimony show that? 
Mr. SAYERS. That is what I am told it shows. 
Mr. HITT. The evidence in the State Department, which was 
transmitted here, shows that Mr. Dawson’s daughter is now aye 


ing from epilepsy as the result of the o inflicted by 
of desperadoes. Here is the of eee 
of Nebraska, There is no remedy under our laws. 


in that they afford a Aadicial channel rough 8. applications 
can be made or arte as ht for 

The Committee on the Judiciary of this House are now consid- 
ering a bill to bed po rovide such a method in this country, by which 
Congress shall be forever rid of these claims, which can not now 
be settled in the courts. 


the French, aoe, or the Eng ae ‘am 
„555 ; but these British subjects 
have no recourse their minister to our Government, 


except 
thought it was impossible fo got through fhis all. 9 
was impossi get throngh this Congress a bill allow- 
e amount that was claimed, nor was it due, and after a care- 
fu investigation the amount was reduced to this small sum. 
Mr. CER. Did they claim $40,000? 

Mr. HITT. Idonot know the amount of the claim that was 
made; but this amount is for what is believed to have been actu- 
ally spent for medical attendance and other losses, and not any- 

in the wa: a EE for the wretchedness and the suf- 
ay have been subjected to. 
The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 


at HOPKINS. I move to strike out the last two words. I 
infer from what the gentleman from Nebraska has said that this 
appropriation of $2,800 is put in this bill in accordance with the 
suggestion of the British ambassador. There is nothing in thebill, 
however, that indicates that Frederick Dawson, wife, and daugh- 
ter are British subjects. I would like to know from m 5 green bad 
the head of the Committee on F Affairs, what 


three | wife, and daughter were doing out in Nebraska? 


Mr. HITT. They had there and remained there for the 
time, but were still subjects. 

— HOPKINS. Were they living in that State? 

Mr. HITT. They were sojourning there. 
wit: BOPA What do you mean by “sojourning” there? 
there for the pend by ome of making that State their home? 
Me. HIIT. They ere temporarily, I think, at a little 
towa called n 
Mr. MERCER. Ohyno. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How long had they lived there? 

Mr. HITT. Ido not know. F 
They are there now. They 

. HOPKINS. Is there e in the claim as a by the 
British ambassador to indicate whether it was a case of injury 
inflicted upon a British subject soj tem in this 
country, or whether it was done to a who left the 
British Kingdom for the purpose of coming to America and mak- 

America his future home? 

. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if this Mr. Dawson had gone to Nebraska 
because of the great facilities afforded by that State for 7 
ee e ee ee cy, and received these 
injuries, I think, Mr. Chairman, that . 
sideration that would be given to an English subject under the 
conditions that Ihave just intimated; and for that reason I would 
like to know from the gentleman how long these Dawsons had 
lived in Nebraska, and whether they had gone there to make it 
their permanent home? 

Mr. HITT. The communications from the British ambassador 
do not state what the intentions of 28228 were. They were 
British subjects who were there. I read a letter from the 
ambassador of recent date with reference to the matter: 

BRITISH EMBASSY, Washington, March 26, 1896. 


Sin: m eee 21 last, I have the honor to in- 
form you that I have received a letter of character from Mrs. 


1896. 


Dawson, now at Alliance, Nebr., describ: the sufferings of her daughter 
from violent attacks of epile brought ing, tt the cruel outrages committed 
on her and her family by the McCarty g of desperadoes. 

Mrs. Dawson, who — been redu to extreme misery by this last mis- 
fortune, as she can not leaye her daughter to go out and work, has asked me, 
asa matter of 8 defray the cost of travel of the family to Tacoma, 
where a brother of Dawson resides; and while informing you of the 
above, I have the honor to inquire whether the further 8 of the 
governor of Nebraska have yet been concluded and whether there is a pros- 
pect of some relief being granted at an early date to the sufferers. 


I have the honor, etc., PAUNCEFOTE. 

The Secretary was unable to give him any assurance of any 

+ of relief through the courts in January, and as it was 

irable that the subject should be closed, and as the question 

might be made a source of irritation, andas it wasa matter 

of money, this course was taken and the claim sent to be treated 

like similar claims in the past. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My co 
to whether these Dawsons 

make it their permanent home. 


e does not answer my 8 as 
gone to the State of Nebraska to 


Mr. HITT, There is no in the correspondence that shows 
what their intentions were. only know from it that they are 
British subjects and seem to be respectable people. : 

Mr. HOP S. Is there any evidence before your committee 
showing how long they had been in the State of Nebraska before 
this trouble occurred? 

Mr. HITT. There is not. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or 
two u this subject. From the statement made by my friend 
from the Omaha district [Mr. MERCER] it appears that these per- 
sons, these Dawsons, were of the same class of citizens as the 
McCartys, that have been characterized in such h language 

the British ambassador. It appears, also, that they left 
their native country for the purpose of coming here to make it 
their ent home. Now, if that is so, I see no reason why 
they should have any further or different privileges than American 
citizens. If these Dawsons had been native Americans, or if they 
had taken out their last citizenship papers, this controversy would 
have been one that would have been settled in the local courts of 
the State of Nebraska; and if there had been an injury such as is 
claimed by the British ambassador, the courts of that State would 
have been to them for just compensation for such B 
But under this statement these Dawsons, for i, — we know. 
might have lived in that State ten years, they might have acquired 
the title o = ores 
property mig’ ve enjoy ri oy y citi- 
zens of that State, yet when get into a street brawl or any 
trouble of this kind they invoke the protection of the British flag, 
and attempt to filch money from the uryof the United States. 
: wy Aas under such conditions no appropriation should be made 

‘or ; 

Mr.C. ON. Mr. Chairman, this claim comes recommended 
by the Secretary of State, after full investigation made in con- 
nection with the governor and the SS ee of Nebraska. 
and also with the British minister, the whole matter supervised 
finally by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who certi it to 
the ittee on Appropriations with a request that a limited 
appropriation be e in the bill. 

ý . Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. In a minute. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not 
given this matter careful study. I did glance at the allegations 
made, from which it appeared that these parties had been roughl. 
dealt with. There appears to be no doubt that they are Britis 
subjects. The appropriation is not in order pes this bill if any 

tleman had seen proper to make 2 of order or to reserve 

point; either my colleague [Mr. HOPKINS] or the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER], and, speaking of myself as one 
member of the Committee of the Whole, if ei of those gentle- 
men will rise now in his place and make the point of order, I will 
not object that it is too late. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to raise the point of 
order against this item if the appropriation is a just one, but I 
represent the district in which this outrage is alleged to have oc- 
curred and I desire to know something about it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; you do not. 

Mr. KEM. If it occurred at Alliance it was in my district, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It occurred in Sarpy County, 

Mr. CANNON. As I am informed, it did not occur in the gen- 
tleman’s district [Mr. Kem’s]. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the nature 
of things it is impossible for any committee of this House to ex- 
haust a question of this kind. © claim is one that could not be 
enforced against this Government except as good faith; and our 
treaty obligations may require that it should be enforced, just as 
we have enforced our claim against the Chinese Government for 
wrongs done to American citizens to the extent of many thousands 
of dollars. The British Government in this matter is standi 
its citizens, just as we stand by ours when wrongs are commi 
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upon them in foreign lands. I do not pretend to sy of my own 
knowledge that there is any merit in this claim, but I do say that 
the Secretary of State, after full investigation, recommends that 
an a iation be made. The British minister claims it, our 
own Committee on Foreign Affairs recommends it, and therefore 
we have placed it in the bill; but, as I said before, a point of order 
will take it out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
w with the view of submitting some observations on this 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVING- 
STON] gta crew 
Mr. GSTON. Mr. Chairman, the recommendation of 
this appropriation is in keeping with allinternational custom and 
practice. We are trying now to get some recognition and some 
compensation for insult, wrong, and oppression committed upon 
an American citizen in Cuba, Mr. Diaz, a Baptist minister. This 
is in accordance with our own practice fora hundred years and 
with the practice of other nations for a hundred years or more, 
and the only question that I su the gentleman from Illinois 

. HOPKINS] wants to raise here is whether this claim is well 
ounded as matter of fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Whether this money ought to be paid as 
a matter of justice. N 

Mr. HOP S. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I want to say to the gentleman that 
to the best of our ability we have looked into this matter. The 
Committee on Appropriations not only inquired into it, but we 
had the advantage of the information which we could obtain from 
theState gat reap gnc andthe recommendation of our ee 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who seems to have 
familiarized himself with the matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The question that I e to my col - 
league, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, was 
intended to get at the length of time that these people had lived 
in Nebraska. If they were simply tem sojourners there, 
that is one thing; but if in fact they h aona there intending to 
become residents of that State and had neglected to take out thei 
papers of citizenship, that would put an entirely different color 
upon the case, to my mind. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In answer to that I will say to the tle- 
man that there are no facts before the Committee of the ole, 
andnone werelaid before the Committee on rs py aa touch- 
ing that question, but the presumption is—and it is a legal pre- 
sumption—— 

Mr. HOPKINS (interposing). If the gentleman will permit me 
right there, what I criticise jt that any . should be 
sought to be made here on a presumption. e ought not to make 
an . on a presumption. We ought to know the facts. 

Mr. IN GSTON. Wait until I complete my sentence. 1 
say the legal and the reasonable presumption is that these people 
were there p ing and had not yet determined whether they 
would become citizens of the United States or not. A 

Mr. HITT, The gentleman’s whole question isirrelevantat any 


rate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Of course it is irrelevant, but I wanted to 
answer the gentleman from Illinois. The facts that we have before 
us show that the people were there simply prospecting and had 
not determined whether they would become citizens or not. In 
the meantime this wrong was done to them. Now, I want to sa; 
to you, gentlemen of the Committee of the Whole, that there 
no way out of this business except to pay the claim. If you in- 
tend to protect your own citizens in foreign lands under similar 
circumstances you e ad this claim. 

Mr. NOR AY. e 3 that the State Department, 
which had investigated all the evidence in the case, knew some- 
thing, and when they found the fact to be that these people were 
British subjects we were concluded by that finding, and it is not 
true that we are bound toinvestigate everything in detail. When 
the head of a Department comes to us with a statement and recom- 
menas 2 appropriation, we have a right to take something for 


gran 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. There is not a scintilla of evi- 

dence that these le were not British subjects, and therefore, 

as my friend from Ohio has said, we were shut up to the conclu- 

sion that se case was as it was presented to us by the State 
ent. 

. HITT. My colleague from Ilinois asked a question which 
the committee did not ask as to these British subjects and their 
intentions, because we will not suffer any foreign government to 
ask such a question in the case of a like claim by an American. 
When an American who had lived eighteen years in China was 
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hurt in an altercation, a ship of ours threatened to bombard the 
town if 819,000 was not paid because this man had had his head 
broken in a row, and we did not permit any Chinese functionary 
to ask what were the intentions of that American as to permanent 
or temporary residence. 

Mr. MERCER. How much money has this Government ex- 
acted of the Chinese Government on account of the missionary 
riots last summer? 

Mr. HITT. Well, we have not collected all 

Mr. MERCER. It seems to take about thirty years to collect 30 


cents. 

Mr. HITT. But we have collected so much money from China 
and from other governments on such claims for indemnity that it 
does not lie in our mouths to ask the question whether a foreigner 
within our borders is here for a short time or along time. We 
never permit that question to be asked as to an American in a 
foreign country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to say to my colleague [Mr. Hirt] be- 
fore he takes his seat that his Chinese illustration no bearing 
upon the point I am making. Nobody would suppose that an 
American citizen would want to lose the rights belonging to him 
as such and become a subject of the Chinese Empire. But we do 
know that British subjects come here by the thousands every 
year, and while some become American citizens, we know that 
many remain here year after year enjoying the splendid privileges 
that are accorded to American citizens, while they still cling to 
the rights of British subjects, so that in an emergency they may 
have other and different rights from those accorded to the people 
with whom they associate. 

Mr. HITT. American citizens do the same thing in other 
countries. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Neverin the world. The gentleman can not 
cite an instance. 

Mr. HITT. We have such cases arising all the time. I could 
refer ticularly to cases in France, in Peru, in Colombia, and 
other foreign countries. 

Mr. TUCKER, I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopxrys] a question. 

The CHAIR . The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins] is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I see that the pending bill 
proposes to appropriate something like $15,000, to be paid to for- 
eign governments on account of injuries or wrongs supposed to 
have n suffered by subjects of those governments in the United 
States. Here, for instance, is an appropriation of $10,000 to the 
Italian Government, noaciy $6,000 to the Government of Great 
Britain, and $2,000 to' the German Government. Now, I do not 
pretend to say that these are not just claims and that they gagis 
not to be paid, for it is probable they may be just and right, Ido 
not assert that these injuries and losses should not be indemni- 
fied if the damages have actually been sustained by the different 
parties mentioned. But I want to remind the House that while 
we are thus willingly appropriating these large sums for the re- 
lief of foreign citizens or subjects, we on last Friday occupied 
the whole day in the discussion of an appropriation amounting, I 
believe, to only $1,000 to a to a citizen of the United States a 
debt which was a perfectly just obligation of the Government, 
which had been so adjud y the Court of Claims of the United 
States. It costs us $25,000 or $30,000 a year to maintain that court; 

et we sit here day after day and refuse to pay to citizens of the 
United States the amounts which that tribunal finds honestly and 
justly due for ravages committed during the war. Ought we not 
to pay the debts the Government owes to her own citizens as well 
as others? 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, that while we are doing justice to these 
foreigners we should not fo: that charity, if charity you call 
it, ought to begin at home. e should not neglect to do justice to 
the thousands of American citizens in this country who have for 
years been awaiting reimbursement for their property which the 
Government took from them under the guio of the rights of rigid 
warfare. Indeed, sir, it would seem ost a matter of practi- 
cal ron jporaceey to get one dollar appropriated to citizens of the 
United States on claims honestly due and which the Court of 
Claims has said ought to be paid, and in some cases where the 
money is locked up already in the United States Treasury. 

Sir, this is a pies of injustice toward our own citizens of which 
we should not ilty. Weshould act honestly toward our own 
citizens; we should pay them what is justly due them; we should 
carry out the rule that charity begins at home, even if it should 
afterwards go abroad. If we want to extend our generosity or 
justice to citizens of other countries, let us not forget at the same 
time to do justice to our own citizens. Let us be just and honest 
toward our own people before we are so generous to foreigners. 

Sir, I know citizens of my own State to whom the Government 
is justly indebted, and who are suffering to-day for the want of 


the money which the Government owes them. Some of those 
claims may not yet have been reported upon, but they are hon- 
estly due; but in the case of the claim of which I spoke, which 
was under discussion the whole of last Friday, the right of the 
claimant had been established in the Court of Claims. Now, I 
say, unless we intend to per aoh claims, let us abolish that court 
at once; let us declare in plain terms that we repuđiate our just 
— let us put up or shut up; let us do right in these mat- 
Ts 


I do not say that the appropriations now before this Committee 
of the Whole for the benefit of foreign subjects ought not to be 
paid; poy they ought to be. If they are just and right let 
them paid; but while we are taking care of foreigners, while 
we are taking care of negroes, while we are taking care of Indians, 
let us try and take care of the poor white people of our own coun- 
try who have just claims against us, for it is the poor people who 
are inthe majority. It seems to me, sir, that God must love the 
poor people more than anybody else, because he has made so many 
more of them. Let us do something for this class of people in our 
own country. Ihave introduced a bill which only asked for the 
right to draw money from the Treasury already there for citizens 
of my own State, and the bill has not even been reported, either 
favorably or unfavorably. If we pay one, let us pay all; if we 
refuse to pay one party, let us refuse to pay all. “Equal rights 
to all and special privileges to none” should be our motto in this 
as in all other matters. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the 
attention of the committee for a very few moments, I think I can 
state in brief terms the substantial facts with reference to this 
matter, which I have taken some pains to investigate carefully, 
as disclosed by the papers filed with our committee. 

It is there shown that these people, Dawson, his wife, and 
daughter, and a gentleman who was with them at the time, now 
his son-in-law, were pres throngh our State and had reached 
Sarpy County, on the eastern border of the State. They had 
camped by the roadside 

Mr. KEM. Will my colleague state when this was? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. About eighteen months ago. 

They had camped by the roadside, when a gang known as the 
McCartys, who have since, but for another offense, been sentenced 
to the penitentiary, passed, very much in liquor. They inquired 
of the now son-in-law if it was a ‘“‘show” encam there. The 
young man to whom I have referred replied that if they wouldn't 
get out he would show“ them. This answer, it seems, provoked 
afight. The women subsequently interfered, and the whole party 
were severely handled by the McCartys, the women as well as the 
men 8 bruised, and their effects destroyed or at least 
injured. e amount in this bill, doubtless, fully covers all the 
damage, including that to their ne. 

Now, these facts seem established: These parties were itinerants, 

ing through the country, going to the northwestern part of the 
tate for the purpose, itappears, of taking up land in that region. 
After they had been engaged in the fight, as I have already briefly 
described, ged remained a week or ten days in that locality, in 
the vicinity of the McCartys, and partly as their guests—at least 
cared for by them. The McCartys were arrested; but the Daw- 
sons, either through fear or for some other reason satisfactory to 
themselves, declined to appear against them; and while the courts 
of the State, both civil and criminal, were open to them, certain 
it is that no action was ever taken by them against their assail- 
ants. The fact remains, however, that they were British sub- 
jects temporarily sojourning in the State, were severely injured 
y their assailants, and have a claim against the people of this 
country for the injuries thus received. 

Now, the point I wish to make is this: Our people under all 
such circumstances demand recompense from foreign countries 
and ihe people wherever our citizens have been unjustly 
treated. have a right to insist upon a satisfactory settle- 
ment when the humblest citizen of our land is set upon without 
just cause in a foreign land. When a question of fact arises we 
resolve it, as we should, in favor of our people. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, we would have no standing whatever with foreign coun- 
tries unless we are ourselves erous and fair in the treatment 
of those who come here—the citizens of other foreign countries— 
and who have like claims against our people. If, therefore, we 
expect to defend our citizens abroad, we must extend to those 
people who are 3 in our States the same measure of 
protection that we demand for our own people; and we must 
wherever a question of fact is raised, give to them the benefit of 
the doubt if we expect to claim the same benefit on the part of 


our people in foreign lands. 

Now, summing it all up, it is conceded that these ple were 
temporarily in our borders, that they were severely handled, 
that they have a right to demand recompense, that the State au- 
thorities recommend that they be recompensed for the injuries 


received, that the State Department joins in this recommendation, 
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and the Committee on 8 having carefully investi- 
ted the subject, report favorably the provision embodied in this 
bill. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that Congress ought not to cavil 
for a single moment over the money. S 
Mr. ER. Were theMcCartys themselves not also British 
subjects? 

. HAINER of Nebraska. I think not. I do not know, how- 
ever. At present, as I understand, they are incarcerated in the 
State 1 eu : 

Mr. FER. Ifthey were Britishsubjects, what would be the 
effect so far as the liabilities of the United States in this case are 
concerned? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That I do not concede. I do not 
care, however, to discuss a question which is not before us. 

Mr. KEM. I would like to ask my colleague one or two 
questions. 4 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. R 

Mr. KEM. I understand that these people, at the time the out- 
rage was committed upon them, were on their way to northwest- 


ern Nebraska to take up lands? A 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. z 

Mr. KEM. Then, evidently, it was their intention to become 
American citizens? : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Not necessarily; our State laws 
permit them to take propa without being citizens. : 

Mr. KEM. Does the gentleman know whether they have since 
become citizens? j ; 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not know. There is nothing 


in the record to show it. They are now about Alliance, in the 
northwestern part of the State. 

Mr. HOP S. Isuppose there is no doubt among the mem- 
bers of the House on the proposition that this Government should 
always respond to a fair and just sauces of a foreign government 
for indemnity for injuries done to subjects of such government in 
this country. It was not to controvert that principle at all that 
I arose from my seat and propounded the question to my colleague 
when this matter first came up; but I think that when these ap- 
propriations are made and the members of the House are called 
upon to pe upon them, the committee should be prepared with 
facts and cjrcumstances sufficient to enlighten the members so 
that they vote intelligently upon the subject. s 

Now, as I said before, to my mind it makes a great deal of dif- 
ference whether the case is one of a foreigner temporarily within 
our borders or whether it is a person who has lived here for a 

t many years. The statement of the gentleman from Ne- 
BEA [Mr. Hainer has cleared up that doubt in my mind. He 
has shown clearly from his knowledge of the affair that these 
parties were only temporarily here and that they were set upon 
by ruffians whom the authorities have since sent to the peniten- 
tiary. Under such conditions I shall withdraw 3 to 
the appropriation. Let the pro forma amendment be withdrawn. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

coins: The Secre of the 

„ Ke eee Philadelphia, 

ed at, che . in „ one 
cone x of said offices; and the sum of $2,000 is hereby appr: 


riated for 
tion for such reissue. And the Secre of the 


any and all the uncurrent minor coins 


Mr. WILLIS. 1 desire to offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution autho: and directing the President to invite the commer- 
cial nations of the world to join in an international monetary conference. 


Resolved by the Senate and House Aa 
e 


ble, for 3 of establi: an internati standard 
gold and silver as 1 Ha and for this p a on of 
shall be selected to represent the United States in such conter- 


from e, Bea Senators, and 
For the e e of said delegates, together with all rea- 
incurred by th 
ARS Secretary of State, including the proportion to be paid b; 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out tp. moneys inthe 
ereo * 
Treasury not othe: ted. 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Delaware desires to be 
heard I do not desire to cut him off from a five-minute speech. 1 


will reserve the point of order. 

The C The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, m in offering that 
amendment is to get that subject beforethe House. If its be 


ruled out of order as not germane, why, then, I shall ask to have it 
referred to the Committee on Foreign i I think that after 
all that has been said and all that has n done, and in view of 


the peculiar attitude that we occupy as a party to this great 


question of finance and currency, it is as little as we can do to 
3 is indicated in that joint resolution. 

CANNON. As we have had legislation substantially of that 
kind upon the statute books for two years and over and it is not 
yet executed—and, so far as I know, not an effort has been made 
toward it—it seems to me under existing conditions that it is use- 
less to take up time in this discussion, and therefore I will have 
to make the point of order. 

The C MAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is a statute upon the books that author- 
izes and directs the President to appoint this commission wheneyer 
provision shall have been made or invitation given by any foreign. 

overnment; but this is a joint resolution authorizing and direct- 
ing the President to make the invitation, to take the initiative. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 7 of order. 

Mr. CANNON. My point of order is that this is not germane; 
and it can be seen at once that er existing conditions if we 
enter upon this discussion we are liable to have the dog days upon 
us before we finish it, I have no objection to the appointment of 
the commission. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no question pending before the com- 
mittee. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 
There is nothing before the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not understand that the Chair had sus- 
tained the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. Would it be in order for me to have this resolu- 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in Committee of the Whole. It can be 
done in the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will make the proposition in the House, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Coustrns having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
ony amendment joint resolutions and a bill of the following 

es: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
5 of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 

ers; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved August 
1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, etc.; and 
5 A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 

ohnson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor 
Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and ings 
Ship Channel, in Aransas County, Tex.; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 2848) to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 

e fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,” approved August 18, 1894; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 


chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 servicon To 1 the expenses of collecting 
for the fiscal year ending June 

Mr. CANNON. Imove to strike out the last word, and may 
desire ten minutes. r 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that he 
may have ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is an app iation recom- 
mended by the committee of $850,000 to cover a deficiency in the 
collection of customs revenues. Iwill call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that there is a permanent appropriation for the 
collection of customs revenues of $5,500,000 per annum. addi- 
tion to that, the law appropriates certain mi neous receipts, 
which, when they come into the Treasury in connection with cus- 
toms collections, me available for the service. Now, then, we 
do not recommend anywhere near the amount estimated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as necessary for this purpose; and itis 
so important a matter that we feel that it ought not to be 
over without the committee being in full possession, briefly stated, 
of the facts; so that if they see proper to increase this appropria- 
tion, they should have an opportunity to do so, or, if it is suffi- 
cient, that they should haye such information as would justify 
the committee in standing by the recommendation, z 


; 5 a revenue from 
e permanent appropriations for this purpose 
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Now, then, there have been some extraordinary increases in the 
of the current year; and if you will bear with me a min- 
ute I will show the amount of revenue collected since 1892 to the 
t time and the cost of collecting the same. 
In 1892 the revenues collected from customs were $177, 482,964.15, 
and the of collections was $6,504,662.91. 
In 1893, from customs, there was $203,000,000 of revenue col- 
lected, the cost of collecting which was $6,756,000. 
The next year, 1894, there was 8131, 000, 000 collected, which was 
a fallin of ,000,000. The cost of collecting was $6,841,000. 
In round numbers it cost in 1894 $100,000 more to collect the rev- 
enue than it did in 1893, altho the amount collected in 1893 
was seventy-odd ions more in 1894. 
In 1895 the amountof customs revenue collected was $152,000,000. 
The expense of collection was $6,896,000; an increase of $50,000 of 
and an increase of $20,000,000 of revenue. 
1896—that is, the t year—the estimate of customs 
revenues to be by the Ist of July, provided the col- 
lections for the next three months hold up as they have for the 
last nine months, will be $169,000,000. That shows a decrease of 
some thirty-odd million dollars below what they were in 1893. 
Now, the expense of collecting these revenues are, if we grant the 
full estimates, $7,239,000; an increase of $734,520 above 1892 for 
cost of collection; of $482,000 above 1893 of cost of collection; 
$397,000 above 1894, and ,000 above 1895, last year. Now, 
then— 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the tleman right 
there state what the estimate of the Secretary is? I do not see it 


here. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. The permanent a tion is 
ge 000, and from miscellaneous receipts 880.500, and then 

è estimate is $1,150,000 in addition, in all to the Secre- 

for the collection of revenues this year, $7,239,000, an increase 
of 000 over last Ssk 
Mr. HOPKINS. How much over the last year of the Repub- 
lican Administration? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, in round numbers, $734,000 over the 
fiscal year 1892. It is $482,000 over the first year of Cleveland's 

Administration. 

Now, then, so far as a hasty examination shows the reason for 
this expenditure, we have the following explanation from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: At Turpe Baltimore, Boston, Newport 
News, Philadelphia, Burlington, Vt., and New York, there is an 
increase this year, 1896, for clerical force over clerical force of 
1895 of 272 people. But that is not all. There is an increase in 
the salaries of 168 people at these 5 ports. Now, that largely ex- 
plains the increase. have not a complete statement, and had 
not time to get it of the whole 119 collection districts, but we did 

t it as to those 5, and to me itis a most extraordinary condi- 

on of things. 

A MEMBER. Is that not additional warehouses? 

Mr. CANNON. That fact is, I believe, not a sufficient reason 
for making arbitrarily an increase of 272 people at these 5 ports, 
and increasing the salary of 168 others. Now, then, these increases 
over last year amount in the aggregate, as I 


$342,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In salaries? 

Mr. CANNON. Most of it in salaries, substantially in salaries, 
the large part being for increase of force and another large part 
being increase of the salaries of the force that they had in 1895. 
That is pretty well up to $300,000 in one department touching 
the collection of customs. For this reason, Mr. Chairman, we 
do not recommend the whole amount of the deficiency, $1,150,- 
000; but do recommend $850,000, which is, in round numbers, 
$50,000 more than the service cost last year; and it was the in- 
tention of the committee, if the Commi of the Whole should 
agree with it, that the Secretary of the Treasury should be com- 
pelled, so far as he can be compelled by appropriation, to de- 
crease this force, if it can be decreased, or at least to decrease 
the salaries of the 162 persons that he has arbitrarily added to 
the force during this fiscal year. So far as I know there is noth- 
ing like this in the action of any Executive Department in the 
history of the country where fund is ded under the 
discretion of the Executive. Why, I recollect tin the Forty- 
fourth Con the whole country was 5 convulsed by 
the attack that was made upon the salaried list of the employees of 
the Government. There were hundreds and thousands of pages 
written, telegraphed, and printed on the subject, and a great po- 
litical cam was made upon the question of reduction of sal- 
aries; and yet the total reduction of the salaries of Government 
employees made at that time did not amount to $150,000; while 
here is an increase of these expenses for salaries at one turn of the 
crank of 000 in round numbers. 

The MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. CANNON’s time was extended for five 


minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. Ido not speak of these things, Mr. Chairman, 


stated a moment ago, 


for the purpose of attacking anybody. This is a great service in 
a great 5 of a great Government. Every dollar that is 
required for the honest and economical conduct of the public serv- 
ice should be granted, and nobody will go further than I will to 
vote it; but it did seem to me and it does seem to me that this is 
an extraordinary condition of affairs when we compare this ex- 
3 not with that under any Republican Administration, 
with the expenditure under this same Democratic Administra- 
tion for the fiscal years 1893, 1894, 1895, and so much of 1896 as has 
elapsed; and Iam glad to say that, so far as Iam informed, the 
members of the on Appropriations at both ends of the 
table were unanimous in recommending that the full deficiency 
should not be given and in recommending only $850,000. It may 
be that as the g roll round it requires more money to collect 
less revenue. It may be that the ad valorem system affords greater 
rtunities for fraud, and therefore requires greater vigilance 
gay J = expense than the c system. Ido 
not know; but feel quite certain that if it requires three or 
four hundred thousand dollars more this year under the ad va- 
lorem system than it required last year, they must have had last 
year a very lax inistration of the law. 
Now, so far as I am concerned, I have made the explanation that 
I desired to make to the Committee of the Whole about this item. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in connection with this item I 
desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk a tele just received 
from the chief of the warrant division of the pata respecting 
e ditures for collection of customs revenue, 
e telegram was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 20, 1896. 
To J. C. COURTS: 

n collecting revenue from customs for first 
— — hed to show howe, are 8 — ep — 
priation and how muuch to the fees collected. It has always been treated as 
one account. 

W. F. MacLENNAN. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, before iofd st on with this item 
I would like to hear from our Democratic friends some explana- 
tion of this remarkable increase in the number of 3 in 

eague 


this service and also of the increase of salaries. My 
[Mr. Cannon] has laid before the committee a most extraordi- 


op 
an 


nary statement of what would seem to be fligate expenditure 
on the of the ent. an lanation can 
be e to the members of this Committee of le and to 
the country I would like to have it made now. 


: . Mr. Chairman, I do not think I am under an 
obligations to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. He 
is not running this , and I would suggest to him that if he 
desires information about this matter he should call upon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for it. I do not profess to have all the in- 
formation that is n to explain in detail every actof every 
officer in the administrative branch of the Government. There 
may be good reasons why this increase has been made, but I do 
not know them. The gentleman ought to be possessed of the in- 
formation himself. He is a member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and he should have taken steps to inquire into the 
methods employed for the collection of customs duties during the 
past six months. That is the business of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois as a prominent member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means as well as of this House. I am informed by the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Hatner] that most of this increase is due to 
new warehouses that have been constructed under the authority 


of Co È 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the courtesy of the gentleman 
from Texas is fully equal to the amount of information he has 
given to the 8 on this subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not intend to give any information. 
Caner. É 

Mr. HOP S. I supposed so, and that is the reason I say that 
the gentleman’s courtesy is equal to the amount of information 
that he has conveyed to the members of this committee, [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, Mr. i , the reason I called upon the gen 
or upon some gentleman of his political faith, for an explanation 
of this matter is that the gentleman from Texas is especiall 
c „as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, wi 
the duty of laying before the House the information upon which 
the recommendations of that committee are made. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ig, Seve gentleman’s pardon. The tleman 
from Illinois who is chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is specially ch with this matter; and I will say that 
the other gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horxtns], who is now 
occupying the floor, can not exempt himself from culpability, if 
there has been any, in not putting himself in possession of the 
information necessary to enable the House to understand what is 
being done. è 

Mr. HOPKINS. The “gentleman who is now ei hiar the 
floor“ is attempting to do just what the gentleman from Texas 
has indicated he should do; he is trying to develop some of the 
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1896. 
facts upon which this enormous increase in the expense of the 
service been made and upon which this increase of salaries 


has also been made. According to thestatement of my colleague 
. CANNON], the expense of this service has increased about 
,000 beyond what it was during the last year of the Repub- 
lican Administration. The evidence also is that the amount of 
duty we are collecting is less than it was during the last year of 
the Republican Administration. È 
Now, the gentlemen on the other side haye prided themselves on 
the fact that they are statesmen representing retrenchment and 
reform; they believe in cutting down appropriations wherever it 
can properly be done; they are inst increase of clerical force; 
and they are also, or at least pect to be, against any increase 
of salaries of Government employees. The statement is made here 
to-day that there have been more than one hundred increases 
A MEMBER. One hundred and sixty-eight. 4 > 
Mr. HOPKINS. One hundred and sixty-eight increases in the 
clerical force, while, according to the reports, less iness is 
being done than was performed by the force during the last Re- 
ublican Administration. Not only that, but more than 270 of 
members of this clerical force have had their salaries increased. 
Now, I see that my friend from Georgia [Mr. Livingston] is 
interested in this discussion. He is a member of this Committee 
on Appropriations. I should like to know whether this increase 
in the salaries of more than 270 members of this force meets with 
his approval, and also whether this increase to the extent of 168 
new members of the clerical force meets with his approval. If 
not, then I want to know whether he will join with my honored 
colleague at the head of this committee | Mr. CANNON] in holding 
these appropriations down to something that is reasonable. 
Statistics show that this Democratic party has cost the Govern- 
ment nearly $6,000,000 per month, during every month that 
Grover Cleveland has occupied the White ouse, more than the 
revenues of the Government. Under these conditions it seems to 
me the e Good the Treasury ought to be told in 
plain and clear that this House at least will not approve of these 
5355 expenditures upon his part or upon the part of any of 


subordinates. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, all that I want to say in 
reply to my friend from Illinois Es Hopkins] is this: Over per- 
haps no one section of this bill did we exercise more care, upon no 
other section probably did we bestow more thought and investi- 
gation, than the one now under discussion. We believe as 
a committee—I think I can speak for the whole commiitee—that 
this increase in the number of gs spa and in the amount of 
salaries and the general increase in theexpenditures of that Depart- 
ment ought to be looked into; and we did look into it as best we 
could. ith Mr. Hamlin, one of the assistant secretaries of the 
Treasury before us, we went through the matter in detail. We 
found we had to do just one of two thin 2 her to grant the 
appropriation or at the next session have the Department come in 
with a large deficit on the deficiency bill. 

More than that, I want to say to my friend from Dlinois—no 
doubt he has learned it since he has been in Congress—that this 
is a “‘ billion-dollar Congress and it is a“ billion-dollar country.” 
1 on the a + oar You can not get fa AA 

t ewed applause. country is growing. e 
increase in the number of these SUORE tian necessarily in- 
creased the clerical force. Ican not say to the gentleman from 
Illinois just why some of these salaries have been increased. I 
take it for granted, as this thing occurs under both Republican 
and Democratic Administrations and is occurring every day in 
all Departments of the Government, there are good reasons for 
these increases; but I do not know what tey, are, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find ina table attached to the report of the 
committee on this bill a statement which induces me to suppose 
that nine additional warehouses and annexes to warehouses have 
been established in the port of New York and that a considerable 
amount of this increased amount is incident thereto. The gen- 

of course knows that those are private establishments, 
that they are entirely in the interest of individuals as to what- 
ever profits may be made out of them. Now, with decreasing 
importations, why the necessity for this increased number of 
warehouses with the attendant increase of expenses on the part 
of the Government? Can the gentleman explain that? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My friend must remember that while the 
fees on importations have decreased, yet the number of articles 
pat upon the free list by the last Congress was greatly increased. 

e put an immense number of articles on the free list, and these 
through the same examination as if they Were dutiable. 
i BURN. Oh, no. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. No 
nondutiable goods 650 into the warehouses at all. It is the imports 
of dutiable goods that go into the warehouses, and this volume is 


must 
Mr 


decreasing and has decreased largely, Therefore, why the neces- 
sity for this increase in warehouses 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to take issue with my friend from 

Georgia right here. I do not wish what he has said just now to 

out as representing the views of every one of the minority. I 
do not believe Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before my friend from Texas goes on I would 
like to ask what has become of my inquiry of the gentleman from 
Georgia? aughter. 

Mr. SA gP yield the floor in a moment. I want to 
occupy H just now in connection with what the gentleman from 

rgia has saying. 

Ido not believe the E of this Government requires 
the expenditure of a billion of dollars every Congress, and there- 
fore do eee to the statement of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. GSTON. If my colleague will allow me, Imade no 
such statement. 


Mr. SAYERS. The tleman said this was a billion-dollar 
Congress and a billion-dollar country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; but I said in the investigation of the 
matter we concluded that the matters presented by the Depart- 
ment must be met, not that we approved of them or said it was 
not too or too great an increase, 

Mr. SA I understood the gentleman from 8 to 
say that this is a billion-dollar Congress and a billion-dollar 
country. 


Mr. GSTON. Well, lam not going back on that proposi- 
tion, if you want to discuss it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, who do not 
believe that in order that the public affairs of this country may 
be p: eee i it wi uire the expenditure of a bil- 
lion of d for each Congress. I believe the expenditures for 
the administration of the Government are already too large, and 
that they should be decreased, not increased, and that could 


my judgment; and what I say applies 
whether they be Democratic 5 I think we are 


eman from 
t this is neces- 


sa 
BURN. Do not forget my question. [Laughter. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is your question? J 
Mr. HEPBURN. Iasked you the necessity for the increase in 
the number of bonded warehouses and the increase in the detail 
of clerks to them, while there is aconstantly decreasing volume of 
dutiable goods to go into them? 
Mr. L GSTON. I wish to say now again that ene agers 
iations Committee went into this matter in detail. ile we 
oubted the propriety of the increase in the number of employees 
and the salaries of employees, we were met by the officials of the 
Treasury Department with the positive assertion and their posi- 
tive that they could not do the work with less, and we 
granted it on their statement and not on ourown personal knowl- 


e. 
. CANNON. Now, will the gentleman just allow me there? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I thought I had a right to get an answer to 


"Nir GANNON. 1 want to k tters straight 
Š Iwan eep ma as we go on. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. We recommend $850,000; that is to say, $300,- 
000 less than the estimate. So we are trying, in our recommenda- 
ea to cure the increase of salaries and the increase of force at 

east in N 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We suppose that we have been putting 

the Department on notice that we are not satisfied aa that 


increase of ce pcre ag 

Mr. HEPB Does not the gentleman know thatthe bonded 
warehouses are private establishments? TheGovernmentdoes not 
own them. They are kept by certain ms in their own inter- 
est, and they are the sole beneficiaries of them. It is true that the 
Government sends its officers to watch them, but why have you 
increased the number by about 333 2 cent in New York, when 
there is such a marked decrease in dutiable goods? That is what 
I want to know, and I hope the gentleman will take time to answer 
the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 


se Fay ee ter.] 

. HO S. I move to strike out the last word. I desire 
to have the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], 
who protests that this is not a billion-dollar country, and that ap- 
3 shonld not be made that wonld aggregate a billion 
of dollars for the purpose of carrying on the Government. 

Now, I find by an examination of the record that the revenues 
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collected from customs in 1892 
a Republican Administration, with Republican officials to collect 
this vast sum of money, it only cost the Government $6,504,662. 
But when this party of economy and reform came in, when the 


aggregated $191,938,887. Under 


. SAYERS] and the gentleman from 
uri [Mr. DOCKERY]| were pla in power in the House to 
control the expenditures of the Government, I find that in the 
resent year, while there was 5 the sum of $169,288,- 
500 from customs revenues, the Department insists that it has 
cost 87, 239,183.52 to make the collections, which is just $734,520 
more than it required to collect the $191,000,000 during the last 
year of Republican Administration. Here is a splendid example, 
. Chairman, of the manner in which the Democratic party, 
under the leadership of my friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers] and 
his colleague from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] conducted the affairs 
of this Government. These are the men who are constantly prat- 
ing to the members of this committee that they are standing like 
a stone wall between the members of the House and the Treasury. 
Now, I want to know from the gentleman from Texas, and also 
the gentleman from Missouri, why it is that in this bill that is 
before us to-day they vote the Treasury Department $434,520 more 
money for collecting $169,000,000 than was required under a Re- 
publican Administration to collect the larger sum that I have 
mentioned? The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] says that 
they are cutting this down, and yet he comes in and favors a bill 
that gives the Treasury Department this vast sum of $484,000 
more than was ever received by a Republican Administration. 
Now, if the 1 has any explanation, I should like to have 
him rise in his place and give it. If he has not, then I for one 
want him to stop prating about economy. I want him to stop 
parading the Democratic pany before the members of this com- 
mittee as a party of retrenchment and reform. [Applause on the 
spr espn side.] 

r. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the first thing I would do would 
be to advise the gentleman to very carefully revise his remarks 
before he puts them in the RECORD, because I do not think he or 
his friends who have applauded him will stand by all that he has 
just said. Now, Mr. irman, the gentleman has not heard me 
say a word during this Congress about the comparative merits or 
demerits of the Republican and Democratic parties in the matter 
of appropriations and at grape I challenge him to examine 
the RECORD and show, if he can, a single word from me that will 
sustain what he has said in reference to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DockERVY] and myself in this particular. 

But I will call the attention of the committee to one fact. The 
Con of the United States has not sought to control the ex- 
penditures for the collection of customs. the first place, a 
permanent appropriation of $5,500,000 was made many years ago, 
which the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to use in his 
discretion for the purpose of collecting customs dues. In addition 
to that sum the Secretary of the Tr has been authorized to 
use various fees accruing in the shape of miscellaneous receipts, 
which in 1871 amounted to $1,366,890.47. But those fees through 
the operations of laws 3 

Mr. GROUT. Of the Wilson law. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; not the Wilson law. If the gentleman 
will read the testimony given before the subcommittee on the 
deficiency bill he will find that three laws which were enacted 
long before the Wilson bill are the laws which tage pet caused 
the reduction. The 278 from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] has 
the testimony of Mr. Hamlin, showing what the three laws were 
which have reduced this amount from 81, 366, 890.47, which it was 
in 1871, to $640,966 in 1895. 

ö will see that this has been reduced more than 
one- Now, from year to year, in order to supply the defi- 
ciency, the Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled to ask 
Congress to make up the deficit by such an appropriation as is 


now under consideration. 
The gentleman from MIlinois [Mr. Hopxrys], who I believe has 
on Ways and Means for two 


1 from Texas 


been a member of the Commi 
Congresses, should be absolutely familiar not only with the amount 
of duties which are paid, but with the cost of collecting those du- 
ties. All the information that the Appropriations Committee have 
had upon the subject is what has been read by the gentleman from 
Illinois . CANNON]. 

Now, I do not approve any more than does anyone else these 
increases of salaries. I have uniformly voted against them. I 
stand by my vote to-day, as I haves ever since I have been a 
member of Congress, voting for only $850,000 as againstan appro- 
priation of $1,150,000. ether my course has been right or 
wrong, it has at least been consistent; and before Congress shall 
have adjourned I will have, I will not say the eee the o 
portunity of calling the attention of the gentleman from Tii- 
nois, the distinguished gentleman who represents the Aurora dis- 
trict pe. ca a to the fact that the LESNA a made by a 
Republican House largely exceed those which were made when 
the Democrats were in control. The gentleman in the course of 
his remarks seems to hold me responsible for the action of the 


Secretary of the Treasury in the matter of this increase, I sub- 

mit to the gentleman that if his criticism in other matters is not 

more just and not better founded than his criticism of myself for 

this increase of the customs force, that it ought not to be appre- 

ciated, even by himself, after deliberate reflection. 

5 Mr. 8 S. You repudiate the action of the Department, 
o you 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You wash your hands of it? 

Mr. SAYERS. I know nothing about it. I do not repudiate it. 

Mr. CANNON. If my colleague on the committee will allow 
me, I haye only to state that I said, or at least I intended to say, 
and if I did not, I desire now to say, that I know the Committee 
on Appropriations are unanimous at both ends of the table and in 
the center in recommending $850,000 for this deficiency, which is 
$300,000 less than the estimate made by the Secretary. 

Mr. SAYERS, Certainly; there is no question as to that. 

Mr.HOPKINS. Right there, before my colleague sits down—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to strike out the last word. That 
$300,000 is $432,520 more than was expended in the last Republican 
Administration, is it not? 

Mr. CANNON. For the year 1892—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct, but 

Mr. HOPKINS. And that these figures 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the gentleman answer. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to my friend that I do not feel 
justified in cutting the amount down to what it cost to collect 
the revenues in 1892, while the collections were much larger in 
1892 than they will be this year or were last year; but yet we did 
not have ient 9 to be able to say that it does not 
cost more to collect the customs on an ad valorem principle than 
it does on a specific; and we do not know, perhaps, but what a 

t of this increase might be explained from the fact that maybe 
it was necessary to exercise very great diligence against underval- 
uation in the importations. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there is a change from the specific to the 
ad valorem system of customs duties, that change was brought 
about by the repeal of the Republican law of 1890 and the sub- 
stitution for it of the Wilson-Gorman bill, so called. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I understand, the gentleman knows, and 
the country knows what the history of legislation is. I am not 
now here to say that it cost more to collect under the ad valorem 
than under a specific tariff bill. Possibly that may be so. But 
let me say that under these appropriations, as we recommend 
them, it costs this year, with $30,000,000 less of revenue, $424,000 
more of expenditure than in 1892, whatever the cause may be; 
and for fear that the service may possibly be crippled, we did not 
see o proper to withhold that $424,000 in our recommendation. 

. GROUT was reco 

Mr. SAYERS rose. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman wants to ask a question I will 
yield for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend from the Aurora district will please 
stand up. 12 75 hter.] 

Mr. HOP . Certainly. I will be delighted to be interro- 
gated by the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman addresses his colleague from 
Minois—the gentleman in charge of this bill—and refers fo the 
ropan of what he terms the Republican customs law. 

. HOPKINS. Les. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman also tell the committee 
whether or not he would reenact that customs law, carrying with 
it the sugar bounty, amounting to between $9,000,000 or $10,000,- 
000 in its last payment? 

Mr. HOP S. As compared with the present law, I would 


re 13 it a thousand to one. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. SAYERS. But will you vote for that bill, not as compared 
with any other? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If we find that by the experience of the last 
few years we can improve upon that bill, when we send forth a 
general tariff we will put those improvements in; but I will say 


to the gentleman that if we do not, we will reenact that law as it 
is now, for it is infinitely better than anything that could be had 
from the prenent Democratic pary: [Renewed af pone : 
Mr. SAYERS. I suppose the gentleman speaks for the various 
candidates for the Presidency. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not happen to be a manager of any of the 


candidates. 8 

Mr. GROUT. . Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] stated that the 8 from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] 
should revise his remarks before they are printed. I ay the same 
as to one item, and that he should revise and make the figures 
still more telling T5 25 the Democracy. 

Mr. SAYERS. course. 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely; because the figures justify that remark. 


1896, 
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Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman tell us how? : 

Mr. GROUT. Thegentleman from Ilinois said that the amount 
expended in collecting the revenue in 1892 was six millions and 
28000 2 5 1 T ousand * It 455 a little spi PrN 

„000,000. e annual appropriation for such purpose was $5,500,- 
000, but the deficiency appropriation for that year was $450,000, 
making the total amount $5,950,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me? He means that 
he shall revise to that extent and make the bill still higher. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, the gentleman will have to revise his fig- 
ures. Iwill not use the expression that the gentleman is “ - 
ing through his hat,” but he is certainly groping in the dark. If 
the gentleman will turn to page 10 of the hearings before the sub- 
committee on deficiencies he will find a communication from the 
chief of the division of bookkeeping and warrants. That is the 
best authority that I know of—eyen better than that of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, distinguished statistician as he is. i 
authority pos the expenditures at $6,000,000 in 1892 and $6,607,- 
507.89 in 1893. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, but that includes these incidental expenses 
which by operation of law are a propriated. Iam talking of the 
deficiency which came in here. esumably the miscellaneous col- 
lections were about the same, but the deficiency that we were 
2200000. make up in 1892 in the appropriation bill was only 

0,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman says he pro that the mis- 
cellaneous receipts were about the same, If he will turn to page 
10 of the hearings he will find that since 1892 they have decreased 
more than $120,000. 

Mr. GROUT. They have decreased, and I was going to call 
attention to that in this very connection. The gentleman says 
that by operation of law these miscellaneous expenditures have 
been gradually decreasing. It seems that they have. He stated 
that in 1891 they were over a million, but in 1895 they were only 
$640,000. That is correct. But let us look between these dates. 
In 1889 they were $1,000,000 and over; in 1891 they were $966,000 
and over; in 1892 they were $909,000 and over; in 1893 they were 
$806,000. But after the Wilson bill took effect, as I said to the 
gentleman from Texas by way of interruption, they dropped from 
that figure down to $682,000 in 1894 and to $640,000 in 1895, the 
nett fall having taken place since the Wilson bill went into 

ect. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to go back to the other point: I say that 
the gentleman from Ilinois . HOPKINS] may revise his figures, 
and "y that the cost of collecting the revenue, aside from these 
miscellaneous items appropriated by operation of law, was less 
than $6,000,000 in 1892. 

Let us follow up the history of these figures and see what it 
shows. In 1893, When the Democrats came in and m. the 
business for that fiscal year under the McKinley law from March 
to July, what was the deficiency appropriation? It was $500,000. 
There was an increase of $50,000 under a Democratic Administra- 
tion of precisely the same law for only five months. In 1894, 
which was, of course, wholly under Democratic rule, but under the 
McKinley law, because the Wilson Act did not take effect until 
August, 1894, as I remember, there was a further increase to 
$685,000. That was under a Democratic Administration of pre- 
cisely the same law, the McKinley law, Whereas, as I said before, 
in 1892 the deficiency was only $450,000, in 1891 it was only $500,000, 
and 1890 it was only $435,000. Here we see an increase from 
$450,000, the amount appropriated under the last full year of Re- 
panoan Administration of the McKinley law, to $685,000, the only 

ear of Democratic Administration of the same law. In other 

words, it cost the Democratic $235,000 more to collect the 

customs revenue for a year than it did the Republican party. But 

that is not all. In 1895, when the Wilson bill was in operation, 

the deficiency strai 5 to $770,000. That was the first 

8 year of t Wilson , to wit, the fiscal year ending June 30, 
5. 

Now, we have the enormous estimate sent to the Committee on 
Appropriations by the Secretary of the Treasury of $1,150,000 of 
deficiency for this purpose for the current year. That estimate, 
as the chairman of the committee has well said, startled the com- 
mittee, and they saw fit to put a limitation upon the Secretary of 
the Treas in what seemed to them this extravagant adminis- 
tration of the law, resulting in an increase at the port of New 
York alone of 120 men. t was the increase in the force at 
New York alone, and the salaries of 15 other men were also 
incre 8 

Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island. One hundred and seventy. 

Mr. GROUT. That is the total number. Iam ing of the 
port of New York alone. But on examination I find the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island is right. There is an increase of 170 men 
at the port of New York alone, and who believes this increase 


n 7 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s 
time be extended, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROUT. 


limitation put upon the Secretary in this expenditure, and the 
only way to limit him in it is by an express provision of law at- 


Under the law he has full pie ties in the premises to do that, 
and all we have to do is to settle the bills. e | oak traced thing, 
however, which is noteworthy is that in 1892, the last year that 
the collection of the customs revenue was entirely under the con- 
trol of the Republican party—that extravagant party which the 
Democrats have told us about—it cost the people of this country 
$400,000 less than to collect the revenue for the current year as 
by this bill appropriated, and cost almost $700,000 less than the 
Secretary of the akar says it will cost for the current year; 
and it will undoubtedly ultimately cost up to his estimate, viz, 
$1,150,000, and this is a fair sample of economical Democratic ad- 
ministration. In other words, hereis an increase of about $700,- 
000 in collecting about $70,000,000 less revenue than under the last 
year of Republican administration of the McKinley law; and this 
is a fair sample of Democratic tariff reform—$700,000 additional 
expense and $70,000,000 less revenue, and the Government selling 
bonds to meet current expenses. Who can defend such adminis- 
tration as this? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I shall not occupy any t 
length of time in the discussion of the pending paragraph. I 
regret that my nonpartisan friend from the Aurora district of 
Illinois [Mr. HorxNs], in his newborn zeal for economy and re- 
trenchment, should have precipitated this debate. I had ho 
that this measure would pass without eliciting any partisan di 
cussion, the bill itself having received nonpartisan consideration 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, the unjust and unexpected decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, declaring the income tax to be 
unconstitutional, has deprived the Government of not less than 
$30,000,000 of revenue annually and resulted in a deficiency in the 
Federal revenues; that is to say, the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment have exceeded its income. Now, then, confronted with this 
situation, the Democratic minority on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee have heartily cooperated with the Republican majority in 
endeavoring to limit the appropriations to the lowest possible 
amount consistent with the inexorable demands of the public 
service. I do not think there has been any division along political 
lines in the consideration of appropriation bills. We have sus- 
tained the chairman of this committee whenever he has pursued 
this policy, because that seemed to be the requirement of patriot- 
ism and sound business judgment. 

Mr. Chairman, I et that in the pursuit of this landable pur- 
pose we have not at all times enjoyed the efficient aid and counsel 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. I recall that only 
very recently his clarion voice was uplifted in favor of increasing 
the salaries of five Indian inspectors. I refer to this more in sor- 
row than in anger.” I remember also that one short week ago his 
eloquent and persuasive argument was heard in this Hall in behalf 
of a river and harbor bill carrying liabilities of $62,148,770.91. I 
mourned on that occasion as one who would not be comforted 
because my economical friend from Illinois participated in that 
ruthless assault upon the public Treasury. 

But this morning, on a bill unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, we are ambushed by a partisan assault 
from the other side, led by my eminent friend from Illinois. 
What is the occasion of this attack? There is no difference of 
opinion as tothe item. The Treasury De ent estimate called 
for $1,150,000. The committee reviewed that estimate and re- 
duced it to $850,000. Why? Because the committee, in the exer- 
cise of its best judgment, thought the very large increase of force 
unnecessary. It is also beyond cavil—I care not who made the 
estimate—that these extraordinary increases of salaries should 
not be made in times of widespread industrial depression. So, 
Mr, Chairman, the subcommittee having in charge this appro- 
priation bill reached the conclusion without dissent that the esti- 
mate exceeded the requirements of the public service. Possibly 
they did not have all the information that could have been ob- 
tained; but with the information at hand this was the unanimous 
finding of the subcommittee without Me at to party lines. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Did the committee take any 
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action which would require the Secretary of the Treasury to di- 
minish these expenses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was nota member of the subcommittee hay- 
ing this bill in charge, and I am not therefore entirely familiar 
with the facts upon which each item of the billrests. I Was speak- 
3 the general question. R 

. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Missouri will permit, I 
will answer the question of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 
For two reasons the committee took no such action as he indicates. 
One reason was that any attempted legislation on this bill would 
be in violation of the rules of this House and would be subject to 
a point of order. The other reason was that it would be clearly 
unwise for Congress to undertake to determine howmuch the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should expend in the collection of the cus- 
‘toms and to limit him to any specified amount. 

ere the hammer fell.] ; 

. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] be extended for ten 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. ow, with the consent of the gentleman from 
Missouri, I will conclude my answer to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BAKER]. _ ; : 

There is no business man in this House—I do not care what his 
poia affiliations may be—who will rise in his seat and say that 

believes that this ernment in the collection of customs 
duties, or even in the collection of excise duties, upon both of which 
the Government must depend for its maintenance, should be lim- 
ited to an exact sum. ese officers must be invested to some 
extent with discretionary power. I repeat, it would be exceed- 
ingly unwise for Congress to undertake to limit the expenditures 
for the collection of the revenues of the Government. Iam willing 
to stand upon those two propositions. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I prefer not to yield further. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will ask to be i 
in my own right in order to answer the gentleman from Texas 


Mr. DOCKERY. I prefer that the gentleman take that course, 
as my time is limited. 

Mr. Chairman, let me refer a moment to the appropriations made 
at the first session of the last Congress—a which was 
Democratic in both branohes and for whose eons: in Pegs to 

ditures we accep’ responsibility. e gentleman from 
Minois [Mr. Horka) seems to think that in this ( Congress the 
responsibility rests on the minority. I beg to say that the coun- 
try will not so hold. With 150 Republican majority, whatever 
is done vy bhw House, wise or unwise, the responsibility therefor 


of more than $40,000,000 annually, and that, too, on the reviled 
horizontal“ plan about which we heard so much and such bitter 
denunciation in former years. 

Gentlemen, you have not dared to meet untoward conditions 
with the courage that formerly characterized the Republican 
party. And wiy Because 8 not desire to develop to the 
public gaze on eve of a idential contest the divisions in 
your own ranks. Mr. Chairman, the Republican party of Lin- 
coln in the old days, with 150 Republican majority on this floor 
face to face with inadequate revenues and the necessity of increas- 
ing them, believing in protection as they did and as you do, would 
have brought in without delay a general bill revising the tariff to in- 
crease the revenues to meet the demands of the Government. But 
what have you done? Yon have run away from a tariff bill because 
ys sought to avoid the disclosure of your own differences. You 

ve turned down the Banking and Committee. That 


be one of delay only, in pursuance of the announcement made by 
the disti i . He de- 
claimed against “crude and hasty legislation,” language, 
interpreted by the action of this Congress, which means no legis- 
lation until r the November election. 

About the only legislation this House has attempted was the 
passage of the ing the action of the President in respect 
to the issne of bonds . him additional“ authority 
under the Dingley bond bill. 

I do not believe in thus closing the chasm between income and 
liabilities. Lam opposed to the increase of the interest-bearing 
debt of the United States in a time of profound peace. I am op- 
Mr. Chairman, to the issue of bonds to secure gold for the 

ion of greenbacks and Sherman notes when there is silver 
available for that purpose in the National Treasury, clothed with 
full legal-tender powers, and in all the equal partner with 
gold in meeting the obligations of the Government. Since the 

orty-eighth Congress I have over and over voted for the 
free coinage of silver at the old tried ratio of 16 to 1.“ The 
restoration of silver to its ancient equality with gold during eigh 
years of our history would obviatethe necessity for further bon 
issues. The Dingley bond bill andthe Dingley “ horizontal” tariff 


i 


pr ly ongs to the Republican party. vn bill constitute the only attempted relief measures by the House, 
Now, then, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the criticism of the gen- | and in view, therefore, of the utter failure of the Republican party 
tleman from Dlinois let me say that in the last Congress, with a | to relieve the suffering industries of the country, I do not wonder 


Democratic majority on this floor, the total appropriations at the 
first session amounted to $497,008,520. We were in the majority 
then, and assume the full responsibility for those appropriations, 
and our friends on the other side of the aisle, now constituting the 
Republican majority, must likewise assume the responsibility for 
the appropriations of this Congress. The appr tion s of 
this 8 as they have already passed t ouse, amount to 
„ exclusive of contracts authorized, which may reach 
, ? 8 
And, Mr. Chairman, ee gaea that a good deal has 
been said in this debate about the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill by 
tlemen on the other side of the House. Will the gentleman 


that the gentleman from Illinois should seek to divert public at- 
tention from the humiliating record of this do-nothing Congress. 


. CANNON, Mr. i , I would be glad now to see if 
we can arrive at some conclusion as to the limit of this debate. 
The tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], I understand, wants 
to afew minutes. Does anybody on other side wish to be 


heard? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ishould like to have a few minutes longer for 
m > 

Nr. CANNON. Iwould be very glad to close the general debate 


[Mr. HorxNsl, in his own time, tell the country | in twenty-five minutes on this item, or, say, thirty minutes; that 
what efforts have been in this House, with its 150 ub- all the debate on this proposition and amendments be closed in 
lican jority, to repeal that law, so odious, as they clai It | that time. 
may be that i Mr. SAYERS. To be equally divided. 


ee Illinois in assail- 
ing the Democratic minority, which is powerless here, is to divert 
attention from the record of the Republican majority made at 
this session. I remember, Mr. Chairman, that in the campai 
of 1894 no more effective campaign document was circulated 
the Republican party than the little book of blank leaves, on the 
title page of which appeared the words: What e gees 
done.” That little onpa document was circula all over 
the Union by the Republican % 

Mr. i „with the do-nothing record of this Congress I 
suggest that this document can be in employed to good ad- 
vantage. That little book of blank leaves in the coming cam- 
W i 5 

gress. What have you done? t law has this Congress 
enacted to bridge the between inadequate revenues and 


S 
framed by the distinguished gentleman from Maine? It rests 
now in a pigeonhole in the Senate of the United States, consigned 
to its last resting place by the votes of five Republican Senators 
who positively refused to even honor it with consideration. 
Mr. BR And how many Democratic Senators helped to 
put it there? 


Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine . DINGLEY] 
desires fifteen minutes, he tells me, and I should be glad to have 
unanimous consent to close the debate in an hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. That would be entirely satisfactory to me. The 
debate, however, has been on the committee by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs]J. We were proceeding in a 
quiet and an orderly way, as the committee always should when 
considering an appropriation bill, when the gentleman from Mli- 
nois—I refer to the gentleman from the Aurora district [laugh- 
ter], and who is, if anything, a strong political partisan—injected 

lities into the debate. I appeal, therefore, to my friend—he 

ows I am not one who seeks or desires to unduly prolong the 
consideration of appropriation bills—to allow us to conclude the 
thrashing over this question. I think we ought to have time on 
this side of the House for the discussion, under the circumstances. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, I suggest an hour's time—half of it on 
that side and half on this side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that he let itrun 
a 3 The House was very kind A 

Mr. ON. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that, so far as the Committee on Appropriations are concerned, 


up to this time we have discussed the bill. It seems to me now 
| that half an hour on a side, equally divided, ought to be sufficient 
on this item. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I think the pie pi has been very fortu- 
nate in getting even thus far without any obstacles, and there is 
no en on this side of the House to interfere with the rapid 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman think we 

igs ee to have? 

r. M Let it run along. I was only stating what I 
thought was just and fair to the House, and am not disposed to 
take the time of the House. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers], representing this side of the House on this bill, wants to 
limit the time to ten minutes I shall not complain. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not wish to do that? I only wish to see 
the consideration of the bill proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman suppose we close 
it at a quarter to 40’clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The tleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate upon this paragraph be closed 
at a quarter to4o’clock. Is there o jooon 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move that debate on this paragraph be 
closed at a quarter to 4 o’clock. 

The motion was to. 

Mr, CANNON. time, of course, is to be equally divided. 
Inow pua to the gentleman from Maine fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on the ph in the bill 
which has provoked this debate I have simply this to say: It is in- 
evitable that in all appropriations of thischaracter for the enforce- 
ment of certain lg ake those for the collection of the revenues, 
the judgment of the Department, which is set to enforce the laws, 
The De t knows the conditions of the 
ting to the collection of the revenues, the extent 
of importations, the extent of the efforts to defeat the ion 
of the revenues, the undervaluation of , and everything else 
that is necessary to form a correct ju t with reference to 
what is necessary in the administration of these laws. Hence the 
Committee on . have done wisely in appropriating, 
at least approximately, the amount that the Department asks for, 
placing upon the Department the 1 for the proper use 
of that appropriation. It is impossible to pursue any other course 
with reference to appropriations of this character. ise you 
would find that the laws providing for the collection of revenue 
would be defeated and the revenue would fail. It is notin this 
way that we are to bring to bear upon the Administration such 
legislation or such direction as may tend directly to promote 
greater economy. 

I am not prepared to say that the Treasury Department has not 
exercised appropriate economy in the enforcement and collection 
of the customs revenue, although the necessity for the verylarge 
increase of expenditures has not ap; Jam surprised that 
the amount has increased so largely during the last fiscal and 
during the present fiscal year up to this time; and yet I am not 

from another point of view. 

% Arece {lee ich et prewedied os lacaely 
was enacted and the specific duties whi 80 y 
under the act of 1890 were changed so 3 exclusively ad 
valorem duties it was inevitable that from t cause alone, if 
no other, two things would result: First, there would be under- 
yaluation of imports, thereby of itself diminishing the revenue; 
and, secondly, there would be an increase of expenditures in col- 

ing the same amount of revenue under an ad valorem 
Specific duties 


> 5 
when duties that were formerly in large part specific were chan; 
to exclusively ad valorem duties, as, for example, in the woolen 
schedule of the act of 1894, it was inevitable that because of the 
undervaluation which would follow the revenue would rapidly 
decrease, and that the force necessary to collect that revenue would 
be largely increased. When you come to the administration of 
ad valorem duties, you must have an increased number of apprais- 
ers at every point in order to collect any duties at all. And you 
also have increased importations and less revenue. 

Ex-Secretary of the Treasury Manning, in a report to Congress 
on this subject, said: 

Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to- day to evade the rev- 
enue by false invoices or by undervaluation or by any other means under an 
ad valorem system will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have been 
largely reduced. They are . even notoriously, inherent 
in system. One advantage. and e chief advantage, of a fic 


over an ad valorem is in the fact t the former duties are 


system 
levied by a positive test which can be applied os our officers while the mer- 
chandise is in ion of the Government. But under an ad valorem sys- 
tem the facts to which the ad Tate is to be applied m gathered 
in places many thousand miles away under vor- 
able to the administration of justice, 
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One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 or 30 


p cent underyaluation and tion to undervaluation Weer yg 
t the records of this Department for the years 1817, 1840, and 1857 do not 
uphold that conclusion. 

James D. Powers, a special agent of the Treasury under Mr. 
Cleveland, reported: 


Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and opportunities for fraud 
which can not be z Un 7... we rf ose 
and demoralized the impor hich has passed from the 


selves at the expense of the revenue and the the trade of American 


wholesale 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from Maine permit me to 
ask him a question there? : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, although my time is short. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman of the increased cost 
of collection resulting from the method of collecting the taxes. I 
wish to ask him, is it not a fact that both ad valorem and specific 
8 gaa imposed under the law before the Wilson bill was 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly; but the difference in the schedules 
was this: Under the act of 1890 half of the amount of the duty 
im upon each article under the woolens schedule was specific, 
and that specific duty was entirely removed by the act of 1894, and 
nothing but the ad valorem duty was left. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But my friend will admit that the collection 
of 10centsad valorem is as great as the collection of 20cents specific, 
ty td amount does not change the necessity of the force to 
co) 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not admit that at all, for this reason, 
that the moment every specific duty was removed—for example, 
on imitations of woolen goods—then undervaluation immediately 
became a fine art. So long as the duties were half specific they 
stood in the way of undervaluation, and limited the extent to 
which it could be done. What has been the result? Under the 
act of 1890 in 1892 there were imported into this country about 
$86,000,000 of woolen goods, on which we collected duties to the 
amount of $34,000,000. 

‘ oane the last calendar year, ended January 1,1896, there were 
im $60,000,000 of woolen goods, at a lower valuation, and 
only $27,000,000 of revenue was collected. And unquestionably 
the true valuation of the $60,000,000 was more than $75,000,000. 
There is where the mischief comes in. There is where we find 
the cost of collections runs up and the revenue runs down. The 
loss of revenue on wool and woolens alone has been at least 
$20,000,000 and the cost of collecting the smaller amount of reve- 
nue has been more than the cost of collecting the larger amount. 

Worse than this, you have transferred to Europe the manufac- 
ture of more than $30,000,000 of woolen goods, which under the act 
of 1890 was done in this country, and have decreased the revenues 
and increased the cost of collection and taken away the manufac- 
ture of 830,000,000 of woolens from the workingmen of this coun- 


S [Loud appia on the ublican side. 

ow, Mr. irman, the gentleman from i [Mr. Dock- 

ERY] has said that this side of the House has not undertaken any- 

thing to relieve the country in its distress. 

5 I did not say that side of the House. I said 
s Con 


88. 

Mr. DINGLEY, This Congress; not this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I also said that the other side of the House 
had not 8 any bill to repeal the existi eee law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, there are t factors in leg- 
islation—the House, the Senate, and the President—and unless 
three concur there can be no legislative results. The House is 
the only one of these three factors that is under the control of the 
Republicans. Here we do havea majority, and we are responsible 
for what we attempt todo. We are not responsible for what the 
Democratic and Populistic Senate refuses to do. [Applause on 
the ublican side.] Weare not responsible when all the influ- 
ence of the Democratic Administration is brought to bear against 
os that may be undertaken by the House. 

ow, what has the House und: en to do to meet the situa- 
tion? When it met here in December it found that since the Ist 
of July, 1893, there had been a steady and continuous deficiency of 
revenue amounting on the 31st vay Se December to about $130,- 
000,000. That is what we found. e first thing that the Repub- 
lican majority of the House did was to present and pass within 
five days after the committees were announced a bill to increase 
the annual revenues $40,000,000, which would at once, if it could 
have become law, have provided sufficient revenues to meet every 
expenditure and stop the deficiency which then existed and has 
continued up to this hour. We did not undertake to revise the 
tariff in doing that. We did not undertake to do it because, in 
the first place, it would take so much time. The exigency was 
too t. In the next place, we knew that it would at once be 
said that we had proposed a purely Republican measure in order 
that it might not pass a Democratic and Populistic Senate and be 
approved Sy the ocratic President. Therefore we selected 


4176 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE. 


APRIL 20, 


what came nearest at hand to meet the exigency for two years and a 
half and to provide $40,000,000 of revenue to meet the expenses of 
this Government. We sent that to the Senate. 

Now, the gentleman has said that was defeated in the Senate. 
That is true. But every Democratic and every Populist member 


voted inst the bill to increase the revenue in this House; and 
every Democratic Senator and every Populist Senator voted 
against it fn the Senate, and the Democrats and Populists united, 
working together, as they did in opposition to more revenue, de- 
feated it in the Senate; no matter what four or five Republicans 
may have done, the Democratic and Populist Senators were suff- 
cient to defeat it, and they are responsible for it. 

Now, in view of such facts, what is to be said about the claim 
that the Republican House has pursued a do-nothing policy and 
has not attempted to meet the situation? They have done every- 
thing that they could do under the circumstances, but they could 
a control the Senate nor could they control a Democratic Pres- 
ident. 

When we attempted to reduce the interest on the bonds for 
which authority had been given under the act of 1875, we had 
the united opposition of those n when we attempted to 
provide that money raised by selling bonds, ostensibly for redemp- 
tion purposes, should not be used to meet deficiencies of revenue, 
they voted solidly against it, and affirmatively for the process that 
has been going on since July 1, 1893. Of course it is evident from 
these demonstrations that so far as the united Republican Senate 
is concerned, with a Democratic President, we were to have no 
3 in these measures. Hence, after the repeated efforts 
in this direction, there is but one thing to do, namely, to appeal to 
the people in the approaching elections in November, and to allow 
them to say whether there s not be a Senate and a President 
that will cooperate with the Republican House in furnishing suffi- 
cient revenue to run this Government, and stop the industry of 
issuing bonds to meet deficiencies of revenue in time of peace. 
{Loud op lause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. S VERS. I would like to ask my friend from Maine a 

uestion before he takes his seat. I understood him to say that 
Fee Senators and Populist Senators had prevented the 

age of the bill to which he alluded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend be kind enough to tell the com- 
mittee how he classes the two Senators from Colorado? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply said that so far as any Republicans 
yoted against the consideration of the bill their votes effected 
nothing, one way or the other, because the Democrats and the 
Populists united controlled the Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. But are not the Republicans who voted with 
the Democrats and Populists equall Nr ferred for the results? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notsomuch. I think they are partly respon- 
sible, but not so much as the Democrats and Populists who voted 
8 together, because their votes combined controlled the 

nate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the Ly stra party call upon the Repub- 
licans of the States represented by those recalcitrant Senators who 
refused to cooperate with the Republicans of the House in carry- 
1 their legislation to replace those Senators? 

r. DIN GLEV. The Republicans of those States will be able 
to take care of themselves. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the 
organization of the Senate is in the hands of the Republicans. 

Mtr. DINGLEY. What do you mean by the organication? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I refer to the Republican trade with the 
Populists. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman knows that the Democrats 
and the Populists united control the Senate. 

Mr. Mc LIN. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party is will- 
ing to assume, and will assume, every responsibility that justly 

ongs to it; but when the Republican party and any other party 
combine to control the organization of the Senate, as was recently 
done, it shall not shift the responsibility upon us, for it does not 
belong tous. In response to the gorena from Maine, I say you 
bought the organization of the Senate and paid for it, and why 
do you not control it? The gentleman from Maine has said that 
it Was a combination of the Democrats and Populists that defeated 
his bill in the Senate. 2 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inamoment. Iam dealing now with you, 
chairman, and when I get through with him I shall take pleasure 
in joining issue with you. 

Mr. TAWNEY. All right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine has charged that 
it was a combination of Democratic and Populist Senators who 
stopped his bill in the Senate. What are the facts? The chair- 
man of the Republican national executive committee of the 
United States, Senator CARTER, is one of the Populists,“ who 
stood in your way and defeated the bill. Another is Mr. WOLCOTT. 


Another is Senator Dusois, and another is Senator TELLER. Does 


the gentleman claim that Mr. TELLER is a Populist? Is Mr. 
Dvusols one? I believe he is a member of your steering commit- 
tee. Is Mr. CARTER a Populist? He is chairman yet of your 
national committee. Is Mr. Wolcorr a Populist? If you call 
those gentlemen Populists, you cut off a good deal of the respect- 
ability of your own party, and you may need some of them in the 
next election. 

Mr. DINGLEY._ Is there any doubt of the fact that the Demo- 
cratic Senators and the Populist Senators, united as they were on 
that vote, did, as a matter of fact, have a majority of the Senate, 
no matter where Senator TELLER or Senator CARTER may have 


? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. When Isay that four or five of your Repub- 
lican Senators were the men who held the balance of power and 
said that you should not any longer plunder the country and de- 
1 your bill, I speak a truth Which no one can gainsay. They 

it. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Les. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why do you not answer Governor 
DINGLEY’s question? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ou are not satisfied with the way that 
Governor DINGLEy is takin g care of this question and your party, 
I will cheerfully take you in his place in this discussion. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I want you to answer his question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have an answer to my question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have stated the facts. The facts are that 


four Republican Senators threw themselves athwart your path 


and told you that they would no gi os help you to rob and fleece 
the American people by processes of taxation. [Cries of Oh!” 
“Oh!” on the ublican sga You can say Oh,“ but I want 
to announce to the country the further fact that when you passed 
that bill here you yourselves said that it was not such a measure 
as ought to become a law. Lou had no heart in it. The country 
had no faith in it. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why do you not answer Governor 
DINGLEY’s question? een 

Mr. Mc LIN. I have answered Governor DINGLEY’s ques- 
tion. My only regret is that I can not give you the intelligence 
to see the force of the answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, he has not 
answered my question. I asked him if it was not true that the 
Democratic and the Populist Senators had a majority of the Sen- 
ate and that their votes would control it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butthe Democratic party do not control the 
Populists. If they did, you would not have organized the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Democrats and Populists seem to work 


ee ert though. 

5 MoMILLIN. You were willing to swap the biggest com- 
mittee in the Senate, the one that has to do with finances—you 
were willing to trade that off in order to get the loaves and fishes 
of the Senate. You made the trade deliberately, and should not 
now complain at the result, 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the bill to raise more revenue was de- 
feated in the Senate—in the Senate; we are not talking about com- 
tina a! the combined yote of the Democratic Senators and the 

opulists. 

r. McMILLIN. I have mentioned the fact, and the gentleman 
enn not escape it, that the chairman of the Republican executive 
committee led that movement against your tariff bill. And he 
did right. You can not get away from the fact. You can not 
escape the msibility. You may reason as much about it as 
you please, but the fact remains. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He simply came in after the bill was defeated 
and made the explanation why he voted as he did. Therefore he 
did not lead the fight against the revenue measure. 
he fis aan . The gentleman does not deny that he was in 
the t. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I deny that he led the fight. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not care who led it. You may say that 
the Democrats led it or the Republicans led it; but the Repub- 
licans held the balance of power and controlled the action on the 
measure and stopped 5 robbery. 

Mr. TAWNEY. e question is, Was the measure defeated in 
the committee or in the Senate? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In the Senate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And who controlled in the Senate? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Republicans and the Populists organized 
the committees in the Senate [derisive laughter on the Republican 
side] by a bargain that was no credit to the Republican party—a 
party that is always ready to bargain with anybody or anything, 
to sacrifice principle for temporary expediency. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. But the committees do not control the Senate. 
The gentleman from Tennessee knows that very well. It was in 
the Senate that the revenue bill was defeated—not in committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The four Republican Senators that I have 
named controlled, it seemed, in the Senate. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to let some of the other 
assertions of the gentleman from Maine escape a little attention. 


The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMiuu1n] has expired. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I ask a few minutes additional. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine has said that the 
Wilson bill is necessarily more expensive in administration than 
the McKinley bill. Why, sir, no man who will think about the 
proposition for a moment can come to any other conclusion than 
that the gentleman must have lost his usual brightness and 
acumen before he made such a statement. Does he forget that a 
large number of articles were put on the free list by that bill and 
thereby the laws of collection simplified? Does he forget that as 
to many articles the method of raising revenue by a combined 
ad valorem and ific duty was done away with and a single 
method substituted? The fact is that the Wilson bill provided 
ample revenue. Weare not responsible for the state of affair 

Ar. TAWNEY. Ample revenue for what? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ample revenue to run the Government. Ido 
not insist that it would run the Government according to your 
prodigal method of running the Government, but that it would 
provide a sufficiency for all practical and necessary purposes. 


Mr. GROUT. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. : 
Mr. GROUT. Ifthe administration of the present tariff law 


does not cost more than the previous law, will the gentleman tell 
me why it is that the Secretary of the Treasury estimates for the 
present fiscal year a deficiency of $1,150,000 in expenses of collect- 
ing the revenue, to be provided for in this bill, whereas for the 
last year of the administration of the McKinley law pun se ory 
was required in addition to the regular appropriation? y this 
increased an eat 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman knows—he and I have been 
here a good while—that we have never seen a Congress yet that 
was enough to appropriate the exact amount necessary to 
run any one of the Departments of the Government. There is 
almost 3 a deficiency sometimes greater and sometimes 
less. But what I am arguing—and this is the way I answer the 
guestion—is that when we have reduced the number of articles 
upon which calculations must be made and when we have adopted 
a method of collecting a single form of duty instead of a combi- 
nation of ad valorem and specific duties, there must necessarily 
be less expense under a proper administration of such a law than 
under the previous law. 

Mr. GROUT rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should be very glad to yield to the gentle- 
man further, but it is impossible for me to do so in my limited 
time. 

I VE on to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Democratic party 
provided ample revenue to run the Government. In addition to 
what is now being obtained, and which comes within thirty or 
thirty-five millions of providin reg expenses, we provided 
for an income tax that would have yielded from $40,000,000 to 
$50,000,000 a year. If that income tax had been allowed to stand 
and enforced, there would have been no difficulty about revenues 
meeting expenditures. But, unfortunately for the country, un- 
fortunately for the high standing of the Supreme Court, there 
was one individual, known as S , who had broken into that 
court, who revolutionized the law, who overturned the Constitu- 
tion, and cut off $40,000,000 of the revenues of the Government, 
and that is the difficulty that is standing in the way now, of which 
the gentleman complains so much. Shiras is the difference be- 
tween surplus and deficiency. Shiras, who under oath decided 
both ways, and gave no reason for his wonderful somersault. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is not true that the McKinley bill was 
furnishing sufficient revenue for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment during the period of its operation. On the contrary, about 
one hundred million of surplus revenue in the Treasury of the 
United States was turned over to his successor when Mr. Cleve- 
land left that office after his first Administration, and every dol- 
lar of it was squandered by the ede of the McKinley bill, 
on account.of the deficiencies which necessarily resul and 
which that bill had legislated upon the statute books. 

Thus much I was determined should be said on behalf of the 
legislation of the last Congress and for the purpose of fixing the 

nsibilities for whatever has gone wrong in this Congress. 

e gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] very properly 
asked, in the course of his remarks with reference to the legisla- 
tion of this Congress and the responsibility of the Republican 
party, ‘‘What have you done?” I repeat the 8 What have 
you done? Have you passed the ptcy bill? Have you 
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a funding bill for the Pacific railroads, whose indebtedness 
is now falling due and which are in the hands of receivers? Have 
you dealt with any of the great questions which are admittedly 
pressing upon the attention of Congress? No; you have done 
nothing. You have acknowledged, by your very proponon to 
adjourn in a few days, that you are not capable of handling them, 


and are going to run away from them. x 
ee the hammer fell. 
. HOPKINS. Mr. irman, this discussion has taken a 


very much wider range than was contemplated by my colleague 
on the committee when he opened it and pointed out to the mem- 
bers of the committee the enormous increase in the expenditure 
for the Treasury Department during the present Administration. 
Gentlemen orf the other side, when this matter was called to their 
attention, seemed to think it was necessary to make an attack on 
the 6a Nese party and to make some comparison between the 
Republican party of this country and the Democratic party as to 
the legislation of the last few years. 

Now, sir, it was rather an unfortunate suggestion for my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] to make, ause every person 
familiar with the history of the country knows that the golden 
industrial period of America was during the four years of Presi- 
dent Harrison’s Administration. It reached high-water mark 
under the operation of the so-called McKinley law. pang. the 
operation of that law, during the Administration of President 

rrison, there was not an enforced idle man in America. They 
were receiving higher wages—higher rates of wages—than had 
ever been known in this country or in the history of the world. 
Our foreign commerce had increased in a marvelous manner, 
Our exports and imports during the last year of Mr. Harrison’s 
Administration were $200,000,000 more than under any one year 
preceding it in the whole history of the Government. 

With such a condition of prosperity as that prevailing, with the 
growth of every industry with unparalleled rapidity, with the busi- 
ness interests of the country far in excess of any other point 
which had ever before been attained, the Democratic party came 
into full power. And, Mr. Chairman, what did they do? Their 
first effort was to strike down this law, this beneficent law, that 
had given this magnificent era of prosperity. They were chal- 
lenged by Republican members to the fact that their legisla- 
tion would not bring revenue enough into the Treasury to pay 
the running expenses of the Government, and also the policy they 
inaugurated under the Wilson bill would strike down the indus- 
tries of the country and turn honest workmen out into the high- 
7 and the streets and malte tramps of them. 

heir attention was called to the fact that under the Dea ee 
clause of this great tariff measure the ports of Cuba and of Sout! 
America had n opened to American commerce, and that mil- 
lions of the products of our farms and factories were finding 
markets there from which they had been shut out before the 
enactment of this law. Their attention was called to the fact 
that the German ports had been opened under this clause of the 
law to American meats, to American cattle, and American flour; 
that France had been compelled under reciprocity legislation to 
open her markets to American flour as well, and that this im- 
mense trade had already set in. But, sir, they heeded not any of 
these admonitions on the part of the Republicans. They struck 
them all down, . they did it that they would get 
nothing in return, but that, on the contrary, they would deprive 
us of the markets of Cuba, the markets of Brazil, and of Germany 
and France. 

Now, whatis the result? Under the Harrison Administration 
the revenues of the Government, brought in under the operation 
of the McKinley law, were not only more than sufficient to meet 
the current expenditures of the Government, but, under the wise 
administration of the Republican party, the excess was applied to 
the payment of the national debt, and more than $260,000,000 of 
the national debt was paid off. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, 
but the Republican party turned the Treasury over with $107,- 
000,000 in gold and nearly $40,000,000 of other money to the in- 
coming Democratic Administration. What has been done by the 
Democratic party or the Democratic Administration since it came 
into power? Instead of paying off any part of our national debt, 
they have increased our national debt in the enormous sum of 
$262,315,000 in a period of a little over three years’ time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for five minutes more time, 
man. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The h le of this country 

5 z is imposes upon the people of this coun 
an indebtedness in interest alone of $11,492,616 over and above 
the other expenditures that we had under a Republican Adminis- 
tration. This expense comes year after year, and these $262,000,000 
are a mortgage upon the people of this country extending over a 
period o years. 

Now, Mr. Chai „the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] says that we should repeal this law if it is working in the 


ired. 
r. Chair- 


4178 


manner I have indicated. I say to him that he is one of the men 
responsible for increasing our national debt; he is one of the men 
responsible for turning American workingmen ont of their shops 
into the highways to trampand begfor bread. [Applause on 
Republican side.] The Democratic party is ible for the 
wrecks which have been strewn from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
in the industries of this country, brought upon the people by this 
Gorman tariff bill. 

Now, what is this bill? The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILuiy] says that it would have brought sufficient revenue 
into the Treasury if the income tax had been sustained. Does not 
the gentleman know that when that portion of the bill was pre- 
sented here the best lawyers in the House and the country bod 
him and his colleagues that it was unconstitutional? Did not 
even the great Democratic leader from New York [Senator ae! 
make his opposition to that legislation upon the ground that i 
Was unconstitutional? And yet they pressed it forward, knowing 
at the time that the revenues of the country would be insufficient 
to pay the expenditures. I say it comes with poor grace for the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], or any other tle- 
man on that side of the House, to attempt to defend any of these 
indictments 3 here by the Republican members of this 
committee. Now, in the face of all this we find that this Depart- 
ment here has increased its expenditures nearly $500,000 over what 
3 ae the last year of Harrison’s Administration—— 


UT. More than $700,000 in the collection of the rey- 


enue alone. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Seven hundred thousand dollars. The gentle- 
man from Missouri has approved of an increase of 272 new offices 
in the revenue 3 of the Government alone. 

Mr. In what peak car of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I find that without proteston this floor he has 
appr ved of increased salaries of 168 more. 

. DOCKERY. In what ph of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The bill that we are considering. 
het DOCKERY. Why, I protested against that when I wason 

e floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Chairman, how did this matter 
come up? Did the gentleman sp ing to the front like an athlete 
in opposition to it, as he usually re when some claim- 
ant with a hundred-dollar claim that ought to be paid comes be- 
fore us? Not at all. When this bill was presented here to this 
House the gentleman knew of these increased salaries and this 
increased force, and yet he sat there as silent as death until he was 
3 from his seat by the peony e other 1 had 

participating, when, to save his consistency, as he su 5 
he made his faint objection to it. And yet he knows, as tee 
that he voted for the bill in the committee, and I venture to say 
that he will vote for it in this committee and in the House. 

A MEMBER. The report of the committee is unanimous, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 


Administra 
the golden period of American industries. If so, Mr. Chairman 
and I am quite di to agree with him, at least so far as 
political industries are concerned—will he tell the House why the 
country turned down the Republican party both in 1890 and in 


1892? 

Mr. GROUT. Because they didnotknow e ine doing. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did not know what they were doing? 

Mr. HOPKINS. They repented of it. 8 3 

Mr. DOCKERY. I never knew the American people to display 
more intelligence than they manifested in the campaigns of 1890 
and 1892, when they retired the Republican party. 
Mr. MILNES. ey have mourned it ever since. i 
Mr. DOCKERY. . Chairman, something has been said about 
expenditures having been increased. Why, sir, the total nd- 
itures of the Government, exclusive of bond purchases and pre- 
miums thereon, under the Administration of ji ison, were 
81,330,394, 780.55, while the total expenditures under the first Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland were but $1,063,223,202.93. The 
entire income under the Administration of Mr. Harrison was 
$1,589,723,590.58, the 3 during Mr. Cleveland’s first Admin- 
istration being $1,451,660,246.74 e receipts of President Har- 
rison’s Administration exceeded Cleveland’s by 888,003, 343.84, the 
expenditures under Mr. Harrison being also greater by 8267, 171, 
577.62 than they were under President Cleveland. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not paG my time is so limited. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They had the benefit of the Republican policy, 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Again, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has 
as a sweet morsel under his tongue the statement that 
259,000,000 of bonds were retired under ’s Administra- 
tion. The gentleman is correct as to the statement of the princi- 
pal, but the cost of those bonds was 5292, 963, 486.07. During the 
term of President Cleveland’s first Administration bonds at a cost 
of $360,419,953.11 were retired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How many have you retired in Cleveland’s 
present Administration? 
following in the 10 ore f the Republics re ying 

ollowing in the foo of the Republican ing out 
gold only to meet the coin obligations of the eR instead 
of both gold and silver. Therefore an increase of the debt. 
[Laughter and e on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, McKinley bill, so much vaunted in this pres- 
ence, during the last four monthsof President Harrison’s Admin- 
istration failed to meet current expenditures by $4,094,021.38. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But that was after the election, and the threat 
of the Democratic party to revise the tariff kept the people from 


im 
> Y. The ap financial disaster was felt 

in all de ents of business before election. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. 


Mr. HOPKINS. The friends of the Democratic party in Europe 
kept their goods over thereand abstained from em, SO 
that they could be im: under the’ Wilson bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. decline to yield for a 
ead CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from uri is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was because of the business vag Yeti 

i . in 1890 —— 


first manifested itself after the failure of 
commenced after the success of the Demo- 


Mr. 2 Y. The gentleman will please not interrupt me 
without my permission. I am willing to yield to all reasonable 


Ar. N 
WASHINGTON. Hit him again. 

Mr. DOCKERY See pear But I am entitled to the floor, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will not interrupt you again. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
business 1 began soon after the failure of Baring Bros. 
3 850 an epee ee 3 it eae the globe; aos because 
of its presence e Republican party was overwhelmingly 
defeated. Let us look further in the presentation of this com- 
88 exhibit. What was the Treasury surplus when Presi- 

ent Cleveland turned over the control of national affairs to Mr. 
Harrison? It amounted then, including the gold reserve, to 
$183,827,190.29 of available cash assets. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But that was put there under a Republican law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At the close of Mr. Harrison’s Administra- 
tion the surplus had been reduced to $124,128,087.88, notwithstand- 
ing the Republican Administration had defaulted in the sinking- 
fund requirement to the amount of nearly $50,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 


has 8 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to say that surplus was thus 
ly reduced, notwithstanding the Republican party had de- 
faulted for the first time since the civil strife, in the payment of 
the ing fund, to perhaps $50,000,000; notwithstan they 
had extended bonds maturing on September 1, 1891, amounting to 
$25,864,500; notwithstan the receipts under Mr. Harrison 
were $88,063,343.84 ter under 
Withsta 1 that oron de 
Treasury a trust fun on. 
to the holders of national-bank notes amounting to 854,205, 978.75 
and finally the surplus was thus m r, not wi ding Mr. 
Harrison had reduced the balances of disbursing officers available 
for the payment of current expenses from 547,905, 423.30, the 
amount to their credit when Mr. Cleveland retired from office on 
the 4th of March, 1889, to $23,515,033.70, when he returned to the 
Executive Mansion March 4, 1893. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, these are the facts and figures dis- 
closed by official records. No sophistry in which the gentleman 
from ois [Mr. Hopkins] can ind d be is an accom- 
plished master in that art can change these rugged facts. During 
the four years of President Harrison's Administration the Re- 
publican party not only squandered the surplus of the people in 
riotousliving—asurplus accumulated under ocratic rule—but 
they also enacted laws under which we are required to appro- 
priate large sums of money, thus coercing Congress to an easy 
approach to a billion-dollar total, although in the last Congress 

t limit was escaped by rigid souom 

Mr. GROUT. as not the surplus that Cleveland piled up in 

his first Administration accumulated by not paying the debt with 


the surplus, as his predecessors had invariably done. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. 
tration a little in excess of 8860, 000,000 for the purchase of bonds. 

Mr. GROUT. He paid a little, but not near so much as was 
paid under Mr. Arthur’s Administration. 3 

Mr. DOCKERY. I present these official and am willing 
to resign my seat to-morrow should they prove to be inaccurate. 
They are correct. ; ë 

I repeat again that the cost of the bonds retired by Mr. Harrison 
was $402,963 436.67; the cost of the bonds retired by Mr. Cleveland 
being $360,419,953.11. [Loud om on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROUT. Now, one word : 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations; he is an PASES gentleman and an honest 
man, usually [laughter] candid, and he ought to be candid in this 
presence. I know that he would not knowingly make a misstate- 
ment, but he has been misled as to the facts. 

Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] seems to desire to escape responsi- 
bility. No tleman on that side of the House and no member 
of the Republican y is a more accomplished 1 tor or bet- 
ter able to make a cause seem like a one the gentle- 
man from Maine, the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. When, however, he seeks to avoid responsibility for the 
work of this session, he should remember that the Republican 
party controls the organization of the Senate committees. There 
are but 89 Democrats in that body. There are 44 straight Repub- 


licans and 6 Populists, including Senator JONES of Nevada, who | į 


was elected as a Republican and has always acted with that 

ty, except on the bond bill and upon questions relating to the 
ies coi of silver. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But he declared himself a Populist over a 


Ar. DOCKER i i 
Mr. Y. The Republican party controls the organiza- 
tion of the Senate committees and accepted that responsibility as 
a result of a ‘‘dicker” with the Populist Senators, who sat silent 
and declined to vote when the Republicans captured the 4 r 


zation, and they can not, therefore, escape their responsibility. 
So far as the action of the President is co it is not a mat- 
ter for legitimate consideration at this time. is do-nothin 


Congress has failed to present a aA relief measure to the Presi- 
dent for approval or disapproval, although there was no occasion 
for hesitation, because it is known that upon financial questions 
the President is more nearly in accord with the Republican party 
than with the majority of his own party. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROUT, . Chairman, just a word with reference to 
what the gentleman from Missouri says about the relative amount 
of the ablic debt paid under Harrison’s Administration and the 
first Cleveland Administration. It will be remembered that of 
Mr. Harrison’s Administration there were only two years when 
he had surplus revenue to pay out on the public debt. The two 
last years of his Administration were under the McKinley law, 
whereby, in response to the demand of the Democracy that taxa- 
tion should be reduced, it was reduced by over $60,000,000 a year, 
so that,as I have said, in the last two years of Mr. ison’s 
Administration he paid nothing on the public debt, He could not 
pay anything. Matters were so adjusted that the revenue should 
just about meet the expenditure, and it did meet the expenditure 

to the very day when Mr, Cleveland again took the chair. 

be ats the question I asked the tleman, and which he did not 
answer, was, How has Mr. Cleveland's Administration compared 
with the Administration of Garfield and of Arthur in respect to 

yments upon the public debt? I have not the figures before me, 
But Ihave in mind, in general outline, the amounts paid under 
these two Administrations, and the will show that only a 
little more than one-half as much was paid by Mr. Cleveland as 
was paid by Garfield and Arthur. That was the question I put 
to the gentleman, and it is a perfectly fair one, too, but he did 
not answer it. It is not fair to compare what the Harrison Admin- 
istration paid during two years with what was paid by Mr. Cleve- 
land during his term. But if gentlemen insist on doing so and 
will keep in mind that Harrison paid nearly as much in two years 
as Cleveland did in four, they will feel like withdrawing their 
cheers for the bluff answer of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is hardly a fair comparison to retire into 
the asylum of ancient history. 

Mr. GROUT. Are Garfield’s and Arthur’s Administrations 
ancient history, Mr. Chairman? Gentlemen on the other side 
know what the facts are. They know the facts tell this story, 
that Mr. Cleveland, to make it appear that there ought to be a 
revision of the tariff such as he desired, piled up the revenues of 
the country and distributed between sixty and seventy million 
dollars to favorite national banks on deposit without interest, 
instead peed out the money on the poe debt, as his pređe- 
cessors had done. I repeat, therefore, that he aie ony a little 
more than one-half the amount that was paid preceding Re- 


publican Administrations, and this is the whole secret of his 
much-vaunted surplus, 


8 | tary question. 


There was paa out during his first Adminis- | Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state the amounts of bonds 


that were retired under President Garfield, President Arthur, 
President Cleveland’s first Administration, and President Harri- 
son’s Administration. 

Mr. GROUT. I can not give the exact amounts. 
\ 55 DOCKERY, Will the gentleman give the amount approx- 
imately? 

Mr, GROUT. I will not undertake to state the figures here, 
but I will insert them in my remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thought the gentleman knew the figures. 

Mr. GROUT. No; I stated in the outset that I could not give 
the exact figures, but I have already stated them a ximately. 
I have said that President Arthur and President eld paid 
almost twice as much on the public debt as Mr. Cleveland paid. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in extension of my remarks, accord- 
ing to promise, I give the exact amounts pea on the bonded debt 
by the three „ above named: Garfield and Arthur, 
8479, 983,280; Cleveland's first, 8341, 396, 280—just 8138, 586,300 less 
than Garfield and Arthur; and this difference was more than three 
times as as the free surplus left by Cleveland in the Treas- 

at the close of his term, which was but 848,096, 158.50. 
rrison paid in the first two years and four months of his term 

$234,009,640—within $107,386,640 as much as Cleveland paid in a 
full four years. As already stated, during the last year and a 
half of Harrison’s term there was no excess of revenue for appli- 
cation on the public debt, It was only a little in excess of expend- 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time remains on 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed that there are ten 
minutes remaining on the gentleman’s side and seventeen on the 


other. 
Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to no the Chair now, ina 
last five minutes 


a way, that I would like to have 
m a 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize some gentleman 
upon the other side now. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 
I unders the order to be that the discussion 
should close at 4 o’clock, which would leave forty minutes re- 
maining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair is in- 
555 that the vote was that the debate should close at a quarter 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize some gentle- 
man on the other side. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not think the Chair should undertake to 
control as to when this side of the House should speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER], on the other side of the House, has been desiring to speak 
for the last half hour : 

Mr. CANNON. We have but ten minutes on this side, and there 
are seventeen minutes remaining on the other, I believe. Iwill say 
to my coll eon the committee that it looks to me as if possi- 
bly this side ought to close the discussion. 

r. SAYERS. Very well; but you have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, No; only ten. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, Mr. Chairman; then I will proceed ~ 
now. 

This is the first time in the history of appropriation bills—at 
least since I have been a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions—that the chairman of that committee and the majority of 
the House have precipitated a political discussion when the bill 
was under discussion. I had hoped, Mr. Chairman, that this bill 
would be considered in an orderly manner and with reference 
alone to the items in the bill. But the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins] has seen to precipitate a discussion by an 
assault upon the Secretary of the T because of an increase 
of several hundred thousand dollars in expenditures for the 
collection of the customs. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, and I admit it, that there has been an 
increase in the expenditures in this branch of the service; and it 
seems, from the statement given by the Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, that this increase has been kronas about 8 the 
increase of salaries and the increase in the number of officers. 
Now, I do not approve of the increase of salaries, nor do I approve 
of an increase in the number of officers, unless it can be shown 
most conclusively that such increases are justified by the exigency 
of the service. I submit that no information has yet been given 
to this committee which would justify it in reaching a conclusion 
as to whether these increases were or unnecessary. It 
is impossible in the present status of the question, as it is before 
this committee, for any gentleman to arrive at a conclusion as to 
whether those increases were proper or not, 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I find on page 15 of this bill, 
under the heading Collecting internal revenue,” this provision: 

That the number of deputy collectors and clerks N in the collection 
of internal revenue shalt not be increased, nor shall salary of said officers 
and employees be increased beyond the salaries paid during the last fiscal 
year. 


Now, I wish to ask the gentleman why it is not entirely feasible 
and proper to attach such a proviso to the portion of the bill now 
under discussion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, any gentleman who is at all 
familiar with these two branches of the service—that which col- 
lects excise duties and that which collects customs duties—must 
know that the methods of collection in the two branches are 
entirely different. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
8 Republican as he is, representing the majority on this 

oor, would not, I am confident, rise from his seat and advocate 
the putting of any such limitation upon the pending paragraph as 
has inserted in the bill with reference to theinternal-revenue 
service. It would be unwise to do so. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say that from a criticism 
of the item of appropriation under consideration members of the 
committee have proceeded to discuss the question of expenditures 
under the present and the past Administrations. I do not think 
this discussion should have been entered upon at the present 
time. Iwas in the hope that it would have been delayed until 
Congress was about to adjourn, when, in an orderly manner, the 
representatives of both parties on the Appropriations Committee 
could present statements to the House and to the country as to the 
character and amount of the appropriations made by the present 
Congress. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] has 
anticipated such a presentation of the matter; and I now desire 
to call his attention 

. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expir 

Mr. SAYERS. I had more than five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that this discussion 
was proceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] to say that one-half the time would be under my 


control. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iask that the gentleman from Texas have the 
privilege of occupying so much of the remaining time on his side 
as he may think proper. 


The C . Without objection, that request will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, let me invite the attention of my friend 


from Illinois to a few — — I take the Fifty-first Con Ñ 
There were then no Populists in the Senate to interfere with the 
TO} of appropriation bills. The Democrats were then sadly 

In the minority. The Republicans had control of the House and 
of the Senate, and the President was a Republican. Now, let us 
see how the matter stood in that Congress upon the question of 
deficiencies. vei 

Notwithstanding large appropriations were made at the first 
session of the Fifty-first Con, , we find that at its second ses- 
sion that Congress was called upon to appropriate $38,699,746.96 
for deficiencies, to say nothing of the $19,498,531.10 carried in the 
miscellaneous bills. nine 

Will the gentleman find anything in the conduct of the present 
Administration to com with such extravagance in public ex- 

nditures as that? tis the total amount of deficiencies at 

e presenttime? Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge of this 
bill and his associates have placed upon the urgency 8 
bill, which was passed some time ago, large sums of money whi 
in no sense of the word can be called deficiencies. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman speaks of large sums a 

iated by way of deficiencies in the Fifty-first Congress. 
fano know that they related largely to pension appropriations, 
which are necessarily indefinite, because we can not tell the exact 
amount required? I refer now to the act of 1890. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I will show the gentleman. Exclude the 

msions, and what do we find? The deficiencies, coupled with 
The miscellaneous appropriations, amounted in the second session 
of the Fifty-first Congress to nearly $30,000,000. Let me call my 
friend’s attention to the actual figures. The total number of 
deficiencies at the second session of Congress amounted to $38,- 
699,746.96. That included $29,335,598.34 for pensions. Now, sub- 
tracting the pension deficiency from the sum total, we have left 
$9,364,148.62 for other deficiencies, and add to that $19,498,531.10 
carried in the miscellaneous acts, and we have $28,862,679.72, 


ro- 


besides What was carried in the regular appropriation bills of the 
second session of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman from Texas take the mis- 
cellaneous items and mention or show to this committee or to the 
country any money 3 or extravagantly appropri- 
ated? You give gross sums, but no Democrat has ever, to my 
knowledge, since the Congress of which you speak held its ses- 
sions, pointed out a single item that was extravagant in charac- 
ter. the contrary, the matter before us now, and to which I 
made allusion in the course of my remarks at the opening of this 
debate, is a ific item of expenditure. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, here are over twenty-eight 
millions of dollars, excluding the deficiencies for pension bills. 
Let us see how the deficiency bills at this session have been loaded 
with appropriations that can not be classed as deficiencies. In 
the urgent deficiency bill there was put $300,000 for printing an 
agricultural report, in order that the members might have the 
report before the termination of this Congress; but it was in no 
sense a deficiency, and ought not to have been included in that 
bill. For the Litrary building another was also included in that 
bill—an appropriation of $480,000, not a penny of which will be 

ded during the present fiscal year. . 
. HOP S. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment, 
That printing bill to which he refers was for a report to be circu- 
lated all over the country for the benefit of the people, I believe. 

Mr. SAYERS. 8 

Mr. HOPKINS, Agricultural Reports, were they not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but the appropriation for them was not a 
5 

Mr. HOPKINS. It does not matter whether it was or not. 
5 Oh, yes; it does. That is the very question at 

e. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My point is that the appropriation itself is one 
that commends itself to the good Cg, emi of the country. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, now I can almost foresee what the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will say when he mounts the stump during 
the coming campaign and presents the Republican side in the con- 
troversies that will necessarily arise. 

When he is faced with a billion-dollar Congress the gentleman 
will say: Why, the Fifty-third Congress put upon us the neces- 
sity of appropriating $11,000,000 of deficiencies.” Now, my pur- 
pose is to the attention of the gentleman and the committee 
to the fact that items are included as deficiencies that properly 
belong to other 8 bills. 

There are inclu in the present bill, Mr. Chairman, near 
$500,000 of appropriations that can not be considered as deficien- 
cies, and for which the last Congress was not msible in any 
sense of the word, and for which it should not be held accountable. 

But there is one thing to which I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Mlinois, if he will listen to me for a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Entirely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman from Illinois point to a 
single item of appropriation made hy the last Congress which was 
indefinite in character? Did not the appropriation bills which 
passed that Congress at both sessions carry on their face the exact 
amount of the 8 the bills appropriata? 

Mr. HOPKINS. , now, if the gentleman—— 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). And I ask him to compare that 
record with that of the present Congress in this particular and tell 
us the result. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, you challenge my attention to another 
matter. You evade the point I make. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. I understood the point you made 
and have answered, and now I call your attention to a point that 
has a direct bearing upon the pending controversy. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On the contrary, I think not. In the discus- 
sion here I called attention to nearly three-quarters of a million of 
money extravagantly expended in one of the Departments of the 
Government, and you reply by saying that the Fifty-first Con- 
gress was a billion-dollar Congress. challenged the issue, and 
asked you to show an item that was extravagant in character and 
that did not meet the approval of all honest men, and you fail to 
do it; but you state that in the Fifty-second Congress you had the 
items ified in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is only answering my question 
by asking another. I put the question to the gentleman from 
Tilinois if he can show a single instance in the appropriation bills 


of the last 5 

Mr. HOPKINS. That does not meet the issue at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that on last suspension day the 
entleman advocated the passage of the river and harbor bill un- 
er 8 ion of the rules. Is that true? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is true, and I would do it again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to have five minutes mors. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iask that the time be given to the gentle- 

man from Texas, 
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Mr. CANNON. As I understand, the time of the gentleman 
from Texas is exhausted, but if he desires more 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to have five minutes more. I 
2 to get through with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

OPKINS]. 

Mr. C. ON. Iwill ask unanimous consent that the time 
be extended ten minutes, but I want to ask the right to control 
all of the remaining time except five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Saat | 
asks unanimous consent that the time of debate on paragrap 
be extended ten minutes, five minutes to be given to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CANNON. That will leave fifteen minutes on this side, 
and I should like to control the last ten minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS, Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS] will please give me his attention. He this debate. 
We should have passed this bill by this time if it had not been 
for him. The gentleman says he favored the river and harbor bill, 
and that he would doit again. That bill carries nominally apn 
its face -about $10,000,000, besides contracts amounting in to 
over $60,000,000. But 1 55 there is to be added to this amount a 
concealed and an indefinite appropriation which will amount to 
at least $3,000,000 when it is expended. The House generally knew 
nothing about this item, though it provides for the expenditure of 
full „000.000 which is not expressed on the face of the bill. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. What was it? What was the concealed 
appropriation of $3,000,000? 

. SAYERS. To purchase the locks and dams on the Monon- 
ela River. You voted for it, and not one tleman in ten in 

e House understood that he was voting for it. Now, whatever 
may be the sins of the Democratic party 

. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ama member of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and I wish to state to the gentleman from 
Texas that there was nothing concealed about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, I do not mean to say—the gentleman under- 
stands me—— : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There was no appropriation of 
$3,000,000. It is to be a condemnation ing in open court, 
and in the opinion of the executive officers, if the award is not 
proper, the Government is not bound to take the property. The 
gentleman from Texas is entirely wrong in his construction of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend must not take his seat now after 
oe 15 question. Is there not an indefinite appropriation in 

at bi 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. To pay for the award? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman state that? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me answer the question. 
There is an award, provided that award, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of War, is fair gr There is nothing obligatory, so far 
as the provision of the bill is concerned, upon the Uni States 
to take the award and pay it, of its amount. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the bill appropriate a sufficient amount 
of money to pay for the award, if it should be accepted by the 
Government 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but I can defend that, and 
any other man can who knows the facts. 

. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
Is it not estimated by the office of the pe eid that it will prob- 
8 uire $3,000,000 to pay this award 

7 PER of Wisconsin. Possibly; yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman, then, has admitted the truth 
of what I have said. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is to relieve the great amount 
of business which goes up and down that river from paying tolls 
to a private corporation. 

Mr. SAYERS, I am not arguing the merits of the case at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You assumed that nobody knew 
anything about it. It was openly and notoriously discussed in 
the committee for days and days. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not deny the statement. - 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And stated upon the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think every member except the gentleman 
from Texas knew all about it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam glad that they did. But I hear several 
gentlemen around me say that they did not know anything about 
it. Weare not all as wise as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins], who seems to have concentrated within his brain all 
the power of what is known as the X rays. Possibly he can see 
through a bill without ever having read it or heard any one read it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. The difference between the gen- 
tleman from Texas and! the gentleman from Illinois” is that he 
attends to his duties and the gentleman from Texas does not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this de- 


bate has wandered a long way from the original starting point. 
We were considering a provision to appropriate $850,000 to meet 
the nse of collecting the customs revenue, in addition to the 
paid pepsi collections that may be appropriated in that way 
That becomes 


and the permanent appropriation of $5,500,000. p 
nece because of an increase of 169 officers as compared with 
1893 at the o of New York alone. A little while ago a great 
deal of prattle went out through all parts of this country because 
in one of the Departments, by dismissing the seed division of that 
Department, the expense of employing some 30 or 40 clerks was 
saved to the Government, and a gentleman, one of the economists 
of the House, all of last Congress was devoting himself to savin, 
the expense of the salaries of 169 clerks in this very department o 
the 5 

How gentlemen plumed themselves upon this economy! And 
vet here we find an officer, with the apparent approval of that 
side of the House, certainly without any word rebuking him, as- 
suming authority to increase the number of employees in one of the 
custom-houses of the country 169 and increasing the expenditures 
more than a quarter of a million of dollars. Notone word of con- 
demnation from that side of the House! The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Docea said that they were not responsible for 
what was done in this House or Congress. But, Mr. Chairman, 
they are responsible for this item of increased expenditure, because 
it is done through the pom that is lodged in the Secretary and 
done by him, and, as I have said, without any comment upon that 
side. It is done, too, sir, in my judgment, under circumstances 
that are absolutely indefensible. 

Compare the imports at that custom-house in 1893 with those 
of last year and you will find, Mr. Chairman, that they have de- 
creased $21,000,000, Twenty-one million dollars less of merchan- 
dise went through the hands of the custom-house officers at the 
port of New Yorkin 1895 than there didin 1893. In 1893 to handle 
all this amount of $548,000,000 of imports there were 1,733 em- 
ployees. In 1895 to dispose of and care for $477,000,000 of imports 
of all classes, dutiable and nondutiable, there were of employees 
at that port 1,922, an increase of 169, to dispose of a smaller volume 
of business; and that, too, at a great increase in the salaries of 
these men. I find that there are 66 examiners in the appraisers’ 
stores at New York whose salaries have been in not by 
act of Congress, but by act of the Secretary, under that discre- 
tionary power that Congress gives to him. This $850,000 of de- 
ficiency is not the amount that he requires, for under the esti- 
mates $1,150,000 are necessary, he tells us, to make good this 
extraordinary expense for the payment of 268 officers in half a 
dozen custom-houses. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes of his 
time remainin ng 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am obli to 
the ena from Illinois for yielding me this time. just 
asked him to yield it for the 1 7 of resenting a statement, or 
rather an insinuation, I should say, put forth by the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Do not interrupt the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr. SAYERS. You can not control me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You would be a better man if I did. 

Mr. SAYERS, Possibly so; probably not. I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman may have five minutes so that-I can 
disabuse his mind as to any intimation by me that the provision 
was improper. What I intended to criticise was the manner in 
which the appropriation was made; that is all. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That explanation is no explana- 
tion. It does not deceive or delude me at all as to what I thought 
the gentleman intended to convey by hisremarks. There was but 
one construction to be put upon it. There was as much in the 
gentleman’s manner as what he said, and it was to convey the 
impression, in connection with the river and harbor bill which 
was before this House under suspension of the rules, that there 
was in that bill what is known in common parlance as a job.“ 

Mr. SAYERS. I disavow any such meaning as the gentleman 
intimates. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman may disavow. 

Mr. SAYERS. I meant that the appropriation ought to have 
been 83,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

_ Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He said that he called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that this bill, which was before this 
House under suspension of the rules (with his fists clinched) was 
a bill to pay for the property of the Monongahela Company, and 
not one member in ten, or rather but very few, knew that it was 
there. What does that mean? What did that mean? That it 
ought not to have been there. 

e CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, 
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Mr. COOPER. of Wisconsin. I ask for one minute more. 

Mr. CANNON. [yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER. of Wisconsin. I simply wish to say that that 
provision in that bill was inserted gro of high public 
policy. The Monon 
river. It exacts a 


relieved from the unjust burdens imposed upon it. 2 
want to say 


business 

. send this the last appropriation bill to be passed by the House, 
with our compliments, to the Senate before we adjourn this even- 
s 5 It is quite practicable to do it. [Applause 

5 ow, as to this item, there has been a good of talk about it, 
but let me call attention fora moment to just what it is. It is 
$850,000 in addition to the miscellaneous receipts and in addition 
to the permanent priation to collect the customs revenues 
for the balance of this fiscal year. That is over $700,000 more 
than it cost. to collect the revenues in 1892, when the revenues 
were far than they are this year. It comes from an 
increase in the number of officials: it comes from an increase of 
galaries in one custom-house alone of 162 employees. If the cir- 
7VVFCCCCCTCCTCTTT Ana Boyu oan tary of the 
eee this thing, it would ishammunitionenough 


for the tic party to conduct a Presidential campaign upon. 


[Laughter. Applause on the Republican side.] That is all I 
Want to say about it. Isurrenderthe balance of my time and ask 
the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

for Government exhibi ion’ at Atlanta, Ga.: The Seere- 
tary of e ig? fey Ene authorized and directed to transfer to the 
. Ə State of Georgia, all of the right, title, and in- 
terest of the United States in and to the erected for the Govern- 
ment the Cotton States and recently held 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear some 
explanation of this ph. Probably the gentleman from 


Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] can bets some tion as to 


wh 1 i 
. CANNON. The gentleman from Georgia points to me, and 
Twill to explainit. This building cost about $50;000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Forty-two thousand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Forty-two thousand dollars, the gentleman 
from Georgia says. It is ona parknear Atlanta. The Department 
asks for $500 for the purpose of making a contract to move it off. 
Our experience in the sale and removal of buildings at Chicago 
shows that they bring practically nothing, and it seemed to the 
committee that it was proper enough to give this eran the 
city of Atlanta, and that the Government would not y lose 


an b 8 80. 

Ar. TVS ON. In addition to what the chairman of the 
Committeeon App iations hassaid, gentlemen, it will be remem- 
bered that we got small sum of $200,000 for our ition, 
and that we turned back into the Treasury about $12,000 of that 

„000. More than that, when the Government agents went 

wn there they made up their minds that there was not money 
enough appropriated to do all the necessary work, and the people 
of the city of Atlanta.and the exposition co went to work 


and graded’ the ground for that building. To à long story 
short, the city of Atlanta and the exposition company spent $33,000 
there for the Government. 


Mr. HEPBURN. For the Government exposition? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. They built a warehouse for the 
customs office and did a many other things, believing that 
the Government appropriation would not cover them. Now, I 
would not put this donation upon that ground, but I do say that, 
with our ience at Chicago in regard to e tartan í 
you can not advertise to sell that building and have it removed 
TC 

Mr. HEPB . The gentleman: can correct me if I am in 
error, but the people of Georgia, as I understand, do not approve 


of these tions, do they? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. They do. 


vote the: on for that 


Mr. HEPBURN.. When we had the national exposition a year 
or two earlier, did not the State of Georgia refuse to me Ne 
Was not Georgia the only State that didnot e š 
and did not the whole pm erat in Congress vote against the ap- 
propriation for that “ua veg 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. State of Georgia did not refuse to 
participate. Under the State constitution the legislature of Geor- 
gia D prohibited from making any appropriation for anything of 


Mr. HEPBURN.. Did not the gentleman from Georgia himself 
ition? 

Mr. GSTON. I did not vote against them all. [voted 
against some of them, but some of them I yoted for. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


cam schooner C. G. Whi A 
. and for conveyance from hotel to hanf, $1; ale ici SaO 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. 

A great deal has been said in the debate here to-day in regard 
to the falling off in the revenues of this Government and the 
insufficiency of the revenues derived from the operations of the 
Wilson bill. I wish to call attention to the fact that for quite a 
number of ite the change in tariff laws, there has been 
a constant falling off in the: revenues of the Government derived 
from customs. As compared with the fiscal year 1890, the receipts 
for 1891 from customs fell off $10,146,379.34. For that same year 
there was an increase of 857, 636, 198 in the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. in, as e with the fiscal year 1891, the 
ae for 1892 for customs fell off $42,069,241. That was under 
the McKinley law. As compared with the fiscal year 1893, the 
receipts from customs for 1894 fell off $71,536,486.. That, too, 
was under the McKinley law. There had been a slight increase 
at one time. As com with the fiscal year 1894, the receipts 
for 1895 from customs:increased $20,340,086. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point I desire to make is this, that in- 
dependently of the McKin k bill (because there was a falling 
off before it was enacted)—in: dently of the Wilson bill (there 
was a falling off before it was enacted)—independently of any of 
these bills, there is a constant cause in operation that has uced 
this falling off. When you dimimish the capacity of people 
to purchase and pay for goods, whether foreign or there 
is going to des falling dt in your receipts. Not only was there 
this falling off in the receipts from customs duties on foreign 
goods, but there was a falling off in the sale of American goods 
which resulted in the shutting up of a great many manufactories. 

So, gentlemen, there is aconstant cause, operating independently 
of any of these tariff laws, to bring about a constant result—a 
paralysis of business, a crippling of the Government, and a de- 
creased demand for labor and all its ucts—and that result, in 
mp janine is due to the: ia whi = rate oe — 
publican party insists upon continuing to the injury o e 
of the country; that policy which the mblioan pasty firet{cisted 
upon the people in 1873, and which the great majority of that 
party continues to advocate, namely, gold eee ar andallits 
train of attendant evils: Thatisthereal trouble with this country, 


and ublican so-called protection” can only aggravate the 
mischief by throwing almost the entire burden of the gold stand- 


ard and unequal taxation upon the backs of the farmers and the 
producing classes, who get no benefit from your McKinley laws. 
Mr. BAKER of New pshire. I move pro forma to strike 
out the last two words. 
Gir. Tenay] ong the a — has: ge 2 ie his seat 
. TERRY] says that whenever capacity o @ peo; to 
urchase is di ished the revenues will necessarily be ed. 
he can point to any instance in which the capacity of the 
American people to purchase has been reduced as under the 
Wilson-Gorman bill he can have my time in which to make 
the statement. Neither he nor any other man can point out any 
such instance. I wish, however, icularly at this time to refer 
to the section which has been under discussion to-day, providing 
an additional rs Sit fee for defraying the expenses Of collect- 
ing the revenue from customs. It was my privilege in the second 
session of the last Com to call attention to the increasing de- 
ficiency under this h Back in the seventies and in the eighties 
there was practically no deficiency for defraying the expenses for 
collecting the revenue from customs. It is true, as was stated b 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. er eee the amount whi 
be used for that purpose has been diminished by the passage 
of the antimoiety law of 1874 and some other acts; but takin all 
such matters into consideration, there has still been a gen in- 
crease in these for some years past; and they are aug- 
menting each and every 2 
Under this head, in the Fiftieth Congress, there was in both 
sessions: only $480,000 of deficiency required; in the Fifty-first 
Congress only $685,000; in the Fifty-second Congress $950,000 was 
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required; and in the very first 


Tha sey aT wren tin aS, 
( ve not the complete figures for the whole Congress 
tho defici ted 


ency appropriations passed by this House 
a than $500,000, “And now, here in the very first year of z i 
gress, the Secretary of the Treasury asks for an appropriation 
Wileli: With EA mundo. int EO rE A BAL 
amounts to $1,235,000 as deficiency in this one matter of: collect- 
‘the revenue from customs. 
Chairman, this is a case of downright extravagance, It 


involves an increase of salaries of men who are useless; it involves 


the addition of nearly 300 to the list of employees. No one can 
justify this increase. No one on the other side has really at- 
tempted to justify it. It is simple extravagance of 1 i 
proportions for the purpose of keeping Democrats in office. I 
think that.this House should as speedily as poanie take some di- 
rect action to curb the extravagance of the ury ö t 
in this regard. If not, in addition to the $885,000 y appro- 
priated, and nearly an additional million added from general 
sources, we shall find in the near future, before this Administra- 
tion closes; that it will take a million and a half or two million: 
dollars of deficiency to meet the extravagant demands of the 
Treasury Department. I hope the committee at the next session, 
if not at this and I pray that they may take it into consideration 
at this session will pass some act which will prevent a repetition 
of this extravagance. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS: 


custom-house at Ky.: For oni liabilii ex- 
—.— Melden to sale of e —— $911.66. mene 2 
Mr. EVAN: ane Mr. 3 1 — wih gs at of the 
Committee on Appropriations to pass this i over for: ~ 
ent informally, as I have one or two items that I think o Et to 
be included and which seem to have been omitted by alate, 
Mr, CANNON. I-would'say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
if it so turns out it can be attended to by the Senate. I want to 
finish the bill'to-night, if possible. 
Mr. EVANS.. I do not want to impede the progress of the bill, 
but this is a matter of some importance that ought to be included. 
Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman another estimate than that 
furnished already? i 
Mr. EVANS. I hope to have one during the course of theafter- 


noon. 
Mr. CANNON, Well, we can turn back, if correction be nec- 


Mr. EVANS. I would like to pass this over informally. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, there is no doubt that we can get back to 
it if necessary. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kentucky may be permitted to turn back to the item, if de- 
sired, hereafter. 

Mr. EVANS. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CANNON. I presume there will be no objection. 

ogee wea Mr. i „offer the amendment I send to 


the 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ets te eee ol the bill, after the word “ cents,“ the following: 

“For unpaid lia Var pg beh vad eee officers of the Treas- 
ury Department and certified by the tary of the to the pres- 
for uso of thecourt-house of Meade County, 
: Government of the United States of America, which 

tothe 2 judge of the county court of said county 
for use of said — A and for unpaid liability, allowed the 
counting ofticers of the Treasury Department and certifi 
Congrem for payment by the Secre of the 
of the court-house of Taylor Count y: 

a judge of Tay) 
y” 


the United States of America, to te 
County court for the use of said coun 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I must make the point of order 
upon this proposition. There is no estimate-certified here for it: 
Mr. I. IS: I understood the gentleman to say that he would 


not make the t of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Tf the point of order is made, of course the 
Chair will have to sustain it. 

Mr. LEWIS: I desire to be heard on the point of order. We 
have already passed, on the fifteenth page of this bill, a paragraph 
in the following words: 

Pa to Pennsylvania Railroad Com : To the claims of t 
N Halrook Company and its leased Ines, cortified in Senate Er 
ecutive Document No 6, third session Fifty-third Congress, $14,878.93. 

Now the items that I ask to have inserted in the bill and paid 
are certifled by the Secretary of the Treasury in Executive Docu- 
ment No, 234 to the Fifty-third Con; , and not only certified 
in that, ane also in Senate Document No. 189 to this Congress for 
paymen’ 

Now, if we can embrace in this bill a payment of fourteen thou- 
sand and some hundred dollars, certified to the Fifty-third Con- 

ss, to a railroad company, as I have’ just shown, I must con- 
that I do 3 how the W of order can be made 
to exclude or prevent the payment of a debt due to the people 


to the- 


of the State of Kentucky, a debt which the Government of the: 
United States owes them beyond all question. 

This debt has been . for many years, and it is a just and 
honest debt of this ernment, The people of Kentucky pay 
into the Treasury of the United States 890, 000, 000 a year in rev- 
enues; and I submit that no . of this 

vernment. 


pretext: 
‘paltry sum should be set up on the part of this 


But it is said that there is not money enough in the Treasury; 


that the 5 of the Government exceed the receipts, and 


consequently itcan not pay its debts. That is a new plea to me, Mr. 
Chairman: I Was licensed to practice law in 1863, and have been 
trying to do something in the business ever since until elected a 
member of this House, and have occupied my seat on this floort 


and I never yet knew, in all of that time, a man sued for a debt 


who made the plea that he did not have anything; that he had no, 
any money to pay it, and hence judgment ought not to go against 


him. I do not think that any court in Christendom would regard 


such a plea as of the slightest possible value, and I am only 
deman er the right of the people that I represent at the 
hands of the Congress of the United States. The proper officers of 
the Government—the Government itself acknowledge the use 
of the property, and that the money is justly due. 
riations: have been made to pay similar claims to the 
people of this country for twenty-one years; in fact a) ns. 
the Fifty. third Congress-Bo celebrated in the history of Arnorte 
e — mgress—so cele in the 0 
in order to make a sham and bogus pretext of economy, ee 
to pay them. And this Republican Congress will be 80 fol- 
low: the example of the Fifty-third Congress and refuse to pay this 
little sum due to the loyal people of Kentucky, 8 who are 
putting into the Treasury of the United States to pay the 
of the Government, 830,000,000 a year. Will you refuse 
a debt that you owe them? Lon can not do it honestly, and D 
ing my people to denounce the act, if it is 


stand here re ting 
ck reef e eee unjust, and a shameless 5 which 


is a disgrace not only to the Congress of the United States, but 
eee any American . 
country; 

The CHAIRMAN, The only question is whether this is in- 
cluded in.the estimate. The ir will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois on the subject. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, [will not make the point 
of order. The gentleman has made a speech upon the merits, and 
now I thinkif I can be heard for five minutes the committee will 
be ready to vote, if nobody makes the point of order. 

Mr. LEWIS. If they can pay this railroad company $14,000 
upon 3 aeg here, voy can they: not eee claims 
certified to the same Congress and again certified to this Congress 
in a Senate document. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of 
the committee, I will say that this amendment covers one of man 
claims for the occupancy. of court-houses in Kentucky, e 
and perhaps in other States. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In Tennessee. 

Mr..CANNON.. The principle would apply to all the States in 
the late war. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The claim dates back to the time of the 


war? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly: It arises out of the occupation of 
these court-houses by troops, as they were marching through the 
country: and within the enemy's lines: 

Mr. LEWIS. No; Kentucky was not within the enemy’s lines: 

Mr. CANNON, Well, Ithink sometimes it was, and sometimes 
it was not. Tliat is my understanding. But Iwill. say—andi I 
ed the attention es the i ee pe of claims; includ- 
ing these specific: claims; were investiga teen years ago 

0 t, and turned down and rejocad by Comp. 
troller Upton.. they slept the long sop dic the late NM. 
Mansur, of Missouri, was appointed Second Comptroller. When 
he was appointed Second Comptroller, as recollect, in a general 
way; he took up these claims and reversed the former Gomptroller; 
after a period of fifteen years, and audited these claims u the 

d that there was an implied contract between the United 
tates and the court-house or court-houses; tliat the court-house 
or court-houses should be paid. 

Well, it came up for consideration. It was duly-certified:to: the 
last Con It was: fully examined: by the subcommittee on 
deficiencies in the House. The House rejected it. The Senate 
put it on by way of amendment. It went into conference. The 
conferees were tative Breckinridge of Kentucky;. the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], and I believe I was there 
as:a-spectator on tlie part of the House: 

Mr. SAYERS.. And: took your part in the proceedings, and 
were loyal to the conferees. 

Mr. CANNON. Senator COCKRELL was chairman of the Senate 
conferees. I will not state what passed in that conference room, 
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but I do state that the matter was put so strongly by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and the gentleman from Texas, myself as- 
senting with my brother conferees, that the Senate receded. 

Now, this matter has been referred back to the present Comp- 
troller, and in this document he says he can not reopen it unless 
he is authorized to do so by a resolution of Congress. I wish 
Comptroller Mansur had held the same way, because he reopened 
itafterit had slept the sleep of death for fifteen years and it. 

Now, my judgment is that the safer way is to leave this amend- 
ment out and for Congress to direct that the Comptroller reexam- 
ine these claims. You will say that the $18,000 or $20,000 for these 
two court-houses, or whatever the amount is, does not amount to 
much; but it establishes a principle which, in my judgment, will 
make the United States, by an implied contract, pay for the occa- 
pation of every court-house, every schoolhouse, and perhaps every 
church that was occupied by the troops during the late war. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to state in response to the distinguished 


gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. LEWIS. I ask a little time in which to respond to the 
gentleman. I should like ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Will not five minutes answer the gentleman? 

Mr. LEWIS. Ten minutes. Iwillconclude my remarks inside 
of ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objéction to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS. e gentleman talks about ‘this class of claims,” 
but in the executive document which I send to him, and which he 
has, it is shown that the whole amount of this class of claims for 
the whole country is only $63,000. Now, they have put into this 
bill without complaint—there was a good deal of debate, but it 
has been passed—an item of $800,000 to meet deficiencies, as they 
call them, in paying the expenses of the customs service. 

For twenty-one years these appropriations were made upon these 
claims, certified here to Congress by the Treasury Department, 
without objection. They have already paid other counties in Ken- 
tucky outside of my districtfor the use of court-houses, and I want 
to say to the House of Representatives here that because the Fed- 
eral Government took these court-houses of Meade County and 
Taylor County, for which I am asking this appropriation, because 
they used them as barracks, when the Confederates passed through 
Kentucky in 1862 they burned both these court-houses and de- 
stroyed them. They are poor counties. The people of those coun- 
ties lieve been taxed $15,000 to $20,000 to build new court-houses. 
They do not expect to get pay for the court-houses, but for the 
use of them by the Government that caused them to be e 
They do ask the Government to pay them a reasonable rental for 
the time they used them as forts against the public enemy. That 
is all they ask. 

Now, 1 do not know what this Comptroller of the Treasury 
might have done, reversing another Comptroller; but I do know 
that it is regularly certified to the Congress of the United States 
in the usual manner for payment, not $16,000, as the gentleman 
from Illinois says, but in the case of Meade County $1,000, and of 
Taylor See re ea That is all that is asked for—$2,666.66. 

Mr. STEELE. Is that all the appropriation you are asking for? 

Mr. LEWIS. That is all I am asking for. And I want to say 
further that it is already certified in a Senate document to the 
present Congress for payment in the document that I sent to the 

mtleman; and the gentleman is paying in this deficiency bill to 

is great railroad company—and if it is right they ought to have 
it—upon a certificate exactly the same as this to the Witty-third 
Congress, over $14,800, and yet he stands in the attitude of object- 
ing to and refusing to my people, a patriotic people, a paltry sum, 
when they pay into the Treasury $30,000,000 in revenue every year, 
helping to pay this railroad company and other creditors of the 
Government. He says further that Mr, Breckinridge objected to 
this in the Fifty-third Congress. Well, I have nothing to say about 
Mr. Breckinridge. I stand here to say that Mr. Breckinridge does 
not speak for the Fourth Congressional district, nor does he 
speak for any part of the people of Kentucky at this time. Ido 
not think that this House will follow Mr. Breckinridge’s advice 
and the example of the Fifty-third Congress in this matter. 

I stand here representing a ple who were loyal, and always 
loyal, and who always will be loyal, to the country and to the flag; 
a people who sent 128,000 brave men to fight the battles of this 
country, and whose ripe turned the scales in fayor of the Union 
and the Government of this country. Iam — asking justice 
for them. When a mere schoolboy I remember the issue in 
Kentucky, and I heard the great secessionist, John C. Breckin- 
ridge, Epa to persuade the people of Kentucky to go into seces- 
sion; and I 55 that great man and statesman and leader, J ohn 
J. Crittenden, appealing to the people. I heard Crittenden say to 
the people of Kentucky, Stand by the Union; stand by your 
Government; stand by the flag; try it, try it, and try it again. 


If one Congress will not do you justice, another will.” The peo- 
ple of Kentucky followed Crittenden and did stand by the flag 
and the Government. And Iam here to-day asking only justice 
of this Congress for my people. You may deny it; but the people 
of Kentucky will still be true and loyal; and if this Congress will 
not do us justice, they will, following the advice of Crittenden, 
try another and try again, until the people send here a Congress 
that will do justice and pay just claims against the United States, 
a Congress that will despise, as they ought to, repudiation or any- 
thing that looks like favoring repudiation of just obligations, 
[Loud applause. 

Mr. O ON. I move to strike out the last word, and will 
not take over a minute. Let us understand what this amend- 
ment means. I should be glad to vote an appropriation to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, eloquent and splendid as he is in his 
advocacy of his amendment. I believe I would on account of 
the speech he made. But let us see. If we put this appropriation 
in we establish the principle that it was an implied contract 
between the Government of the United States and the coun 
authorities that the value should be paid and the damages shoul 
be paid for every court-house occupied by the Army during the 
war, if it was injured. Now, then, it may be that is a good law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will you allow me—— 

Mr. CANNON. Comptroller Upton said fifteen years ago it was 
not good law, and it slept the sleep of the dead until Comptroller 
Mansur came in, and he on his own motion resurrected and 
reversed the decision of Comptroller Upton. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit me to say he did so 
over the protest and objection of the Auditor of the Treasury 
when he considered these claims in the first instance? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. The Senate tried to get another 
Comptroller to guess at it, and sent it to Comptroller Bowler, and 
he says without authority of Congress he has no power to review 
it, it having been passed upon by a Comptroller. Now, then, be- 
fore this Congress adjourns I hope there will go on this bill or 
some other bill a definite provision that will send these cases to 
the Court of Claims, and let the principle be established, or we 
will send it for another opinion by the accounting officer of the 
Treasury; but I think we are not ready to establish the principle 
now. Iam ready for a vote. 

Mr. COX. Does not the principle involved include the occupa- 
tion of churches, schoolhouses, and everything of that kind? 


Mr. CANNON. In my opinion it does. 
en COX. What is the distinction that can be drawn between 
em 


Mr. DINGLEY. Why not private houses and all other places, 
thus paying for the damages of the war? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think private property would come 
within the principle. ; 

Mr. COX. But churches and schoolhouses would. 

Mr.CANNON. Certainly schoolhouses and court-houses would. 

Mr, COX. And churches. 

Mr. CANNON. And possibly churches on the same ground. 

Mr. BAKER of New pshire. If I will draw an amend- 
ment will the gentleman accept it, that all claims not appropriated 
for go to the Court of Claims, with jurisdiction vested in that 
court to determine them in a judgment. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend, no. There are all the 
intimations that are usually given that the Senate is ready to 
amend this bill by putting on these claims; and I will say to the 
gentleman that if the House honors me as a conferee I will do 
what I can to work out a re-reference of these claims, so that we 
can een correct principle fully established and the cases dis- 
posed of, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But will the gentleman give 
the Court of Claims authority to pass upon these questions? 

Mr. CANNON, It is not practicable here and now to prepare 
such a provision. I withdraw my amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LEWIS rose. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
If five minutes will satisfy him, I will ask that at the end of five 
minutes we may have a vote. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know, nor has it been 
explained, what Comptroller of the Treasury or what other offi- 
cial of this great Government certified this claim of $14,£83.93 of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. Neither have I heard it 
oy ie to refer that claim: back or to refer it to the Court of 

laims. That was certified to the Fifty-third Congress, just like 
the claim that I ask to have paid. 

Mr. BRUMM. Has the claim which this amendment covers 
ever gone through the committee? 

Mr. LEWIS. I think it has. 

Mr. BRUMM. Not through the Committee on Claims; it may 
have gone through the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. LEWIS. I do not know; but at any rate it is here regu- 
larly; certified in the regular way. 
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Mr. BRUMM. But in this Congress has it gone through the 


zonas committee? > A 8 5 
. LEWIS. I think not. It was certified, just as this rail- 
road claim was certified. Now, in addition to what I have said 
I want to say this. It would take just six of the claims that I 
ask to have paid to pay this railroad company’s claim which is 
allowed in this bill. e stand in this Congress in the attitude of 
allowing that claim, which was certified to the Fifty-third Con- 
, and at the same time e this claim of the people of 
83 which was certified to the Fifty-third Congress and 
which has been certified by the proper officers of the Treasury 
and by the Secretary of the Treasury to the Fifty-fourth Con- 
also. Gentlemen need not be scared about this opening u 
a channel through which the Government can be flooded wi 
claims. This House has already passed bills carrying $500,000,000, 
and if Uncle Sam can pack that load I am sure that this small 
pittance for the people of Kentucky, who mye him thirty millions 
a year, will not break his back. [Laug ter.] I am sure, too, 
that this Republican House, when the people of Kentucky have 
contributed five Representatives to the oro hae and, barring 
myself, as good men as ever came to Congress, will not be guilty 
of the mean, the niggardly, the dishonest, the unjust discrimina- 
tion of refusing them this paltry appropriation which is their due. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. LEWIS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 54. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 17, line 21, strike out eleven“ and insert in lieu thereof “sixty-one.” 
Mr. CANNON. That is a revised estimate. ` 
The amendment was adopted, ‘ 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out the para- 
graph beginning on line 3, page 15, and ending on line 8, on the 
same page. 

Mr. CANNON. Imake the point that that paragraph has been 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 


mses of light vessels: For expenses of light vessels for the fiscal year 
1894, to adjust the account of Commander M. R. S. Mackenzie, United States 
Navy, inspector of the Sixth light-house district, for expenditures made from 
the sae “ Expenses of fi 3 for the services of the Davis 
Coast Wrecking Company in 8 and float: Rattlesnake Shoal light- 
ship, South Carolina, No. 34, held by the Commissioner of Customs not prop- 


erly chargeable to said appropriation, $2,000: Provided, That this shall not in- 
Treasury. 


volve the further payment of money from the 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Something has been said to-day by my affable and distin- 
ished friend from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] relative to the fact 
t the Republican in this session of Congress has not re- 
ed the Wilson tariff bill. I want to tell my friend that the 
publican party in this session of Congress has its eyes in the 
front of its head. It looks ahead and does not, like a mule, kick 
behind. [Laughter.] We sometimes wonder here why, if our 
Democratic friends are possessed of such great foresight as they 
claim, they should have passed the Wilson bill in this House when 
they knew that it would be repudiated, absolutely 1 in 
the Senate of the United States and denounced and derided by 
khan Republi tands in this Co: dy t 
e Republican 8 in ss ready to pass a 
tariff bill that wat give every man labor, that will start every 
spindle running and every wheel turning, but it is not ready to 
waste its sweetness upon the desert air, knowing what will be 
done at the other end of the Capitol and at the other end of the 
Avenue. The Republican party isa party of foresight, and during 
thirty years of Republican rule never one bond was issued to pay 
the expenses of running this Government. Under the McKinley 
law and under every other law enacted by the Republican party 
we were always able to get revenue enough into our Treasury to 
pay the running expenses of the Government and to pay off besides 
over $2,000,000,000 of public debt. The Democratic party, on the 
other hand, with all its boasting for the purpose of making polit- 
ical capital, has never paid off $500,000,000 of the public debt from 
the day of Thomas Jefferson down to the present. es hter and 
derisive cheers on the Democratic side.] You may laugh, gentle- 
men, but you will sorrow after the St. Louis convention, when 
the Republican party, having nominated some great big protec- 
tionist who represents the protective tariff pouer who represents 
sound and honest money, while you are struggling and fighting 
in your Chicago convention, splitting and divi g off and scatter- 
a TO to the four winds of the earth, the Republican can- 
didates will be in the field and will be running on to victory. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 


The Clerk read as follows: $ 
That on and after aay 1, 1896, all expenditures on account of the Reform 


School for Boys, the Girls’ Reform School, and the board of children’s guard- 
jans shall be made by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia Be acs 
itemized vouchers approved by the auditor of the District and certified by 
the Commissioners, as requi: by the act of June 11, 1878, in 8 — on of other 


expenses of the government of the District of Colum l acts or 


ts of acts providing for treasurers for the institutions herein named are 
ereby re to e effect June 30, 1896. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. I make a point of order on this 


whole ec 
Mr. ©. ON. I will ask the gentleman whether he is deter- 
mined to insist on that point of order? ; 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iam. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, with the single statement that the 88 
lation here proposed would give better service and save $3,000, 
will concede that the point of order is well taken and let the para- 
graph o out. 

. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Accounts of Pay Director H. M. Denniston: The accounting officers of the 
dee fe Pes hereby authorized and directed to pass the voucher, under the 
appropriation * 7, miscellaneous, 1895,” from which it was paid by Pay Di- 
rector H. M. Denniston, United States Navy, namely: For services of a detec- 
tive agency, $845.64. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Loffer an amendment, to which Iask the 
attention of the chairman of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the paragraph just read the following: 

“ Publication of records of the Continental Congress, together with allthe 
official documents relating to the Revolutionary period now in the custod: 
255 ry 5 ee and es ic have 8 been publish 

, or so much thereof as ma: needed, expended under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of State.” “4 


Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON] that this amendment is subject to a point of order; 
and I shall have to make it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Of course, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee makes the point of order, without allowing any 8 
I have no opportunity to explain the amendment; but if he wi 
withdraw his point of order 

Mr. CANNON. If it were not so late, and if we did not want 
to finish the bill this evening—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. My friend knows that I never take up 
time unnecessarily. 

Mr. CANNON. I shall have to insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To James E. Cobb, $2,000; 
To W. F. Aldrich, $2,000; 
To G. A. Robbins, 000; 4 
rge Cker, $1, ; 
tt, $1,350; 
rin, ; 
To D. B. Culberson, $750; 
To Oscar W. Underwood, $2,000; 
To George P. Harrison, $2,000; 
To nas Ta 
o As imer, $2,000; 
To Miles Crowley, ovo; 
To William Elliott, $2,000; 
To J. W. Stokes, $2,000; 
To John I. Rinaker, $2,000; 
To W. C. Owens, $1,993.05; 
hn 000. 


Mad 000; 
Zo Traman E Aldrich, f o: 
0 . 7 
To James Q. Spencer $300: 
To A. M. Newman, $350; 
To John S. Williams, $175 
To Peter J. Otey, $1,350; 
To Jerome C. Kearby, $2,000; 
To A. J. mthal $000: 
To Jo Abbott, $2,000; in all, $49,162.87. 
$ 5 5 CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 66, in lines 13 and 16, strike out “ three“ and insert “seven.” 
On page 67, in line 7, strike out “three” and insert five.” 
On page 67, in line 15, strike out “forty-nine ™ and insert “ fifty.” 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, these amendments will 
be agreed to. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that Election Committee No. 2 
have not yet certified to the Committee on Appropriations the ex- 
penses of either contestants or contestees, but that the Committee 
on Appropriations will investigate the certification to be hereafter 
made, and will send the items to the Senate for consideration. 
Mr. CANNON, Yes, sir. > 


; 
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thse 1 being taken, the amendment of Mr. CANNON was 


Clerk read as follows: 
RAT Na: a O a subcommittee 
the Committees on-Appropriations and Ways and Means; $75 each, 


Ses e I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Add after the paragraph just read the followin, 
“To W. H ——— extra mentions 


of the Fifty-fourth Congress, $500.” 
Mr. CANNON. That is the usual provision for the assistant 
clerk: of that committee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as aaa 

To haiph St Dale, ox Goudelock, C. L. Williams, Ed 
ee aS (ace e e between $180 and 

Mr. CANNON. To correct an error L offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 69, . e teen hundred and ninety-six,” 
strike out “six” an “eight. ign Ha 


The ee eee was agreed to. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For an Hi light hot . $10.50. 
supplies o: ouses, 

— buoyage; 886.05. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, [offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line of 7 5 ows by inserting the follo words: 

“For repa; wine tthe. Bate Kent mtueky the sum of $22,022.31, amount due 
said ‘State te ae asos 3 e Sacer. the ae of the re- 
bellion, as reported in Senate Document o. 75, Fifty-fourth Con a 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I think I must make the 5 order 
on that amendment. We have had nothing certified to the House, 
as far as Tam aware, in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. EVANS.. Is there any provision of the rule—if so, would 
be glad if the gentleman will point it-out—that requires a matter 
of kind to be certified to the House before it can be consid- 
ered by the House? 

Mr. CANNON, Twill state to the gentleman: that the law re- 
quires that the audited accounts shall be certified to Congress for 
consideration. The Senate has a wa of at times getting certifi- 
cates that the House does not get, and acting upon them; and the 
best way, when they do get such matters, is ria let them perform. 
The House is not in the habit of dealing with these matters until 
they come to it in the shape of audited and certified accounts. 

Of course I have not given this matter any examination; knew 
nothing about it until moment, and had had no o ity, 
according to my recollection, of giving it anyexamination. But it 
seems to me that under the rule it is not before the House, under 
the law, as a certified claim. 

Mr. EVANS. I will address myself entirely to the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Illinois, because if there is any 
rule that forbids such an amendment to the bill it is a rule that 
has a iets escaped my observation. 

08 is a claim from the State of Kentucky; a rawr that is re- 

by the Auditor of the Treasury Department to be, on a cer- 

8 3 a cies Shi a CD claim to the amount of $22,022.31. 
That document, i in whi laim is.embodied, is-an executive 
document sent to the Senate, aon the paper in question is signed 
by T. Stobo Farrow, Auditor. The communication is addressed 
to Hon. John G. Carlisle, Secretary of the and sets forth 
these various claims of the States in a table whic ‘appears in the 


thee no doubt that the amount is due and that it has been due 
for many years. - / : 

Mr. C ON. What is the date of this certificate to which the 
gentleman refers? 5 

Mr. EVANS. The Secretary’s letter, transmi this matter 
to the President of the Senate, is dated January 15, 1896, and as to 
the . the Auditor, I do not know the date, as it is not 


a) 
Wr eANNON: I think that is hardly a certification in terms 
under the rule that we irae larch Scorcher but if the gentleman: will per- 
mit me I will examine the 
a nung j 
CANN rexamining the paper 
language: 


I find) if the gen- 
tleman will allow me, the following 


A the proponad modifieations na miagoeted Uy. tiin Seona omako bat | bates 


one State, New York, 
15 — ew Yor AP et ig roar e eee 1898, the Secretary 


ther consideration I approve endation 

Tain harton: and ADAT oy modifi the: rales: ae AEN ie thie Seon 
Cony < The order of Foster of. Fe 8, 1893, hereto. 
a is accordingly revo 


“J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary.” 
Then further on I find the following langnage: 
98988 ying pact 1893, further examinations ceased: 
a provisional standard the modifications-suggested, there 
would be ‘due! to vi 
ae e to the — — the following sums i the proposed change 

The trouble is that Mr. Foster adopted one rule and Mr. Carlisle 
revoked it. Now, the Auditor. says that if the Foster rule were 
adopted the account, which he appends; including the amount that 
the gentleman has fixed in his amendment for the State of Ken- 
tucky, would be due. 

But it does not come within the provisions of the law, and is so 
far a mere claim. It is not audited: as the rule requires, and the 
Chair understands the distinction where the law calls for a certi- 
fication. It is not ascertained and certified under the law for the 
consideration: orf The tleman will see for himself 
that that is the exact: condition. It is a mere communication to 
the Senate, and not an audited claim. On its face it shows that 
it never was audited, as the Chair will see on examination. 

The CHAIRMAN.. On the statement of the gentleman from 
Illinois the Chair must sustain the point.of order. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman does not point out any: 
under our rules F that an amendment shall en on 
an audited claim 

Mr. CANNON. Our rules now provide, in the first place, the 
general rule, that we shall care for the service of the Government 
of the United States for the coming year-and forthe t year, 
and then the custom obtains of a rinting for Anona: :of 
former years wherethey have been adjudicated. Anaudited claim 
stands on the same ground as a judgment of the Court of Se 
but until they have been so audited we do not take cognizan 
them in the 1 1 bill 

The CHAIR. point of order is sustained, and the 
Clerk will resume ia te reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill: 

Mr. HOWE. I ask unanimous consent to return’ to line 10, 


p: 
pitt, GANNON; The gentleman wishes to recur to page 68 of 
e 
The- ARRERA RS Unanimous: consent is: asked: to recur to 
page 68; Iine 10. Is there objection? 
was no objection. 
i = HOWE. I offer the amendment which Isend to the Clerk’s 
esk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
R in hne ae a Riemer nga, f assistant clerk Committee 
“To r, for ces as 
Pensions. $500." 55 


Mr. GANNON. That is the usual appropriation. to the: assist 
ant clerk of that committee. 
The amendment was * to. 
And then (on motion of Mr. CANNON) the committee rose; and 
3 ving resumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of 
ittee of 1 Whole House on the. state of the Tatoo 
wens that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
R. 8293) naire ap’ eee, to sup 8 105 deficiencies in tlie 
5 riations. for the Hag in ta une 30, 1896; ogre for 
prior years, and for other purposes, gprs had: directed him 
the same to the House with sundry amendments, and with the 
reeommendation that.as amended the bill do pass. 
The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. C 
was laid on the table. 
ORDER OH BUSINESS.. 

Mr. PICKLER. IL move eee ere rules and pass tlie res» 
olution which L send' to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, 55 9 ast — 5 
and discuss the same in 


ON, a motion to reconsid e last vote 


it shall be in 


8 bill is Cais 
general pension bill. 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. Boes, th the gentlemam propose in this rule 
to discuss the bill under the five-ninute rule: 

Mr. DINdLEN. No; the resolution provides: for general de 
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Mr. McCLELLAN. The effect of this resolution would be to 
shut out all amendments. 
: Mr. PICKLER. This provides for general debate. It is in the 
E of the House to make such pie ee may desire for debate 


addition to this. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Why eee, time shall be 
devoted to the consideration of the bill by paragraphs, so there 
ge be no mistake about the matter? 

CURTIS of New York. Is it understood that general 
debate shall be continued until Friday? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thurs- 
any: 5 have so long a 

eas 
Mr. PICKLER. It is probable that an election case will come 
a a during that time. Provision is intended to be made 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. Oh, if you introduce other mat- 


ters—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that under this order 
he would of course rule that the eral: 
until the close of Thursday, and t a vote would be taken on 
the bill as a whole the ieee day. It is proper that the Chair 
should make that statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I insist upon the gentlemam setting 
apart a portiom of this time for debate under the five-minute rule, 
so that we can offer amendments if we want to. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Give us the last day. 

Nr. LIVINGSTON. Give us the last day. 


ee SPEAKER. Is a second Ad The Chair hears f| 


= COX. I want to understand what is the character of the 
a osition? What is the point? 
e SPEAKER. It . which is numbered in the 
resolution H. R. 8271. 


Mr. COX. Mr tary inquiry. How far 
does that bill tis ih propos Topoon involved? 
Mr. PIC „It relates administration of the Pension 


Office. 
Mr. CANNON. Why should we not have a vote, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of the motion to 
suspend the rules and = resolution will say aye.“ 


„ALLEN of Mississij T demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. - asked if a second was demanded, 
and no one asked for it. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the resolution, 


The question was taken. 
3 a division (demanded by Mr. ALLEN) there were —ayes 62, 


rs ‘ALLEN of Mississi pi. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, 
The SPEAKER. The Ghair things thinks there is plainly no quorum | 
resent. 
5 And then, on motion of Mr. = (at 6 o’clock and 8 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned 


EXECUTIVE. COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the ‘assistant clerk | 


of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of E. L. Tuggle against the United States. 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND |38 


LUTIONS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions: were sever- 
ally reported from committees, ‘delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
tothe several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House: (H. R. 3012) to fix the pay, allow- 
ances, tenure of office, and rank of the veterinary surgeons of the 
United States Army, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1372); which said bill and report were 
3 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

nion. 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
whieh was referred Tenn of the House (H. R. 1430) to quiet title 
to lands in persons w. y the same in good faith with- 
out notice and for a valuable consideration, and to enable the Goy- 
ernment to issue patents on such lands, and that commutations 
of homestead entries shall take effect from date of settlement 
and not from date of entry, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, ! 


ebate would continue | 


ort (No. 1375); which said bill and report | 


to Which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2461) to —_ 
lands- to the State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial Se 
for Girls of Alabama, and of the Tuskegee Normal — In- 


stitute, reported the same with amendment, acco: by a 
report (No. 1376); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LORIMER, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 


By Mr. DOLLIVER, from: ine Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1306) to authorize 
and encourage the ho of a transmississippi and international 
exposition at the ay of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, in the 
year 1898, reported the same with ent, accompanied bya 
report (No. 1881); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS: OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


uc eee 2 aoe Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

ie fag. re the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of John K. Dixon, of Portsmouth, 


Ohio. rt No. 1369.) 
M. SES from the Committee on Mili 


Affairs: 

e bill (H. R. 7288) for the relief of Ceri J Trowbri 
D. Walker, and John A. Trowbridge. port No. 1370.) 
The bill (H. R. 2600) to define the status an Pine the c 


the heirs or legal representatives of certaim recruits for the Four- 
teenth 3 8 Volumes: who 8 ee at Lawrence, 
y asi ( 0. 1371. 
itr HARDY. fromm the: Committe mmittee on Pensions: ‘the bill 
955 575 7 to ee the pension of Joseph Claire (Report 
0. À 
— — ) granting o p the oe on 8 The bill 
8048) granting a pension to Bethany Bostwick, daughter of 
ohn Bostwick. rt No. 1874.) 
Mr. COUSINS. m a Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
e joint resolution (S. R. 76) authorizing Lieut. William 
n 5 79 accept a decoration from the King of Spain. 
een 8155 153) authorizing the herein named to t 
certain decorations and testimoni (Report No. 1378.) 
The bill (S. 1676) authorizing Rear- e W. A. Kirkland to 
by the Emperor of Germany. 


accept a gold box presented to 
(Re ort No. 1879.) 
int resolution (S. R. 107) to authorize Prof. Simon New- 
pons United States Navy, and Prof. Asaph Hall, United States 
bea to Wenn che l the Government of the Republic 
0 
ae GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: 
383.) (8 1573) for the relief of Dr. 5 A. Brown. (Report 


ae No. 


7.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee om Claims: The bill (H. R. 
' 3688) for the relief of Wilbert Bowen, of Cripple Creek, Colo. 
(Report No. 1388.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 830) 55 pension to Allard, widow of 
John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry. (Report No. 138%) 

The bill (S. Boo) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. By ie Mot rt No. 1390.) 
| MCI} LAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
gone: Tho bill (S. 706) for the relief of Eugenia Wood. (Report 

0 

ti henii (8. . — atin E — = et 
sions: e gran an tio pension to Cay 
Bradbury W. Hight. (Report No. 1392.) vin 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under elause g of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

3 8 following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8314) to amend an 
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act entitled “An act to peoia for the adjudication ans pe 


yment 

of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved h 3, 
1891, and for other p to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8315) to impose a 
tax upon and te the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of adulterated beer—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. RUSE: A bill (H. R. 8316) to amend the charters and 
enlarge the powers and franchises of certain railway companies 
5 = p seot of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R.8317) donating one con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to 
O. R. Whitman Post, No. 346, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Ve oon Buchanan County, lowa—to the Committee on Naval 


airs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8318) to amend the acts re- 
lating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other pu to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. INER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8319) grantin, 
a pension of $8 to officers and enlisted men of the military an 
naval services of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A T R.8320) for the improvement of 
the public service, by optional and compulsory retirement of cer- 
tain Government employees, and for the creation of a fund for 
the benefit of such 2 and for other purposes to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 8321) to authorize the county of 
St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build or authorize the 
building of a foot and wagon bridge across the St. Louis River 
between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near Fond du Lac, 
in said State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H.R.8322) to incor- 

rate the United States y Galea br mpany, of Washington, D. C.— 

the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8323) granting 
5 cannon, carriages, and balls to Nelson Post, No. 40 
Grand Army of the Republic, Bristol, N. H., for monumental 
purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the 
Grant County Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Associa- 
tion of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 260) relating to the employ- 
ment of sten — and typewriters on the Committee on the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Accounts, 


—— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disch from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 8047) for the relief of William J. Norton—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

The bill (H. R. 8052) granting a pension to Elizabeth Horrah, 
widow of Thomas Horrah—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill ALS R. 8068) for the relief of Eliza Percival—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ‘ALDRICH of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief 
of Sylvania A. Brown, only surviving heir of the late Lieut. Col. 
William A. McCartney, of the One hundred and thirty-third Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer antry—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 8326) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against the military record of James 
W. McKachney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2 re- 
move the charge of desertion against the name of John M. ~ 
late of Company L, Fourth Michigan Cavalry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. $ 3 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8328) to increase pension of 
John D. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8329) granting an honorable 
8 to George W. Speake—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8330) to increase the 


pension of Susan R. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8331) granting an 
increase of pension to Adam Crawshaw—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8332) for the relief of James 
eg ES the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8333) for the relief of Darius 
Adkinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of 2 A bill (H. R. 8334) for the 
relief of Samuel G. Cook, of Echo, Pa.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8335) for the relief of Jacob 
Cohen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8336) granting a pension to 
Daniel Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 8387) for the relief of G. L. 
sows of Wilkes County, N. C.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8338) for the relief of Hezekiah A. Wood - to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8339) for the relief of J. Washington Hays 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8340) for the relief of L. L. Coffey to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8341) for the relief of Rebecca E. Coffee, of 
Wilkes County, N. C.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8342) for the 
TERS of Thomas W. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 8343) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Randall Smith, late a landsman on the U. S. S. 
1 Arizona, and Sachem—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 8344) 
tion to Kitty F. Musselman—to the 


sions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8345) granting a pension to He 
S. Murray, late private Eighth New York Independent Battery 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8346) for the relief of Nicolai 
Bros.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8347) to remove charge of 
of desertion from record of Conrad Springer—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8348) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Hamme—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8349) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Dennis Fitzpatrick—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


ting an increase of pen- 
ommittee on Invalid = 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following peona and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARNEY: Resolutions of citizens of Wisconsin, relat- 
ing to the Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
airs 


By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., urging the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Boston Merchants’ Association, favoring 
the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the J SE: 

By Mr. BLUE: Resolution of the Commercial Club of Newton, 
Kans., in favor of a bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Newton, Kans., in 
favor of Senate bill No. 2447, creating a oportuni of commerce 
and manufactures—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of B. Tracy and others, of 
Brighton, Iowa, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. COUSINS (by request): Petition of D. D. Rorick and 
others, of Oxford Junction, Iowa, praying for favorable action on 
bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-R: 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of 11 posts, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Misso praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 1196, for the relief of soldiers and sailors and their 
heirs, formerly pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, who 
have been dropped from the pension roll or who have been rerated 
thereon at a lower figure, and establishing a standard of rating 
under said act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the city council of the city 
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i and international 


of Boone, Iowa, in behalf of the transmississi 
ays and Means. 


ition at Omaha—to the Committee on 

y Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of J. T. McKnight, of 

Brainard, Nebr., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 

4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Francisville, Ind., in 
favor of bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 200 citizens of 
Armstrong County, Pa., asking for the passage of House bill No. 
2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty 
to equalize the benefits and burdens of the protective system—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of L. A. Hill and others, of Tabor, 
Iowa, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HYDE: Petitions of citizens of Spokane, Spangle, and 
L n, State of Washington, against permitting the statue of 
Pere Marquette to remain in Statuary to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Camas, Wash., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Na 


ization. 

1 Boas JENKINS: Petition of G. A. Sherwood and 41 others, 
of erald, Wis., for the removal of the statue of Marquette from 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. E 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Minnesota State Historical 
Society, in favor of the Crandall bill, relating to public docu- 
ments—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petitions of J. M. Cavaness, C. E. 
Moore, Adrian Reynolds, F. W. Frye, W. M. Jones, F. M. Hart- 
ley, and W. M. Graves, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, asking for the enactment of a national bank- 
si hee law, known as the Torrey bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Me LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of 
New Chi „III.; also of citizens of Millburn, III., respecting 
the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of E. C. Van Ness, of Owosso, Mich., praying for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter half ounce, and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of merchants, manufacturers, and 
shippers; also petition of shipowners; also petition of marine 
insurance companies, all of San Francisco, Cal., for improvements 
in the harbor of San Francisco—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of H. F. Samford, of Chicago, III., praying for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws 
rela to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the 
Pos ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston 
Merchants’ Association, in favor of a national bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association, in favor 
of the establishment of a department of commerce and manufac- 

tures— to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

a Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Thomas W. Cald- 
well, to accompany House bill for his relief—to the Committee on 
“Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of Railroad Branch, Young 
Men’s Christian Association of Long Island City, N. Y., asking 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to pro- 
vide 1-cent letter postage er half ounce, and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutionsof South Omaha Stock Exchange, 
of a, Nebr.; also of Black Hills Improvement Company, of 
Hot Springs, S. Dak.; also of city councils of Fremont, Platts- 
mouth, and Chadron, of the State of Nebraska, in favor of the 
„ exposition at Omaha to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MILNES: Petition of Julia A. Mumford and others, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of 

icultural staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

RE Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Reformed Presbyterian Church 
of Wahoo, Nebr., in favor of Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of 14 citizens of Ohio, praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 6851, appropriating unclaim 


pension and bounty money due the estates of deceased colored sol- 
diers to military and educational purposes for the colored peo- 
ple—to the Committee on 3 Airs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of H. H. Crow and others, of Paul- 
lina, Iowa, praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter; also in 
favor of bill No. 838, to reduce letter to 1 cent per half 
ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the Young Men's Christian 
Association of Butler, Pa., by J. B. Caruthers, secretary, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of Jasper E. Lewis and 188 other vet- 
erans of the Union Army, citizens of South Bend, Ind., favoring 
the passage of a service-pension bill granting $8 a month to hon- 
orably discharged soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of 84 citizens of Wisconsin, 
in favor of the paar of a bill for the adoption of the metric 
system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Conrad Springer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of the Press Publishing Company, of 
the State of Arkansas, praying for favorable action on House bi 
Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half 
ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and 
free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Grange No. 37, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Wayland, Allegan County, Mich., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of icultural 
canis by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Covert, Mich., against the t- 
ee of a statue of Pére Marquette—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. TOWNE (by request): Petition of citizens of Morrison 
County, Minn., protesting against the statue of Père Marquette 
remaining in the Capitol of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Library 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. WoLcorT, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Journal will, without ob- 
jection, stand approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the requirements of the joint resolution approved 
April 10, 1896, directing the Secre of War to pre and sub- 
mit estimates for the improvement of the harbor at Portland, Me., 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, upon 
the subject; which, with the geen yom ing papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, in cone with the requirements of the joint 
resolution approved April 18, 1896, directing the Secretary of War 
to cause to be prepared and submit a plan and estimate for thi 
improvement of the Nebraska side of the Missouri River opposite 
Sioux City, Iowa, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, on the subject; which, on motion of Mr. 
ALLEN, was, with the accompanying pares referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in 15 7 or with the requirements 
of the joint resolution approved April 18, 1896, a report of the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, upon the survey of the 
waterway connecting the waters of Pogor Sound, at Salmon Bay, 
with Lakes Union and Washington; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro 3 presented a petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; a petition of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of Chicago, 
III., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa. 
praying for the establishment of a d ent of commerce 
manufactures; which werereferred to the Committee on Commerce, 


Aprin 21, 


memorials of citizens of the 
i ing the statue 


ateremoval; which were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McMILLAN poh ae the petition of Freeborn G. Smith 
and sundry other citi of Washington, D. C., pra for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1515, to incorporate the Columbia Tele- 

hone Company; which was referred to the Committee on the 

istrict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the speedy passage of the so-called 
Detroit bridge bill; which was o to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of N. I. Moore and sundry other 
citizens of Moscow, Mich. , praying for the passage of House bill No. 
2626, providing for the protection of agricultural staples by an 

bounty; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

also presented a petition of the Journeymen Stonecutters’ 
Association of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Allen bill, to prohibit convict labor on Government 
ain ca ia ad referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of the Essex District Med- 
ical Society of Newark, N. J., remonstrati inst the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1552, providing for the prevention of 


cruelty to animals 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Eimer, N.J., a petition of the Presb: ian Church of Elmer, 
N. J., and a petition of the Methodist Epi Church of Cran- 


N. J., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
be Birte of Columbia; which were referred to Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also ted the petition of C. T. Russell, president of the 
Tower Bible and Tract Society of the United States, praying that 
that society be accorded the same rights in the mails as other pub- 
lishers of religious literature under the act of July 16,1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Rawlins, Wyo., ying Congress to aid the transmississippi ex- 

ition to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 1898; which was ordered 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the memorial of S. P. Cook and sun- 
dry other citizens of Harford County, Md., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
country; which was refe to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He presented the petition of Henry N. Rahn and sundry 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious 
tracts, full advan of the act of July 16, 1894; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. B. Hawkins, secretary of 
the Young Men’s Christian Association of , Må., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent letter 
postage per half ounce, and also to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class and free mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Young Men’s Democratic 
Club of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of a constitu- 
tional amendment rinittin g the election of United States Sena- 
es A direct vote of the people; which was ordered to lie on 

e. 

Mr. HILL presented a resolution of the assembly of the State 
of New York, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 806, grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Conf 
erate prisons; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


STATE or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY; Albany, April 3, 1896. 
On motion of Mr. Maccabe— 
“ Whereas 


len of time, suffering unusual and contracting diseases and 
ee 5 r „ class 
a y 

of surviving veterans of war, £ 

resolved, senators and . the State of New 
York, in — assembled, believe in justice and equity of House bill 
No. 306, to that served our Government as prisoners of war during the 
war of the rebellion, and request the Senators and Representatives from this 
5 of the United States to use their influence in favor of 


passage bill. 
“ Resolved, That copies of these resolutions, properly be trans- 
mitted by the ening td 85 stato to the residing officers of both branches 


of Coneromt, and Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
By order of the assembly. A. E. BAXTER, Clerk.” 
BTATE or New seek. 
Office of the Secretary of State, ss: 
I ha vo com: the preceding of resolution with the resolu- 
on file this office. ‘and do haved certify that the same is a correct 
ipt therefrom and of the whole thereof. 


in the, District of Columbia; which was re- P 


Given under my hand and the seal secretary of state, 

city of Albany, tits Tth day of April, in the pose T 71 N 
JNO. PALMER, Secretary of State. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, praying for the enactment of a national bank- 
ru law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Mohawk Chapter of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution of New York, praying for 
the publication of the records and papers of the Continental Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented sundry memorials of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of y County, Ind., remonstrating i 
the sale of beer on Ellis Island, New York; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Ra } a a * no Sane York Produce Ex- 

ge, praying for the of House bi o. 8008, regulatin, 
the manufacture and pa of filled cheese; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Stromsburg, 
Nebr., praying ee to aid the transmississippi ition to 

at Omaha, Ne 


be hel br., in 1898; which was o to lie on 
the table. 

_He also presented a petition of the Tower Bible and Tract So- 
ciety, of Allegheny, Pa., praying that they be ted the same 


rivileges in the mails as other publishers of ious literature 
under the act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the General Synod of the 
Evangelical Church of the United States, praying for appoint- 
ment of an impartial national commissi i i 
and report upon the alcoholic li 
ii SHIH parar yapon rer y oS 

r. presented a petiti t No. 124, Union 
Veteran — of the _ gies Home of so veer „Ohio. 
pra or enactment of a diem pension law; which was 
3 to the Committee on 8 

He also presented a petition of the Civil Engineers’ Club of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, praying for the adoption of a metricsystem of weights 
and measures; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Erie Council, No. 92, Junior 
Order of American Mechanics, of Huron, Ohio, remonstrating 
1 8 the a riation of money for sectarian institutions; 
which was or 


to lie on the table. 
markets for pan, grain products, meats, and all manufactured 
products of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 116, International 
Association of Machinists, of Lima, Ohio, and a petition of Marion 
Lodge, No. 90, International Association of Machinists, of Marion, 
Ohio, praying for an investigation into the treatment of employees 
of the Brooklyn (N. V.) Navy-Vard and other navy-yards in the 
country; which were refe: tothe Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Lookout Auxiliary of the 
Woman's Home Missionary Society of Cincinnati, Ohio, prayin 
for the abolishment of the Poat ahap Je ln which was La a | 
to the Committee on Education and r. 

He also presented a petition of the Jo Stonecutters’ 
Association of Tiffin, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion 8 labor on public buildings; which was 
referred to the ittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Postal Clerks’ Association, 
Fifth Division, Railway Mail Service, of Terrace Park, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called railway postal clerks’ bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post- ces and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Loung Men's Christian Asso- 
ciation of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide 1-cent ietter postage, and also to restrict second-class 
mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cleveland Journal of Med- 
icine, of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the arengo of 
the so-called Loud bill, increasing the rate on second-class postal 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a ition of the Journeyman Stonecutters’ 
Association of Canton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting convict labor on public buildings, and also for 
the restriction of second-class postal matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance 

to report an amendment to the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 
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8255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
distilling of brandy from fruits. I ask that the amendment be 
printed in connection with the bill, and give notice that at an 
early day I shall call up the bill for consideration. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, a new print 
of the bill will be ordered, to include the amendment now 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
i CARS Wi lag pipet oar 

it the Pintsc mpressing pany pipes in 
streets in the city of Washington, to rt it — — amendment. 
I ask that the corresponding Senate bill on the Calendar be indefi- 
nitely postponed and that the bill just shall take its place. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill (S. 2769) to permit the Pintsch Com: ee g 8 to lay 
pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington be post- 
poned indefinitely and the bill just reported will take its place 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1782) providing for the 
appointment by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
of the trustees of the Industrial Home School, and for other pur- 
pone: reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. Quay on the 20th instant. 
intended to be e eg. to the sundry civil a priation bill, the 
amendment providing for the establishment of Fire Island, New 
York, of a first-class light-vessel with steam fog and a 
priating thesum of $80, TTT 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the eee, ler pe, them 
out amendment, and submi thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; and 

A bill (H. R. 4968) granting à pension to Helen A. Jackman, 


dent “er of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth iment of Maine Volunteers. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them each with 

amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

5 (S. 2601) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose B. 
ton; 


and 
A bill (S. 1898 ting a ion to Mrs. Marietta Hayes. 
Mr. GALLIN 22 from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
ery which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill (H. R. 1634) to t pension to William F. Good, Com- 
panx L, Tenth Indiana Cavalier Volunteers; and 

‘A bill (S. 1395) granting a pension to A. M. Bliss, 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 524) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and 
wife, of Oregon, reported it withont amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1652) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
— reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2637) granting a poanto Jane Christian 
3 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2414) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, widow 
of Lieut. Col. F. O. Wyse, submitted an adverse thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was med in oe 

Mr. MITC of Oregon, from the ittee on ims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the Port- 
land Company of Portland, Me., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan and Rebecca Bryan, 
deceased, by Joel M. Bryan, her administrator, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; Which was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Harris on the 10th 
instant, providing for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 


an 


of the Bowman Act, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported it with amendments, submitting a 
report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2817) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


with- | POS 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1181) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, d 


5 eceaseđ, 
$380,151.42 for labor and material, doc and detention, and 


occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, Boston, 
and Atlanta, reported it withauk amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 527) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, 
widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.515) for the relief of Mrs, Ellen Sexton, re- 
ported it with ts, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1010) for the relief of the owners und crew of the Hawaiian 
bark Arctic, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton; 

VVFVFVFVTV aca Gilman 


illiams; an 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
en 0 — pias the same 5 to eee referred the 

ill (S. 2645) granting a pension ane andever, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were 
ed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1791) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Bennett; and 

A bill (S. 1808) granting an increase of pension to George K. 


organ. 

Mr. PEFFER.. Some time ago I reported from the Committee 
on Pensions the bill (S. Ao granting an increase of ion to 
Elijah A. Gilbert. e bill was accompanied simpl; by a state- 
ment recommending its I now wish to a su 
mental report setting out the facts in connection with the 
I ask that it — — printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed 
under the rule. ° 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2342) granting a pension to Nancy E. Rowe, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was indefinitely. 
bits: 08) on the same Sn ee referred. the 

i 8 nting a i Sarah L. Hively, reported it 
with an 5 —— and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hen- 
sop reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ercon. — 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Catton, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to 
French W. Thornhill, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a thereon. 

Mr. P 8, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr.. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. HILL on the 
15th instant, providing for the construction of tide gates in the 
3 sora: TERN 3 mien N. V., intended 

proposed e naval appropriation bill, reported favorabl 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on yes 
priations 5 which was agreed to. 

Mr. BA , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
sate — 75 sron the de cone to whom a w EE 

“ ) an increase of pension to Francis r 
of Steckham, Nebr., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the i4th of April the bill (H. R. 1181) 
for the relief of Maria E. Wilson was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, and on the next day it 
was recommitted to that committee. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to sepon it back favorably with an amend- 
ment, as was recommended in the onama report. 

Pr gongs a bill will be placed on the 
endar, , 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2711) granting a pension 
to Ira Harris, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


re thereon. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 989) to place the name of Fannie Kautz, widow of August 
V. Kautz, deceased, late brigadier-general, United States Army, 
retired, on the pension roll at the rate of $175 per month, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Albert B. Simp- 
son it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the Judi- 


iary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 124) to 
facilitate the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, to secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price 
not exceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands within its grant, 
and to prohibit said company or any successor company from giv- 
by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action control of its 
maine. corporation; 8 a o 3 tion of 
persons o „operating, or controlling a p: el or competing 
railroad, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 17th instant, intended to 
be pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment 

rovi that any State having a claim or claims against the 
United tates s be given the right within one year to file a 
tition in the Court of Claims and have the same adjudicated and 
eee e reported it without amendment, and moyed that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


Was agreed to. ; 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 937) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly, repo it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

PORTS OF DELIVERY IN COLORADO, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2508) to establish customs ports 
of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, and Leadville, Colo., to report it 
favorably with an amendment. It is purely a local measure, rec- 
ommended by the Treasury Department, having reference to the 

utting of the smelting works in different sections of the State of 
8 on an eanan „so that they can all be bonded. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may par upon its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate, 


Colorad and are hereby, mad rts of delivery, and a 
to the port of Denver, in sald Btate, with all the rights and privil now 
accord W 


port shall supervise the customs business at said Pueblo, Durango, and Lead- 
ville in the same manner and to the same extent as at Denver. 

Mr. CARTER. The bill relates to a subject which the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Donois] has had in charge to some extent, and 
I ask that it may gg over until he comes in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I shall be very gad indeed to move to recon- 
sider its if the Senator from Idaho has the slightest objec- 
tion. e bill, I think, does not touch at all the subject to which 
the Senator from Montana refers. It puts the smelters at Pueblo 
and Durango on an equality with the smelters at Denver. 

I will state to the Senator in a word that Colorado is in the cus- 
toms district of New Orleans. The De ent refuses to put 
employees at smelting works in Colorado except where there are 
ports of delivery. Colorado is not on the border, it is not on the 
seacoast, and therefore can not be made a collection district. The 
smelters at Denver, that being a port of delivery, are permitted 
to bond their warehouses. At these other points, 120 miles away, 
where they are on an equal footing, they are not tted to 
bond, and to give this permission is the only effect of the bill. 

If the Senator from 1 sees fit to object, of course I have 
nothing to say, but I shall not have the slightest objection to a 
motion to reconsider, and I will myself make the motion, if that 
is hereafter desired. 3 y 

Mr. CARTER. I understand that a contention exists between 
the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Idaho relative to 
the sampling of lead ores at the border in Government sampling 
works, Shish is contended for by the Senator from Idaho, and the 
sampling at bonded smelters throughout the States, which is con- 
tended for by the Senator from Colorado. ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is stating a contention which 
never has arisen, never has been voiced, and never has been sug- 

except by himself. The only point involved is the one I 
ve indicated. The Senator is seers mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? z 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the bill may be passed over until the 
Senator from Idaho comes in, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There is objection, and the 
bill will be paoro on the Calendar. 

Mr. CARTER 3 said: Upon inquiry [ ascertain that 
no objection exists to the bill repo: by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcorr] from the Committee on Finance, and I 
renew the request for unanimous consent for its present consid- 


eration. 
bang no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, pr ed to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has been read in full 
to the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There is an amendment from the committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. e Committee on Finance report to add, at 
the end of the bill, the following as an additional section: 


Sec. 2, And such other places in the State of Colorado as the Secre 
the Treasury may designate from time to time shall be 
with all the privileges now accorded by law to the port of ver, Colo., 
surveyor of customs of which port supervise the customs business 
transacted at such places in the same manner and to the same extent as at 


rts of delivery, 


Denver. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to establish cus- 
toms ports of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, Leadville, and other 
places in Colorado.” 

MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS, 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to pro- 
vide for the proper distribution of the publication entitled ka 
sages and Papers of the Presidents, to report it with an amend- 
ment, I ask that the joint resolution may be considered at this 


e. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved 22 the Senate and House of R tatives, etc., That the quotas of 
Senators, Members, and Delegates of the House Miscellaneous Document 
No. 210, second session Fifty-third . — being a compilation the title of 
which is Messages and Papers of the dents.” be delivered by the Pub- 
lic Printer, when © ape and ready for distribution, to the Superintendent 
of Documents. the Senators, Members, and Delegates of the Fifty- 
fourth be, and are hereby, authorized to d te to the Superin- 
tendentof ents the names of a to whom their respective quotas of 
said document shall be sent from time to time as the volumes are published. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to add the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That in the distribution to the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives the fraction in each case shall be delivered to the compiler: And pro- 
vided further, That the Public Printer shall bind in black half Turkey morocco 
one copy for the use of each Senator, Member, and Delegate in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

HANDBOOK OF EXPERIMENT STATION WORK. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Re 
resentatives, repo it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate N e That there 
be printed 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 15 of the Office of Experi- 
ment Stations of the De ent of Agriculture, entitled Handbook of 
Experiment Station Work, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
members of the Senate, 4,000 copies for use of members of the House of 
Representatives, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. GEAR January 30, 1896, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and is hereby, au- 
. of the in meres wears Da = ped 

te: er and messe r, an e mses ol © same 
a a contingent fund of the Senate. 1 5 
STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent mses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] February 12, 1896, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present consider- 
ation: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

. 7 mage = Emcee ange Ave Indian me ye be, — sy gh 
employ a sten er, expense same 
contingent | fund of the Sena te. 


author- 


from the 


tary of - 


1896. 


The PRESIDENT ge temporo; Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? POES 

Mr. HILL. What is the object of the employment specified in 
the resolution? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill state to the Senator from New York 
that I care nothing whatever about the resolution. I would just 
as soon have it go over or be rejected. i 

Mr. I do not care about objecting to it. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What the Committee on Indian Affairs 
needs is an assistant clerk. Thereis more work in the committee 
than one man can do. Ihave been hiring some one at my own 
ng See during the entire session. Tei 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the resolution reported from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported from that com- 
mittee. Is there objection to its nt consideration? 

The resolution was consid by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submi by Mr. PLATT February 17, 1896, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: at 3 
Gitte net tne ie of Perles intarested in the bill (E. 1468) for tho relief 
of Daniel Drawbaugh be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

HEARINGS ON UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE March 23, 1896, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 


be paid from the con 
COMMITTEE ON CONSTRUCTION OF THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MoRdAN February 7, 1896, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

„when it be the chairman of the Commit- 

toe oa te oot 9 of 4 the Nic aragrana anal is authorized to employ a 

3 whose compensation shail be paid out of the contingent fund 
NATIONAL SANITARIUM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam unanimously directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2593) granting to 
the American Invalid Aid Society, of Boston, Mass., the abandoned 
Fort Stanton Military Reservation, in New Mexico, for the pur- 
pose of a national sanitarium for the treatment of pulmonary dis- 
eases, to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the abandoned Fort Stanton Reservation, 
and all the improvements thereon, situated in the Territory of New Mexico. 
be, and the same is hereby, ted to the American Invalid Aid Society, of 
Boston, Mass., upon the conditions that said society shall establish and main- 
tain perpe thereon a national sanitarium for the treatment of pulmo- 

diseases: Provided, That said society shall within two years from and 
passage of this act this grant and shall establish on said reser- 

vation a sanitarium for the 2 herein named; and whenever the said 
shall be 


cease used by said society for the purposes 
herein provided the same shall revert to the nited States. 


The PRESIDENT ge tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in line 
8, to strike out Stanton“ and insert Marcy ”; so as to read 
“the abandoned Fort Marcy Military Reservation.” 

Mr. GRAY. I do not understand that. Will the Senator state 
the meaning of it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In response to theSenator from Delaware, 
I will state that there is an incorporated association in the city of 
Boston entitled the American Invalid Aid Society. It consists of 
men like Dr. Edward Everett Hale, Hezekiah Butterworth—— 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that; but I ask as to the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment is simply to give the Fort 
Marcy Military Reservation at Santa Fe. It has been found that 
the Fort Stanton Military Reservation is a hundred miles or more 
from a railroad, and hence it is not applicable for the Darpan of 
the 8 The Fort Marcy Reservation is going to iven to 
the city of Santa Fe if it is not given to this very laudable pur- 
pose, and all parties are agreed that it is better to have the pro- 
posed amendment made, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting to the 
American Invalid Aid Society of Boston, Mass., the abandoned 
Fort Marcy Military Reservation, in New Mexico, for the purpose 
of a national sanitarium for the treatment of pulmonary diseases.” 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. PUGH. Yesterday I agreed to withhold the ne re- 
port of my colleague . MorGan] adverse to Senate bill 6 
etc., until the majority report is ready to be presented by the 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railr . My colleague 
left the city to-day at 11.80, and before leaving he addressed me 
the following note: 

Please file my report adverse to Senate bill No. 2894 to-day and ask that it 
be printed. It has reference to three bills reported to the Senate by the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads and on the Calendar, and is not merely a 
response to Senate bill 2894, which was not introduced in the Senate and was 
never seen or discussed by me. 


Upon that statement of my coll e, I present the minority 

zepon signed by him, and ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

eP ESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
presents a minority report, as indicated, in behalf of his colleague 
and asks that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. PUGH. The minority report comprises only 36 pages. My 
colleague does not ask that the whole document be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is that it be printed 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. PUGH. That it be printed in the RECORD., My colleague 
says the bills to which it relates have been printed in the RECORD 
and he desires to have the minority report printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object for two reasons, which I should 
like to state to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. Ican not hear the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to printing in the RECORD for two 
reasons. One is, I do not think the RECORD should be cumbered 
by the majority and the minority reports. They would appear in 
fine t and nobody would read them. When Senators want 
them they will inquire for the document and read them in that 
form. Secondly, while the bill reported by the majority of.the 
committee is printed in the RECORD, the majority report itself is 
not yet printed in the RECORD, and it would be unprecedented to 
print the minority report in advance of the . report. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not understand from the note of my colleague 
that the minority report has any relation at all to the majority 
report upon Senate bill 2894. It is his view upon the whole sys- 
tem of legislation embodied in the three bills which are now on 
the Calendar of the Senate. His report is not directed to the bill to 
which the majority report relates, because he says he has never 
seen that bill, that he never read it, and never discussed it in the 


committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I do not see why it should be put 
into the RECORD. If, when the bill comes up for discussion, the 
Senator from Alabama is not present and it is desired that a paper 

iving his views shall be , I certainly would not object to it, 
t here are 36 printed pages with a vast mass of matter accom- 
panying, and in the interest of keeping the RECORD within reason- 
able limits I think I ought to object, in the absence of anything 
from the majority of the committee printed in the RECORD upon 
which to found this request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to printing 
the views of the minority in the RECORD. 

Mr. PUGH. My colleague requests that his views be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. That is nota request that his views be printed in 
the RECORD. š 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the usual request made 
when areportisoffered. The views of the minority are presented, 
and they will be printed. 

Mr. I will state in reference to the report offered by 
the Senator from Alabama, that I understand it is the report of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean] who is ill, and relates 
to the bills presented by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- 
TON], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. It has no direct connection with the 
bill reported by the majority of the committee. The reason why 
the Senator from Alabama, did not see the bill is because he was 
confined to his house for the last ten days or two weeks and has 
not been able to meet with the committee. What may be his 
views on the subject of the bill reported Ido not know. The ma- 
jority of the committee shall not ask to have their report printed 
in the RECORD. It will be printed as an ordinary document. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1858) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘‘An actto 
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authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” 
approved March 2, 1891. i 
e message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
anting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 


A (H. R. the Rey 
Grand Army of the ublic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
th area are of 


gr 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 
A bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and directing the 
the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to certain Grand Army 
posts, a monument association, and an army post; and 
A bill (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., to Grant Park, in 


Galena, III. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were upon signed by the President g tempore: 

A bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late 
United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services 


and e à 
A bil 8. 744) viding for a naval training station on the 
island of Gerda ee (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco. Cal., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 


ohnson; 
A bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
Board of Managers for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend an act approved 

1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications other 
works of defense, etc. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2903) to increase the pension 
of Sarah widow of Col. Benjamin Q. A. Gresham; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2904) for the relief of the next of 
kin of Christian Reimers; which was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2905) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. A. Barber; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2906) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house at the pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wil- 
mington, N. C.; which was read twice N title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2907) granting an increase of 
pension to I. C. Clifton; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2908) granting a ion to 
Franklin Andrews; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
e aa 

He also introduced a 2909) granting a i enry 
Schafer; which was FCC the 

siege ada bin (S 2910) to Mrs. Essie 

He also in uced a bill (S. e e 8. 

E. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

He 8 bill (S. 2911) increasing the pension of 

iso a pension o 
George B. Cock; which was read os by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ’ : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2912) increasing the on of 
William C. Forsythe; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
propona by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

H submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
iation bill; which was referred to the 


eral 555 bill; 
ittee on the of Columbia, 

printed. 
Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


appropriation bill; whi 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


3 
3 


CHARLES E. JONES. 
Mr. BAKER. A few days since the Senate passed a bill for the 
relief of Charles E. Jones. No amount was stated in the bill that 
2 He was merely given a status in the Pension Bureau. 
t being for him to prove his claim in the Pension Bu- 
reau, he desires that the papers now on file in the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate be transmitted to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to be considered as testimony in his case. I ask that an 
9 ee ee, wae 
e ENT tempore. ithout objection, an order 
for the withdrawal of the papers will be entered. Ser 


MARY J. HICKMAN. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Sena 7 
and directed to pay out 8 . ain pre beara ener yr | 
ge Senate to J. Hickman, widow of Anthony Hickman, late a laborer 


. of the Senate, amount 
equal to six months“ salary as 5 gum. to be considered es in 
lieu of all funeral expenses and allowances. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 
Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 
the Senate a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims,not including 
those — nan transmitted, and which require an appropriation for their 
paymen 


REPORT ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Tha 
Resolved, A Sere bo printet 10 Ror ecien of the report säs by Messrs. 


* 8 een = ber 31, 1895. ar yp — 
with maps and plans accompanying same, 6, 
which shall be for the use of House of Representatives and 4,000 for the 

use of the Senate. 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK, 


Mr. PLATT. On the 17th of April the Senate passed, upon my 
motion, the bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven 
Bank of the State of Connecticut. I find that there is a mistake 
in the corporate name of the bank. I therefore move that the 
ee E OR ae te aag assed 
be reconsidered. The bill is still in the possession of the te. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 4, I move to strike out the words “ National 
Bank of New Haven” and insert in lieu the words “National New 
Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the ublic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to — Grand Army 
posts, a monument association, and an army post was read twice 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 

ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 


stated. 

SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. WARREN, directing the 
of the Interior to rescind his orders to the Commissioner 
of the Land Office suspending work the Union 
Pacific Railroad land lists now on file, embracing along the 
main line in western Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution be stated again. 
Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] is 
not 8 and I ask that the resolution may go over without 
rejudice. 
p Mr. ALLEN. Iam not objecting to the resolution. I caught 
only the latter part of the title and I should like to have it read 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
is not present, and the Senator from Washington asks unanimous 
consent that the resolution may go over and not lose its place. 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. : 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W.J. 
21 . 4. its — Clerk, announce —_ = Sickel passed 
a . 8298 5 a riations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the a io ending June 30, 1896, and 


1896. 
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for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 
GROUND MAP OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent to call up from the 
table the joint resolution (S. R. 135) providing for the a t- 
ment of a commission to ey upon the practicabili estab- 
lishing near Washington, C., a ground map of the United 
States, that I may submit a few observations upon Lad vise 
measure. Iask that the joint resolution be . in for the 
information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was soe 2 follows: 

Resolved, etc. That the a a commission of five citizens of the 
psig States is auth. to be — Hi in ‘the following Threemem- 


manner: 
se by t the President of the United States, one by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, and one by a Speaker of the House g Representatives, 


and for the foll o examine into and to 
th etic P advisai Visabili 52 or near the 
United scale 


surface, showing 

divisions; also, mountain and valleys, forests, lakes, and streams, 
as oui hil rand alle — r varen pensation. 

Mr. CANNON. Do J understand that I have the permission 
the Senate to proceed with some brief observations on this subject? 

The P. ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah asks 
unanimous consent that? he may address the Senate at this time on 
the joint resolution. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I shall move that the joint res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds at the conclusion of my remarks, 

It will be observed, Mr. President, from a reading of this reso- 
lution that its sole present purpose is to provide for the creation 


Siors te te ¢ rama aate object, te weil ale te eemved tak 
National Treasury if this 


except by further specific action 
by, Congress to that en 


purpose I have 1 resolution is to 
„ the l of our nation of a 
d map of this country, which shall in general and 

in detail a com ensive view of the vast domain within 
= here will be required 825 


all h: 

United States. r ani imaginary State lines there would run foot- 

paths, so that the observer could pass around each State, and 

ig the larger States, Waero paol paths would not interfere 
e 


sient Ho or the cul 
Mr. President, upon such a tract ey would first be established 


be 
responding with the horizontal e grade to show the greatest 
height att attained by any of our mountains. 

Any season of the year might be selected for representation, 
either the awakening spring or the flashing summer or the serene 
autumn; but poria ps the I ist of June, which is, generally speak- 
ing, the most mtiful season of the year in the United States, 
— be chosen, and by reproducing country as of that date 
some idea would be given to the observer of the latitudinal differ- 
ences in the coun We would have all the rivers, all the lakes, 
all the forests, all he mountains, all the valleys, all the chasms, 
all the cities, and all the hamlets of the United States produced 
here in as great exactitude as human skill could compass. Upon 
sucha map the Mississippi River with its eee 
be 4,506 yards long and about 3 feet wide of actual water. Lake 
Michigan would contain 22,000 square yards of actual water sur- 
face. 1 such a body miniature steamboats could ply. The 


It is 1 5 practicable, Mr. ident, with the skill now at the 
command of our scientists, to thus reproduce the pearl to ome 
for educational and for still greater p 
diate practical 5 so great a benefaction to 8 SpE at di 
United States. 

Thecommission to be appointed would inquire into three 
— The practicability, the cost, and the advisability of such 

I prep under the head of “ practicability ” the physical 
. positions; and, inasmuch as it is not wise at this 
ria to 8 the work of the commission, Iwill simply state, 
Mr. President, that I have expert testimony on these points that 
neither will the cost be extravagant nor will there be any physical 
difficulties in the way of such a proposed production of “our 


country in miniature.” 
As to the advisability, there is not one hour, Mr. President, in 
any working day of the year when legislators of the United States 


of mands of the seacoasts of the 


within the | East. 


homestead 
‘of civilization, Mr. Sap eange r who, 


or administrative officers are not confronted by problems which 
could be more speedily, more justly, and more ye mea pecans 
by reference to a map of this character. 


consideration. ere is not an e 
ternal 3 public 8 gt to any other physical 
deve conversance with the physical conditions 


requiring 
Tite States fat has rill pe aettiod ty Saintia 40 euah 
s map ee 
Mr. President, I listened not long since to a very interesting 
address on the subject of fortifications in this Senate. Coming 
from the vast West, without 35 knowledge of the de- 
nited States, it was practically 
impossible, except in the most general way, to receive even from 
the learned Senator who addressed this body an idea of the require- 
ments ee e on the seaboard. 
Our seacoast, Mr. President, is 5,300 miles long in the main, an: sad, 
including indentations, is 21 ,000 miles in length. To defend 
we have 70 forts = ter or 9 EN of inefficiency—so 
generally inefficien t we could an attacking enemy 
with even civilized 5 We have some 124 war vessels to 
guard that long line of coast as against the 489 which England 
possesses. One visit to a map of this character would convey 
more information of the actual need or give demonstration of 
the correctness of addresses delivered on subject more com- 
hensively than hours and hours of talk in both branches of 


Any member of the legislative body, Soy en Se Oe U 
States visiting here from any section of the country, could gain 
FFF. of the West or of the 
9 Mississippi Valley and from the farther 


pl coni the towns where are manufactured 


to become AE owners of their 


seeking is necessary. We have 14.800 000 annhe novos according to 
ee eee ee i 1,400,000 dwellings in the United States. 
Somewhere within 2,000,000 families in this country dwell under 
the same roof with other families, thus destroying the sweetest 
sanctity of home life. 

There is in the vast West of public lands yet unoccupied nearly 


1,000,000 square miles, sufficient in that arid and semiarid region 
to give to 16,000,000 home owners each a farm of 20 acres. In 
1850 we had butamillion and a half of farms in the United States. 
Now we have more than four and one-half millions, and from 
those farms have come hundreds of great soldiers 
ded ities of the East, where „ 
crowded ci grows cheaper year 
by year because of its superabundance, ‘ht, man 3 of them, have 
been servitors instead of sovereigns. e should so incite the 
thought and the sentiment of the people in this country that we 
shall re-create the ambition of home owning, adding to 
P PENE O e. pire of freedom. 
Historians have noted that highest civilization of past ages 
Was reached in rainless lands. is a reason for t, Mr. 
President, because in lands where God sends the rain to enrich 
the soil the tiller of the soil is enervated. He goes ont and looks 
up to the sky and says to his sons, Well, please God, send a rain 
storm and we will make a or, Please God, no more rain 
and our crop will be saved.” Šut in rainless lands, where irriga- 
tion is practiced, the husbandman at 6 o'clock in the morning 
saya Up boys and turn the water on, and by our own energy 
will make a cenos and crop failuresare never known. There 
is tbus a t physical reason why in rainless lands men 
should dey: pto a stancher and more self-reliant type. The 
men who are thus developing would prefer that rain should come, 
but in the centuries the result will be shown; and in the great 
arid uplands of our country, where the soil is nearer to the stars, 
there may be developed some of the greatest and highest effects 
of our civilization. It is to such waiting and welcoming lands 
that we should direct the attention of the masses of this country, 
that we may stay the swelling of that army of discontent, whose 
banner is rags, whose courage is only despair, and whose battle 


4196 


cry is merely destruction of the thing thatis, It is growing all 
the time, and anything which can draw the attention of the 
masses of this country to the opportunities which exist for home 
getting will add more than any other one thing I can conceive of 
to benefit and to bless the nation. 

Mr. President, upon such a map would be spread out a showing 
of the 236,000 schoolhouses in the United States, where there are 
ergs, Poem aap by the State more than 12,000,000 of those people 
who have the Goalik e possibilities of the future, the children who 
are going to do what we of the older generation thought we would 
do, but which we have failed to accomplish. 

Mr. President, while all these practical questions are being pre- 
sented, there is one more of greater importance. I think it is de- 
sirable at the present time to give some common, patriotic impul- 
sion to the thought of the people of the United States. We grow 

ialized in our consciousness of our duty toward Government. 
e scientist says that the day has almost come when a student 
will give his whole lifetime to the study of a bee’s foot. Because 
of the wonderful trend to ializing in all the departments of 
life, and notwithstanding the facilities for intercommunication, 
notwithstanding the wonderful diffusiveness of the daily papers, 
which furnish information, and sometimes misinformation, to the 
popular mind, it is a fact that men are raising around themselves 
a necessary environment, narrowing all the time in their appre- 
ciation of the wants of others with the growth and wonders of 
our civilization. And anything which can have a tendency to 
promote thought of the common duty of all the people to the 
common end, anything which can show every man who shall care 
to open his eyes and see, the wonder of his duty toward a country 
comprising such a vast variety of soil and climate with such a 
vast variety of needs, certainly is desirable. 

Mr. President, every man in the nation should feel by example 
made to his physical sense, if he does not obtain it otherwise, that 
he is a part of a great monument like that which stands here upon 
the reservation—square, white, and majestic—every stone of which 
is absolutely necessary to its perpetuity and to its stability. 

Upon this map, Mr. President, would be displayed all the colors 
of all the earth and its culture within our confines—the red soil of 
the lands east of the Alleghanies, the black loam of the Mississippi 
Valley, and the rainbow tints of the Colorado chasms of the far- 
ther West. Vineyards and sand dunes would be shown; the cot- 
ton fields whitening to their ripeness; the rice plantations and 
the fields of grain. Upon the Great Lakes of the country would 
stand at moor the ships which give to our internal commerce 
greater facilities on water than is known on all the oceans of the 
world, We would have the Detroit River, with its chain of steam- 
boats, showing to the actual physical sense of the observer that 
way which carries more commerce than any other similar space 
of water on the globe. 

I have said, however, that the physical advantages and the ed- 
ucational results to be attained are not so great, in my humble 
judgment, as the patriotic advantage to the country to_have 
such a map established at the seat of Government of the United 
States, kept in good repair, kept up todate, with probably an at- 
tendant furnished by each State to give the information of changes 
so fast as they occur. I would hope, if such a map were estab- 
lished, that there might be some margin left to the north and to 
the south where extensions of the map might occur. I would hope 
that the patriotic scientists of this commission, if ot finally de- 
cide to recommend to Congress, and if the idea should be carried 
out under their direction, would leave a little space off to the far 
southeast corner, from which might rise some time in the dear sis- 
terhood of republics, if not in that dearer sisterhood of States, 
crucified Cuba. When the wound in her side shall be healed, per- 
haps some time her sacrificial ruby flow will mingle with the 
sacred scarlet of our own flag. 

Mr. President, I would hope that the representatives of other 
lands lying to the north and the far south, gazing at such a dem- 
onstration as this map would be of the miracle of one hundred 
and twenty years of free civilization, will take heart of hope and, 
as our fathers did and dared, will themselves do and dare untilno 
throne of earth shall cast its shadow on this hemisphere. 

I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


j HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R.8298) making ap a to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BVT. COL. THOMAS P. O'REILLY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a bill which will not occasion any debate, 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall have to object to any order of busi- 
ness except the a pro iation bill. 

The PRESID FFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). The 
Senator from South Dakota objects. — 

Mr. SMITH. I will say to the Senator from South Dakota that 
as I must leave the Senate for a few days, and this bill will not 
rps to any debate, I should like to have it taken up and disposed 
of now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 


Dakota yield for that purpose? 
I will yield to the Senator from New Jer- 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
sey on his statement that he wishes to leave the city. 

. SMITH. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
5 of the bill (S. 559) for the relief of Byt. Col. Thomas P. 
eilly. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to appoint Thomas P. anally, second lieutenant in the Twenty-second 
Infantry of the Army, a first lieutenant in the Army, and to place 
the retired list of the Army in his late grade, the retired list 
increased in number to that extent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) mak- 
ing appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian De ent and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, and for other 
pu s, the pending question being on the amendment submit- 
ted by Mr. SHERMAN to the amendment of the Committee on A 
propriations, on page 56, line 5, after the word“ persons,” to stri 
out and not to their assignees”; so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
zeot to pay to the following persons immediately upon the passage of this 
ac 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, yesterday when interrupted I 
was about presenting to the Senate my views of the actual condi- 
tion of the Old Settler Indians and their relations to the United 
States. I said: 

These persons made contracts that were sanctioned by the United Sta 
and among the contracts which were made, I infer from the suggestion o 
the Senator from Missouri 8 there was an order or resolu- 
tion of this group adopted setting a per cent of whatever might be 
realized to compensate attorneys, or to compensate the particular attorney 
with whom the contract was made. 

This group of persons had rights, somewhat shadowy, as I sup- 
posed at the time. They were recogni to ali tec extent by 
the Department of the Interior as having some capacity to con- 
tract. J apprehend that as a matter of pure law they had no such 
power. I apprehend that the Secretaries of the Interior recog- 
nized them somewhat of necessity, and treated these contracts as 
having some binding force. But the particular idea I wanted to 
present was that these persons were incapable of making contracts 
that ought to bind anybody; that they were under the protection of 
the United States, as we sometimes say, as persons laboring under 
disabilities are under the protection of the chancellor, the rule 
being, as in chancery, that where an incapable person—as, for in- 
stance, aminor—makes a contract witha person capable of contract- 
ing the court will recognize the contract if it is for the benefit of the 
minor or the incapable. I suppose it was in that view or to that 
extent and with that limitation that the Secretaries of the Interior 
recognized this contract as it ought to be enforced upon 75 neiples 
of equity and according to the doctrine of the courts of equity 
that is, to the extent that the persons who have served this group 
of individuals are entitled to compensation to the extent of their 
merits and should be paid that which they reasonably deserve to 
have; and that is the limit of their rights. I cannot conceive that 
they have any right predicated upon free contracts; but the United 
States being the trustee, having complete jurisdiction over this 
subject, stands in the place of a vigilant, earnest, careful trustee, 
recognizing all that has been done to the extent that it has bene- 
fited these persons and that the fund shall be made to pay these 
persons for the services actually rendered. That is the extent to 
which I am di to concede any right to these attorneys, who- 
ever 9575 ey z 

The United States in the administration of this fund—I speak 
now of the fund set apart to pay expenses, the 35 per cent—had 
possession of the fund, and, as I have maintained, ought to admin- 
ister it upon principles of equity and justice. The laws that have 


m upon 


being thereby 


v 
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been passed in regard to this subject—I sponk of them without 
reference to any particular statute—confided the execution of this 
trust to the Department of the Interior, and the Secretary of the 
Interior became the representative at once of the justice of the 
United States, and he is bound, or the United States is bound in 
acting through him, to see to it that absolute justice is done to all 
the ies who claim these funds as well as to those to whom the 
fund ultimately belongs. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] said on yesterday that no part of this fund will ever 
be paid to these Indians. If that is a prophecy, I fear it is true; if 
it is an assertion of a legal proposition, e contest it. 
This fund belongs to these tribes, and upon the basis of the con- 
tract, because, as I understand the statement of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], it is that 35 per cent, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, shall be set apart. It was not a contract 
with anybody; at least there is no contract anywhere to be found 
in any of the papers by which any particular person acquired the 
exclusive right saa na Bs a wei ne | 1 in = 
i i sense, of money for this purpose, but the ate rig 
to what remains belongs to the Tatiana 

The Secretary of the Interior, acti the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, received the claims on this fund and passed 
upon them. He allowed to various persons the amounts which 
upon principles of equity and justice were due; as, for example, 
he allowed to one of the claimants—I speak of Mr. Peabody 
$8,000, and that was supposed to be in full com; tion for what- 
ever service he had rendered the Indians. By reference to the 
pamphlet I hold in my hand, which contains extracts from the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, it will be seen that this 
was intended to be a final and complete adjustment of the claim 
of Mr. Peabody against the fund. It is true that the Comntis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs rejected the claim altogether, as one 
having no just foundation. It is also true that the 5 
the Interior reversed that finding of the Commissioner of Indi 
Affairs and allowed to Mr. Peabody $8,000. 

Now, what reason can be given for increasing the amount? It 
was referred by the United States to a commissioner, if I may use 
that term, with ample power to investigate and do justice with 
respect to the fund and to the claimant. Eight thousand dollars 
was allowed as full com tion, and yet the amendment of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs propona to allow him the additional 
sum of $29,000. If he received under the adjudication of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior $8,000 in full of the merits of his claim, upon 
what principle can the $29,000 additional be allowed? 

It ap in the course of an examination of the papers that 
most of these ms presented their claims to the 8 
the Interior and most of them were passed upon, were adjudicated. 
I use that term not in the absolutely technical sense, but in asense 
higher, because the United States, the trustee of this fund, charged 
with the obligation of being just to all—just to the Indians, just 
to the claimants—referred the matter to a 2 officer, and these 

resented their claims to him. e claims were adjudi- 
cated and partially allowed, and so far as the extent of the allow- 
ance goes Rey were paid. I submit, therefore, that the ultimate 
balance of the fund after paying the just claims belongs to those 
from whom the fund was derived—the Old Settlers. 
, The United States, in the di ition of this fund, in the clear 
exercise of its power, determined that the Secretary of the Interior 
should not only pass upon the merits of the claims, but 3 
required that all claimants should apply to that adjudicating offi- 
cer for the adjustment of their claims. There is a class of clai 
which were never submitted to the adjudication of the Secretary 
of the Interior. I should like to know upon what principle it is 
that the committee propose to allow that class of claims. The 
United States creates a tribunal, a competent officer, with authority 
to adjust the whole matter. Here are claimants with claims to a 
very considerable amount who have altogether declined the juris- 
diction of the De ent of the Interior, and the committee, upon 
evidence with which we have not been furnished, without requir- 
ing such presentation and without giving the ultimate owners of 
the residuum of the fund an opportunity to be heard in contesting 
the claims before the Secretary of the Interior, have made very 
liberal and very large allowances. 

I shall refer, by way of illustration, to a few of the claims which 
were not presented to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as pro- 
vided by the act of August 23, 1894, amounting to $20,150. I 
read now: 

The first observation which it seems oe for us to make upon these 
claims is that if they had the slightest foundation in or were of such 

uestioned merit as should commend them to the favorable consideration 
of Congress, the persons who now solicit the enactment of a law which shall 
6111111... erin tas daty of teAking hore 
exam. — 
ment of the 93 — for expenses and — — z eot 

Why did not those ms present their claims to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and why have they med poet 
sentation of those claims until this . t has been said by 
a very distinguished jurist that time, w destroys the evidence 


persons 
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of claims or destroys the defenses, furnishes statutes of limita- 
tions to supply the place of evidence lost. Why is it that these 
claims have been withheld until now? Why have not those per- 
sons submitted them to the adjudication of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, the guardian of this fund selected by Congress,“ 
selected by the United States, which is under the highest opie. 
tion to be just and to discharge all just obligations? Twenty 
thousand dollars of these claims has never been presented to the 
Department of the Interior, from which I infer—— 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, he 
is mistaken about that. They were presented, but not until after 
the adjudication was made by the Secretary. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the reason why two were not pre- 
sented is, that the administrators were not aware that the matter 
Was being considered. When they did find it out they presented 
their claims, so I am informed. 

Mr. PALMER. That would make it necessary to modify the 
generality of my statement. I grant that persons who were ignor- 
ant of this peculiar method of . claims are entitled to 
the benefit of that plea. It was not a tribunal of general juris- 
diction, but one of special jurisdiction created for the purpose, 
and, although Ido not remember that any such fact appears upon 
any of the records which I have examined, yet if supported by 
proper facts it would be a sufficient reason for not presenting the * 
claim. 

The ar ent against the claims growing out of their non- 
presentation is, that the claimants declined the jurisdiction and 
preferred to appeal to Congress, where the facts could only be im- 
3 known, rather than to appeal to a tribunal where all the 

acts might have been distinctly investigated and a proper con- 
clusion reached. Therefore, whatever may be said by way of ex- 
cuse, it would seem that persons holding claims of this itude 
would have been put upon inquiry; that they would have watched 
the pro of their ARES , and when a plea of the statute of 
limitations is made to a demand the mere ignorance of the right 
or of the tribunal has never been regarded as an excuse for not 
presenting theclaim. The statutes provide for disabilities, non- 
residence, infancy, and many other harap das may be replied to 
a plea of the statute of limitations, but this being a trib where 
justice, pure, absolute justice, should be done, I am not disposed to 
adopt that rigid 3 

I maintain that the fund was only conditionally set apart by the 
Indians by a contract which was imperfect of itself. It derived 
its sanction largely from the acquiescence of Congress and the 
agents—the officers of the Department. It ought to be adminis- 
rod apon principles of absolute justice, and no 5 55 ought to be 
asse here simply upon the arbitrary ground of contract. 
These persons ought to be paid the amount they reasonably 
deserve to have for their services, and perhaps I may allude to the 
opinion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, when speaking of 
the claim of Mr. Peabody, as illustrating my meaning: 


ing the on Store 8 of 2 = 
uring the peri m February 13,1834, 
lt with his tes, 


his work performed, ee Co he was consulted from time to time between 
March 8, 1889, and April 21, 1891, on which latter date he entered the Govern- 
ment service, where he remained until October 30, 1893, and during which 
time he rendered no service under his contract; that from about November 
1, 1893, until the passage of the act of August 13, 1894, he was in consultation 
with associates from time to time and rendered service such as was to the 
best interest of the claim before committees of Co: 


mgress. 
There are loose, 7 55 specifications, that admit of no absolute 
statement. It is difficult enough, at best, to fix the value of 
legal services. It was said by one of the judges of the Court of 
Claims—a citizen of Illinois, by the way—who has a good deal of 
humor: What a remarkable thin, g itis to be a lawyer. No man 
can tell whether the service is worth 840 or 8400. It has to be es- 
timated.” That was illustrated very much in a celebrated case in 
which Mr. Lincoln was concerned against the Illinois Central 
Railroad Company, where the elements that enter into the value 
of the services of an attorney were taken into account, were con- 
sidered separately. One of them was the amount involved in the 
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controversy, which necessarily imposes, 


higher responsibilities 
upon the attorney than where the amount is much smaller, and 
that is a part of the theory on which compensation is 


Here is a claim of $37,000. I do not 1 
I am particularly hostile to it, for I them all as being 
alike. Here is a claim made by a party who does not — 
does not attempt to specify, except in this loose way hat he did, 
who abandoned the service of client for two years, during 
which time he not only performed no service, but during which it 
would actually have en a crime and a misdemeanor under the 
statute to have served hisclient. This person comes and demands 
$87,000 on an account without ication. There is no single 
example of appearance before any tribunal. I speak now of the 
affidavits—I quote from so much of the affidavits as is furnished 
in the opinion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. For that 

i service $37,000 is demanded. Ei 
has determined by the proper officer of the Government to 
cover the entire claim so far as it has merit in fact. So I might 
speek of others to show how things are inflated. I speak now of 

e name I am about to mention with the most profound respect. 
I mention the case of an attorney who has claims upon the gal- 
lantry of the bar at least, not perhaps a brother lawyer, but a 
sister-in-law to all lawyers—the claim of Belva A, Lockwood. 

This active and intelligent lawyer claims— 

I read what has been written and printed— 


This active and inte! t lawyer claimed the insignificant for 
her valuable services. im both the —.— 
Indian Affairs and 


conclusi 

any act which shall give 
which ought to be returned to these Indians. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Illinois a ion? 
F he refers agreed to accept $1,000 in lieu 

Mr. PALMER. I have not the confidence of that sister-in-law 
F sid I venture to say that she will not be satis- 
fied with it. b 
3 eee Why does the Senator from Illinois ‘say “‘ sister- 

-law’ 

Mr. PALMER. Simply because she is not a brother-in-law. 
0 I beg Senator’s pardon, but to whom is he 
Mr. PALMER. Iam referring to Belva A. Lockwood. 

Mr. GRAY. I pardon. I I may be forgiven for any 


lack of gallantry in the premises. 

W. BALMER. When I mention the name and the sex the 
Senator will agree with me that she will never be satisfied with 
$1,000 when she has claimed 880, 000. 

. GRAY. I think not. 

Mr. PALMER. It has been stated in the course of this debate 
that claims to the amount of $200,000 were preferred against the 
fund, and I must say that so far as I know the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appropriations have divided 
it out as equitably as possible where there is no equity upon which 
the thing can possibly rest. p : 

I insist now, in conclusion, that this being in the hands of 
the nation as a trust, becomes a sacred fund from that considera- 
tion, and perhaps from it alone. The duty of a trustee, espe- 
cially when voluntarily assumed, is one that involves the greatest 
responsibilities and the highest of moral obligations. The United 
States, without regard to the particular beneficiaries of the fund, 
has voluntarily assumed the trust. Rights seem to have been 
established in one of our courts, and t would be not only 
ne facie, but conclusive evidence of the justice of the right. 
ies tnseany, to gay S ATOA TENETS ĩð AAE ate 

necessary, y the itable expenses w. atten 
such claims. I Rad have that, although the contract was made 
with a single person, the claimants seem to be legion. They come, 
and each one demands a portion of the fund, and it is divided 
among ms who have no apparent connection with the original 
con , and we are not furnished with evidence that such per- 
sons have ever performed a single act of service. 

Mr. President, I have not been a member of this body for so 
short a time as not to know something of the influences and of the 
delays that attend the adjustment of claims of citizens against the 
Government. It is a roach to the Congress of the United 
States that just and meritorious claims have not been settled long 
= There ought to be no necessity for the employment of that 

ass of persons called lobbyists. e necessity for lobbyists has 
been recognized in some countries. For example, in that country 
from which we draw many of our institufions, they have parlia- 
men advocates who are i by the courts, the 
court of Parliament. They are practitioners there and are subject 
to the control of the court. 

We have no control over lobbyists. The muny come and go. 
They serve whatever interest they have and con’ the questions 
ete me are interested outdoors or before commi 

ps. 


„ T. 
they are irresponsible, and I find in this case that 


the Committee on Indian Affairs has simply determined by a proc- 
ess that they have not explained very S So. communes thes fand. 
After A’s and B’s and C's amounts have been allowed to them the 
committee propose to dispose of the final residue. I maintain 
that the claims already settled and paid are enough. One hun- 
dred and ninety-three thousand dollars has already been paid out 
of the fund, a small balance remains, and the amendment pro- 


ially paid, who have received all that a tribunal 
determined they should have. Tet this is a proposition to add to 
their com: on. I speak of the Peabody claim again. Pea- 


where the parties who areaffected may have notice, may be t 
in, where the right of claimants may be determined & evidence 


and by cross-examination. 
interest to what has been so clearly 

stated by the Senator Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the ar- 
anonw oe She Rensink trom Oonneolont [Mi BLATT] AN OF Mp 

tor from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and it seems to me that the 
of it the F this inquiry sh mld 
i more a i in 0 
tie bafeae: seme cock 000 


more the case is discussed and the 


us, made by a sort of convention. I ae oy 
VCF Landrum, y 
and by those resolutions a sort of contract was made with Mr, 
Wilson himself and two other 


ficiaries, if I und to whom they refer. They say in the 
decision when this case was before them (148 U. S., 479): 

But the evidence is quite to . 
immediate tioners as appoin their agents 
SC thee asa oe 

There were then certain persons who were not represented in 
this convention and who have not agreed to give 35 per cent; and 

et out of the sum which will be awarded to them per capita must 

taken the 35 per cent. In other words, they are deprived of 35 
per cent of that which comes to them, without any hearing, with- 
out any contract, without any opportunity whatever to say whether 
it is legitimate or just. It seems to me right there we might stop 
and pause and say that instead of that contract being absolutely 
bin and giving the claimants the 35 per cent it should be onl 
so much thereof as would be just and equitable, a quantum t 
of it. When we look at the original contract we find in it a clause, 
which has been adverted to by the Senator from Illinois, that it is 
85 per cent ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary.” It was 
evidently the intention of the original makers of the convention 
that some body or board of audit should determine just how much 
should be earned under the contract. So with the other resolu- 
tions that year after year were 3 until we come down to the 
resolution, which ap not to be printed, or, at least, I have 
failed to see any printed copy of it, and which was read here yes- 
terday by the chairman of the committee, itten or in writ- 
ing, in which it is said in substance that they have set aside the 
former contracts and awarded all to Mr. I do not quote 
the words—I have not the here—but I understand that to 
be the substance of it. Am I correct? The whole of the 35 per 
cent? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What was left of it. 

Mr. BROWN. What was left of it, of course. The whole of it 
that has not been already used up. 

Now, whether that contract was executed fairly, honestly, 
legitimately is a matter which would have the right to 
inquire into before any tribunal. e I am not here to say that 
it was unfairly procured, whether it was or was not, I have heard 
it stated that it wasa thing that these Indians had a right to defend 
against. being a suit in which they are in the position of defend- 
ants. You propose to take their property under that contract. 


1896. 


Have they not a right to have an opportunity to appear and be 
heard by their counsel and by their witnesses to show that that 
contract was p improperly? A 3 it bea property or 
im ly procured, Congress is not the proper p: orce 
5 Ae make them. The enforcement of that contract, or 
any branch of it, ought to belong to some place where the parties 
may have an opportunity to be heard. - 

So in ev step and every reason we find here additional 
grounds ioe e a judicial tribunal. The last bill that 
was before Congress in 1894 seemed to have left it in a measure to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with an a to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. At all events, these parties acted u the 
assumption that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior had the right to adjudicate their claims. 
Accordingly we find that nearly all these claimants (and I do not 
know but ail of them and many more) appeared before the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and ted their claims. To be 
sure, the defendants in the case, Indians, had no notice of it, 
It was an ex parte hearing. It was a place where their claims 
were adjudicated in their own favor, and nobody had the right 
to defen inst them. These claims were there heard and were 
awarded. I will reverse the order in which they appear in the 
bill. The principal one, Mr. Joel M. Bryan, baa his cause pre- 
sented there. He appeared there, and his claim was examined 
and adjudicated there. He received upon his claim for his serv- 
ices fifty-two thousand and some odd dollars, and it was adju 
to him. He accepted it. Apparently he received it. If I under- 
stand the ns. pe correctly, it was paid tohim. In other words, 
he submitted his claim for whatever it was, was awarded $52,000, 
and he accepted it, and now he comes back as cool and refreshi 
as if he had never had a cent and says to Congress, Give me 
the rest of it that you can not apportion to anybody else.” 

Now, I differ with the honorable committees that have had 
charge of this matter, not that I express any criticism of them, 
or that I desire, in what I wish to say upon the subject of this 
claim, either to criticise their lack of examination or criticise their 
view; but I have the right to my own. 

Mr. 3 8 and I sinkis TO a O the 
majori men, W Bryan claim 
thus and had thus been awarded $52,000, and eee it in full 
of his services, and that when he comes back to Congress and asks 
more, it can not be an honest claim. While I say this with all 
deference to the committee, if seems to me that upon his part it 
would be a steal to come back and ask it. He, it must be remem- 
bered, was the confidential 1 5 as well as the attorney. It was 
his business to protect these Indians, to protect this fund against 
the unlawful encroachment of dishonest attorneys. He ATE 8 
that he has done it, and that some of this money is paid for that 
unlawful encroachment, and that the claim of at least one of the 
claimants was for that p But now he — 5 “I must have 
the whole of it for doing it.“ What good would it be to the In- 
dians to have this 35 per cent protected against these unlawful 
encroachments unless they were to have some of it, if there should 
be any left over? 

Now he says, and thisamendment , that if there shonld 
be anything left after the attorneys get it, or get what they want, 
the balance shall be handed over to Mr. Bryan. It seems to me 
that the claim of Mr. Bryan under all these circumstances ought 
not to be allowed in this amendment. As to the claim of these 
other gentlemen that they were his associates, they donot pretend, 
if I understand the claim rightly, that one of them made an orig- 
inal contract with the Indians, but their contracts come from 
Bryan, either by direct contract with him or by the assignment of 
some interest that he may have had in it. So Whatever rights and 
duties apply to Bryan must apply to his assignees as well, and 
whatever might be said about his conduct is equally true of the 
conduct of them. 

It was said here yesterday in criticism of what I said that these 
parties were not engaged in lobbying; that it was in something 
else that they were engaged. I had su; when I used the ex- 
pression that there was no dispute about it that they were 
engaged in lobbying, and so I ask the members of tlhe Senate who 
are interested in this subject to look at the original contract. 
The Indians claim that there was a large sum there due, and they 
asked Mr. an to present and prosecute it before the Govern- 
ment of the United States. What branch of the Government? 
Before its courts or before its Congress? It could not be presented 
before the courts; it must come before Congress 3 In 
the very nature of the contract it was one in which Mr. Bryan 
‘was to appear here and e such legislation as he thought for 
the interest of these Indians, and is that anything but lobbying? 
In using his personal influence to get this claim from the Govern- 
ment by Congress it was, if I understand the term at all, the 
— of lobbying. His contract was to lobby through this 

in behalf of the Indians, and the other gentlemen and ladies 
who present their claims are his associates, his assistants; they 
are assistants toa lobby. If it was wrong to call Mr. Peabody a 
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lobbyist it could ay be corrected by saying that he was assist- 
ing in lobbying, that he was assistant to a lobbyist. That was 
the business in which he certainly was engaged. 

Mr. „it is said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER], took such an interest in this matter that for years his face 
was familiar to every member of either House. How did it be- 
come familiar, Mr. President, except by his engaging in the busi- 
ness of lobbying? The Senator says that at least a hundred times, 
in all, he came to visit him while he was Secretary of the Interior 
and while he was a Senator. What was the errand? Was it the 
trial of a lawsuit? Was it N else but exerting his personal 
influence as a lobbyist with the distinguished Secretary and dis- 
tinguished Senator? It could be nothing else. I did not know 
Mr. Peabody and did not particularly intend to single him out 
from the rest, but he has been engaged in this service during a 
period of over twelve years. What could he have been doing all 
that time—over twelve years? It is not alleged or stated by any 
of the distinguished Senators who know him or know the service, 
it is not stated in the testimony of any witness, not even b - 
davit, that he spent any twelve years in this service, nor, if 1 mis- 
take not, is it stated anywhere how much time he spent. It might 
be true, and these affidavits also be true, that he was employed in 
this matter over twelve years ago, and that once a year he would 
spend a day upon it. So he could have been engaged in the serv- 
ice over twelve years. The mere of time through which 
this claim was drizzling through the different Houses is not the 
measure of the compensation of a lobbyist or a lawyer. If it be 
true that the longer a lawyer could keep his client’s case in court 
the more compensation he was entitled to, then, indeed, it ee 
operate to put a premium on the delay of the law. The q on 
must be, it seems to me, in considering any one of these 
how much time, diligence, ability, and reputation each man pu 
into it; how can we properly judge of these things here in - 

; have we the machinery or the knowledge e eee 
eee them, or is it not proper that it should be referred to a 
j > 

This claim of Mr. Peabody was considered by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, carefully examined, and, in an elaborate opinion, 
rejected. He a ed to the 1 of the Interior, and the 
Secretary of the Interior reviews the evidence, weighs the evidence, 
considers the case, and awards him $8,000, which he accepts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah will 

lease suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
ee Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 


of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Lask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business sony be passed over without losing its place as the un- 
finished ess. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. _I think that is the understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
passed over without losing its place, Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. We do not want any new understanding about it. 
I want to stand on the old understanding and not make a new one 
all the time. There is an understanding now. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I did not ask for any new understanding, 
I refer to the old one. 

Mr. HILL. One is atte s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. BROWN. All I ask is that that acceptance shall be final. 
Iseeno reason why with that acceptance it is proper that he should 
be permitted to for it over again. It is said here that it was 
insufficient. It is among the misfortunes of human trials that 
causes are not pan determined rightly. This is not the only 
plaintiff, this is not the only claimant, who has presented an honest 
and proper claim and yet has not received the full amount of what 
he thought was due him. Yet it has been held, by the common 
sense of all mankind, that when a man does present his claim and it 
has been once decided and he receives the benefit of that decision, 
his mouth should be estopped forever upon that subject; so with 
each of the others. It seems to me that they have no legitimate 
claim to come before Congress. Many of them, and I think most 
of them, hold by contract from Joel M. Bryan. 1 
true of the last two, in lines 9 and 10, page 57, and I think of all 
the rest on page 57. 

Now, I submit to the Senate, what have we to do to enforce the 
contracts of Bryan with the different persons who claim that they 
have made arrangements with him? If he owes them 1 per cent 
or 2 per cent or one-half per cent of what he receives, the court 
where he lives is the proper and the only tribunal to dispose of 
his indebtedness and to test the validity of his contracts. 

It has been said here that the Indians are non compos, and 
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which 
the Senator from Ohio has asked to be stricken out, which is 
found at page 56, lines 5 and 6, directing the payment to be made 
to the following persons and not to their assignees, as if these per- 
sons were incompetent to assign. And yet most of them were 
assignees under an, or contractors under Bryan, in whichever 
ca ty, substantially it is the same thing. y are we asked 
not to recognize any assignment now when the very of their 
action under their claim against these Indians was that they are 
the assignees of Mr. Bryan’s right? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that as we examine into this 
case the reasons and causes that were urged yesterday appear 
only the more prominent. These are claims which sho be 
determined by some court or tribunal, and they are the claims of 
lobbyists whose claims have been once adjudicated and who have 
been in large paid for their services. 

What I have to nay aoea not apply to one or two whose claims 
are still pending. ndoubtedly the Interior Department will 
take care of them at the proper time, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, after the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio to the amendment is disposed of, I shall move 
an amendment to the committee amendment and which I will 


ask to have read at this time as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read the pro- 
posed amendment to the amendment, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Strike out on page 56 all after the word “that,” in line hed and including 
the words out of,” in line 7; also all from line 1 ou page to line 14 on page 
57, inclusive, and insert after line 17 on page 56 the following: 

‘Shall remain in the Treasury to be available, with 4 per cent interest 
thereon from said mye 2 for the payment of the claims of th 
ties segnlly or equitably entitled to said 5 and all 
suits therefor in the Court of Claims within three 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this 
amendment meets the objection of the Senator from Utah to the 
amendment of the committee. I trust this method of disposing of 
this vexed question will be satisfactory to the Senator from Colo- 
rado and the Committee on Appropriations and to the Committee 
on Indian irs, for the more I consider the propositions upon 
pages 56 and 57 of the bill, which are designed to commit the Sen- 
ate to a judgment that these particular individuals are entitled to 
these sums and no more, the more am I opposed to having an ad- 
judication of this kind made by the Senate. 

I was struck with one curious incident of this adjudication of 
these claims which has been made by the Committee on Appro- 

riations. It seems that Messrs. Reese H. Voorhees and John 
aul Jones, who had received $32,000 for their services in secur- 
ing the allowance of the ,000, were also employed by a further 
contract to defend the Old Settlers against the unreasonable claims 
of attorneys, and they are to be paid $7,003.86 for 3 the 
Old Settlers from the unreasonable claims of attorneys. Now, 
the Committee on Appropriations bring in a proposition here 
which wholly nullifies the services of Messrs. Voorhees and Jones. 
They were successful before the Secretary of the Interior in pre- 
venting the allowance of all the demands which were made upon 
this fund, and they are to be paid $7,003.86 for their success in 
defending the Old Settlers from these exorbitant fees; but now 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appro- 
priations come here and set aside all the results of these attorneys, 
and go on and pay to these claimants the sums which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior has refused to pay them, and in the same bill 
pose to pay Voorhees and Jones $7,003.86 for defending the 
Bia Settlers from unreasonable claims, 

It would seem to me as if the employment of Mr. Voorhees 
and Mr. Jones ought to have been extended to a defense of their 
clients before the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Commit- 
tee on Ap — and that there ought to have been another 
sum here for that particular defense. They defended their clients 
with success before the Secre of the Interior and are to be 


tary 
paid 5000 80 for it. Ought they not to have been employed and | possi 
paid 87, 


000 to defend their clients before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the Committee on Appropriations? I think so. And 
et here is this ludicrous situation that we are called upon to pay 
these two gentlemen $7,000 for 9 their clients, while 
the Committee on Appropriations which allows them the $7,000 
overrules and nullifies the defense which they had successfully 
made before the Secre of the Interior. That seems to me to 
be v. singular. What success have the clients of Messrs. 
Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones had in their contention 
if itis to be set aside and nullified by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the Committee on Appropriations? 


Mr. President, the more Senators study these items the more 
unwilling will they be to be msible by their votes for the 
declaration and the adjudication that those particular men and 
that particular woman are entitled to the sums which are named 
here. And the more Senators will investigate the subject the 
more unwilling will they be to adjudicate that to Joel M. aryen 
the remainder of this 35 per cent upon $800,000 shall be paid in 
accordance with the contract which the Senator from South Da- 
kota read to the Senate yesterday for the purpose of showing that 
in no event could the Old Settlers realize anything from the bal- 
ance of the 35 cent. 

As to the claim of Mrs. Lockwood, when I said it had been cut 
down from $80,000 to $1,000, I was not mistaken. The Senator 
from Colorado said she had no contract. I did not say that she 
$1,000 I said she claimed $80,000, and her claim was cut down to 

Mr. TELLER. I do not hear what the Senator from New 
Hampshire says. If he is addressing his remarks to me I should 
like to hear them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado said yesterday, 
addressing himself to me: 

If he knew the facts as well as 
. W. he thinks he knows them he would get along 

Nothing disturbs me more, Mr. President, than to have an im- 
putation of ignorance placed upon me by the Senator from Colo- 
rado. Iowe the Senator a debt of gratitude, however, because, 
as he has been in the habit of telling me from year to year that I 
knew nothing about the silver question, adding occasionally, by 
way of gentle admonition, that I did not desire to know, I have 
been led to study the subject somewhat, and I wish to say to the 
Senator that the result of my studies of the silver question has 
been different from what sey Make been in this case, to bring me 
nearer to the Senator from Colorado in my views than I should 
nace oe if it had not been, I might add, for his paternal ad- 
monitions. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I am delighted to hear 
that the Senator has been making progress in that direction. I 
have been aware of that for some time, and if eo ee I have 
said has stimulated him I am very glad I said it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. Faithful, Mr. President, are the wounds of 
a friend, and it is a good thing sometimes for aman to be hugged 
by a bear, if he succeeds in getting away with his life. [Laugh- 

T. 

I have been investigating this subject since yesterday. Iwas 
struck by the fact that these Old Settlers seem to have made a 
contract with Mr. Joel M. Bryan, by which they agreed to give 
to him the balance of this 35 per cent. It struck me as singular 
that after Mr. Bryan had been working all these years of his life, 
from 1875 to 1895, twenty years, on a contract by which he was 
to receive 6} per cent of the amount recovered, which amounted 
upon the $800,386.31, to $52,025.11, they had on the 28th da of 
July, 1893, made another contract with Mr. Bryan to give him 
all there was left of the 35 percent. Isay it struck me as very 
singular that the Old Settlers had been willing to do that thing. 
I was impressed by the air of triumph with which the Senator 
from South Dakota read this contract, which seems, as he said, to 
show that the Old Settlers were not in this business, and that it 
was a mere question of various persons to whom this mone 
should be parceled out. I Was set on inquiry, and I found an afi. 
davit bearing upon that last me Perego This copy, I think, was 
handed to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup], but I was in- 
formed that the original of this affidavit was placed in the hands 
of the Appropriations Committee. I shall be obliged to either of 
the Senators to ascertain where the original is, and whether or 
not it is in the hands of the 1 Committee; but I 
found this affidavit. I was then led to contemplate this contract. 
which the Senator from South Dakota claims deprives the Old 
Settlers of any interest in this controversy. 

Mr. President, after all these years of struggle on the part of 
Mr. Joel M. Bryan, an appropriation by Congress was made in 
settlement of the claim, to the efforts which had been 
made by the Old Settlers themselves, or by the young settlers, or 
by the attorneys, or by the lobbyists, or by all of them together— 
a settlement was approaching, an appropriation by Congress was 
omii and it seems to have occurred to Mr. Bryan that by some 

ibility some portion of this 35 per cent of the $800,000, this 
$280,000 of counsel fees out of $800,000, would go to the Old Set- 
tlers themselves; that by some possibility some little remnant of 
that money might remain to these Indians. So, on the 28th day of 
July, 1893, they made this contract with Mr. Bryan. On the 26th 
of March, 1894, it was approved by Commissioner Browning, and 
on the 24th of July, 1802 it was approved by Mr. Sims, the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior. en it was satisfactorily ar- 
ranged that bya 2 should any portion of this 35 per cent 
get into the of the Old Settlers, then this 1 
made speedy . The 8800, 000 was allowed on the 23d day 
of August, 1894, and to-day, in pursuance of this contract of July 


1896. 
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28, 1893, Mr. Joel M. ra bsg is to be adjudicated by this Senate as 
entitled to the remainder of said sum of money after paying the 
foregoing meer sums, be the same more or less.” e are to 
pronounce that that contract was legal, was fair, was uitable, 
and ought to be carried out by these special provisions of this act 
of Congress. 

I learn that when the Old Settlers made this new contract they 
8 that only one-half of 1 per cent of this 35 per cent would 
be left undisposed of by the contract which had been made by 
Mr. Bryan in addition to his own contract of 6} per cent; they 
supposed that the barest pittance of this whole sum was to remain, 
and they were induced to agree that Mr. Bryan might have that 
money; whereas in truth and in fact, according to this statement 
made by this tribunal, consisting of the Senator from South 
Dakota, the Senator from Colorado, and the Senator from Con- 
necticut, there is to go, if I am right, about $20,000 under this bill 
to Mr. Bryan. They sup that there was a half of 1 per cent 
to go to him, which would be 84,000. That was all they supposed 
would go to him, and the fact that they made that contract under 
that mistaken idea is apparent from the affidavit, the original of 
which is now on the files, I am informed, of the Committee on 
Appropriations, but which has not been submitted to the Senate 
by either of the Senators who have spoken in behalf of this appro- 
priation. I ask that the affidavit may be read. : 

The acer OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CHEROKEE NATION, Tahlequah District: 


a 
. J. Robertson, R. Wofford, J. M. Seth's ohn Hen- 
dricks, and Lewis Miller, who, after being duly sworn according to law, 


less. 

“We were personally present at and participated in the business done by 
the ‘Old Settler council” in 1893, at which time the said council a mo- 
tion or resolution allo . M. Bryan whatever should remain of the 35 per 
cent set aside out of judgment against the United States to pay attorneys’ 
fees after all amounts already contracted to be paid had been so paid. e 
further state that such action by the Old Settler council’ was had on the 
express understanding that said residue would not exceed one-half of 1 per 
cent, the said J. M. Bryan having there made a report to the effect that 34; 
per cent had been contracted for — 

“We state positively that the said Old Settler Council never allowed or 
agreed to allow J. M. anany more than the amount named, one-half per 
cent, in addition to what had already been allowed him. 

“We earnestly protest against any further claim being allowed the said J. 


M. 5 
. J. ROBER 8 

n SOHN (his x mark) HENDRICKS. 

R. WOFFORD. 
J. M. SMITH. 
LEWIS (his x mark) MILLER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 7th day of March, A. D. 1896, 
‘Witness my hand and official seal on day and date above last written. 
[SEAL] T. W. TRIPLET, 

Clerk Tahle District. 
By ARCH SPEARS, Deputy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the original of that affi- 
davit is in the possession of the Committee on Appropriations, I 
should like to have it submitted to the Senate in order thatit may 
not be said that this is not a true copy. 

The whole transaction is a si ar one. On July 28, 1892, 
when the Old Settlers came to pass this resolution, they 
ally resolved that the sum of 14 per cent of the amount due the 
old Settler Cherokees be paid to Joel L. Baugh for services ren- 
dered and to be rendered upon the Old Settlers’ claim, the same 
to be deducted out of the 35 per cent set apart for the prosecution 
of the Old Settlers’ claim. 

in the case who Joel L. 


It does not a r from the popora 
Baugh is. Joel E Baugh is a relative and connection of Mr. 
N In the year 1893, when the payment of this claim was in 
sight, for some reason or other, Joel L. Baugh having had no 
part in these contracts, a provision was made that he should re- 
ceive 13 ye cent, and he has been paid I do not know how many 
thousands of dollars, and 14 per cent would have been $12,000. 
Twelve thousand dollars was agreed to be taken out of the 35 per 
cent for Joel L. Baugh. That would not exhaust the whole 
money, and so John B. Heard, of Missouri, is provided for. 

Be it further resolved, That the contract entered into July 25, 1893, by and 
between Old Settlers’ Commissioner and Treasurer J. M. B. 


ryan on the one 
part and John T. Heard, of Missouri, of the other part, for $10,000, be, and the 


same is hereby, approved. 

So $12,000 is taken for Baugh, and $10,000 is taken for Heard. 
What services did Mr. Heard render? He had been a member of 
Congress all the time I have been in Congress down to the last 
Congress, and he was hardly out of Congress, if he was out of 
it, when this agreement was made. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me a word, as Mr. 
Heard is not here? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Certainly. 


rson- 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. Heard was employed by these Indians be- 


fore he was a member of Congress. hen he became a member 
of Congress his connection with the matter ceased, and the In- 
dians,r izing his services, consented that he should have $10,- 
000. Congress passed an act, which originated in the House of 
Representatives, and which the Senate, giving him $10,000 
out of this fund. There can be no reflection upon Mr. Heard. He 
had earned the money and was entitled to it, and everybody, un- 
less it may be the Senator from New Hampshire, s that he 
was entitled to it. So that matter ought to be considered settled. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I meant no reflection upon Mr. Heard; 
none whatever. The Senator is too sensitive altogether about 
theseclaims. I knew very well that this amount had allowed 
to Mr. Heard after a full debate in the House of Representatives 
as to what should be paid him. When he was going out of Con- 
gress, after many years of service, it was suggested that many 
years before he had done something, some et he ary thing, some 
wonderful service for these Indians, and the House of Representa- 
tives, the Senate concurring, donated him $10,000, equal to the 
amount of his salary as a member of Congress for two years, for 
what he had done away back. I undertake to say the Senator 
from Colorado does not know to this moment what Mr. Heard did. 
ae located the service away back in a time almost before the 

eluge. 

Mr. Heard never brought in any bill for the service until it was 
found that $800,000 were to be appropriated by Congress and that 
there was a bare possibility that some portion of the 35 per cent 
might remain with the Old Settlers, and it was determined to 
use that up. So this arrangement was made by which Joel L. 
Baugh was to have $12,000 and John B. Heard was to have $10,000. 
Then the Indians were told that there would be a little remnant 
of one-half of I per cent, and it was suggested tothem, ‘‘Youare per- 
fectly willing to give that to Mr. Bryan in addition to his $52,000, 
are you not?” e Indians said, “Certainly,” and so that con- 
tract was made, the Indians believing that it would not amount 
to over $4,000. Now weare to pass this bill, and it is asserted that 
Joel M. Bryan, in addition to his $52,000, is entitled to $20,000 
more than the $52,000, in order that the whole 35 per cent may 

used up. 

Mr. President, if I were not afraid that I should irritate the 
Senator from Colorado, I would ask him how much Mr. Joel M. 
Bryan is likely to under this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. . Bryan should get, I think, about $11,000; 
between ten and eleyen thousand dollars, as I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought it was $20,000, but whether it is 
$20,000 or not, I will call it $11,000, if the Senator says so. It 
would be altogether more satisfactory if we could have a report 
showing the reasons why this settlement should be made in this 
way. It would be aogier more satisfactory, if we are to be 
the judges, if we are to decide this question as between all of the 
claimants of fees in this case, where it will cost these Indians 
$280,000 lawyers’ fees, and ists’ fees, and female fees in order 
to get $800,000 5 would be altogether more satis- 
factory if we a report stating why these different amounts 
are to be paid. 

There was $6,000,000 appropriated for the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw Indians, and $600, of that had to be paid out in fees. 
Fortunately we were not called upon to approve the whole sched- 
ule of fees. The $600,000 was put into the hands of Mr. James 
S. Stansley, and he took the larger part of it to St. Louis and paid 
it out there. He paid out the other portion in Washington, and 
all the lawyers from all of the earth, including, I think, 
New York City, were paid out by Mr. Stansley. I should have 
regretted very much if that whole list of lawyers’ fees, for whom 
that $600,000 was paid, had been brought in here by the Appro- 
priations Committee, and we had been obliged to indorse every 
one of those payments by name, as we are here asked to indorse 
this extraordinary list of attorneys’ fees by the Committee on 
Appropriations to say, in our sudgiaens and by our votes, that 
they are due. 

Mr. President, I believe that last contract made in 1893 was not 
binding upon the Indians. I am very anxious to say that I think 
it was a fraud upon the Indians. I think I can say that without 

utting any imputation, which I disclaim, apan e committee. 
e Indians were a set of innocents. They did not know what 
they were doing, and the Committee on Indian Affairs and the 
Committee on ppropriakions were a set of innocents when they 
brought in this list and asked us to approve it. They ought to 
have had counsel, Mr. Voorhees and . Jones, before them, in 
order that they might defend this sum from the claims of all these 
harpies who have making prey upon it. Mr. Voorhees and 
Mr. Jones have successfully protected the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and they are paid for it in this bill. Who was there to pro- 
tect these two committees when they undertook to approve and 
adjudicate to be valid this deceptive contract which these Indians 
were induced to make, and when these committees were led to 
ask us to say by our vote that each of these sums of money, and 
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no more, is due to each one of the distinguished lawyers and asso- 
Seeroettull of the 3 Whose names are contained in this bill? I 
Ain all candor, that the Senate of the United 
have been put to this test. I submit that this 


ee Lory 
Siats one ought to have been paid over in a lump to Mr. B 
if he were entitled to it, and he should have been compell to 
settle with these parties, or the money should have been left in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, and these parties should 
have been compelled to prove their claims to him, or else the Com- 
mittee on A tions ought to have brought in a provision 
here for sen these claims to the Court of , where they 
would have a hearing on both sides. 

Mr. President, I hope that the amendment which I have sub- 
mitted will upon calm and candid reflection, when they are ina 
nonirritable condition of mind, be acceptable to both the Senator 
from South Dakota and aha Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. FET Ronen Mr. President, the a from New 


Old 


attack has put in an ex 

stood something elo,“ „ 
davits of that are entitled to no weight and no credence 
whatever. I believe itis well understood from the evidence 
taken before the Dawes Commission that affidavits can be obtained 
by the bushel at a very small price from the inhabitants of that 
country; and to bring such an affidavit here in order to influence 
the action of the Senate in op oes e 


5 
eee e Sarre E aC a SESE 


‘and 
» b that 67... 8 
considera’ r — J. M. Bryan and to 
othe president appointe n wn 10 men 
Boudinot, s Ferrell, and A. J. Griffin. 

Motion . to to with the 
committee of five the ent; carried, and W. A. Duncan was 
so elected. Commi aie following report, which was adopted: 


| Among other things in the report was the following: 
TAHLEQUAH, CHEROKEE NATION, July 88, 1893. 

Then follows the report of these six gentlemen, who, on look- 

ing into all these matters, say: 


e recommend the adoption of the following resolutions as embracing the 
substance of this report. 


This is signed by the six members of the committee. Then the 
council proceed to pass this resolution: 

Landi tapers pe That after the Cherokee Nation shall have been reim- 
bursed for borrowed money and all contracts in force satisfied the residue 
of the per cent shall be allowed to Hon. J, M, commissioner and 

additional consideration for his lon 
as — — delegate, and attorney for the Old 

Then follows this: 

Be it aap cape That all previous acts of the Old Settlers’ councils not 

modifica b pet rag ga reaffirm 


Bet further resolved, 


for ery ‘Old So Settlers 

BE ey Gated to strictly comply with the provisions and conditions 
con 

The Senator says that $7,000 was allowed to Voorhees and Jones 

to defend the very claims that the committee now allow 

in order that the Old Settler Cherokees might save a part of the 

the remainder of 


those claims in excess of 


J Sag Sanitas Si pg mafine i np 


35 cent, 

a oes 28, 1893; the council unani- 
— of oe r. It is by six persons, Mr. 
Wright, Mr. Bou N Mr. can, Mr. Terrel, and 
Mr. Griffin. It was approved July y 28 by Mr. Hendricks, president 
of the council, and then there is a certificate and seal that this is 
a true copy of the original. Then C. J. Harris, who signed the 
protest here, the principal chief of the Cherokee Nation, certifies: 


I * * do — that tho foregoing four pages aro the procesa: 


8 
CCG 
these Indians in which it is charged that Mr. Harris and 
Sanka whe cantare did not know what they were about when 


made the contract, which was a; by the Commissioner 
dian Affairs and the Secretary o the Interior. 
“Now 1 let us see what Bryan had done to earn this money. He 
Deor pua Toa $52,000, but $52,000 will only pay him back the 
8 vanced and the expense he has been to. He is 
86 years old. If the case is sent to the Court of Claims he will 
never live to see the end of it or to receive a dollar of the money 
and I think what he himself says in his affidavit certainly must 
be true. He states what I will read: 


oel M. on eee en sworn on his on 
5 locus ister of 1828, eas 


and sanguine man of 65 years. I had had a 
experience in pub VT the claim. ee i 
could make its merit so clear that pa 8 gy soon follow. ** 


of 86 and position as a ‘ees earned at the expense 
life, the sacrifice of fortune, and repose due old age admonish me that I 
oversanguine, cae eat against the United States may 


JJ = TER oP die continu- 
ing in this belief, for he will not get a dollar out vol it for five 
me 

Mr. GRAY. How much has he already received? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Heclaims the entire $79,000, and proceeds 
to make a good case for every cent of it. ee owever, that 
he wants what he can get before he dies, and he is willing that it 
shall be distributed in this way if he can get his $11,000 to carry 
him to his grave. Yet Senators stand up here and attack this old 
man’s just claim, which he spent his life c contending for, and want 
to beat him out of it: 


BF ob coi Be nen Sanne fy are say 8 responsibili 
— sae money due my people, I pap eg ee ger pa — 
ee I was then ‘ly well off. I had 
. one at F a good farm, home 
the best mill, sa and planing mill in ‘Cherokee N 12 teams 
and horses various lots, and was well to 
do. en I had finished this fight I had consumed it all was heavily in 
debt. After I used up my A was in session, I 
practiced law in the courts of the Nation $1,500 
a from this Se ee ee eee up press- 


year 
ae Eme for my people. 
38 proper t GAT Stent In te Karlee AOA COBAAN DEY SERY DEN 
ices tank ‘ollow in these pages I wish it to be understood as of m 
sworn statement that at no — 2 of nae o tong strag gglo was I a poteombetan 
but that I took an active wing ous bills by which reli 
was sought, drew mem Obtained evi 2 mae written and oral anyo: 
ments Whenever and wherever necessary, constantly personally interview: wog 
the executive officers and members of Congress, Aa E aaae their action wii 
all the zeal I possessed. 


Then he gives a history of the case in detail, what he did in 
each year, showing that he spent every moment 
of his time on the c He made 72 trips from the Indian Ter- 
ritory to Washington and back. Knowing all these facts, know- 
ing his valuable service, knowing that he taken a con 
fee and put up his entire fortune, the Cherokee Indians chose to 

ive him the remainder of the 35 per cent, as they had a right to 

o, and they made a solemn agreement and contract which it is 
Pp to refute and overturn by an ex parte affidavit of a lot 
of Indians put in here by the Senator from New Hampshire. If 
he were practicing before a justice’s court he would hardly under- 
take to pasani such a course. 
ayan sait iho Secretary allowed him 6} per cent, or $52,025. 

e Says: 

It may not be to state that this sum was in 
at onae in 8 indebtedness incurred nike Sade e 
this case for money e.... en eee 

ys, Whose assistance was necessary to me in tho safe conduct 


He not only had spent his fortune, . out nearly all of 
this money, and is without compensation. is here pressing his 
claim for the remainder of this mon It seems to me, in view 
of these facts, that there is no possible equitable claim on the 
aol of the Cherokees for a dollar of this 7 money, and that not a 
lias of can: 6 o ae It must f 0 to Bryan, if not distrib- 
ted among the attorneys, and if Mr. Bryan is satisfied that it 
shall be distributed in this way who else hasoccasion to complain? 
Who else is interested? 

It seems to me that if the Senators who have not spoken against 
the amendment are as ignorant in regard to this case as those who 
have spoken, “= will „ indeed. It seems to me only 
those have spok the amendment who are igno- 
rant _ shee e t 70 le 8 it, who f ow noning about — 3 have 

o days of discussion for 
ng hero through two judge, aod yet they succeeded in 
n but very little of it. Bryan shows here by a bill of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4203 


items that he has paid out not only the $52,000 which he has re- 
ores be a sum nearly equal to the whole $75,000 still undis- 

It seems to me, and it seemed to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and to the Committee on Indian Affairs, which went care- 
fully into the whole subject and made a unanimous report, that 
this is the best disposition that can be madeof the money. There 
is not money enough to begin to pay all the claims that were 
presented, and we determined, if ible, to keep the question 
out of future Congresses. We therefore provide “that ev 
person receiving the sums herein stated shall receipt in full for 
claims upon the aforesaid fund.” 

I think the best thing for the Senate to do is to dispose of this 
ae by adopting the committee amendment and have it done 
wi 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Imerely wish to say afew words 
about this case, because it seems that the gentlemen who have 
the largest amount of money involved are made the object of 
special attack by some Senators, and it is repeated, notwithstand- 
ing what I called the attention of the Senate to yesterday, that 
this man has rendered no service. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Illinois . PALMER], 
who seems to think this man rendered no service, to the fact that 
the foundation of the claim is the of the Commissioner. 
If that had been against the or fora much less sum, 
undou y a less sum would have obtained, and if wholly against 
it there would have been no further consideration whatever. In 
an affidavit submitted to the of the Interior by Mr. 
Clements, the Commissioner, who, as I said yesterday, I have 
known for thirty years, an honest man, he eke the statement 
that after he had made the first report Major Peabody and Mr. 
Sibbald, who is one of the beneficiaries in the amendment, dis- 
covered that he had made an error against the Old Settlers of 
8 Subsequently discovered another error of $54,- 


an error of about ,000 in the accounting, which he 

said was Peabody and Sibbald. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] insisted that these men 
were lobbyi He makes the statement that they must be lobby- 


ists, because there was no other place to which they could go than 
to Co ss. I do not understand that when a claim is prosecuted 
before cheng Rang who prosecutes it isa lobbyist. I do 
not understand that Mr. Bryan comes within the term ‘‘ lobbyist.” 
A man who comes here to see that justice is done, although he 
may be employed as an attorney who goes before committees, is 


not to be as a lobbyist. they could not hire attorneys to 
come here would have no remedy whatever. The late Attor- 
ney-General, Mr. Garland, than whom no more honorable man 


ever sat in this Chamber, states of his own knowledge the service 

rendered by Mr. Peabody, and he says that Mr. Peabody made 
trips to the Indian Territory in the in t of the claim, lookin 
up facts. Governor Crawford, a former governor of the State o 

, files an affidavit in which he states that he has been en- 

tirely familiar with Major Peabody’s services, as he was prosecut- 

a claim at the same time, and he also states that Major Pea- 

y's services were of great value, as Mr. Garland stated 


ore. 
There is abundant evidence here. Governor Crawford gives to 
Peabody practically the credit of securing the first 1 tion 
recognizing that there was some obligation on the part of the 
Government to pay the claim. He says that Peabody was largely 
influential in securing the commission, and the Commissioner 
states that during the two years 1882 and 1883 Mr. Peabody was 
daily before him in connection with the matter. Mr. 5 
was a merchant, familiar with accounts, books, and figures, 
he devoted his time to going through the various files of the De- 
partment and making calculations and presenting them to the 
commission. The Commissioner’s statement is here that nearly 
SE E OE NAS saved to the Indians by those two attor- 
neys alone. 
made the statement—I am always loath to do it—that on the 
protest of these men I allowed the Commissioner to withdraw his 
report for revision. It does seem to me that it ought not to be 
controverted that Mr. Peabody rendered valuable service. The 
Commissioner says that he did not think his services were val- 
uable, because he did not think the report of the commission 
amounted to anything; but it was the basis of all the proceedings in 
the courts and everywhere else su uently. I repeat, but for 
the favorable finding there never would have been any claim Aas 
sented to Congress and the Old Settlers would have lost their 


claim. 

Mr. Bryan, who is a beneficiary, as I stated yesterday, declared 
after the appropriation was o that Major Peabody had ren- 
dered services 9 in accord with his contract. He wrote 
him a letter to that effect and signed his affidavit, saying that the 
facts stated in his affidavit were correct. Mr. Bryan is not now 
contesting the question. He has an attorney here in the city who 


is representing his claim before the m comittee, and he consents 
that these people shall have the money and consents to take the 
balance of it. 

Now, what we are contending for I am unable to say, unless, as 
was suggested yesterday, somebody may think that the Government 
will confiscate this money and keep it itself. It does not belong 
to the Indians. It belongs to the attorneys. It is theirs of right, 
and it ought to be paid to them. They ought not go to the Court 
of Claims, which is so filled with business that it will be five years 
before a decision is reached. Old man Bryan will be dead. ome 
of the rest of them will be dead. They have rendered service, 
they are entitled to the money, and every Bp we adjudicate on 
ui such evidence claims aggregating millions and millions of 

ollars. 

The Senator from Utah says we are not the proper tribunal. 
We every day take cognizance of claims involving as much money 
as this, because we have the right so to do, and there is no reason 
why we should not settle this question, which is a mere question 
between attorneys, and the attorneys themselyes to the set- 
tlement. If the nation is trustee, it is trustee for whom? For the 
people who are entitled to the money. We are not trustees for 
the people who are not entitled to it, but for those whoare. When 
all the people who have contracts, as here represented, who have 
not been paid in full agree among themselves, which they have 

ractically done, there is no reason, and there can be none on the 
as of the earth, upr Ble claim should not be paid. 
I am very certain that if the Senators who have been contesting 
this claim known as much then as they know now, probably 
they would not have contested it so hotly as they have. I know 
how easy it is when we get into a controversy to bear it out and 
go through with it. I know that in our own profession itis ex- 
ceedingly natural that we should, but after all what good can 
come of sending the claim to the Court of Claims? The division 
is fair. It is agreed to practically by all. Some of them think 
they do not get enough. They could not get enough. There is 
not money enough to give them under their contracts. There 
nr PLATT. What right has Congress to send these parties to 

Š ongress to sen 

the Court of Claims? Bov eee We oblige the Old Bettions tree 


into the Court of Claims 
Mr. TELLER. Isu if we say they have to go there and 
ing else, the poor creatures will have to 


that we will not do an 
go there. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not a claim against the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not a claim against the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not a claim against the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis notaclaim against the Cherokee Nation. 
CCC ( 
we are as capa settling on ies of it, t, 
as the Court of Claims. 

Mr. PLATT. The Old Settlers constitute a voluntary associa- 


tion. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatistrue. This is nothing more to me than 
to any other member of the Senate. I happen to be conversant 
with the services most of these people haye rendered. Some of 
them rendered services in the matter before I got into the Interior 
Department, like the two gentlemen in North Carolina who are 
dead. But they rendered the service under a contract which was 
approved, and they are entitled to as much as they will get, and 
I have no doubt they are entitled to more. 

Mr. Bryan has given candy aga ears to this matter; he has 
paid large sums of money and he will not get any extraordinary 
ia! Pe 3 Rigs are not ee I 5 ae They 
wo no in my coun as especially e, or in 
Utah, as I recollect, for the amount of service and the time. I 
think the Senator from Utah would hardly render the service 
these men have rendered and charge less. nless attorneys’ fees 
in Utah have fallen in the last fifteen years, he would expect 
quite as much as it is proposed to give to these people. They are 
entitled to their money. It would be a great hardship and a 
goes wrong to send them to the Court of Claims. Of course, if 

ongress says they can not have it without going there that is 
the end of it, and they will have to go there and fight it out and 
divide up the money among a lot of attorneys. There will be 
long litigation and some of the claimants will die before they 
realize anything from the claims. I believe thatthetwo commit- 
tees, acting independently of each other, have arrived at practi- 
cally the same identical conclusion, and I think it is very strange 
if there can be any better adjudication than that which has been 
made of the claims by those committees. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there an amendment pending to the amend- 
ment of the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Apri 21, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Da Lindsay, 
Allison, Bebel McMillan, Sewell, 
Baker, Elkins, Mantle, Sherman, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Shoup, 
Brice, Frye, Mills, Teller, 
Brown, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg. ie, 
George, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 

Butler, Gray, Nelson, Walthall, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, er, Warren, 
Call, Hawley, asco, te, 
Cannon, Hill, Perkins, ‘Wilson, 
Carter, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pla 

ton, Jones, Ney Prite 

k, Kyle, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-seven Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

The pending question is upon the amendment pro by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the amendment of the - 
mittee on A 1 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 5 and 6, page 56, strike out the words 
“ and not to their assignees ”; so as to read: 
diverted to yey to ti sollowing person 0 eee. 

mm upon 0 
this act, — or the balance 9 of the 85 per tenn reserved for Cay 
ment of legal services rendered and expenses incurred, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
ae os DLER. Now I move the amendment which I send 

e 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
o aby Hampshire to the amendment of the committee will 

stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Strike out, on 56, all after the word That,“ in line 4, to and including 
the words “out of” in line 7; also all from line 18, on 56, to line 14, on 
page 57, inclusive, and insert after line 17 on sage 56 the following: 

“gS main in the Treasury, to be available, with Epe mat 
thereon from said August 23, 1894, for the payment of the cla 

d balance, and all claimants may bring suits 
Court of Claims within three months after the passage of 
this act and not afterwards, which shall consider all existing evidence in the 
Interior Department and such other evidence as may be properly taken, and 
the judgments of said court shall be final and conclusive, without appeal, 


as to the amount and validity of said claims, and said balance with in 
paid out Pap bie vest with said judgments without further 


legislation by Congress.” 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Ham 
shire if it is within the meaning of his amendment that this whole 
fund shall be distributed by the Court of Claims as a fund or 
whether they shall be at liberty to decide upon claims inst 
them, and if perchance there should be none established against 
them, the fund is to remain undistributed to go to the Indians or 
whoever may be the lawful owners? 

Mr. C LER. My amendment contemplates that the Old 
Settlers will themselves PRRD for this money, and that the 
various parties who claim to poa fees from the fund will bring 
suit, so that the clause as a whole creates an interpleader suit. 

Mr. GRAY. Are the Old Settlers capable of bringing suit, may 
I ask the Senator? j 

Mr. CHANDLER, I suppose they are, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT. They certainly are not. 

Mr. GRAY. They are not capable in a legal sense. They are 
not incorporated and a body recognized asa toa suit in court. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless specially authorized by Congress, 

Mr. GRAY. Are they specially authorized by Congress? 

Mr. GRAY. They ought to be specially authorized, I t 

5 $ ey oug specially authorized, I sugges 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, to bring that suit. 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment to the amendment is, in my 
ju ent, I venture to say, entirely and absolutely inoperative. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment popoa by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
* the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

r. BROWN and Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 


Mr. BATE. Nowlet the amendment to the amendment be read 
again. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, to show how utterly in ative that is, 


Ta suppose that Belva A. Lockwood, whom the Senator from 
ew Hampshire seems to represent on this floor and to think she 
is entitled to 880.000 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Connecticut misappre- 
hends me. He is the representative of Mrs. Lockwood to the ex- 
tent of a thousand dollars, and I am to represent her only to the 
extent of $79,000 under those circumstances. 
The Senator seemed to be very much troubled 


because the claim of Mrs. Lockwood had been cut down. Suppose 
she brings suit for $80,000 and gets the first suit on the docket 
and recovers that amount, who else is going to get anything of 


the fund? Thereis no provisionin the amendment that the court 
shall determine as between the different claimants what portion 
each shall have. It will simply allow the first person who gets in 
there and can establish a claim to have it paid, and then the next 
one, until the fund is exhausted. One or two claims may exhaust 
tie whole of it and the others be left out. It is utterly inoper- 
ative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no such intention and no such pro- 
vision, as the Senator very well knows. Isuppose the amendment 
can be expanded so as to make it a bill of interpleader or an inter- 
8 suit, Which is certainly What is meant. When the time 

or the presentation of claims is limited to three months there is 
no danger that all the parties will not be in court. The Court 
of Claims is to decide to whom this fund belon I think the 
amendment is sufficient, and it can be amended r it is adopted 
if it is thought that other words should be added to it to make its 


miir MILES. Task the Senator why he proposes 
r. č ator e pro that 4 cent 
interest shall be paid? s TR 8 

Mr. CHANDLER. Several Senators have asked me about that. 
J inserted 4 per cent interest because it is the custom of the United 
States to Rey 4 per cent interest on judgments of the Court of 
Claims. eought to have paid this money. Under the circum- 
stances, however, I ask leave to strike out the clause with 4 per 
cent interest thereon from August 23, 1894.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER, The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. The Bing is on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to the amendment of 
ich the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The 3 roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when thename of Mr. DuBois was called). 
I am authorized to announce that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dvzots] is paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 


SMITH]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. He is not present, and I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky . BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin bir. 
VIANI ana withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CA. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative), 
When I voted I did not know that my colleague [Mr. ELKINS], 
with whom I am paired, is not in the Chamber. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative), Has the 
Senator from Oregon . MCBRIDE] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
eta ra 1 withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 

ator. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—15. : 
Bate, Chilton, Kyle, Sew: 
Bro’ Cockrell, Mills, vo 
Caffery, Gallinger, Palmer, White. 
Chandler, Gray, Pasco, 

NAYS—36. 
Allen, Clark, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, 
Allison, Cullom, elson, Sherman, 
—.— Davis, peters Shoup, 

„ Fry erkins, uire, 
Brice, brough, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Butler, Bewley. * pare a ie, 
Call, on tchard, arren, 
Cannon, J — Nev. > Wilson, 

4 tle, Pugh, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—3%. 
Aldri Gear, Lindsay, 
aoe Geo. = Bere, 
Blackburn, Gibson, fic ride, Thurston, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Millan, Tillman, 
Burrows, Gorman, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell, Oreg. Voorhees, 
Daniel, Harris, Morgan, ‘al 
Dubois, hae 8 Wetmore. 
Elkins, ‘oar, r 
Faulkner, Irby, QUAY; z 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when this matter was first 
called to my attention in examining the bill under consideration 
and after having read a printed brief that had been sent to me, as 
I presume it was sent to every other member of this body, my 
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propo- 

sition as one devoid of merit if not of the absolute ele- 
ments of fraud, and I had intended to cast my vote against the 
amendment of the committee. Since that time I have received a 
communication from a friend of mine, a man who would not ad- 
vocate the of a bill that was not a just one by this or any 
other legislative body. He has called my attention particularly 
to one claim in the list which he insists is entirely meritorious, 
whether the other claims are meritorious or not. 

Ihave examined the claim thoroughly— 

That is, the claim of D. A. McKnight— 


and believe it to be without a flaw. Mr. M ht a ls to Congress 
from an inequitable ruling of the Secretary of the rior, which was 
founded on several mistakes of fact, and I ask you to aid in securing P heer rte 
forhim. The recent protest of the Old Settler delegates bg cre ‘urther 
yments to attorneys excepted cases of mistake," and Mr, Garrett's peo: 
E was leyeled at “spurious” claims, which this claim manifestly is no 

Accompanying this letter is a printed brief, which I presume 
has been prepared by Mr, McKnight, in fact it is signed by D. A. 
McKnight for the surviving partners, in which the equities and 
peris s the law of this case are argued at considerable length. 

e statement is that— 

The claim made by D. A. McKnight was originally for $16,007.72, or 2 per 
cent of the app tion of $800,386.31 for the “Old EAR pa or Western 
2 TTT 

of w u was C] of the 
Interior (bide 3). The claim now made pie the 6 
the said sums, or 812,007.72. 

The grounds upon which the claim rests are the errors committed by the 

his conclusion as to the value of the 


prejudices ran in the direction of looking upon the entire 


tion is prayed. Said errors were the ieee ke 
1. Mistake of fact, in that the Secretary has found that the services of said 
E. John Ellis, though of the most meritorious character“ 


That is a quotation from the Secretary— 

“ were not of long duration, for he died a few months (namely, four) after he 
was employed in the case; whereas the record shows that he was employed 
in the case at least sixteen months before his death, and his services were 
therefore reasonably worth four times the valuation which the Secretary 
has placed on them, or POEN, 

2. Mistake of fact, in that the Secretary has found said Ellis's services to 
be of the value of $4,000 only, while finding the services of W. W. Wilshire, 
whose most valuable service’ was his work in connection with the first 
reference of the claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act and in 
prosecuting it there, to be worth $13,500; whereas said Ellis’s most valuable 
work was in uring the second reference to said court by act of Congress, 
after it had n reported adversely by the House, and preparing the 
potion in said court, and was therefore reasonably worth more than said 


S work. 

8. Mistake of fact, in that the Secretary has found said Ellis’s services to 
be of the value of $4,000 only, while finding the services of W. W. Wilshire 
and A. H. Garland to be of the aggre te value of $28,500; whereas the In- 
dians themselves fixed the value of Wilshire's services at $40,000, and, since 
after his death said Ellis and Garland rendered the der of the sery- 
ices which he had en; to perform, the services of Ellis were therefore 
reasonably worth more than $11,500. 

4. Mistake of fact in that the Secretary has 8 found that the 
services of said Ellis were rendered under an individual employment and not 
under an employment of the firm; whereas the employment was clearly of 
the firm, as well understood by said Ellis, by said Johns and McKnight, and 
by Bryan, the Old Settler” agent; and, the contract entered into never hav- 


iy 1 willing 
pra poe for, said firm were justly entitled to the $16,000 provided for in 


Following this statement is an argument of each of the points 
made, which I will ask to have inserted in the RECORD without 
reading. I think the matter is discussed very intelligently, and 
to my mind it is discussed very conclusively: 


First. The Secretary erred in finding the period of E. John Ellis's services 
to be of short duration, or about four months altogether, whereas they ex- 
tended over sixteen months at the least, were “ of the most meritorious char- 
acter,” and were reasonably worth $16,000. 

In to compensation for the services rendered by Mr. Ellis the Secre- 
bat ecision is as follows (ibid., page 25): 

The proof shows that this claim is of the most meritoriouscharacter. To 
be sure, the services of Mr. Ellis were not of long duration, for he died a few 
months after he was employed in the case. I do not think, under the circum- 
stances, that the representatives of Mr. Ellis are entitled to a very consider- 
able compensation for his services. * * Iam of opinion that the estate 
of Mr. El . the sum $4,000 in full for services.“ 


the contract“ could be considered (ibid., pege 17), and the Commissioner 
8 found that there were but little Oy 


utes, controlled the disbursement of the fund set a; for the ent of 
the fees of attorneys (ibid., 10 rag Nied! 
Secretary (ibid., page 24), who held 
payment “for legal services justly or equitably payable on account of sai 


claims on the Old Settler Cherokees for professional services.” This ruling 
justified oat Bicone for professional services rendered before the date of the 
written con! 

(ibid... 8 and 9) were paid in full. This ruling and this precedent re- 


q 
undoubtedly would have done so had he not overlooked the facts in the 
record, which are as follows: 

I. The contract of December 15, 1888, between J. M. Bryan and E. John Ellis 


recites that services had been rendered fone Ellis prior to its date (Senate 
Executive Document No. b ty Fifty-second Congress, second session, page 67): 
“ Whereas the said J. M. is desirous of securing the services of the 


past,” e 
rendered by the said E. John Ellis, and the services hereafter to be rendered 
and performed by him,” etc. ; 
2. d con also recites that Mr. Ellis’s empl: nt was “as assistant 
counsel or attorney to prosecute said claim before t ppe r committees of 
“ete. The Committees on Indian Affairs of bo o House and Sen- 
ate reported favorably on February 7, 1888, or more than ten months 
before (Fiftieth 8 session; Senate Report 217; House Report 342). 
8. Hon. H. L. Dawes, then chairman of the Senate committee, and Hon. 
S. W. Peel, then chairman of the House commi both certify to Mr. Ellis’s 
services before their respective committees “while they had the subject 
under consideration.” ~ 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1892. 
My DEAR SIR: I knew the late E. John Ellis very well, and had a very hi 
persons regard for him. I knew that he interested himself very much 
he prosecution of the claims of the Old Settlers or the Western Cherokee 
Indians, and acted precisely as if he was counsel in the case. He frequently 
consulted with me upon the subject, and with other members of the com- 
mittee. Iam not sure that he ever a ore the full committee in 
any hearing that was had in their behalf, for I do not remember of any 25 
cial hearing. The matter was considered by the ittee, and Mr. 
poa omera terested in it presented their views mostly to the committee 
viđually. 
I am, truly yours, H. L. DAWES. 
D. A. MOKNIGHT, Esq., 1416 F' street, City. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., Februarg 22, 1890. 
FRIEND McKnicntT: Yours received. E. John Ellis, late of your firm, ap- 
frequently before the sub and full Committee on Indian Aff: 
ouse of Representatives, as attorney for the Western Cherokees, or Ol 
Settlers,in prosecution of a bill to refer said claim to Court of Claims United 
States. He rendered all the service that an attorney at law could have done. 


z 8. W. PEEL. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 20, 1892. 
DEAR SIR: In . at to the bill by the Fiftieth Congress conferring 
urisdiction upon the Court of C to determine the rights of the Old Set- 
ers, or Western Cherokee Indians, I am requested by the friends of the late 
E. John Ellis to refer to the part he took as attorney in the prosecution of 


e claim. 

The firm, I think, was Ellis, McKnight & Johns. I can say that Mr. Ellis 
was very zealous in the prosecution of the claim; it was one he had had under 
his control, as I understand it, for man rere He frequently appeared be- 
fore the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House in its interest, and made 
an argument before the subcommittee of which I was and was very 
efficient in 8 p the law and data to submit to Congress. After ourcom- 
mittee had come he conclusion that it wasa meritorious claim, or suffi- 
ciently so to go to the courts, Mr. Ellis appeared before the whole committee 
and presented itin a more forcible manner than I had ever seen it done be- 
fore. There is no doubt but what he rendered valuable service, and I belieye 
he did all any lawyer could under the circumstances. 

Respectfully, 8. W. PEEL. 


THE SECRETARY OF THE [NTERIOR, Washington, D. C. 


4. The affidayits of the late John Johns and D. A. McKnight (Ibid, pages 
61, 58) aver their personal knowledge of Mr. Ellis’s assiduous efforts in Con- 
gress; and another affidavit of D. A. McKnight (copy herewith filed) explic- 

tly avers his knowle: of Mr. Ellis’s services for many months, and, as af- 
Kah is DeeS and eves, for more than a year prior to the date of said 
contrac 5 

There is no denial or attempt to deny Mr. Ellis's said valuable services be- 

fore the committee of Congress except the following statements by Mr. 


an: 

The late E. John Ellis did no service in the prosecution of the said c Aa 

“ Mr. Ellis rendered no seryice in 88 he area i of this bill, to my 
knowledge or to the knowledge of the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees,” 

“Affiant and the said Wilshire worked energetically and successfully to 
secure the passage of the said bill until the death of said Wilshire, afflant con- 
tinuing thereafter to care for said bill.” 

The first of these statements is absurdly false, and is so proved by the con- 
tract itself. The second statement is ted to Bryan's 3 knowledge, 
and the third is not a denial that Mr. Ellis also aided in the matter. They do 
not shake the positive evidence hereinbefore recited. 

Said evidence shows conclusively that Mr. Ellis was e inserving the 
Old Settlers for at least a ore the date of his con t, which period 
the Secretary did not consider in valuing his services. Since the Secre 
has found four months’ service to be worth $4,000, on the same basis a rea- 
sonable value for sixteen months’ service would be $16,000, 

Indeed, the most valuable part of Mr. Ellis’s services were in procuring 
the favorable reports of the committees, for it is to be remembered that, 
notwithstanding the favorable finding of the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman Act, the House committee reported against the claim in the 
Forty-eighth Con second session (House Report 2651), and the Forty- 
ninth Congress done nothing to forward its progress. 

Second. The Secre erred in finding the services of E. John Ellis to be 
of the value of $4,000 only, whereas, being similar to and more valuable than 
the services of W. W. Wilshire, which were found to be worth 
the sum of $13,500, they were reasonably worth the sum of $16,000. 

The Commissioner has carefully discussed the services rendered by. Mr. 
Wilshire (Senate Executive Document 77, pages 12 and 13), and his conclusion 
of fact is as follows: 

“The most valuable service that was rendered by Mr. Wilshire was, there- 
fore, in connection with the reference of the case to the Court of for 
a finding of fact and the prosecution of the matter in the court under that 
reference, he having before it was referred to the courts for adjudica- 
tion by the Congress.” 

This reference of the claim to the Court of Claims was 73 the Committee 
on Indian Affairs for a FA gerbe under the Bowman Act, and i 


of said referen Mr. Wilshire appears to have been aided by Hon. John T. 
Heard, who also, in connection Hon. John W. Douglass, aided him in 
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ent in 
“John T. Heard, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he, together with 
the late W. Wilshire, z e reference . Congress 
of the claim of the Old the United States to the Court of 
(Claims for the facts and that later he, to- 


by John W. Douglass, prepared 
said cause for trial, and that on January 20, 1088, the said Heard argued the 


d his assignee, Mr. 
were paid $13,500, ip Bear genio eee 


5 ). 
PFC 17) that Mr. Ellis “did ‘orm 
th the passage ef that hill, and that he was 
interested in the the filed in the Court of as 
1 3 and as “attorney of record“ (Ibid., page 18). The 
affidavits of Messrs. Johns and McKnight (Senate Executive Document No. 18, 
pages 58 and 61) show that Mr. Ellis’s efforts contributed to if not mainly 

3 of said bill, and were of essential service in the prep- 
of the case for the Court of Claims. 


meetings at the office of Jones and Voorhees r eetings also 
on the same business at Mr. Ellis’s office. The meetings at Mr. Ellis's office 
did occur (two or more of them); but as my affidavit made on 

August, was made simply to show tak 

I did not think it to refer at any length to part taken by Mr. 


“My recollection is that Mr. Ellis was looked to largely to take care of the 
23 before Congress and its committees, being considered very competent 
cases. 


(cerita scree A DA. MoKnigit share, release 
WW. C y sai 
wast put through by Mr. Ellis. 
There is no denial or attempt to pi foot Ellis’s said valuable services in 
the bill referring the claim to Court of Claims, in preparing the 
as petition 


Petition for the court as consulting attorney, and — — as 
of record (for which his retainer would . $2,500), 


nt at the date of the ssid contract Ge, 
necessary to and which in fact did secure the passage of the 

This statement is absolutely false, pats faily contradicted not only by 
Byran's contract with Mr. Ellis, but by letters of the chairmen of = 


the value of $4,000 only, whereas the 
the services of sai Wilshire Congress and in the courts at $40,000,and 
Ellis aided said Wilshire in . ore the 
of the bill ref the case to the courts, Mr. was in charge 
Of said bill th and in the tion of the case for court, and 
ö Get. SA oe i rections spore p gr omen wth 
ices and Gar were © aggregate W. ore 
said Ellis’s services are reasona — — — between 
$28,500 and $40,000, and are worth 


him to perform all the 


as 

tract, M and Jones and Voor- 
— and the death of Mr. Wilshire, Ellis rendered in i 
and eath of Mr. Ellis, Mr. was Since serv- 

ices of Messrs. Wilshire, Sibbald, and Garland have valued at 
(Senate Executive t No. 77, page 2), it reasonably follows that, upon 
of the ices of Elis would be worth 
the difference amount and the $40,000 for, namely, 
$11,500. And, since Ellis’s services in a reference bill were necessa- 
rily ter than Wilshire's committee's 


services 8 Senate 
resolution. WWW t said services were rea- 


sonably wo! 
at Aig VVV 
McKnight rendered no services to the Old Settlers, but that were ren- 
dered by E. John Ellis alone, under a contract of employment for his indi- 
vidual ices, whereas the record shows as a matter of fact that the em- 
surviving of said firm 
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tofore rendered and hereafter to be rendered” to “the said E, John 
his legal representative or assigns.” 2 `s death said ——— 
assigned by his John Johns and D. A. McKnight, sur- 
viving partners, as of the assets of said firm. ( $ 66.) This 
— of the is conclusive of her opinion that the proceeds of 


2. The late John dole Bas explicit] testified tha 
Bryan in this matter Mr. Ellis was “acting for —— 
was 


an account of 
that it for contracts of the to be made nam 
the individual members of the firm,” that “this 8 . 
ness Bryan th 
of their claim under said contract,” and that the surviving partners tend 


their services, which were rejected, but that they ea i 
and were always able, os willing to perform said services da 


page 61.) 
8. Mr. D.A. Me t has explicit] i 
in Me. Rils's matna — ian Appie pg ee 


it was so made with his know: and consent, and Mr. 

him that he intended to assign it to the firm; that Mr. Bryan was fully ad- 
vised of the fact “that his was firm business,“ and that he 
affiant to believe that he regarded him as one of his consul attorneys”; 
. —ꝛ—- chargo of this in Congress. 
that Mr. Mc t should prepare the case for the courts, and that both of 
them should argue it there; that in a conversation ‘an y 
to Mr. Ellis’s death he did not deny “ the firm's interest the business” or 
allege ‘that said Ellis was employed ly or that the firm was not em- 
ployed,” but admitted the firm's employment, and that the surviving 


ners — their services to Mr. Bryan, which were 


C Mr. 
what he has eee e 


01 any one of the 
—— —_ ited, except in the foll ent by 
wits: 


for, as above stated, it is plain that as a matter of fact the written 
contract was made with Mr. Ellis and not with the firm. But as a matter of 
icted ted 


7 firm of lawyers for the individual 
ma; a 

If of one 5 x an ie to be 
a 

the — of Oliphant vs. 1 Barbi us. 

Smith., 17 S. & R., 105; vs. Binney, 9 Pick. , 272; Bank of Rochester vs. 

Monteath, 1 Denio, 4.) 


f unless the partners 225 
er on 
If one in a law firm treats a retainer as the firm's, the presum: 
TTT 0 Brad Il. ) 
It is a if the custom was the making it use 


The firm prevents prior engagements 
must be fulfilled. chery ae Partnership, chapter ii; Fereira vs. Sayers, 40 


Notwithstanding the death of z partner, the partnership continues in re- 
of all unfulfilled Joh Ti 58 Am. ; 
5 3 oe oen; Dec., 412 


A contract to prosecu 
nated by the death of the owner or by the dissolution of partnership. 
tri A. S How., 415; Jeffrey vs. Mutnal Life Insurance Company, 


Where a firm of attorneys has contracted with a client for the personal 
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the t can not break the contract with 

ONTE VOO SPEE OREP EOC rg) oe phair Te and 
if the survivors the remaining services with d diligence they 
are entitled to the entire fee. (Smith vs. Hill, 8 Eng. —.— Soi 

If the completic the attorney's services is the client, 
their nonconr is no defense to an action on — — (Brodie vs. 
epee ig 80 Rawson as Haria. Moir A BL, 638; Van Sandan 
vs. Brown, 


to the whole fee 
$ aoe 2 25 for by a continuing tender. 
submitted. 
D. A. McKNIGHT, 
For Survi ving Partners. 
I have had my attention this moment called to the fact that a 
report has been made by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
House of resentatives, under date of April 16, 1896, which com- 
I finds in favor of this claim. 
the Senate unneces- 
yin I rose to say more 
eee is, 15 that I trust in ee the vote on these several 
claims in the amendment they may be separated and that the vote 
may be taken upon each claim upon its own merits. Ihave an 
impression that some of these claims, never having been submitted 
to the Secretary, never having been considered by him, or adju- 
dicated by him, stand in a very different attitude from the claim 
to which I have called the attention of the Senate. Whatever 


mittee, 
Ido geting desire to ae to ocon 9 the 3 of 


concerned. 


en the vote is to be taken on these claims I shall 
rie 8 vote upon the claim of D. A. een 


me should be settled 5 $1,000? 
Mr. G GER. I do not know that I quite understand the 
question. 
Mr. I will say that the claim was 2 per 


CHANDLER. original 
cent, which would be $16,000. eS ee eee $4,000. Now, 
upon what princi le should he be paid only 81, 000 

GALLING I do not understand iat it is onl 2 

” > C 
the committee. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I have not examined the amendment very 
1 ull it he Speaks of blanco between $4,000 and 10,00, 

c 

Mr. 
n EN ey ee E the committee is that we 
are called upon to deal with $16,000, upon which $4,000 has been 

paid, and where only y $1,000 is the amount, appropriated. I can 
. $1,000 is to be tor from Colo- 
sori e e e is to be paid use McKnight is satisfied 

th it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I said in my remarks, Mr. President, I 
confess I have not seen the bill recently. I have been called from 


the Senate and did Doro m hear the entire speech of my colleague, 
which I was attentivel eri Ileft; bat the brief 
submitted by Mr t says, Set: I base my observations 
upon this brief, 


Four thonsand dollars of the Interior. The 
J sums, or $12,007.72. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Tho dificaly is that the committee ony 
ee BAN and there is no way for Mr. 


ir, GALLINGER. I quite agree wi Pings ri if that is 

pastel i supposed the balance was provided for in the Thad not 

it. Isimply based my remarks upon what the brief of 

= Mr. McKnight, submitted to individual members of the Senate, 
t 

I yoted to send this entire list of claims to the Court of Claims. 
I think that would have been a very tribunal to investi- 
gate and determine the entire question. failed of adoption, 
and now that the matter is before the Senate, I do not know how 
I can, under the circumstances, do justice to man, with the 
feeling that I have that he ought to have the balance between 
$16,000 and $4,000; but I shall endeavor to reach a conclusion on 
that question before it comes to a vote. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Theclaim of Mr. Ellisisnomoremeritorions 
than all the others. A sum of money is to be distributed, $79,000 
on claims amoun to about $200,000. The committee did the 
best they could in this respect. It ae ai that the service of this 
man Ellis, although he had made a which was meritorious, 
was of vi short a duration, for he died a few months after he was 
employed in the case. The Secretary of the Interior under those 
circumstances thought that $4,000 was an entirely adequate com- 
pensation for the services performed for the few months of work 


. McKnight to get the will read: 


Mr. Ellis did before he died. This percentage that is to be paid 
to Ellis was based upon continuous service until the claim was 
allowed. He had no 5 to earn the money, Oey the com- 
mittee under the circumstances thought he was entitled to $1,000. 
We tried to do what was table in adjusting this matter and 
we took into consideration equities of 3 and the equi- 
ties of all the other claims and agreed ee ee 
others the amounts stated in the bill. I do not believe that the 
Senator or saroyo else would be able to make a better or a more 
fair adjustment of this matter than has been done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the 8 which gave Mr. 

‘ht $1,000 instead of $12,000? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The principle of e , the principle of 

seio, the principle of fair dealing, to ivi è what there was 


among the claimants—the principle which does not apply to any- 
thing in New Ham 
Mr. GALLING: That does not apply to New Hampshire, I 
will say to the Senator 


I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact that he makes 
a broad declaration that Mr. Ellis only ormed four months’ 
service. eee eee e alimony Ahat he p 
formed sixteen months’ service, instead of four. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no question but that the contract was 
certified in December, 1888, and Mr. Ellis died on the 20th of 

April, 1889, about four months; but his contract was signed, and 
it could not have e approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
before it was 

Mr CHANDLER: 
teen months before. 

Mr. PLATT. Iti bs possible that previous to the time when he 
maces the contract for this service might have rendered some 


Mr. “iir. GALLINGER. I think thatit is an undisputed and an in- 

en e fact that he had rendered partial service, and that that 

taken into account. It does seem to me that in the equi- 

table distribution of this fund it is an extraordinary thing to give 

a 3 claimant ee pice of the claim after other claim- 
an J. e larger proportion. 

From the report of the House committee I will read a single 


paragraph: 
And while it is true that this committee has recommended the 


But he had been rendering service for four- 


dians, w. your believes should have defeated, 9 tt es 
bills in part were based on the fact the claim of David eae 
who represents the estate of Mr. 7 55 8 yet, in view of the 

of great rendered tee believe that his 
estate should „5 e apta paee an up seen te 
was admitted by the PA for the Old t this 

have been paid at least $8,000 or his work. 


There is other evidence, and quite a good deal of evidence, in 
the brief which I submitted to be yeaa eee e ee 
remarks, Showing that Me Tike render service for a mu 
longer period than four months, = that that fact was taken into 
consideration when this bill was submitted. I think the amount 
allowed in this bill for Mr. Ellis is outof any proportion to the value 
of his services, and yet possibly, if this matter goes to conference, 
justice may be done through a conference committee to all the 
claimants, for whom I make this appeal and against whom I think 
the worst kind of discrimination has been exercised by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order on this 
amendment. The entire amendment of the committee of the Sen- 
ate is contrary to the fourth clause of the sixteenth rule, which I 


4. No amendment, the object of — er ad 
shall be received to an ne pm 


for a vate claim, 

the of an e 2 or a treat ——— shall ne yoat 
an w 5 

on face of the ig 


JJC on bill; these are all pri- 
vate claims, and the amendment is not to carry out the provi- 
sions of any existing law or any treaty stipulation. I therefore 
submit the point of order, Mr. President, that the entire amend- 
ment is out of order. 

Mr. TELLER. This is to carry out an existing law. We made 
an appropriation of this money, and this is to make a distribution 
of it. It never been held at an trey emp that such a provision 
was within the rule invoked by the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. int of order comes too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair finds, by reference to 
the act making e to supply deficiencies for the year 
ended June 30, 1894, and prior years, among other provisions in 
that act, the following: 

The Old Settlers 3 Cherokee Indians, by Joel M. . Bryan, treas: 
is 


Wilson, and William 
prt ete.. $800,386.31 


of their 
claim is d legal services 
ay oe AAAS OAA 8 
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The Chair thinks the amendment isin execution of 
and therefore overrules the point of order. The question is upon 
the amendment of the committee, 


existing law, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we had now better take up and 
dispose of the school question, which was put over on account of 
the absence of some Senators who have now returned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The Secretary. Instead of the amendment proposed by Mr. 
CARTER, it is proposed, after the word Alaska,“ in line 20, on 
page 58, to insert: 

And it is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to 
make no appropriation whatever for the education of Indian children in any 
sectarian ool just as soon as it is possible for Hadi to be made for 
their education otherwise, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 

and directed to make such provision at the earliest practicable day, not 


later than July 1, 1898: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may 


make contracts with present contract schools for the education of Indian 
pupils during fiscal year 1807, but shall only make such contracts at places 
where nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian children and 
toan ent not exceeding 50 per cent of the amount so used for the 
year 

«Mr. PLATT. It is stated that that amendment is a substitute 
85 an amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 

ARTER]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Including the amendment of the 
Senator from Montana, 

Mr. PLATT. I wish it may be stated for what the amendment 
which has been read at the desk is a substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it is a 
substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
for the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
pe eke GA 

Mr. PLATT. Let that amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] will be stated. 

Mr. CARTER. I accept the substitute of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and withdraw my amendment. 

The P IDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Montana with- 
draws his amendment. The pending amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“Alaska,” on page 58, line 20, down to and including the amend- 
ment which followed the word schools,“ on page 59, line 3. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To the proviso after the word schools.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishould like to hear that amendment read 
once more, and I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri— 
my attention had been called away from this matter—if he pro- 
poses to strike out the language after the word Alaska, in line 20? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose to strike out the words after 
“Alaska,” in line 20, on page 58, down to and including the word 
“schools,” in line 3, on page 59. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ould like to hear the amendment read 
once more. My attention was called away from it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
„Alaska,“ in line 20, on page 58, down to and including the word 
“schools,” in line 3, on page 59. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that an amendment has already 
been made there at the instance of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. I move to strike that out also. I ask that the amend- 
ment be read. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment adopted was inserted after 
the word schools,“ in line 3, on page 59, as follows: 

And in any case, if such there be, where the provisions of this act shall 

rate to deprive Indian children of present school facilities, the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized to provide such temporary school ac- 
commodations, including teachers, as may be necessary for the time being, 
and report to gress at the opening of next regular session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to include that and leave in the 
proviso beginning in line 3, on page 49. 

Mr. PLATT. That amendment has been adopted, has it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

The Secretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr. 
COCKRELL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago I had occa- 
sion to submit some brief observations touching the matter of the 
rr eh pag of public money for sectarian p ses. At that 
time I was laboring under a disability to the extent of not know- 
ing precisely what the facilities of the Government were for tak- 
ing charge of and educating its wards, the children of Indians in 
the United States. Subsequently the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, spoke at considerable length on this question, and, if I 
understood him correctly, and I think I did understand him, he 


stated to the Senate that evidence had been submitted to the com- 
mittee that under existing conditions the Government could care 
for and educate every Indian child in the United States. 

If that be so, I do not see maye should waste time or pass votes 
for the purpose of bringing about a different condition of thi 
and diverting the money of the ple of the United States in 
sectarian channels. If, on the other hand, it can be shown con- 
clusively that, under the bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, any considerable number of Indian children would be 
deprived of the advantages of education which they have hereto- 
fore enjoyed, I should be strongly in favor of standing by the 
amendment which has already been incorporated in the bill which 
was submitted by the Senator from Kansas pes. PEFFER]. It 
seems to me,if we are going to do anything other than what the 
House of Sang phar ATOE has done, if we provide that the Goy- 
ernment shall care for children who may be deprived of education 
under this bill, providing teachers for them, providing school- 
houses for them, and doing whatever is necessary to give them an 
education, when we have done that we have gone far enough. 

I simply add this single word for the purpose of saying, in the 
first place, that my mind has not been changed in the least by the 
discussion; that I still believe it will be the part of wisdom and 

‘ood legi lation for the Senate to take up the provisions of the 

ouse bill precisely as they came to this body. I can not believe 
that the committee of the House of Representatives and the House 
of Representatives itself has sent to the Senate a bill which is go- 
ing to wrong any considerable number of people in the United 
States whom we are bound by equity and by justice to take care 
of; and the plain, unvarnished, unqualified statement of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate to the effect that if this bill is passed precisely as it came 
from the House of Representatives no harm will be done, no 
wrong will be done to any Indian child in the United States, it 
seems to me, ought to be a sufficient answer to all the arguments 
that we ought to depart from the policy which the House of Rep- 
resentatives laid down when it passed this bill. 

I understand that the conclusion reached by the Committee on 
Appropriations, or by the distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on 5 that if this bill is passed no harm will be 
done to any Indian child, is based upon statements made by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. If that be so, I submit in all 
kindness, for I have nothing but kindly feelings on this subjec 
that it will be unwisdom in the highest de for us to amen 
this bill in the least particular so far as the support of Indian 
schools is concerned, when if we pass it Beans as it is no harm 
will be done to a single Indian child in the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGRE Mr. President, I think I know what trans- 
poa in the Committee on Appropriations, and I must say that I 

isagree entirely with the Senator from New Hampshire. I do 
not think any such understanding was reached or agreed to in 
any particular. It is certain that this bill, as it came from the 
House of Representatives, will not provide for a very large num- 
ber of Indian children in my own State. In the first place, we 
are bound to educate all the Sioux children under the Dawes Act 
when they become citizens of the United States and citizens of 
my State and voters in my State, when they take allotments of 
land and become of age. There are 1,200 Indian children in m 
State who are in no school at all; there are no schools provid 
for them, and no schoolhouses built for them, and all the maey 
which has been added by the committee to this bill will not buil 
schoolhouses enough to take care of those 1,200 children who are 
in no schools at all, 

If the Senator from New Hampshire is anxious that no injustice 
shall be done to any Indian chil „and is anxious that mee 
shall be provided to take care of the children who are not provid 
bab schools, he will vote for the provision reported by the com- 
mittee. 

In addition to that, there are 300 children in two State schools 
in my State who will be unprovided for, and there is no means 
under this bill of providing for them, because they are in schools 
upon the reservation. There are no other buildings within miles 
and miles which could be rented or bought or secured in any way 
to take care of those children. The only possible way they can be 
taken care of is for them to continue to be educated in the secta- 
rian schools until we can build schools. The Government will 
not build schools between now and next September. The Govern- 
ment is always slow in the construction of anything. It will be 
two years before schools can be built, and in the meantime the 
proposition is to turn those 800 children out of doors. That is the 
plain, clear proposition; i Senators say they do not want to do 
Spee to any Indian children. 

. GALLINGER. Iwill ask the Senator, if he will permit 
me, if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs agrees with him in the 
statement he makes that these children will be turned out of doors? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ves, sir; he does agree with me. He says 
that they will all be turned out unless the people now in charge of 
the schools will care for them and do the work themselves. 


1896. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Did the Senator from South Dakota hear 
the statement made by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations the other day? i 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I heard the statement, and it did not have 
the force the Senator gives it. 


Mr. G. GER. Perhaps it did not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am fully as cognizant of those facts as 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Iowa certainly gaveme 
to understand that in his opinion no injustice would be done. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I have a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs which completely answers all of 
this talk and shows what his Ne is upon this subject. His 
letter is addressed to Hon. R. J. GAMBLE, of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 15, 1896. 


tract schools — Dey from the Government: 
Contracts are made 


constrae ion or purchase of 

An approximate estimate shows the cost of this item to be $216,612, to which 
should Pe added about $50,000 more for minor repairs, improvements, water 
systems, and sewerage. 

Fourth. If all contracts by the Government with sectarian or other schools 
were at this time terminated, what appropriation of Sonor by the Govern- 
ment would be necessary to construct or purchase suitable buildings and 
sites with equipments to adequately and ciently supply the service equal 
hed 7 before the discontinuance of any of the contract schools under the 

ww of 1895? 

As stated above, if the contract school system were abolished and the Gov- 
ernment forced to care for the 4,000 children now being educated therein, it 
would uire at least twenty boarding-school plants, with capacity for 200 
uupils each. To construct and 5 these plants would cost not less than 
$60'000 each, or a total of $1,200,000. ‘This estimate is based upon the actual 
expenses of this office in constructing such schools. 

th. How long would it take the Government to construct and equip the 
school buildings by pw or otherwise before the same would be ready for 
use and occupancy without — 756 to the cause of education of the Indians? 

By putting forth effort it would take from two to three years. 

As 2 the policy of Bureau and the 5 see reports transmitted 
to Con Executive Document No. 107, Fifty-third Congress. 


Tespectfull 
er 5 D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


The amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri provides 
for two years longer in which to dispose of the contract school 

stem. For my part I am willing to accept that amendment in 
the interest of what is just and fair, and in the interest of the In- 
dian children. I think that when the two years are up these peo- 
ple will have disposed of those schools which they are not able to 
take care of themselves, and it will give the religious denomina- 
tions an opportunity to raise more money than they are now rais- 
ing, and to raise it gradually, so that no Indian child will be 
turned out, his school term broken into, and his education aban- 
doned. It seems to me it is cowardly to strike down the provision 
for contract schools; that we are running from something in the 
dark, under cover somewhere, and are afraid to do what is right 
because of something that is threatened from some quarter, from 
some battery in ambush, 

I do not believe in sectarian schools, but I do believe in doing 
what is just and fair and right and honest in this connection. The 
Indian contract school system has wn up in this country, be- 
1 back many years ago. I think it was first established in 

870, and it 8 rapidly after 1885. At that time the Com- 
missioner of Indian airs, in a circular, i invited the 
religious denominations to build schools, and the Catholics took 
hold of it with great activity, more so than any other denomina- 
tion, They built very fine school buildings indeed. They built 
two splendid school buildings in my State. They have done excel- 
lent work. Now, all they ask is that they may be allowed an 
opportunity to raise sufficient money to take care of those schools. 
It seems to me it is a reasonable, just, and consistent request. 

Mr. KYLE. Will my colleague state, just for a moment, the 
features of the amendment proposed at this time? Is it the same 
as that offered here a year or two ago, proposing a decrease of the 
appropriation 20 id cent each year for four years, until it finally 
ceases altogether 

Mr. CO ELL. No. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is more than the re; decrease. 
We decreased the amount last year 20 per cent. we decreased 
it the same amount this year, we would appropriate 60 per cent of 
the appropriation of 1895, and it would take years finally to 
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dispose of the whole system; but instead of that the proposition 
is to appropriate 50 per cent of the appropriation of 1895, taking 
1895 as the basis from which to figure, and next year to appropri- 
ate 25 per cent, and by 1898 it will be entirely disposed of and we 
will be out of the contract-school business, 

Mr. KYLE. It seems to me that there really can be no objec- 
tion on the of the Senate to that proposition. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not see how there can be. 

Mr. KYLE. It is perfectly fair to the people who established 
those schools. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am very glad to hear my colleague say 
that. It certainly is just and proper. These people, as I have 
said, have 85 boarding schools and 20 day schools. They have 
been doing what the Government has neglected to do, for with all 
the appropriations for Government schools and sectarian schools 
there are still 1,200 Indian children in my State for whom no pro- 
vision whatever is made. If we increase the 1 in the 
bill by $200,000, every dollar of it should be spent in South Dakota, 
even if you continue the present contracts to the full amount, in 
order to reach all those Indian children. When we consider that 
those Indians were gathered from all the surrounding States and 
put into Dakota when it was a Territory, and that the burden of 
their residence among us is upon the people I represent, it is seen 
that we have a right to demand that Con shall appropriate 
money enough to educate them and to fit them for the citizenship 
which is imposed i us by act of Congress, 

Mr. GAL GER. Mr. President, the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] has read a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and makes the claim that it entirely sub- 
stantiates the position he holds on this question and creates an 
absolute necessity on our part for adopting the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri. The other day in discuss- 
ing this question I ventured the observation that if the Govern- 
ment went out of the contract-school business, as I think it onght 
to—I believe it can not get out of it any too soon—the school 
buildings will still remain, and the Government can rent those 
buildings and continue to educate the children. 

The Senator from South Dakota on that occasion rushed into 
the breach to say that no matter what action we take here the 
church schools will continue, and if that be true I should like to 
ask him what becomes of his argument to-day that the children 
in those schools will be turned out into the world and will have 
no means of education whatever? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will answer the Senator from New 
Hampshire right now, if he chooses. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be pleased to have an answer. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In those two schools there are300 children. 
The church will continue them with 50 children in each school. 
Next year they will take more and the succeeding year more, as 
they raise more money; and in the meantime 200 of the children 
will be turned out, their education broken into. Those children 
will not go back. Other children will come. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the men who are running the schools 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They will run the schools. They will not 
turn the buildings over to the Government and let the Govern- 
ment rent them for a year or two and, when the Government 
builds schools by the side of them, be out of business, in the mean- 
time their teachers dispersed. 
conn GABUN GER. fE oer Gee vote, and Fes Se Senate 

not vote, for any m sin open an pable opposi- 
tion to the common-school system of the United States. is 

If the men who are running those schools are as patriotic as the 
Senator from South Dakota usually is, and if they can not raise 
money to conduct the schools, they should turn the buildings over 
to the Government upon a fair rental and let the Government 
educate the children. If they do run the schools it is evident that 
they will take care of a portion of the children, so that the num- 
ber turned out will fall far short of the number stated by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, whose figures are based on the pre- 
8 that all the children in sectarian schools will be deprived 
of educational advantages. 

Mr. President, I have no fears as to the competency and the 
ability of the Government of the United States speedily to pro- 
vide school accommodations for any Indian children who may be 
wronged, if any shall be wronged, by the passage of the pendi 
bill. Think of the proposition of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs that it is going to take the Government of the United 
States three years to build a little schoolhouse that a Yankee 
would build in three weeks. Itis utter nonsense. Ido not be- 
lieve there is any danger, if we pass the bill, that those children 
will be turned out into the cold without opportunity for continu- 
ing their education for two or three years, waiting the building 
of a little schoolhouse out on the plains in South Dakota or any- 
where else. 

The Government will see that some means is provided for tak- 
ing care of the children, and if a few are turned out, if a few are 
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deprived of the means of education, ar pr ye ag tig 


thousands.of children are in the 
I u nos throbbi ith intense and patriotic 9 
am no ing with ini an = 
larly for the Indians or the Indian children of the Uni States 
a a AE A E a wrong 
white children of tħis country have been in the past; and even if 
a few of them, as I have just said, shall be deprived for a few 
months or maybe a year of the advantages that this great Gov- 
ernment has so liberally bestowed upon them in the past in the 
matter of education, I will not allow that consideration to swerve 
me one iota from my support of the bill as it came from the 
House of resentatives. 
Mr. President, I do not care to prolong the discussion. As I 
said a moment ago, I have no unkind aa adie eee Muia 
, and the insinuation that I understood the Senator from 
ath Dakota to indulge in, that there was some occult influence 
back of individuals, back of the Senate, inducing any member of 
this body to advocate the abolition of sectarian education in this 
. I believe that we have come to the 
parting of the ways in regard to this matter. I believe it has been 
areproach and a shame to the Government of the United States 
that not only the spirit, but 2 letter of the Constitution has been 
violated in the matter of the 5 tion of public funds for 
sectarian purposes. I feel that I can stand here in the spirit of 
patriotism and justice to all parties concerned and advocate the 
roposition laid down in the bill as it comes from the House of 
tatives when they declare it the intention of 2 — — 
act that no money herein appropriated shall be paid for 
tion in sectarian schools.“ 


t of Columbia to-day or 


That, Mr. President, is the American doctrine. That is the 
doctrine which the people of the United States are to stand 
upon in the future, if the Congress of the United States does 
not respond to the demand of the in that this 


respect year 

the Congress of the United States respond to it, in my judg- 
ment, before many years come and go 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Bonai from New Hampshire a 

uestion. I believe it is understood and conceded on all hands 

that the policy of the United States isto be what he has described, 

to support nonsectarian schools, and that it is utterly averse to 

the ae i of any ar for the support of sectarian 

t while we are making this change, and inasmuch as 

there nare Deon sectarian schools which have been in a measure 


su ublic appro tions, doing the t work of edu- 
Gatien e owed to go by defa Fap uo Gown 


mena the United St States, what is the necessity 


objectionable and so abhorrent about the schools that have been 
appropriated for in the past that for the sake of doing no wrong 
to those helpless people we can not endure for a few months 


i [Mr. 
Mr. GALLINGER. In reply tothe Senator from Delaware, if 
he has completed his question 
Mr. GRAY. I have. 
Mr. GALLINGER. TTT 
in my mind as to whether we are going to do wrong to any Indian 


Mr. GRAY. But the Senator said he did not care whether we 
did or not, so far as the amendment is conce: 
Mr. GALLINGER. I did not quite say that. Isaidif afew 
Tedien chiliiven are snade to saltee they will be no worse off than 


many white 
Mr. GRAY. Why run the risk? 
Mr. GALLING: We have to run such risks in legislation. 


Mr. GRAY. Where there is a worthy object. 
Peet GALLINGER. Les, sometimes. It is a matter ve 
mind that this policy should end, and end now. 11 had 
e opportunity to vote against the appropriation of public 
ae for sectarian p popes when it was first entered upon, I 
should have so voted. I have cast my vote against it on eve 
occasion I have had since I have been a member of this body, an 
I shall continue to do so until the is wholly abandoned. 
Mr. President, r State not a great 
many months visited an Indian school, a very prosper- 
ous and flo school, supported by the Government, and 
almost within a stones throw of that school was a sectarian school 
d in part by apro riations from the public Treasury. I 
ot like it. om it any better than I did when 
Soaked from the Government school over to the sectarian school 
a wondered what they were there with the money of the 
people. I believe that this is a great principle, and as such, I con- 
for it and trust that the Senato will stand by the proposition 
22... Ma aa House of 
I presume that a few Indian children may be caused some hard- 
ship if we adopt this policy at once. I assume that that may be 


the case, but I have no reason to believe and neither has the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], nor the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], any reason to believe that any consid- 
erable number of Indian children will be deprived of the advan- 
tages of education. The Senator from South Dakota talks about 
ten or twelve hundred Indian children in his own State having no 
opportunity to be educated. I do not know whether that is true 
or not. I observe that there are a tions in this bill for the 
construction of two additional school buildings in that State which, 
I presume, in the course of two or three years, more or less, will 
enable some of those children to have the advantages of education. 
The Senator must know that the continuance of the 50 per cent 
appropriation will not do anything toward educating the children 
in South Dakota who the Senator says are now without the means 
of education. It will not reach 8 at all. It simply continues 
in full blast schools that are clearly, 3 undeniably secta- 
rian in purpose and in which the teachings are sectarian. 
Mr. President, Lam against it. If we pass the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri the matter over until 
1898, no one can foresee what action will taken by the next 
Con; a eee that if we amend the bill as is pro- 
the sliding scale will be continued after 1898 and that the 
year 1900 will find the Senate of the United States still voting the 
ee eee. le for sectarian purposes, which it has no right 
to do under the Constitution of the United States. I stand on the 
great 8 that church and state should be absolutely and 


e GEORGE. Mr. eee aas isno e eee or 
vote against appropriation of money ou e Treasury for 
sectarian schools asa matter of principle. It is prohibited, I 


by the first amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
I will read two lines: 


Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion. 


It is not that Congress Congress shall make no law organizing, creating, 
an establishment of fis me but no law respecting an " establish- 
ment of religion. w which appropriates the money of 1 5 

people out of the 8 any religious denomination to be 
for sectarian purposes is a law respecting an establishment 
of religion, and it is not only in violation of the clause of the Con- 
stitution which I have read, but manifestly unjust. 

There are many people, millions of res i in the United States 
who contribute e money to the Treasury of the United States. 
Those people do not bao that the mon: 
tribute should be applied to the purpose 
gious tenets which they do not entertain. 
believe that the money ought not to be appropriated for propa- 
gating religious tenets which they do eee One of the 


largest churches in this country in membership has uniformly 
from the vı refused to 5 “thera of the 
satoo r on. It refused to schools or any 
other 


eemosynary institution and receive from the Government 
pos me to help. to rt them. I think, sir, that it is not 
in violation of the Ceontitution, but a violation of the just 
9 of conscience of a number of people of the United 
States, and for that reason I shall vote against the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri 
One more remark and then I shall be through. I know that 
some little inconvenience may occur from ceasing to make such 
appropriation. One of the great evils of a bad system is the dif- 
— of 2 from it. But the best way, When the system 
mot the Ut y when it is prohibited, by the Constitu- 
tion of o Uni CCC 


3 t his quotation is a e to e 

ngress of the United States shall make no 
a of religion. The mother coun 

— I presume that clause was 

the Jish custom of making a certain ion the establi 
church of the coun’ There never was a desire on the part of 
the founders of this Government, nor is there a desire on the part 
of the Congress of the United States now, to establish any sort of 
religion or to unite in any sense church and state in the United 
States. We have got into a bad practice—I have always con- 
sidered it a bad practice of riating—indirectly of course 
money for sectarian sak fos poate we have made these 
grants not only to Catholic Church, but to the numerous 
branches of the Protestant Church. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not all of them. 

Mr. KYLE. Several branches of the Protestant Church, so as 
pontine on the missionary work among the Indians of the United 

As the Senator from Mississippi has just said, this has not been 
agreeable to the wishes of a very number of the citizens of 
the United States. They 8 that church and state should be 


poine, Te te 10 
hadanestabliched 
as a guard 
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entirely divorced. A great many Protestant denominations have 
so thought, and I believe only three or four years ago decided they 
would accept. no gift of this kind from the Government. Since 
then they have sup their schools by private donations. 


Mr. GEORGE. I wish to state to the Senator from South Da- 
kota that the Baptist Church of the United States, on principle, is 
opposed to all appropriations from the Treasury for sectarian 
P es. It has ani ormly, from the very beginning, refused to 
apply its hand to any such fund. 

. KYLE. I know that is true, and I think are to be 

commended for it. The Presbyterian, ti , and other 

denominations agreed three or four years to pursue the same 
course and now refuse to accept appropriations of this kind. 

The Catholic Church, as has been remarked by my colleague 
a PETTIGREW], went into the missionary work with a great 

eal of activity. It established schools upon the frontier at 
t cost to itself and far beyond its means of supporting them 
private donations, relying upon the contract plan of the Gov- 
ernment for eres to — = Indian chi 
roposition is appropriati 
is, how shall it be done? e Catholic Church itself is will- 


the 
that 
lieve 


from the , should only be expend: 
when 


Gov- 
by officers 
upon this floor 


ropriation of money for the education of the wards of the 

GOT in sectarian schools has been from the 8 

wrong. If that is true, it seems to me there is no place Where we 

can compromise with this fundamental wrong i the Con- 

stitution of the United States. A carbuncle on body human 

must be treated by the knife, and so ought a carbuncle on the body 
itic. 


Tt is suggested that numerous Indian children, wards of this 
Government, will be tem ily deprived of educational facili- 
ties in case we stand by the. bill as it comes to us from the other 


House. 

Sir, I do not believe it, and I stand here to assert belief that 
it is all nonsense to say that Indian children will er from our 
1 the provisions of the bill as it comes from the other 

e distinguished chairman of the Committee 8 
to iate whate i omens suite ad — 

appropriate whatever money is n adequa 

— 5 — 8 “f will be rived of 
the advan of the sectarian schools. The schools of the next 
school year do not commence before the middle of September. It 
would be no gront hardship to postpone that school year until the 
ist of November. It is oftentimes done by communities in this 
country, and especially in rural communities in this country, and 
there are whole sections where the winter schooling is limited to 
three or four months in the year. tale in a farming com- 
munity where we had but three months of ool in summer and 
three monthsof school in winter, and almost every man upon this 
floor grew up under similar circumstances. I believe that what 
was good enough for our fathers and for their children will at 
least temporarily suffice to properly take care of the Indian wards 
of this Government. 

Istand here to insist that before it becomes absolutely neces- 

for the next winter’s schooling of the Indian 


+ 


iations. The ques- | frigh 


children n this 
in this country the agencies of this Government, with | tics 


proper aj riations, can provide all the school facilities that are 
n and no Indian child will unnecessarily suffer because of 
our standing now by the Constitution of the United States, when 
we are all determined that from this time on the fundamental 
policy of the Government shall be recognized, that church and 
state shall be and remain divorced, and that Government enter- 
prises shall be carried on by Government agencies and through 
the administration of Government officers. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it seems strange that at this 
quiet hour in the history of our country, when the fundamental 
ee of the American Constitution are accepted all over its 
th and length, when there is no one so far as I know in this 
body of representative i citizens advocating any policy in 
contravention of the great American doctrine of separation of 
church from state, when there is no propaganda anywhere so far 
as I know which threatens that condition of things which all 


If it be so that our Constitution is framed upon such lines that 
we can not do justice when justice stands plain before our eyes 
and its dictates are unmistakable, we have not builded better than 
we knew, but much worse than we intended. 

Mr. President, I have not one drop of blood in my veins that is 
not Protestant. My education was drawn from Puritan sources. 
But I never learned that this country was laid upon any founda- 
tions less broad and sure than those which meant to deal out exact 
justice and charity to all, and to tolerate the widest difference of 

igious and political thought. 

t is the proposition before us? It is not to unite church 
and state; it is not to support any policy looking to their union; 
but simply that in passing from an administration of Indian 
schools in what was only a Short time ago the far West, we should 
recognize present conditions and seek in establishing absolute 
nonsectarian schools to do no injustice to the work nor to the 
character of the devoted men and women who have given of their 
time and means to do what the Government of the United States 
was unable or unwilling in the past to do. 

It appears now that we are both able and willing, and we are 
to adopt a of nonsectarian schools. Isay amen toit. It 
is right; butin doing it I should rather forget, I think, that I am an 
American citizen imbued with the N that lay at the foun- 
dation of our Government if I could not do justice to those who 
are also American citizens and who have been laboring in their 
own way to educate those who, without their efforts, would have 
been bereft of educational advantages. 

So, Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, in a question that I 
asked the Senator from New Hampshire, it is merely whether we 
shall take the risk of doing any injustice to these Indian children 
in passing from this provisional state in which the Government 
of the United States, whether for good reason or for bad reason, 
chose to avail itself of these schools established by Christian men 
and Christian women—whether in yee from that we should 
not only do them injustice, but in the mode of doing it do them 
insult and injury. 

Mr. President, it was no crime, however impolitic it may be, 
and I grant thatit is, to continue these schools, or to continue aid 
tothem. Itwasnocrime to havethese children taught even bythe 
Catholic teachers or Baptist teachers or Methodist teachers, 
were all Christians and they were American citizens, men an 
women both, who were givin: ne their endeavor and making the sac- 
rifice for the great cause of education. 

That there is no danger in . arrangement 
contemplated by the Senator from i, but only doing simple 
justice and relieving ourselves from the imputation of a narrow- 
ness and iy te that do not belong to the erican character, I 
will ask to have read at the desk a from the address of 
Archbishop Ireland in yesterday’s W ashington Post, which I 
think, on account of the patriotic sentiment, and the eloquent ex- 
pression of it that he has given, ought to be spread upon the rec- 
3 * will ask the Secretary to read from the heading Church 
an te. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The-Secretary read as follows: 


SPHERES OF CHURCH AND STATE. 


The church as her own sphere faith and morals. She possesses 
and claims no m in civil and political matters. The state u * —— 
to itself civil and tical matters, and assumes no authority in the domain 
of faith and mo: There is no room for conflict between church and state; 


both move in separate and distinct i get If the church encroaches 
the sphere of the state, we should bid her be away. If the state enters into 
the sanct of conscience, the proper empire of the church, the appeal is 
to and state is ordered to hold off its hands. There isnot an Amer- 
ican who will not say, Better obey God than man,” and this is all that Catho» 
ever would be permitted to say by the Catholic Church. 
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8 of church and state, as we have it in America church and state 
revo veg. blage in their separate and distinct spheres. Catholics fall behind 
eir fellow-citizens in admiring it and demanding its continuance. 
The Catkolic Church wishes no aid from the state in the 9 — . of her 
l. She rests her cause on its truth and Lag ye iberty from the 


zens e ih 1 
esthood. I can hold office, and I can do work, educational and charitable, 

or the state, although I am a Catholic and a priest, and no one in the name 
of liberty shall debar me. 

8 of church and state! Most assuredly. The state must not aid 
in the pro; tion of the faith of a church, but she must not impede and 
. r 55 a in her work and close her out from the necessary oppor- 
tunities 0 it. 

Separation of church and state! Most assuredly again. But let there not 


be, in the working out of this se tion, wild extreme m which 
would tend to make society 3 and destroy in it all moral life an super- 


natural ae Often under cover of sp Depa of church and state infidelity 
are eir cause. 
rds betray no fear for the future. Americans are a people of sin- 


sway and ion and m: 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, those utterances would have fallen 
with 8 and I have heard many such, perhaps not so elo- 
uently expressed, from the mouths of Protestant clergymen, 
om men who were high in the priesthood of other than the 
Roman Catholic Church, expressing just that estimate of what 
true Americanism is in regard to church and state; and when it 
falls from the lips of a Roman Catholic bishop it does not cease to 
be true, and it remains true to-day, and th God there is room 
enough in this country for all denominations, and surely for all 
Christian denominations. i 
The amendment expressly declares in the following lan 
the purpose of adherence to this American doctrine so een 
portrayed by the Senator from Nebraska: 
And it is hereby declared to be the settled policy 
Says the amendment— 


of the Government to make no N sigh whatever for the education of 
Indian children in any sectarian school just as soon as it is possible for provi- 
eir education otherwise; and the Secre 


What more do you want than that? Does not that fill the 
measure of American common sense and of American Christian- 
ity, I should say? ia ~ 

Mr. President, Protestantism is not bigotry and Christianity is 
not fanaticism. They are both consistent with that broad com- 
mon sense and that true American spirit that I have tried to de- 
scribe and which I have heard described not only in the words of 
Archbishop Ireland, but from the lips of many of our Protestant 


clergymen, 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. If it isso entirely proper and constitutional to 
make provision for sectarian schools, where is the necessity for 
ceasing to make it two years hence? 

Mr. GRAY. I was interrupted by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], if the Senator will pardon me, just as he 
was asking the question. 

Mr. GEORGE. The question I propounded was this: If it was 
so entirely proper and so consonant with American institutions 
and the American Constitution to make ee out of the 
public Treasury to sustain sectarian schools, where is the propri- 
ety of Caang to perform that operation in two years? 

. GRAY. Ido not exactly understand the question. Per- 
haps that is my fault. 
GEORGE. I will explain. 

Mr. GRAY. It is my fault. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say that in about 
two years from now we would get out of this system; that we 
would have no more of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Well. . d 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, why are we getting out of it, if it is a 
good thing? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, no one denies, I do not deny, and 
you, sir, do not deny that education by a Protestant school, edu- 
cation by a Baptist minister, or education by a Catholic priest is 
better than no education at all, and that the foundations of free- 
dom in this country were not laid in any wise to forbid the mere 
touch of a Christian minister as if it were pollution. They have 
8 sir, a great part in the t history of this country. 

ey have carried on a great Po of the education of American 
youth, and I have never heard that any lesson that was wanting 
in patriotism was ever inculcated by a clerical teacher of any de- 
nomination. I, sir, have received instruction from clerical teach- 
ers. I recollect with gratitude lessons that I have been taught by 
them of duty not only tomy Creator, but to the country and State 


and society in which Ilive. They came from the lips of clerical 
teachers, and notwithstanding that Iam not willing that public 
money should be appropriated to pay such teachers, but neither 
am I willing that in the public laws of this country we should 
treat with insult and contumely that portion of our citizenship 
that has devoted itself to preaching the gospel of Christ, whether 
it be in a Catholic cathedral or a Methodist or Baptist or Presby- 
terian church. 

No, Mr. President, I do not believe that any such feeling is con- 
sonant with American patriotism anywhere. I know the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska entertains no such feelings; he has disclaimed 
them on the floor, and we all knew that he did not before he made 
his disclaimer. But all I want to say is that the great principie 
of separation of church and state does not forbid us to do simple 
justice in passing from this provisional arrangement—simple jus- 
tice to both teachers and children. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I can not consent that my 
silence should even impliedly admit that I disagree with any of 
the general statements or propositions of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I am at a loss to understand how it was possible that 
anything I said upon this floor aroused him to such a pitch of 
defense of one particular religious denomination, for I said no 
word, I made no tion, which could be claimed as pointed to 
any denomination in the United States. The Senator can go no 
further than I do in my reverent admiration for the barefoot 
priest with the cross of Christ upon his breast, who has made 
pathways into the wilderness and has spread for many genera- 
tions, aye, for many centuries, the divine doctrine of the lowly 
Nazarene, 

Sir, this is no question, and it can not be c into a ques- 
tion, of religious intolerance. I do not care what may be the 
religious faith, the religious creed, the religious association of 
the man who teaches the Indian children of this country, or who 
teaches my children, but when he teaches them he must be the 
employed officer and the employed agent of the Government 
toward which I contribute my quota of taxation for the support 
of the education of the children of the country. That is all I ask 
for; all that I insist upon. I will not raise any barrier of religious 
intoleration or of bigotry against the selection of any man, I care 
not what his religious creed may be, or of any woman, to teac 
the Indian wards of the Government of the United States. 
only insist that he shall teach them in a schoolhouse of the United 
States of America, subject to Government supervision, subject to 
Government inspection, subject to Government regulation, and 
that the teacher who stands there and teaches Americanism in 
the education of the children of the United States shall stand 
there subject to direction of the Government and subject to re- 
moval if he abuses the trust conferred upon him by the United 
States of America. 

I think the Senator from Delaware has been unfortunate in an- 
other respect. I had supposed up to the time he arose that the 
whole question of our consideration was as to whether or not by 
this action of ours we would deprive the Indian wards of this Gov- 
ernment of that immediate and necessary support and education to 
which their helpless condition entitles them from us. But the 
Senator from Delaware, it seems to me without warrant, it seems 
to me without excuse, if seems to me without justification from 
rc that has been said, stands up here and charges that this 

rop action of ours, confirming the action of the House of 

resentatives, is directed as a reproach against some particular 
religious institution which has heretofore maintained schools for 
the education of our Indian wards. I do not so understand it at 
all. I know of no obligation, expressed or implied, on the part of 
the United States of America to contribute this year or any year 
one dollar to assist in the ing of any private or sectarian 
school of the United States. The fact that we have done so in the 
t is no warrant that we should continue it in the future, 
ere is no guaranty by this Government that because it has 
done a wrong for one year or a hundred years it will continue the 
wrong in the future. 

Isay now, not as a result of any immediate or present conver- 
sion, but as a result of many years of deliberate thought, animated 
by the broadest und most patriotic motives, that having for the 
first time to elect as to whether I will vote moneys of the United 
States to the support of institutions not officered and managed by 
the United States, I have only one course to pursue. It is a patri- 
otic course, it seems to me, and I still insist that it works no 
wrong to any e tay denomination; it works no wrong to any 
established school, and I still insist that this Government is bi 
enough and has money enough to furnish all the necessary schoo 
3 that are needed by the wards of the United 

Mr. GRAY. As I understand it, sir, the only question before 
the Senate is upon the amendment offered by the Senator from 


Missouri, which provides merely that the Secretary of the Interior 
may make contracts with present contract schools, thereby show- 
ing that contract schools have been authorized in the past by the 
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Government or availed of by the Government for Indian educa- 
tional purposes. 
Secretary tracts with present 
Aegre 5 for the ne inte a en ag i fiscal Se 
shall only make such contracts at places where nonsectarian schoo! 
be provided for such Indian children, and to an amount not exceeding 50 
cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 
That is the amendment the Senator from Nebraska is opposing. 
That is the amendment toward which he has directed his el 

uent denunciation. That is the practical question before the 
ee whether we can afford to allow such Indian children as 
can not be provided with nonsectarian schools to use for one year 
the sectarian schools at which they have already been accustomed 
to attend; that is all. What prevents our doing it? That is what 
Lask. Not the principle of nonsectarian schools, for I believe in 
it as much as the Senator from Nebraska; no principle of division 
between church and state, because we avow in the amendment 
that hereafter it is— 

l licy of the Government to make no a tion whatever 

aie 8 of dina Sblldren in any sectarian La a 

The amendment declares our settled policy; but it is a mere 
question of convenience of administration; it is a mere question 
whether we shall subject these Indian children, or any paon of 
them, to the hardship and to the inconvenience and to the cruelty 
of being turned out without any education, in order that they 
may not be continued even for a short time in the sectarian schools 
which they have been accustomed to attend. 

Mr. PLATT. May I not ask this question: If there is to bea 
50 cent reduction during the year for which this be ba ag 
bill is adopted, will there not be the same risk of children being 
thrown out? 

Mr. GRAY. I am afraid so. I should not make a 50 per cent 
reduction; but I supposed in the collision of opinion that there 
has been a certain concession to this feeling which I can not un- 
derstand, though of course I am bound to respect it because it is 
an opinion uttered oi 7 — whom I am bound to respect, but I 
can not understand the feeling, agreeing with them as I do that 
there must be an absolute division between church and state, that 
we can not afford, in simple justice, to provide in this temporary 
way during the transition from a provisional system to a perma- 
nent system for the care and custody of these children. 

Isaid nothing about a defense of one denomination or of another. 
I read from the remarks of Archbishop Ireland, because they ex- 

ress eloquently what I have heard before expressed from cler- 
Ys of other denominations. We with him; the Senator 
from Nebraska indorses him, and I indorse him. I do not care 
what body of Christians has been doing or is doing this Christian 
work, it is the same thing. Let them go on fora year and con- 
tinue the work they have been doing until the United States is 
able to take it entirely into their own hands. That is all there is 
in it; and what is to prevent it? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there seems to be no division of 
sentiment here as to the propriety of the Government of the 
United States taking charge of Indian education directly. The 
only question is, it seems now, whether it can be done properly 

that is, whether we can discard the old system of contract 
schools and the Government can furnish the necessary appliances 
for the education of the Indian children or whether we must by 
de, reach that point. 3 
. President, a majority of the Committee on Appropriations 
have, for the reasons very clearly and conclusively given by the 
chai the other day, believed that it was better to accept the 
provision of the House bill as it came to us. We brought before 
the committee the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who very 
frankly stated to us, I think, that he could take care of substan- 
tially all the Indian children. Ido not believe there would be 
any more trouble in taking care of the Indian children under the 
provisions of the bill as it came from the other House than under 
the provisions of the amendment now pending. The Committee 
on Appropriations have recommended to the Senate very large 
additions to the usual appropriations for the purpose of meeting 
this question. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Will itnot be more difficult in taking care of the 
Indian children if 50 per cent is withheld the next year and 50 
= cent the year after than if this change is made all at once? 

ow is the 50 per cent of the children going to be provided for? 
Those are not provided for by the Government, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not 50 per cent of the children; it is 50 
per cent of the ght eee 

Mr. PLATT. It is 50 per cent for the education of the children. 

Mr.COCKRELL. That will be taken from certain schools, and 
ather e will be allowed their whole number, as has always 

u done, 

Mr. TELLER. But some schools somewhere must be discon- 
tinued or else a portion of all the schools must be discontinued. 
Last year the House of Representatives sent us a provision some- 


thin 
which is now pending, providing for a gradual reduction of the 
contract schools and a cessation of the system. The Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs stated to the committee that he did not: pro rate 
them in the different schools, but discontinued certain contract 
schools entirely, and in that way he brought himself within the 
provision of the law. That is the way undoubtedly he will do it 
again. If we say we will cut off 50 per cent of the money we 
shall cut off 50 per cent of the children. It seems to me that, 
inasmuch as we are entering upon this system of discontinuing 
and discarding the contract system, it would be better for us to 
seize this question to-day and prepare at once for taking care of 
these children. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs made the im- 
pronon, at least upon my mind, that that would be substantially 
one if proper sppropriations were made. 

Mr. President, there have been some erroneous statements made as 
to the system of contract schools. It was asserted here by at least 
one or twoSenators that it originated with President Grant. There 
never was a ter mistake. President Grant had nothing what- 
ever to do with the contract schools, and never made, so far as I 
can learn, any suggestion about them. That statement arises 
from the fact that President Grant thought it would be a good 
thing to allow the peace-loving people of the country, like the 
Quakers and church people, to select the Indian agents. He had 
an idea if they selected the Indian agents from the class of people 
they knew, the universal complaint of robbery, stealing, etc., at 
Indian 1 15 would cease. So the whole country was parceled 
out by the Secre of the Interior, He said such an agency 
shall belong to the Methodists, such an agency shall belong to the 
Presbyterians, such an agency shall . the Moravians; and 
I believe a few agencies were allotted to the Catholics, but not, I 
think, in proportion to the number of their membership or their 
zeal in the cause of education. 

It was found this did not work well. The church, in their desire 
to serve some good brother, would recommend people who had 
not the qualifications and who did not and could not make good 

dian agents, and it was found to bea very bad system. I know 
of instances where designing and bad men even went so far as to 
on the church in order that they might get Indian agencies. 

hen it became my duty to administer the law in 1882 the first 
case that came before me was from the State of Colorado, where 
an Indian agent, appointed on the recommendation of one of the 
great churches of the country, had been caught substantially in 
stealing the supplies which the Government 3 for the 
Indians. Having seen for some years the bad effects of this sys- 
tem, I very promptly asked the ident to remove the man and 
appoint a man of whom I had personal knowledge, and I did it 
without consulting thechurches. Asmay be Scere: that raised 
something of a storm about my ears; but the church was not the 
church in which I had been brought up and to which my family 
belonged, and I rather got along with that fairly. 

The next case that came was from the Methodist Church, of 
which my wife was a member, and of which my family had been 
members for many years, my father, and my relatives generally, 
While not a member of that organization myself, it was consid- 
ered a very unfair thing for me to thus treat the church that I 
had at least some attachment for, and I received very severe casti- 
gation through the press and through the secretaries, and from 


similar to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 


church people generally, because I had interfered with this valu- 
able system. had taken the advice of the President of the 
United States, who had very kindly said to me that if I thought 


it was not a good system I might tear it up by the roots, and I 
had determined to tear it up y the roots, ad did tear it up by 
the roots, greatly to the benefit of the public service. 

At that time there was very little interest in Indian education. 
The number of Indians in schools was comparatively few to the 
number to-day. Up to that time there had not been very many 
appropriations for Indian schools. About $800,000 of Indian 
money had been put into the Treasury and made available for 
Indian schools; and that, under the administration of my prede- 
cessor, had been practically paid out. 

I came to Congress for appropriations, having some notions of 
my own, and urged Congress to allow me to take charge of all 
the schools—there were some few contract schools at that time to 
take charge of—and give me money enough to enable me to do so. 
It cost the Government about $150 apiece, from that up to $170, 
to educate the children in its own schools. The good people who 
had established sectarian schools, or church schools, or mission 
schools, or whatever you choose to call them, were able to do this 
work for less; in some instances for as low as $70, and from that 
up to $100 and $108—in that neighborhood. The Department was 
compelled, in order to provide for the Indian children who were 
demanding access to the schools, to make use of these agencies, 
and gradually they began to grow in extent. 

The Catholic Church had comparatively few schools. I 
knew myself that the Catholic Church had been a very powe 
agency in the civilization of the Indians. Their order of doing 
business and their methods are much better calculated to get the 
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entire control of the wild people than those of the other denomi- 
nations. They had been successful, and I parceled out to some 
of them at least the privilege of taking charge of Indian educa- 
tion; and some of the most successful Indian schools in the United 
States have been the Catholic Indian schools. 

I am a little like the Senator from * Gray]. I 
come of an anti-Catholic race, arace which suff as much from 
Catholicism as any race that ever lived on the face of the earth; 
but I have no prejudice whatever against any organization which 
attempts to uplift and elevate the human race. I can see virtue 
in the Catholic schools as well as in the Methodist schools; but, 
Mr. President, I was, as Secretary of the Interior, apposed, and so 

declared to the committees, to any sectarian schools whatever, 
against any contract schools, believing, as was stated here on the 
floor to-day, that the Government of the United States is rich 
enough an strong enough to educate its own children without 
the ity of anybody, and believing also that the American 

le do not want the Government of the United States to save a 

dollars on the education of the Indians of this country. I be- 
lieved then, as I believe now, that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to take charge of the Indian schools, and I believe I can point 
to several Indian schools of which the Governmenthas taken charge 
which are vastly better than any contract schools which have ever 
been conducted by any denomination. I will mention the Carlisle 
School and the school at Lawrence, Kans. I might mention a 
dozen others which have been very successful, and even more 
successful than the most successful of thecontract sc which, 
I again repeat, have been, I think, in the hands of the Catholic 
Church and notin the Protestant churches. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill ask the Senator if it will be agreeable to him 
to continue his remarks in the morning? 

Mr. TELLER. I only want to say a word or two more, and I 
prefer to finish what I have to say now. 

I have no complaint to make of the Catholics. They have taken 
poe oe the Indian Prey ar ee e churches 8 

e W system, in my ju ent, of allowing any religious 
body to educate these chile E . If I belieyed, as has 
been stated on the floor, that the adoption of the pending ora 
similar amendment or an adhesion to the House provision would 
turn out of the schools or deprive a large portion of the Indian 
children of the benefits and advantages of the schools, I should 
not vote for it; but I believe, and have believed for many years, 
that it is the duty of the Governmentto takecharge of the schools 
and educate the children. Whether they be white or black or red, 
according to my idea of public policy, the duty of educating them 
belongs to the state. 

Mr. President, I come from a State which adopted a free-school 
system before there had been a surveyor’s chain put upon an acre 
of its land; a school law which has in force ever since, and 
to which no man has ever contributed one cent, aie 4 by way of 
taxation; a school law which has, I think, brought the people of 
Colorado into loving communion with the idea that the State is 
bound to educate its children. To such an extent have we gone 
in Colorado that not only have we provided that each man shall 
send his children to the public schools, but, if he is too poor to 
clothe them, the State intends that its citizens shall have the o 
pennn and benefits of an education no matter what ma; 

ir condition in life, and the State puts the clothes upon their 
backs as it furnishes them the books; and no rate bill has ever 
me to a citizen of my State for the education of his children or 

e education of any children, white, black, or red. Believing, as 
I dothoroughly, that it is the State’s duty to educate, I am op- 
posed to an y except the State putting out their hand to edu- 
cate the children. 

For that reason I have been willing to adhere to the other pro- 
vision, believing that there will be no suffering caused by it, that 
there will be no deprivation of educational facilities with the 
liberal appropriations which the Committee on Appropriations 
have recommended to the Senate over and above those provided 
by — House of Representatives if the Senate shall adopt those 

ons. 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment 3 by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. P IGREW. I do not ask for a vote on the pending 
amendment to-night, as there probabiy ix not a quorum present; 
but I should like unanimous consent t the vote may be taken 
on 3 AEX MaRS to-morrow, say, = KO 

¥ h no; you can not do È 

Mr. COCKRELL. f do not think that is necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can we not agree upon an hour perhaps 
later than 1 o’clock? It seems to me we ought to dispose of this 
matter, say, at 2 o'clock to-morrow, and agree that the bill be taken 

immediately after the routine morning business. 
GOR . I suggest that we agree to finish the bill to- 
morrow before we adjourn. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. The entire bill? 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not believe we can do that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let us dispose of the pending amendment 
by 2 o'clock, agreeing to take up the bill immediately after the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that we go on in an orderly way. - 
We shall then consume a great deal less time than will be occu- 

ied in trying to secure agreements, and I do not think there will 

much more discussion on the pending amendment. I am cer- 

a that no one will speak upon it merely for the purpose of 
elay. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We may be able to dispose of it earlier 
than 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With the Senate in the condition it now is, 
I can not consent to a unanimous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TELLER. Ioffer an amendment to the pending bill, to 
come in at the foot of page 79. It is an amendment which is de- 
sired by the Department, and I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be received 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR GRANT PARK. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a bill which some of my friends in the Senate 
are 55 anxious to 6 78 of now, and which is needed 
before the 27th instant. The is now lying u the table, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be taken from the table 
and considered at this time. It is House bill 8313. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill 

H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from the Rock 
and Arsenal, Rock Island, II., to Grant Park, in Galena, III.; 
which was read 3 its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ad ng a to consider the bill. 

Mr. WLEY. The Military Committee wishes to move an 
amendment, which is indicated by brackets on the face of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is 8 to amend the bill, after the 
word “infantry,” in line 16, by ing out and bearing an in- 
scription, Presented to the Soverei tate of South Carolina in 
commemoration of the 20th day of December, 1860, by citizens 
abroad’”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of War be authorized and directed to 
cause to be transferred from the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., to 
Grant Park, in Galena, III., a Confederate cannon captured by the Forty-fifth 
Illinois Infantry: Provided, That the transfer shall be made without expense 
to the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 288 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the ate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 80 minutes 
p m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 
, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 21, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that 
the arrangement which was made for the consideration of the 
bankruptcy bill on Wednesday, 5 Friday morning 
of this week be changed to Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursda 
morning of next week. I understand there are other matters whic 
will be considered this week, so that we can not get that bill up. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thenam I to understand that the consideration 
of the bill is to be had on Tuesday and Wednesday and the vote 
on 5 

Mr. HENDERSON. The vote is to be taken immediately after 
the reading of the Journal on Thursday. It is just the same 
arrangement as was made for this week, except it is for next 


week, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that; but I 
would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa, in view of the fact 
that a good number of gentlemen have expressed to mea desire to 
speak upon the subject, that instead of taking the vote immedi- 
JJV n later on Thurs- 

y: 


1896. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. That can be arranged afterwards, Ithink 
we meres better pag the order to be transferred one week, and that 

Mr. B A I will say to the gentleman after we make an 
arrangement by unanimous consent it will then bein the power of 
one gentleman to prevent an extension of the time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I will amend my request so that it be that 
the vote be taken on Thursday. 
hour it shall be taken. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object to the consideration of any bill of 
this character. 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. S I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the pill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secre —— ep Navy to donate one condemned can- 
non and condemn i gir Go nes erly 
ae Army of the Republic, of Washington, In d., Department 


Oise lt wor cenit as follows: 


We can arrange then at what 


55 CANNON, 


Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
Serials e e tte Cramer Vint, e asm at te 
non ‘or t 0. y 
Republic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after the word “Indiana,” insert the fo 
“ Provided, 


of the Na 


e the judgment ot tho Seoretary of the Navy such articles 
ther, "That th o United 8 $ tates shall not be subjected to any expense on account 
of such donation. = 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection ah the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] hair hears none. 
The amendment recommended b me committee was 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 3 
ing: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


On motion of Mr. HARDY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
TRANSFER OF CANNON TO GRANT PARK, GALENA, ILL, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the 2 4 R. 
Book at the transfer of a cannon from the Rock Island Arsenal, 
III., to Grant Par in Galena, II., having had the same under 

‘er 


y with an amendment, as follows: 
shall be made without expense to the Goy- 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8313) authorizing the N of a cannon gan the Rock Island 
Arsenal, Rock Island, III., to Grant Park, in Galena, III. 


Be it enacted, etc., That wl Secreta of War be eee, and directed to 
cause to be transferred the R Island Arsenal, Roe! 


by citizens abroad.” 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a read- 
ing: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROOK, ARE. 


the act settled “An act to authorize the buildi bs a railroad 
bridge at Little Rock, eit approved March 2, 1 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ted, et Shr t ed March grani the Littl 
Rock Bridge pa Termi i eee au earl gts im Fede 4 
maintain a bridge and a proaches thereto over the s River ata oot 
on said river at or near of Little Rock, in the State of Arkansas, 


which upto — — by ears cy be, and is hereby, revived aa reenacted. 
Sud. 2. That section 7 of the said act be amended so as to read as follows: 
“SEO. 7 1 That this act shall be aul and void if actual construction of the 

bridge herein 1 5 not commenced within one 7 —_ completed 

1, 1898; and ee ee inure 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the bill 3 reported by the sam 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


{i | consideration of the bill. The report, I 


On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


A. T. HENSLEY. 


Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
en a of the bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of 
ey. 
A the bill wos read, as follows: 


5 etc., That there be, and is h. n 
eys in the of the United States nek 


ies — of $452, to be 
in full com 
United States in August, 1805 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

ge of the bill? 
DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Texaa will give a brief statement concerning the bill. 
Rep a AN. The statement is that these parties furnished 
the lumber—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. These bills 
ought to receive the attention of the House. 

Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill for lumber was incurred 
for the use of the Army of the United States years ago. This 
gentleman was sen S lumber yard at Lavaca, Tex., and the 
lumber was furnished to an Indiana regiment at that time. It 
has been pending since, and for one reason or another it has not 
been paid. It has now been favorably reported by the committee. 
It is a small amount of money that is due, 


Mr. LOUD. Ther is very short. 1 think it will be well 
to have the report re 
Mr. NOONAN. The report can be read. 


he repens (br It COOPER of Texas) was read, as follows: 
— ergs mg F R. 7200) 


The Committee on 
for the relief of A. T. Hensley t the foll 
The claim of A. T. H if of f Lavaca, T. against the Rates pees 
= is r United States, and was by order of Col. E. D. 
Swain, comman: furnished to Lieutenan’ 


ding Dos post, Zollinger, acting assistant 
8 the lumber to be used for Pulling bunks for the soldiers of 
e Fifty-seventh Indiana Veteran Volunteer Infantry to keep the men out 
of the mud and water, A committee composed of J. & McGraw, lieutenant- 
colonel 2 -seventh Indiana; J. E. 1o al, captain of Company Got Twenty- 
gebh Ee Veteran Voluntee „and R. J. Clow, a citizen of 
tion o roved the claim for $42 on No- 

vember 18, 1865. 


app: 
his claim was apr 


major-gene: 
claim with his approval November 
resented to the G. W: Paschal, a r-Gene: 
by sim shouid } 
i DANO bate 


ent. 
the passage of the bill wil with th 3 “pos tacts, * 
Inline K. ie ayi — A 1 late of Lavaca, Tex.” 
ee alty of Mr. Hensley is y is established by the testimony of army officers 
8 ae I trust the gentleman will not object to the 
think, sets out all the 
facts and shows that the party is clearly entitled to the amount 
5 IN GH Er. On gestion. Wh t this paid in 
e sug: y was no 

the regular order? It seems to have been approved by the officer 
in command—by the quartermaster. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. There was no 1 . 

Jes 3 Is there any question of the loyalty of the 

claiman 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. None at all. 

Mr. DIN GLE. It seems on the face of it that this was an ac- 
oe that might have been presented to the Quartermaster- 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. It was presented and allowed, but 
there were no funds to pay it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right, then. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed for a third 
5 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, an 

On motion of Mr. NOONAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was ‘laid on the table. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 


The SPEAKER, Is there 7 to the present consideration Johnson 


of the bill? [After a ~~ _ The Chair hears none. 
The bill was or 


read the third time, and ee 


A pill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


reading; and it was accordingly | Schilling 


A bill (8. 744) providing for a naval training station on the 


4216 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


APRIL 21, 


island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 


Francisco, Cal., and for other Se N 

A bill (S. 69) to authorize the etary of the Interior to set- 
tle the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, 
late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for 
services and expenses; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved Au- 
gust 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, etc, 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 2848) to amend section 
4 of an act entitled An act g appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895,” approved August 18, 1894, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 con- 
demned cannon and 100 cannon shot to the Grand Army of the 
Republic Cemetery Association of Colorado. . 

e bill was read, as follows: 

enacted. $ he Secre of the Navy be, and h reby, 
Pili bade and Ad deer ig A Grand pied of the Re ast O 
tery Association of the State of Colorado, for ornamental uses in its burial 
goas mounted condemed cannon and 4 unmounted condemned cannon 
and 100 24-pound or - pound round cannon shot: That the same can 
be spared without de ent to the service and that no expense is 
incurred by the Government. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker,I desire just a minute for discus- 
sion upon this bill. Iam in favor of the passage of the bill, but I 
want to make a su ion to the House. Information comes to 
me, which I have not verified, that there are plenty of condemned 
cannon at the various navy-yards, most of them, perhaps, at 
Mare Island, to meet the demand for monumental porpore gen- 
erally throughout the coun Gentlemen understand that the 
ordnance which we have had heretoforeis practically of no account 
except as old iron, and that it would be an to the Govern- 
ment even to get rid of it. Now, most of us have Grand Army 
that are pressing us to secure for them condemned ordnance for 
monumental purposes, and gentlemen are urgent here every morn- 
ing to get unanimous consent for bills of that character. I know 
I would te glad to get unanimous consent for one or two such 

ills 


thereby 


Now, my suggestion is that, by unanimous consent, a resolution 
be 8 to the Committee on Naval Affairs and one to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, Which will practically echaust 
this whole subject, give us some idea of the supply of this con- 
demned ordnance that is on hand, and make some sh pecker 
of it in an omnibus bill, thus disposing of the whole matter and 
getting itoff our minds and off our hands; and if the Speaker will 
recognize me for the purpose, I will, later on, offer a resolution 
for reference to those committees, directing them respectively to 
make in a and report touching this subject. 

Mr. LAC . Sproat I am informed by the gentleman 
from California, Mr. HILBORN, that there is a very large supply 
of cannon at the Mare Island Navy-Yard that are not even wort 
breaking up; that is, the Government can not afford to ship them 
to the points where it would be necessary to send them in order to 
break them vp. The cost of shipping those cannon to points in 
the East would, perhaps, be ore tia a good many Grand Army 
posts would be willing to bear, but the cannon are there practi- 
cally useless and more than sufficient in quantity to fill every re- 
quirement of the bills that have been heretofore reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, has unanimous consent 
been given for the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have the bill again re- 


rted. 
The bill was again read as above. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My object in asking to have the bill read 
a was to find out whether it contained the provision that the 

5 should be put to no expense in connection with the 

matter. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was 3 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHAFROTH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NORTHERN PACIFIO INDEMNITY LANDS. 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. ogee Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4974) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the Northern Pacific Rai indemnity lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That those persons who, after the 15th day of August, 
in the year of our Lord 1887, and before the ist day of January, in the year 
1889, settled upon, im roved, and made final proof on lands in the so-called 
second indemnity belt of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company's grant 
under the homestead and preemption laws of the United States, or their 
heirs, may transfer their said entries from said tracts to such other vacant 
surveyed Government land in compact form and in legal subdivisions, sub- 
ject to entry under the homestead and preemption laws, as they may select. 
and receive final certificates and receipts thereof, in lieu of the tracts proved 
up on in said belt by the respective claimants: Provided, That such transfer 
of entry shall be made and completed within two years trom the date of the 

of this act, and be so made in person by the claimant, or, in case of 
eath, by his legal representative, and without the intervention of agent or 


a ey. 

SEC. 3 That all persons professin uisite qualifications under the 
homestead and preemption laws, who Pan ee said 15th day of August, 1887, 
and said Ist day of January, 1889, in good faith settled upon, improved, an: 
lived six months upon land in said second indemnity belt, having made filing 
or entry of the same, and who, for any reason other than volun aban- 
donment, failed to e proof thereon, may, within two years after the pas- 
sage of this act, transfer their claims to any vacant surveyed Government 
land subject to entry under the hom laws, and make proof therefor 
in the same way as proof might have been made for their ori entries 
had the same been perfected in proof credit be given 
for the amount of their improvements upon their claims in said indemni 
be e claims to which the transfer 


mad 
laws. The 3 of this act shall be carried into effect under such rules 
and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the > 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear 
an explanation of the bill. 
The report is very brief and I will ask that it be 


read. 
The report (by Mr. WIS of Idaho) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred House bill 4974, 
submit the following report: 

On May 31, 1870. Congress by joint resolution gave to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Compan an additional, or second, indemnity limit of 10 miles. 

On August 1257. Mr. Lamar, Secre of the Interior, gave an opinion 
that the company was not entitled to said additional 10-mile limit, and that 
the lands embraced therein were open to homestead and preemption entry. 

On January 17, 1888, Attorney-General Garland rendered an opinion over- 
ruling the Secre! and holding the company to be entitled to the additional 
5 belt, and the Supreme Court (36 Fed. Rep., 282) has sustained that 
opinion. 

But this decision of the Attorney-General was not delivered to the local 
land office at St. Cloud, Minn., until some timein November, 

Meantime, w. the lands were viene to entry, and in many cases durin; 
the time between the date of the Attorney-General's opinion and its recei 
at the St. Cloud land office, hundreds of settlers went upon these lands, made 
ho: and preemption entries, the necessary length of tim 
made improvements, and either received final receipts or were preven’ 
5 so by reason of the opinion of the Attorney-General before meun- 


med. 

The object of this bill is to afford relief to both classes of these settlers 
that were thus injured—those who had made final proof and those who had 
not. The former are 8 to transfer their entries to other vacant Gov- 
ernment land subject to entry, pondes that such transfer be made within 
two years from the oft act, and by either the claimant himself 
or, in case of his deat. nby legal representative. Those who failed to make 
final proof are permi to transfer their claims to any remaining Govern- 
ment land subject to entry, and prove up on the same as they might have 


done in the case of the ron entry, receiving credit also for the improve- 
ments made on the o claim. 
The act is to be ed out under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 
mmittee are unanimously and strongly of opinion that the object 
pass. 


. TOWNE. 


The co: 
of the bill is a worthy one, and that the bill should 

Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Offce and the Secretary of the Interior are both favorable 
to the of this bill with an amendment which I have sent 
to the Clerk’s desk, as indicated by the letters which I have here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman please put those letters 
into the RECORD? 

Mr. TOWNE. I will do so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman kindly have the 
read from the desk, as this is rather an important matter? 

TOWNE. Certainl, 


5 x y. 
The letters were read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 23, 1896. 


SIR: Ihave to . the receipt, by reference from the Department 


letters 


for report, of a copy of a (H. R. 4974) for the relief of settlers on North- 
ern Pacific Railroad inde ty lands.” 
The text of the bill is as follows: 


He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That those persons who, after the 15th day 
of August, in the Tear of our Lord 1887, and before the Ist day of January, 
in the year 1889, settled upon, improved, and made final proof of lands in the 
so-called second indemnity belt of the Northern Pacific road Company's 
grant under the homestead and preemption laws of the United States, or 

eir heirs, may transfer their said entries from said tracts to such other 
vacant surve; Government land in com form and in legal subdivisions, 
subject to en under the homestead and preemption laws, as ag) egret se- 
lect, and receive final ce cates and receipts therefor, in lieu of the tracts 
proved up on in said belt by the respective claimants: Provided, That such 


1896. 


transfer of entry shall be made and completed within two years from the 


date of the of this act, and be so made in person the claimant, or. 
in —_ of gonili, by. his legal representative, and pornon by t intervention of 
agent or attorney. 


“SEC. 2. That professin; deo greg (ray mee ay rodne taa aan 

thon laws, who, between the 15th day of August, 1887, and 

said Ist day of 5 1880, in faith settled upon, improved, and lived 
in said second indemnity belt, having made 

r than voluntary aban 


or 


subject to entry under the homestead 
same way as proof might have been made for their 


e claims to which the transfer is made. 

Payment for such final selections shall be made as under existing laws. The 
rovisions of this act shall be carried into effect under such rules and regu- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secr: 

The facts in relation to this matter are tha 
Pacific Railroad was definitely located through the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin, were pre showing the limits of the — e 

t and transmitted to the local land offices of the districts contain 
fas falling within such limits, with instruction for their withdrawal from 
entry. The limits shown on the were the 20-mile primary limits, 
the #0-mile first indemnity limits, and the 40-mile or second in: 

In 1887 the Secretary of the Interior rendered 
held that there was but one indemnity belt (that between the 20 and 30 mile 
limits) authorized by law within which the Northern Pacific Company could 
select lands in lieu of losses within 8 limits. 
had applied for and selected lands within the second indem- 


The compan 
nity belt, Put ollowing the decision of the Secre af d and in pursu- 
ance of ructions given the local land officers in relation thereto, 


e 
numerous prens settled upon and entered, and some made proof and pay- 
e 


ment for t. J 
rmined that the font resolution of May 31, 1870, 
did provide for a second 8 belt. L. D., 13.) Therefore, all set- 
thi md indemnity belt after a proper applica- 
tion therefor had been made by the railroad company were — oe and all 
entries made of the lands were subject to cancellation, and most, if notall, of 


_ have been canceled 3 
Congress passed an autho: certain 
made entries of these lands between August 15, and 
anuary 1, 1889, to transfer their entries and claims to other vacant surveyed 
Government lands subject to entry under the homestead and preemption 
laws, but provided that the transfer should be made within one year from its 


The legislation is practically an extension of the time allowed by 
the act of October 1, 1890, for the transfer of said entries and claims for two 
years from its date, should it become a law. 

As the passage of the bill could not interfere with the rights of or in any 
manner injure other persons, and might afford relief to meritorious entry- 
men who failed to avail themselves of the privileges conferred by the act of 
1890, I see no objection to its becoming a law. 

The copy of the bill and the letter of the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, House of Representatives, are herewith returned. 


Vi respectfull, 
ee * S. W. LAMOREUX, 
Commissioner. 
The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 28, 1896. 
Sin: I haye the honor to hand you herewith a rt from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on H. R. 4074, for the relief of settlers on 
orthern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands.“ 
In addition to what the Commissioner has said, I desire to call 
tion to the fact that between A 


our atten- 
, the land 


to ap 
said lands between the dates mention 

plete title to the lands which they are seeking to acq) 
sion of the Department holding that the joint resolution of May 31, 1870, 
proriapa jor a second indemnity belt, I can see no reason for the of 


authorizes persons who settled upon the territory in question between 
1887 1, 1889, to r entries 


August 15, , and 1 0 transfer their entries or claims to an 
other vacant surveyed lands subject to entry under the hom ws. 
is manifest, I think, that this right should be extended only to those persons 


whose claims were affected b 
1889, and who, because thereof, are not enabled to 
and I would recommend that the bill be amend 


tion. 
Very respectfully, JNO. M. 9 
Hon. JOHN F. LACEY, 
Chairman Commitee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 

Mr. TOWNE. Agreeably to the suggestion of the Secretary, 
an amendment was prepared yesterday at the Department which 
covers that point, and to which I have no objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Su. 38. alo person shall be entitled to the relief herein granted who may 
have initiated a claim upon ers! of said second indemnity lands and who can 
et complete the same and obtain patent therefor under the general land 
ws of the United States. 
Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to ask that the unan- 
imous consent I have requested be made applicable to Senate bill 
No. 2221, and that the House bill (H. R. 4974) besubstituted there- 


for, and I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands to make an lanation in that connection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks that the 


unanimous consent granted for the consideration of the pending 
bill be apnea to the corresponding Senate bill indicated by him, 
and the Clerk will cause the Senate bill to be read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I should like to inquire whether the bill of 
bend Bpa contains the amendment suggested by the Interior De- 
partmen’ 

Mr. TOWNE. The Senate bill covers in a general way the 
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same ground as the House bill; but the provisions of the F:ouse 
bill are considered by the settlers concerned much preferable to 
those of the Senate bill and are so regarded by the committee. It 
is now desired as a matter of parliamentary procedure to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the Senate bill and substitute 
the House bill, in order to facilitate the passage of the measure 


through the two Houses. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Then, as I understand, it is p to in- 
corporate the amendment which has been suggested the Inte- 


rior artment? 
Mr. LACEY. That amendment is not in the Senate bill as it 


stands. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Towne], it is that the Senate bill be taken 
up and the provisions of the House bill as amended by the com- 
mittee be substituted for those of the Senate bill, for the sake of 
the parliamentary position which the bill will thereby gain. 

. TOWNE. t is it precisely. 

Senate bill No. 2221, for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad indemni ds, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota moves to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the provisions of the House bill with the third section as reported 
to the House. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ELECTION CONTEST—RINAKER VS, DOWNING, 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I desire to submit a report of a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections No. 1, in the case of Rinaker 
vs. Downing, from the Sixteenth Con ional district of Illinois, 
I am also directed to ask that the minority of the committee be 
allowed to file their views in this case on or before Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee in this case will 
be printed. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the minority 
of the committee have leave to file their views on this case not 
later than Monday next. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The resolutions appended to the report of the committee are as 
follows: 

Resolved, That Finis E. Downing was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congres- 
sional district of Illinois, and is not entitled to the seat. 


Resolved, That John I. Rinak a Representative to the Fifty- 
Illinois, and 


er was eli 
fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congressional district of 


that he is entitled to the seat. 
ELECTION CONTEST—GOODWYN VS. COBB. 


Mr. DANIELS. I desire to call up the contested-election case 
of Goodwyn vs. Cobb, from the Fifth Congressional district of 


Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported by the committee 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James E. Cobb was not elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Con, asa Re tative of the Fifth Congressional district of the State 
of Alabama, at the election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 


1894, and is not entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth as such Rep- 
resentative. 


Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Co as the Representative of the Fifth Congressional district of the State 
of bama, at the election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 
ar od is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such Repre- 
sen . 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, it has been agreed with the minor- 
ity of the committee that an hour and a half may be occupied by 
them in addressing the House, and the same time by the majority 
of the committee, and that the time on the part of the minori 
be controlled by the gentleman from Georgia un BARTLETT 
and the time on the part of the majority by myself. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair unde ds, the proposition is 
that an hour and a half be allowed each side for the discussion of 
this case 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. And that the case then be voted on. 

Mr. DANIELS. The time on the part of the minority to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] and on 
the pert of the majority by myself. 

T 0 SPEAKER. Is there objection to the arrangement pro- 


posed 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I hope that our side will not be 
confined to an hour and a half. Originally there was an un- 
derstanding that we were to have more time. So far as I am 
concerned, I should be satisfied with the arrangement, but the 
gentleman from Alabama, Judge Cobb, who will conclude the 
argument on our side, will probably desire more time than he 
could have under the arrangement proposed. The original 
osition, which I understood was for a time acceptable to the chai 
man of the committee and members on the other side, was that 
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three hours be allowed on each side for the discussion. I hope 
the ev will not limit us to an hour and a half. 
DANIELS, When the previous 


as a pee ient time. 
d on the of the minori 
quested, and that we have conceded. Lobject to any further time. 
Is there objection to the proposition of the 
tleman from New York DaNIELs]}, that the debate on 
case be limited to an hour and a half on each side? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. e 
The SPEAKER. O n is 
Mr. DINGLEY. All that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
eee eee has to do is to move tus previous question at the end of 


Mr. DANIELS. Very well; I give notice that when three hours 
shall have been occupied I shall move the previous question and 


ask a vote. 
I yield three-quarters of an hour to my colleague, Mr. Royse. 
. ROYSE. Mr. case is somewhat voluminous, 


and it will be impossible to cover it fully in detail in the three- 
of an hour allotted to me for discussion. I have there- 
ore been compelled to condense what I shall say, but ox 
able to convince you that the judgment of the majority of 
* with reference to the question presented is a correct pend 
men 


Before goin ing i into the evidence relating to the various pre- 
cincts involy this contest, allow me to make a few remarks at 
the outset one or two technical questions raised by the con- 


testee which bear directly the case, and of course if he is 
correct in them it ends the case and he is entitled to the seat. 

He insists that the record of the vote of the precincts, the record 
pem evidence before us of the registration of voters and poll 

are not properly before the Committee on Elections and 

therefore not properly before the House for consideration. He 
maintains that there is no law in Alabama making these 3 
of record or authorizing them or authenticated transcripts of 
same to be introduced in any court or body where a controversy 
arises. It will be seen, therefore, that if that position is a correct 
one we have no evidence in the of the vote of the various 
precincts in that Congressional district, and hence we can not 
make any calculations at all with respect to it. 
KES the a, of eee e 8 tion of N 

provides for an original made by of the 
precinct, and the registrar puts down on ee eee, 
each voter as he appears before him in a book provided for that 
ie ear At the of the list is the oath to be taken S — 

voter, and at the end is the certificate of the registrar. 
the list is completed he returns it to the poe judge at the 
county. The probate judge of the county then takes the list and 
from that makes u another list, putting down all of the voters 
a in their a phabetical 8 The statute, therefore, pro- 
es for the making of two original lists, the one by the regis- 

ig „which is an ori Maks anh thus toe ctor an 
alphabetical list, made by the probate judge, which is also an 
original list, and is to be certified to by D a tte und After 
the page judge has made the list m alphabetical order he is 
required by the law of Alabama to make 8 copy of 
the same for each precinct and deliver it to the judge and inspect- 
ors of election of the precinct. 


the law under which we are o ting—the x of the United 


But, Mr. Speaker, th Sas Ck nak oe a a kin 
its result? shall follow oe the adoption of such a rule? 
And the cases are not We need not put an extreme 
case, a case not likel y to happen; but we can go to those cases 
that have transpired by whi if the rule were adopted, it would 
be utterly Tinpossible t tll who was elected froma ional 
district. Take, for instance, the case in hand. In Lowndes 
County, when the vote was can the officers made a mistake 
in the ene, giving to Mr. Cobb 240 votes more than 
the column willadd. Now, if 14 can not go back and take the 
e 1 lor, Well we do thai? Shall we 


fangs ts 1 


trus vote of those prea recincts. Row would it be 5 for us to 
determine who is honestly elected? But the committee at that 
time refused to adopt that rule, and adopted the other one, so 
8 with — and right, and went back and counted 

these returns, took the certificates of the the returning officers, and 
when me, came to count the votes over, in that way they seated 
Mr. giving him a majority of 8, 459, when the returns 
showed hs was defeated by 2,721. 

But this question is really settled now in another case in the 
Fiftieth Congress, where the contest was between Mr. Duffy 
against Mr. Davidson. Mr. Duffy put a number of witnesses upon 
the stand who said they voted for him. He introduced a suffi- 
cient number of these witnesses to overcome the majority that 
was certified in favor of Mr. Davidson, but he did not go to the 
record. He did not ask to count the ballots, and a majority of 
the committee in that case refused to consider the evidence that 
he had brought forward, showing that he was honestly elected 
if you could take the statements of the men who said they had 
voted for him. The committee said: You must 8 
and that evidently is the true rule. The record of these votes is 
the best e and it will not do to say to one man who comes 
here by proof outside of the record. You can not be heard be- 
cause you have omitted to go to the record,” and then when he 
goes to the record turn around and say, The record is not ad- 
missible.” That is the sort of logic we are asked to believe in in 


Now, it is objected that these lists are not required by the law | this case. 


of Alabama and are not ee Dolore ui: Toe matot aan And there is one other technical objection urged 1 
been discussed at considerable length in the report made which is that the tion laws of the State of Alabama are 
majority of the commi ate ra is 5 tor me to unconstitutional. Now, there is some question as to whether they 


upon it. The statute of expressly provides 
that these lists (and I may add here that after the election is 
over and the votes counted, and the certificates of the returns of 
the election are made out, the poll lists and the registration lists 
are all returned to the probate judge), and then it provides that 


these shall be kept in his office; that the ballots, the poll list, and 
the registration shalt L be open to 


t of the entire araa Bads State 
by any voter who . 
Now, it is true that in no express language is it provided that 
they are public records. It is true that there is no express direc- 
tion to the oige of probate that he shall make out or certify cop- 
ies of them which shall be com ıt evidence in a j tribu- 
nal. But I apprehend that there is no pers t who will 
contend seriously thatit is necessary there should be an express 
declaration of this kind. The fact that they are made public rec- 
ords, the fact that sr Saar required to be kept in the probate 


s office, the fact that they are t there for oie 
2 makes them public recor: Sand vvidentiy the pe 55 


public i 


fn the vere urpose that they 
ee etal emer and 


are constitutional in the manner in which they stand, for the con- 
stitution of Alabama what shall constitute a 1 voter, 
and provides that it be necessary that he reside within the 
county for one year. It provides a certain e 
cinct, and then again the constitution ides the 1 

alter the residence in the precinct increase it, t car they 
shall not increase it Ucn three 8 Then e e prov 
sion of the constitution says that the legislature may pass regis- 
tration laws, but it is silent as to how far these registration laws 
may go with respect to providing the length of time a man shall 
reside in a particular precinct. 

Now, the registration law provides that the books for registra- 
tion shall be opened up on the first s. & in May and continue 
for teen days, exclusive of Sunda: t further provides that 
in cities of 10,000 inhabitants and ad the registration shall 
extend for thirty days. Then there can be no r tion after 
that time, ex as to who become of age between the 
last day of 5 and election day. Those may be 
tered, but no one else. Of course, that puts the period of the reg - 
istration in the precinct something about five months prior to the 
election day, when the constitution says the legislature shall not 
provide a residence longer than three months in the precinct; but 
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it is to be observed that that registration law could affect no one 
excepting somebody who came into the precinct after the regis- 
tration day and prior to the beginning of the three months before 
election day. t whether it is constitutional or not cuts no fig- 
ure so far as this case is concerned, because the election was 
held under the law and everything was done under the law in 
the same manner as if it were unconstitutional. The registra- 
tions were had. The lists were deposited im the office of the pro- 
bate judge. They were delivered over to the precinct judges and 
inspectors and ee ee in most of the cases. So that that 
can cut no figure. The value of the registration lists in this case 
lies simply here. We can tell from the registration list who were 
legal and honest voters in this precinct, and it makes no differ- 
ence whether that ——— list is constitutional or not. If 
some man would put down a list of the honest voters and make a 
ll of the honest voters it would be perfectly competent to go to 
t poll for the 27 ag of ascertaining who were legal voters in 
that precinct, and that is the only figure that the registration lists 
5 opose to go through this case in detail, 
ow. 5 5 T; case in 
— Tice — — to refer here to two 


the record. One of those sta ts is that a notary public named 
Grace did not i ))FFCCCFVT bon, cil ate 
gentlemen constructing the minority report evidently overlooked 
a certificatemade by this n public, on page 225 of the record, 
where there is a complete and legal certificate of all the evidence 
taken before him. Again,it is said that there was no detailed 
statement by precincts of the vote of Lowndes County that was 
put in evidence in chief, but it is said that it came in in rebuttal. 
Again the gentlemen who drew this report are mistaken, for on 
242 a statement of the vote by precincts is put in the record 
y the contestant when he is adducing his evidence in chief. 
Now, then, Mr. er, this contest was had between Mr. Good- 
and Mr. Cobb at the election in November, 1894. k 
. BARTLETT of Georgia. If the gentleman will permit me, 
the certificate to which he referred on page 242 is the statement 
as to the county of Lowndes. : 

Mr. ROYSE. That is what I said—of Lowndes County only. 

Mr. Good was first nominated by the Populist and 
afterwards indorsed by the ig gyn le Mr. Cobb was the 
regular Democratic nominee. Mr. wyn, it seems, ran upon 
a platform the principal planks of which were these: Free coin- 
age of silver, protective tariff, and honest elections. These were 
the principal planks of his platform. Ata meeting held in Macon 
County during the campaign, where both Mr. Cobb and Mr. Good- 

were present and in a joint debate, resolutions were 
offered asking both of these men who were contesting for this 
seat to join in a request that there should be an honest election 
in every precinct in that Con onal district, and that Mr. 
Goodwyn and Mr. Cobb should have friends upon the election 
board of each i These resolutions were unanimously 
rer at that meeting. The only man who op these reso- 
utions openly—I believe there is some other evidence that some 
other gentlemen, or friends of Mr. Cobb, had some 5 aman to 
them; but the only open opposition came from Mr. Cobb. 

Now, that is the proof that is in this record, and uncontra- 
dicted. The resolutions, I say, were unanimously adopted by 
that meeting. It is due to . Cobb, however, to say that in 
some evidence which came out in rebuttal on a cross-examination 
of a witness it appears that this meeting was largely composed 
of the friends of Mr. Goodwyn—nearly all were Populists there 
at that time, and Mr. Cobb really had no political friends present; 
but I can not see how that would alter the case. I should think 
that if Mr. Cobb was in favor of honest elections it was just the 
time to state it, and thus disarm his opponent, Mr. Goodwyn, 
from the use of the weapon that he was plying so vigorously 


against him. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Does not the record show that he did 
state in his h that he was in favor of honest elections? 

Mr. ROYSE. Oh, yes; it is due to Mr. Cobb to state that he 
did say in the meeting that he was in favor of honest elections; 
but he opposed the resolutions which required these elections to 
be held honestly. í 

Before this, however, correspondence had taken place between 
Mr. Cobb and Mr. Goodwyn, in which it a t Mr. Good- 
wyn had asked Mr. Cobb to join with him in a joint debate, and 
one of 1 that Mr. Goodwyn had made to Mr. Cobb 
was this, that they should debate the question as to whether there 
was to be honest elections in the Fifth Congressional district of 
the State of Alabama. Well, Mr. Cobb accepted the challenge, 
but refused to debate that question as to honest elections. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, in order that I may condense and say 
all that I desire to say u this ee eee ee 
some manuscript where I have condensed my remarks. The dis- 
trict was com of nine counties. On the face of the returns 
Cobb is given 10,651 votes and Goodwyn 9,903. On the face of 
the returns Mr. Cobb has a majority of 748. However, there was 


a mistake made in adding up the precincts in Lowndes County, 
and Mr. Cobb was given 240 more votes than he actually received. 
By deducting this mistake from Mr. Cobb's vote it leaves his ma- 
jority on the face of the returns 508, The contest relates to the 
vote returned from three precincts in Macon County, namely, 


Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, and Honeycut, also to seven precincts 
in Lowndes County, namely, to wit: Benton, Church Hill, Gor- 
donville, Haynville, Lowndesboro, St. Clair, and White Hall; also 
to two precincts in Autauga County, namely, Statesville and Days. 

The report of the majority of the committee covers all these pre- 
cincts in detail. In nearly all of them more or less fraud was dis- 
covered which led to a deduction of 2,866 votes from the total 
given elias aay ag tanger of 5 e e e 
majority to in with, his majority is comple’ wiped out, an 
in its stead one of 2,358 is substituted for > 7a Pa by this 
finding. It is rch ed goes now to show that the majority of the 
committee had reached the correct conclusion. But let me assure 
you that I shall not attempt torun thro all these precincts, for 
that would consume more time than is allotted to me. All that is 
required is that enough of the returns in favor of Mr. Cobb be cast 
aside by reason of fraud to elect Mr. Good The size of Mr. 
EEr majority is not very important when you are once 
satisfied that he 


is elected. 

Let us make some comparisons between various portions of the 
district. We have seen that it was composed of 9 counties. 
The contest is about the returns from 3 of these. No objection is 

ed against the returns from the other 6. 
e returns from these 6 uncontested counties gave Cobb 5,727 
votes and Goodwyn 9,339, a majority for Goodwyn of 3,612. 

The other 3 counties to which the contest relates by the returns 
gave Cobb 4,924 and Goodwyn 564. Here in these 3 counties, 
where a majority of the voters are colored, Cobb comes within 
800 of ing as many votes as he received in all of the other 6, 
where a majority of the voters are white. Hereisacircumstance 
that throws great suspicion on the returns from these 3 coun- 
ties. Just why in the white counties Cobb should receive ly 
40 per cent of the white vote and none of the negro vote, an 
then all the white vote and 90 per cent of the colored vote in the 
8 counties where the negro vote largely predominates we would 
like = haye explained. No such explanation is given us in the 
reco 

Let us now take up Macon County and make a comparison of 
the vote in the contested precincts with that in those where no 
contest is made. I have already said to you that only 3 e 
in this county are contested. In these by the returns Cobb gets 
768 votes and Goodwyn 9 only. 

Why Cobb let these 9 votes get away from him is something I 
can not explain. Lest you might think he was not vigilant, let 
me say that these 9 votes slipped through his fingers in 1 precinct. 
Goodwyn had a goose egg to his credit in each one of the other 2 
precincts. From whom does Mr. Cobb get this large vote? The 
census rt informs us that in these 3 precincts there are 306 
white and 1,307 colored voters. The shows that Mr. Good- 
wyn did not have a representative favorable to him in either of 
the election boards of these precincts. There are 7 other precincts 
in this county. On the election board of each of these precincts 
Mr. Goodwyn had a friend. Now, let us look at the returns from 
these precincts—Cobb, 267; Goodwyn, 141. 

In these precincts there are 655 white voters and 1,447 colored. 
Here Mr. Cobb fails in getting 388 of the white votes and gets none 
of thecolored. He gets but about one-third of the white vote and 
none of the colored. In the other 3 precincts he gets all of the white 
vote and 462 of the colored—about one-third of the entire colored 
vote of these 3 precincts, Can anyone tell why in 3 precincts he 
gets all the white votes and 462 negro votes besides, and in the 
other 7 only gets one-third of the white vote and not a single colored 
vote? This occurs all in the same county. Now, you are asked 
to believe that the election in this county was square and honest 
in the face of this unaccountable condition of things. 

I want you now to go with me to Lowndes County. In this 
county there are 1,078 white voters and 5,422 colored. Let in this 
county there is returned for Cobb 3,276 votes and for Goodwyn 
only 189. Cobb must therefore receive all the white vote and in 
addition 2,200 negro yotes. No explanation is given as to why he 
should receive such a large negro vote in this county. 

But this is not all. There are 20 precincts in this county. In 
9 of them Goodwyn had no representative on the election d. 
In these 8 2,722 colored votes and 267 White votes were 
ponia: e returns give Cobb 2,777 votes and Goodwyn only 13. 

order to make this Cobb must receive all the white votes and 
2,410colored. But now let us look at the other 11 precincts, where 
Goodwyn had a friend on each board. In these 11 precincts there 
are 711 white votes and 2,500 colored. Yet the returns show that 
Cobb gets only 229 votes and Goodwyn 176. Here Cobb gets less 
than one-third of the white vote—482 out of the 711 white people 
refuse to vote for him, and he is not able to induce even a single 
colored person to- vote for him. Can anyone explain why in the 9 
precincts he should receive all the white yote and 80 per cent of 
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the colored, and in the other 11 get less than 30 per cent of the 
white vote and not a single colored vote? You are asked to be- 
lieve that this unaccountable thing actually happened, and that 
the election in this whole county was honest and fair. If Mr. 
Cobb was a man of such wonderful strength and popularity as to 


be able to carry all the white votes and over 80 per cent of the 
negro votes in 9 precincts, why is it that in the other 11 he gets 
no colored votes and but less than 30 per cent of the white votes? 
No explanation is offered and none can be conceived. 

In Sof the precincts of this county not a single vote is returned 
for Goodwyn. In 5 of these, where there are only 179 white votes 
all told, the returns give Cobb 1, 843 votes and Goodwyn none. 

We have seen that in 11 of the precincts Cobb lacked 482 of re- 
ceiving all the white votes in these precincts. There are only 
1,078 white votes in the county; this would leave him only 596 
white votes, so that he really gets but about five-ninths of the 
white votes of the county. e residue of his majority of 3,276 re- 
turned for him in this county must come from the colored vote. 

Let us now go to a few of the precincts. I say a few of them, 
because it would consume too much time to review all of them. 
Besides, it would not be necessary; for all that you desire is that 
we go far enough to show that Mr. Cobb was not honestly elected 
and that Goodwyn was. s 

Some of the evidence n forward by contestant tending 
to im h the returns from these precincts is from persons pres- 
ent at the polling places and who state that a much smaller num- 
ber of persons actually voted than are returned by the officers of 
the election. Other evidence is introduced tending to show that 
many persons on the poll list did not vote; that the names of dead 
and absent persons are returned as having voted. We also have 
some proof that only the white voters were the supporters of Mr. 
Cobb, while the returns show that he received a large negro vote. 
Other proof discloses that but a small number of the negroes either 

istered or voted, 

he contestee presents witnesses who contradict this and say 
that all who are reported as voting did actually cast their ballots; 
that large crowds were at the polling places, and that the negroes 
in mass were supporting Mr. Cobb, andin some instances with 
much enthusiasm. Here is a direct conflict in the evidence. I 
shall not go into a discussion of this evidence further than to state 
that the witnesses for the contestant were at the polls for the 
very purpose of learning the number of voters; that this was 
their special business, and that their attention was given to noth- 
ing else, while, on the other hand, the witnesses for contestee had 
nosuch purpose in view. They were not at the polling places for 
the purpose of ascertaining the number of voters, and their atten- 
tion was not specifically directed to that subject. It is evident, 
therefore, that their statements are not so reliable as those made 
by the witnesses for the contestee. 

But we can settle this question without N the evidence 
of the witnesses arrayed on either side of it. ere are things ap- 
parent on the face of the registration and poll lists which are not 
contested, and which seem to be incontestible, and by which 
fraud in these precincts is established beyond doubt. I will first 
take up the precincts of Macon County. The three contested pre- 
cincts in this county gave Cobb 769, Goodwyn 9. 

If these precincts are thrown out Mr. Goodwyn is elected by a 
majority of 261. s 

Let us take them up in order: 

TUSKEGEE NO. 1. 

This precinct gave Cobb 426, Good 9. This is made up of 
175 white, 224 colored, and 36 color not known. 

Two persons, Walker and Grimmet, swear that they were at the 
polls for the purpose of counting all the negroes who voted and 
remained there all day. Theysaythatthenumberwas42. Thirty- 
six names on the poll list as voting are not found on the registra- 
tion list. Thirteen names appear on poll list two and thirteen 
times. Twenty-nine persons whose names are on the list swear 
they did not vote. > 

There were two boxes at this precinct. Box No.1 (Record 119) 
shows that from No. 167 to No. 194 the voters are put down in 
alphabetical order. In box No. 2, from Nos. 127 to 151, they voted 
in alphabetical order, and the strange thing about it is that they 
took box No, 1 and ran down in alphabetical order to L,“ and 
then they commenced on box No. 2 with “M,” and continued in 
alphabetical order. 

ow, let me call attention to Cotton Valley precinct. In this 
precinct Mr. Cobb gets 287 votes and Mr. Goodwynnone. Thirty- 
six persons whose names are on the poll list swear that they did 
not vote. irty-seven names on the poll list are not found on 
the registration list. Mr. Lynch, who was at the polls all day for 
the purpose of counting the persons who entered the polling 
paS says there were but 42 persons who voted. The registration 
ist made and furnished by the judge of probate contains 250 
names. The registration list made by the poene registrar con- 
tains only 30 names. Yet the judge must get his list from the 
precinct registrar’s list. I want to refer to another thing in ref- 


erence to this precinct. One hundred and eighty persons are re- 
ported to have voted at this precinct in the precise order in which 
N registered. 

ow we will go to Honeycut precinct, Macon Coun There 
the yote is 106 for Cobb and nothing for Goodwyn. Forty per- 
sons on the poll list are not registered. Several witnesses well 
acquainted with the precinct have examined the poll list and are 
unable to recognize a single name from No. 58 to No, 104, being 
46 names. Mr. Covington hunted two days and could not find a 
singleone of these men. William Pierce, a Democrat, and a bailiff 
in whose hands was 8 a ly i for the persons bearin 
these names, searched three days through the precinct and onda 
not find one of them. And when Mr. Cobb comes to offer his evi- 
dence in contradiction of the evidence of the contestant he can 
not find a single one of these men in the precinct. 

_Now_we will go to Lowndes County. I take up Benton pre- 
cinct No.1. There are returned from precinct 311 votes, all 
for Cobb. There are two registration lists, one made by the pre- 
cinct registrar and the other by the probate judge. The one 
made by the r has 203 names upon it. Remember, itis 
presumed that the registrar of the peano registered the men as 
they came to him without any reference to alphabetical order; 
yet upon his list there are 33 names regi in alphabetical 
order. Then the judge of prone: without any authority in the 
world, adds to this registration list 123 names. No persons bear- 
ing these names can be found in the precinct. The contestant 
produces a number of witnesses who testify that they are well 
acquainted with the voters of the precinct and do not know a 
single person bearing any of these 123 names. Again, Mr. Cobb, 
when he comes to reply to that evidence, can not find one of these 
men, and does net produce one. Now go to Church Hill precinct 
No, 2, Lowndes County. Here are 278 votes for Mr. Cobb and 2 
for Mr. Goodwyn, ing a total of 280 votes. We have in the 
record two registration lists, one the original made by the regis- 
trar and one made by the probate judge. The list prepared by 
the registrar shows only 32 names 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DANIELS. I pos to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. ROYSE. Iwill refer to only one more precinct—Hayne- 
ville precinct, Lowndes County. ere are 611 votes, and they are 
all returned for Mr. Cobb. e have the two registration lists, 
one by the registrar of the precinct and one by the probate judge. 
The original contains 493 names, 22 being registered in August. 
In the hands of the probate judge this original list grows to 501, 
being 8 more than the original list prepared by the precinct reg- 
istrar. Not satisfied with this, the judge of probate adds 118 
more names by way of supplement to the list. No persons bear- 
ing these additional names are known to anyone in the precinct. 

illiams,a Democrat and a constable, who had a subpoena for the 
men represented by the names, hunted through the precinct dili- 
gently and could not find one of them. 

Now, a peculiar thing is that these names on the poll list are not 
voted quite in the order in which they registered; but they are 
voted in blocks—not ‘‘ blocks of 5,” but in irregular blocks. Let 
me give you some illustrations: Here is the first block, starting 
with 24 on the poll list and running down to 47. The persons in 
that block appear all to have voted at once. Then there is a skip 
from 47 to 64, Beginning with 64 we have 6 more voting in a 
block, Then there is another skip; then there is a block of 3 
voting. Then, after another skip, a block of 5 is voted. Next 
there is a block of 8, next a block of 3, next a block of 7, next a 
block of 14, next a block of 4, next a block of 24, next a block 
of 7, and finally a block of 5, covering the entire list. 

Now, there are other precincts that I might run through, but it 
is not necessary I should do so, No unbiased man in the world 
can read this record through without N that there 
is fraud in each of these precincts. Mr. Cobb is not honestly 
elected, and no matter how painful it may be to any of us who 
have been associated here with him on the floor of this House to 
vote against him in this case, yet we owe a higher duty. It is a 
duty we owe to ourselves, a daty we owe to the House and to the 
country at large, to vote according to what we conceive to be the 
facts, and we owe an overpowering and an overwhelming duty to 
the people of Alabama, [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have not the time, 
nor am I physically able to discuss this case as I had hoped I might 
discuss it. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. RoysE] who has 
just taken his seat has ially gone through the record, and has 
stated that Mr. Cobb, the contestee, was not elected, and that 
they owed a duty to the people of Alabama and to the House to 
so decide because of frauds that are contained within the pages 
of the record in the case. In illustrating his argument as to 
frauds in Alabama elections, he found it appropria to refer to, 
as an illustration, an election episode from the State from which 
he comes, a State which has become notorious by reason of the 
“blocks-of-five” fraud. It may be that, unexplained, the evidence 
in this case would suggest and does suggest wrong in the election. 
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If the testimony of the contestant, upon which the committee 
alone made up their report, so far as it is contained in the record, 
is to be accepted as absolute verity, if no attention is to be paid to 
the evidence with which the contestee met the charges of fraud, 
if only one side is to be heard and reported to the House, then 
ioa. might we as well abandon all hope of having this case 
fairly adjudicated. $ 

I had occasion to say, Mr. S er, in another case before this 
House, that no man can point his finger solely to Alabama or that 
section alone as being the State or section where frauds are com- 
mitted or where frauds are charged to have been committed in 
elections. I might detain the House, but I have not the time to 
do s@, and prove by the testimony delivered before Republican 
courts and Republican executive committees in the great cities of 
Philadelphia and New York the wrongs committed on the ballot 
box, wrongs as grievous asthose which have ever been charged or 
alleged in this record or in any other case pending before the House 
of Representatives. I have the proof at hand here before me; but 
Ihave not the time to read it, nor is it necessary, Mr. Speaker, that 
Ishould readit. The public journals in the city of New York and 
elsewhere have denounced the padded poll lists even when Repub- 
licans came to select delegates to their State conventions, and 
where it has been shown also that the 80,000 Republican oy 
in the city of Philadelphia was made up of returns honeycom 
with fraud, and the ballot list contained names of men who never 
voted and could not be found as residents of that city, 

But that does not answer an argument in this case. It could 
but serve to consume time. Yet, when gentlemen make charges 
of fraud against the State of Alabama and her election laws, let 
them look at their own States and at other Republican strongholds 
throughout the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not here either to indorse or to sanction for 
a moment any wrong committed upon the ballot box, no matter 
where it be committed. I hope the day will come, if such a day 
can ever come in politics in the United States, in our elections, 
when the law will be so stringent, when the ballot will be so 
guarded by the law, by prescribing methods and manner in which 
the votes be cast and counted, that no fraud can possibly be 
committed upon the purity of the ballot box. But I stand here 
at the same time to tell this House, at least that small portion of it 
who seem to pay attention to the argument of this case, that this 
evidence in this record, which has been taken and reported and 
printed here for unseating the contestee, would not have been 
accepted or acted upor in any court that was solely guided by the 
rules of procedure laid down by the statutes of Congress and pre 
scribed and adjudicated by the courts and the precedents estab- 
lished for a hundred years. 

Mr. Speaker, the majority of the Committee on Elections (and 
I hope nothing I shall say on this occasion with reference to them 
will be construed in any way otherwise than that I entertain the 

eatest respect for them all, but I must criticise what they have 
Sone andcriticiseit ctfully and earnestly and not personally in 
any sense of the word, use for each one of them I entertain the 
highest consideration and esteem)—but I er Mr. S. er, that 
the majority of the Committee on Elections, I think, fell far short of 
their duty in this case when they presented to the House but one 
side of it. You may examine their report which they presented 
to the House, and I say that there is no reference made to any one 
of the witnesses of the contestee, although he introduced a mass 
of testimony, which fills a book, to meet at every point charges 
made and the evidence given for the contestant to sustain them. 
I wish I had the time and the physical ability to go through with 
the case, but I have not. 

Permit me, before I shall undertake to present the argument 
which I have laid out for myself, to call your special attention to 
certainfactsin the case. I begin with the 8 and the state - 
ment made by my friend from Indiana [Mr. Royse] in reference 
to certain names appearing on the poll list which witnesses swore 
not to be residents in the beat where they voted. 

Wry, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I have been through this 
record; I have taken up the statements and the names of the con- 
testant’s witnesses, who swore these men were not in the district 
and did not vote. I haye examined them thoroughly, 1 have 
found that the contestee has taken up the majority of the names 
of the voters testified about, and has proven, not by unreliable 
‘*tramp ” witnesses who have no character, no place of residence, 
no credibility or character, but by men in the community who have 
been honored by positions of trust, men of character, business 
men, who swear that these men, alleged by contestant’s witnesses 
not to have been in the precinct and not to have voted, were resi- 
dents of those precincts and voted there on the day of this election. 
These witnesses for contestee testify that they were present and 
saw such voters vote, and give reasons and facts that must con- 


vince everyone that they are correct. No effort was made to deny 
it by contestant in rebuttal. 
I can not of course undertake to go through with the list which 


Ihave here. I took the record in an orderly way, and first put 
down the names sworn to by the contestant’s witnesses as not 
being present at the polls and not residing in these districts. I 
then took the evidence of contestee’s witnesses, shown to be repu- 
table witnesses, which demonstrates that these men were at 
polls and voted—men of that name, men who appeared at the 
pos and voted at that election. It appears in the evidence here, 

th of the centestant and contestee, that the colored voters in 
Alabama—and it is known to be so everywhere—have a number 
of names that are similar to each other. Upon the large planta- 
tions, taking the names of their former owners, or takin such 
names as they may fancy, to suit their pleasure, there are some- 
times as many as five men of the same name living in a district, 
There were as many as five Naith Forts living in the one precinct, 
One 25 was attacked because Naith Fort was shown not to have 
voted; but the proof shows that five Naith Forts lived in that dis- 
trict, and that one of them voted. 

Why, they even undertook to prove that two men upon the poll 
list were dead on the day of election. Judge Cobb swore the 
brother of one of the men who was swornto be dead. Thebrother 
of one of these men swore that the man was present at the elec- 
tion, if I recollect right, and swore further that he did not die 
until Christmas, because he, the brother, was ce at the death - 
bed and bought the coffin to bury him, and that this was during 
Christmas after the election. 

So that to present to this House a report asking you to unseat 
the contestee who has served here so long with some of you, and 
not present to the House the evidence that he offered before and 
submitted to the committee, properly taken and certified,in order 
to meet these charges, is, to say the least of it, unfair, unjudicial, 
and wholly partisan. It certainly is an utter di d of that 
fair judicial rule of conduct we were assured would be laid down 
for their guidance on the 17th of December, when these commit- 
tees were appointed, and when we were told that an impartial and 
judicial consideration and determination was to be given to these 
contested election cases. 7 

I desire to refer to another thing, because Judge Cobb, who will 
conclude this ar, ent, will doubtless not care to refer to it. 
The suggestion is made by the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Royse] igen Y he at last pulls the sting out of 
it before he concludes, and although his re endeavors not to 
charge upon Judge Cobb, the contestee, anything wrong connected 
with these alleged wrongs—yet it is sta i lags gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Royse] upon the floor of House that Judge 
Cobb is, in a measure, responsible for the frauds committed, be- 
cause at a meeting at Cross Keys and at a meeting at Bentley he 
refused to vote for but opposed certain resolutions which provided 
that Judge Cobb should request the election officers to give Good- 
a epresentation at all the bats in the county of Macon. 

. Speaker, I apprehend there is not a man on this floor, Repub- 
lican or Democrat, who would not have acted as Judge Cobb did 
on that occasion. What were the circumstances and the facts, as 
disclosed by B. F. Walker and Lynch and J. R. Wood, the first 
two witnesses for the contestant, and the other a witness for the 
contestee? It appeared they had a little meeting at Cross Keys 
at which there were 35 people present. There were 35 people, an 
not all these 35 people were voters. When Judge Cobb was there 
to make an address upon terms that had been agreed upon between 
him and his opponent, three-fourths of that 35, according to 
Walker’s testimony, being opponents to Judge Cobb, a resolution 
was introduced, which, if sanctioned by Judge Cobb and his 
friends, would have carried in the preamble as well as the reso- 
lution a statement that the Democrats of Macon County, the offi- 
cers of the county where Judge Cobb lived, the probate judge and 


the sheriff and clerk, intended to defraud Goodwyn. 
The consequence was that only those who were supporters of 
Mr. Goodwyn voted for it, and nobody thought it worth while to 


vote against it, and did not vote against it. That is the size and 
importance of this meeting. Those are the resolutions of the peo- 
le of Macon County—35 men, two-thirds of whom were Populists. 
ow absurd to give any importance to their action. One word 
more with reference to the appointment of these inspectors and 
managers of election. The record discloses that there are no Pop- 
ulists in Macon County, except in one or two beats. these 
beats where Judge Cobb received his majority there was not a 
single white or black Populist, exceptin Tuskegee, They did not 
even register or vote. Š 
The 8 calls the attention of the House to the record 
which discloses that at certain precincts Cobb got all the votes and 
Goodwyn got none. Why was that? The gentleman says that 
the very fact that a man could not get any votes in some precincts 
and only 6 in Tuskegee is evidence of fraud. There is no proof 
in this record, there is no charge made, as I now remember it, in 
the notice of contest that a vote that was cast for Goodwyn was 
counted for Cobb. On the contrary, the whole theory and pur- 
pose of contestant in the conduct of the election and the campaign 
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made by him and his followers were to advise his followers to stay 
away from the polls and not to vote in certain counties, these three 


that we have under discussion. 


with rare exceptions, and I can poi 
three counties the colored men were for Judge Cobb enthusias- 


tically, and that they had no use for a Populist. That is the state- 
ment of one of the witnesses offered. 


was responsible for any wrong when it is not true, and when 


to my othe Nee eee one he ee eee 
they undertake to make this gentleman whom you 
are asked to turn ont of this House? - 


was 7 
under Mr. Harrison’s Administration; does he make any such insin- 
VVV 
eys an 0 not mean to sugges 
or intimate that Judge Cobb in the least palliated, or 
aided fraud at any time or under any circumstances. swears: 


. with frauds Publicly or e Tha N — 


judge of the court juries at ballot box, when I 
w that publicand sen nor Tour in the community did 
poA Savor such eons mg I haye say that you 
did not favor fraud at the ballot box. have wn while to go 
so far to secure fairness in public de be 7. 2 — 
and . 

attend ee eee 
ing the canvass of especially, and of have been regarded in this 
... ye bags mecha ere wg T this county re 

ness at elections all 


the time, and haying known 
make the remark to you, at Cross Keys, that 
indorse those resolutions for a fair count. 


Whatever the result of this contested election may be, whether 


8 


vou in t way caused me 
you could not afford not to 


shall unseat him and place in his seat to represent the people less 
Congressional di , aC- 


of the Fifth district of Alabama a man w. 
ing to his own statement, is neither a Democrat, Populite, 
ersonian Democrat, but all combined, neither ‘fish, 
anything and everything; 


A: * 
on or insin on made on the 


tegrity of character in all 
him. And he earned it not only from his fri but from his 
enemies, who can not and dare not gainsay it. It ill be- 
comes an VFC 
e When record does not authorize but 


apron 

. Speaker, I can not, in justice to the case or to myself, under- 
take to go through all this record. I have stated some of the facts 
you will find it as I state it if you will examine this record, and I 


the 
as to the evidence, 
= and the lack of information that they convey to the 22 


Ghasmajentin ons the 000000 
home. Here there were 746 voters registered and only 427 votes 


Two 


another man, named off from the court-house and 
watched the election; they say that they only saw a certain num- 
polling place. Grimmet and 


Walker, mark you 
during the whole day sat side by side or stood side by side all the 


paoe, and what one saw the other could see, and only conld see 


watchers were doing, and they went to them and said, We know 

for; you can not see where you are now sta- 

í down in front where yon can see and we will fur- 

nish you ample opportunity to observe all that occurs. Come 
down and see. 

place, but 

ing on and see it.“ 

as witnesses for the 

So eigen MATE nary mes 


to sat as it would be for 

3 3 through that wall pee ~~ ae through it. 
Mr. Speaker, they could not even have seen the polling place 

with the use of the most powerful cathode X rays that have yet 


testimony was 
had asked him about it that he began to doubt his own memory, 
and, an honest man as he apparently is, in order to satisfy his 
judgment, in order to satisfy his conscience, in order to swear 
truly, he went out and examined again on the day that his testi- 
m, took the same position, measured it off, 
investigation and came back before the commis- 


swear now I could not see it”; 
the majority of our committee not 
the House that the very witness upon w. evidence they y 
this precinct and reject it entirely had taken back his testimony, 
aaa that he was mistaken, and that his former testimony was 
no . 

So I might go through with this record, and if I had the time I 


ur | could demonstrate that, so far as the testimony is concerned, the 
fair- | overwhelming weight of it sustains the returns made by the elec- 


tion officers. I could show that the contestee met his assailants 


held from the House in most important evidence? 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I maintain, as this minority report main- 
I can demonstrate it to any impartial court or judicial 


tribunal, thatthe 9 which the majority find that the 
contestee was not elected is not legitimate testimony and ought 
not to be received. I should like to have time to present authori- 
ties, decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, constru- 
ing the law prescribing when depositions taken under the act of 
Congress are to be received and when they are to be excluded. I 
state 16 as a rule laid down as early as 2 Cranch, repeated in 149 
United States Reports, and especially laid down in 17 Wallace, 
that in taking itions wherever a party made a motion to sup- 
ress the depositions on account of the testimony being illegal or 
: ing improperly taken, no matter whether he was present when 
t was rtas 


or not, the court will exclude them. Now, let us 
apply the rule thus ibed by the statute of the United States 
relative to election cases. Let us apply it to the phases 


of this case presented by the record. : 

There is not a word in this record, Mr. Speaker, which shows 
what the vote of the district was for either side, except what was 
offered in rebuttal, and the evidence offered in rebuttal shows 
that Mr. Cobb had a majority of 748. There is not a particle of 
evidence with reference to failure to find certain named voters, 


by the majority as most material evidence and upon 
shave acted 
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t Pierce's, which ee Cobb to discuss, 


except that offered in rebntial. material evidence for the 


contestant, the witnesses Walker and others, whose names I will 


sional district, before a noy pulio who was i in 
County, the county where contestee lives, and not a county 
of the Second district. 


Now, let us take up this proposition first and the other one last, 
and I am done. 8 ition that can not 


be 

contestan testimon forty days, the 
737.0 in EL ete e aoe 
take testimony in rebuttal only— 

Mark it, in rebuttal only— 
during the remaining ten days. 

Now, I state, and I defy contradiction, and the majority ef the 
committee admit it in their report, that this i in chief 
was taken within the time prescribed by the law for taking testi- 
mony in rebuttal only. The majority do not deny that. They 


simply to evade the law 
was not objected to, when the rec 


to. I repeat that the testimony w which their was 
founded and must rest, because wi t it there could be no re- 
port against the contestee in this case, is testimony offered by the 
contestant in the last ten days, and that he testimony in 


chief during the time when the law provided that he could tak 
testimony ‘‘in rebuttal only.” It came to this committee damag- 
ing testimony, testimony Indicating such fraud as to turn the 
sitting member out of his seat; that testimony was taken and 
came to this committee at a time when the contestee had no op- 
portunity to reply to it, or to call witnesses in rebuttal, because 
the law closed his mouth whem that testimony was taken. 
He made a motion before the committee to it. He made 


TEREE OE Ve TE Se en 
of a subpæna may be taken before any officer by law-totake 
election cases in the: district in which the witness to 


testim: 
be examined may reside. 


There is the plain provision of the statute. Yet a number of | Gu pet 


these witnesses, the most 3 witnesses for the contestant, 
were examined in the county of 
lic, an officer not residing in Montgomery ty or in that 
ional district, but residing in the county of Elmore and in 
al deh Lira ce Gamos TUOTA 5 
ve been sworn before a private person. notary might as well 
have been taken from New York to take the testimony of these 
witnesses. e eee 
record, and it is relied on in the majority report for the purpose 
of uphol the conclusions 3 their testimony set out 
eee eee d, except in 
ey say no objection was on ground, excep 
one instance. Sir, the record shows that objection was made; 
but apart from that I lay down the broad 8 of law, as 
declared by the Supreme Court of the United States in cases 
which I have referred to, and I could furnish a number of them 
if I had the time, that it was not necessary that objection should 
be made; that all that was necessary was that when this testi- 
mony was presented before the committee a motion should be 
made to suppress it; and it . ressed. To 
say the least, if the committee chose to consider evidence of this 
character in violation of the strict terms of the statute, they ought 
to have the contestee to have obtained and offered evi- 
dence inrebuttal. Thecontestant himself testified for the first in 
rebuttal, and gave i hes chief; most of his testimony is 
taken up in detailing what thered from the records of the 
court and from the statements of other 


le, and proving facts 
which had never before been testified to, 


Which was re 
in making their report. 


‘established by 


before a notary pa examined 


These are the legal aspects of the case. I have stated in a gen- 
eral way what the contestee did to meet the case as made by the: 
evidence in chief. I have shown that he could not meet the evi- 


committee sitting 
tribunal to determine the result of this election and to ra 
; 0 
inciples of la This gh. They bars 
princip. w, This is enough.” 

i flag” of fraud and flouted it im the face of this 
House, and all else must be lost sight of because it is raised. As 
evidence of fraud they presented here that which the contestes has 
had no opportunity to reply to. 

This may be judicial; may be right; but if so, Mr. S 
and gentlemen, we shall have to learn anew the judicial 
the interpretation of statutes and the. admissibility of testimony 
as laid down by Greenleaf—rules which have wit hoary and 
sanctified We shall have to unlearn the rules of law as 
s English and American courts and as t 


court on the face of the cine ges préa 
from this Hall. That august tribunal have to learn new 


for 


lessons from. this ublican majority which establishes new 


pops of lawin 

ine” effersonian-Democrat-Republican—tħe Lord only 
knows what he is! [Applanse.] 

I desire to yield the of my time to the from 
Alabama, Mr. Cobb, but before taking my seat I will ask leave 
to print as part of my remarks the report of the minority of the 


The report is as follows: 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


We, the undersigned members of Committee on Elections No: I. not 
EA ae ierant a grosir epee e pa agr P aaar ma aa i E aask 


to the House in the case of Aldrich vs. Robiins, amt will not be 


public. Itis ited 
County was utterly without jurisdiction to do so: and ae 2h 
in was u 805 as the 
want of jurisdiction the face of the 
and — —— of law, advantage can be taken of it at 
= 3 in the in a motion 
su 
Section Hr of the that of 
Z . the reach of subpœmna may be taken 


power and authority of a notary 
F such 2 — 
prt to take 
e 


ae it would be impossible for any fair-minded tribunal 
usion which the majority of the committee — — 1 
Third. The contestant taking testimony in rebuttal A: 
and with rare exception original . 
th been considered by . 
it the majority have founded their Bu 
mony should not have been consi 


: 


provision of the statutes is but an affirmation of the rule of the com- 
a more firmly established and universally o 


contradictory e mes, N. 
ta i introduce a t of his evidence in chief end-then when 
t has closed —— to introduce evidence in chief, 
under the pretense that it is only in answer tothe evidence of the defendant. 
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— view ot * well recognized principle it surprises us to see in the majority 


tion 
reper ieee was taken: which the contestee urges was not within the sco 
of a proper rebuttal; but it was mainly 1 5 EE that 1 did not vo 


Whose names were not on the poll lists. § 
taken, and there can be no reason f. 


Sec ens 


imilar proof been previously 
or supposing that the contestee, Mr. 
rejudiced by the order of this evidence, for it seems to 
have a power of contradiction.” 

A on does it seem vero his power of contradiction? Such a fact could 

. eee e was afforded the — to cor to contradict. 
This 9 y he sou mas at the hands of the committee. 
pea sa = rts consider this rebuttal evidence, he shoul: bea allowed an 

ue 8 it by contradictory proof, as he declared 

‘his request was reasonable. The rebuttal evidence 
which rey 8 to be evidence in chief, should have been cry ee 
or the ttee should have reported a request to the House that 
testee be granted time to contradict it. 

If this 3 evidence was mainly to prove se asserted, that persons did 

not | vote whose names were on the he poll | ist, it Is is certainly true that this is 
made by the contestant the vital iss But it will appear from 
tion of the record nat the N T evidence took a much wider 
scope. There were examined in rebuttal more than 25 witnesses, whose evi- 
dence touched an ee Oy every une which it was conceived could possibly affect 
beneficially the 1 ve he contestant. Am be witnesses are found 
Reed Smi trei J. L. poni 
A de Bardslaken J OM 5 win, J. A. Reese, 
M „and J. V. obur ‘all a no ithe are mentioned in the repo of the 
— 0 as the witnesses on whose evidence reliance is mainly placed to 
n the cause of the contestant. Here, then, we have the case on which 
the trial court makes up its 3 on rebuttal ere paler re i cutting 
off from hi the against whom the judgment is in viola- 
tion of law and for no reason gens ern except the presumption of @ court 
that the evidence could not be tted—a presumption 20 ly in conflict 
with the established law of more than one hundred years. 

The contestant failed during his first forty days 9 prove the vote of the 
whole district. Without this’ anton it was pes e PY anys amount of other 
evidence, that he could sustain his contest. He was d to know 

prestige e presumption is strong, if not conclusive, that he withheld this t neces- 
roof for direct 3 of carena off the contestee from an attack 
— t. When the case was ted to the committee there was no 
roof before them, even in the rebuttal 5 in character, tiled on 
vote of the district. This was so a t that the committee called 
the contestant for additional proof on i pantie He was Beal gg Lorem to 
para transcripts from thi te roducti jah 


tted to the secretary of sta 
been Pacey as clearly it should have 
would have been increased at least a thousand votes. Be 
committee, what could have been more reasonable than to 
ity to show that behind this return of the county supervisors to 
secretary of state,and on which it rests, were votes counted from a num- 
ber of precincts with no eOrna before the county board to show that such 
votes were ever 3 
No reason is offered by ane majority of = committee for the introduction 
of this sw supp plemental proof, except that it is a record, when the most cursory 
3 of the statutes of Alabama negative such an idea. It was evidence sub- 
to contradiction, capable of contradiction, as was made clearly to appear 
— 5 the committee, and no r injustice can be done, in our opinio 
than to seat the contestant on such 5 But if it was a 5 i col 
not have been legally received by the committee. Mr. McCrary sa 
Record evidence must be as in paras the ge gene and at in the 
record of evidence. (McCrary. 307, section 
The whole of this teen ny, i on our opinion, i d be suppressed and not 
considered. Not ian do so vi 


this course of p 

withhold t d the — vital and important evidence in their 
daya permitted for 9 evidence in rebuttal, and then cut off 

the Hehe of the contestee to reply to it, and would not only hed in violation 


of the law and statutes of the United States, but would be approvin, eee 
upholdin cubs wine. and injustice, which no impartial and fair-minded judi 
body or eee ve body acting in a judicial capacity can afford to — 1 
as sanction. 


of offering paan pas that is clearly F seconds T Roa 

ority was less than 748. Therefore, out peed yimp N 
ence and evidence offered in rebuttal, the majo: bad: fs the committee 
could ne arrive at the conclusion that contestee’s majority was only 608, in- 

of 748; and to the admission of this testimony the contestee strenuousl 

ood and by solemn noun fp contestan riper in the record, sai 
objection and axreement ing found on pages 334, 
ee eon em rere a motion was made to su 
tee. To say that the contestee had no — himself of every 
pon ra rte to resist the introduction and use of this testimony thus ille- 
wally inat s in the record is to make a statement ‘which the record of the case 


es, in our the power if no objection had eon taken before the notary 
Aera 15 Was ee he power of the contestee, if h 

came up to be hi j! 

and to more to PES A. and if for the first tim: 
before the commi 


and to take down the questions pro) . — ep the answers toate: 
We therefore conclude t all Memon 1 7 in rebuttal, 8 
contestant’ 


testimony and was offered for the p 
case, and which should have been offered | in Thiel Thier ers yo 
contestee’s evidence, and should be utterly 
contestee vigorously asserted his 98 to meet and 8 aT 
Fourth. Another portion of the testimony taken before Mr, T. L. Grace. 

noar public, which attacks precincts in Lowndes County, viz, Hayneville, 

rdonsville, and Benton, and which is important testimony, comes before 
a2 committee without any certificate from begs no publi ic. We do not 
believe this testimony should be accepted o res iat Section 127 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States requires that the officer who takes 


— ay ce to 
y ua the 


the testimon 8 and carefully seal an: forward the 
same by mail. ” etc., “to the Clerk of the: Housa o 05 Representatives.“ 

It appears in this record „ and it is not ä 8 

[the time when the testimony was being taken in the case, took 


that, numbers basen wave offered who did sustain the 
RAA the election. The witn 
di as to the 


e com- 
munity where they lived, and if their on; the sA 5 5 ma- 
jority could not arrive at the conclusions setimo . 

The House is Ls to infer that s the witnesses named for the contestant 
were onered; when such is not the truth. In each precinct attacked it is 
shown b; Focare not only that the votes returned were voted and counted 
as voted, . numbers of voters were presen’ at the time at the 
polling place, — that the colored voters were for Judge Cobb, contestee, 
were supporters and his friends, and had no affiliation 2 or s 
thy with the Populist candidate, contestant. Great stress is made in the 
<r of the majority that paniliors of voters on the poll list were shown 
not to reside in the precincts in which they voted, that some were shown to 
be dead and some a t from e proces, and that a number of them made 
affidavit that they did not vote. Taking i up the d last pro; tion first, we 
deny emphatically that there are any affidayi the record sworn to by the 
number of persons stated in the reper’ of the majority or an 8 to that 
effect. The only ee made thereto is the testimon D. D. Askew, 
taken in Montgome: 5 on the 19th of pores g Sefore a notary 

ublic ao ve a dont o Fifth Congressional district and not author- 
d he evidence, and was taken after the e 5 of the fort 
. the contestant had a right to take the o ng gh sand 
was taken when the gag ep was not present, and like evidence of 
taken by ype gre bin the last ten days for taking evidence. 
On 308 of the record will be than the statement of D. D. Askew, in 
that “certain ex parte affidavits were made before him in 
DT paren therein named that they aia not vote,“ and he gives 
the names. davits are not in the record, nor does it a spear that they 
were ever sworn to before the commissioner or Sias tia the con owas ever 
notified that they would be sworn, nor did he, th 
examine them, because the affidavits were ex parte. Other than this there is 
not a word in the record to sustain the statement made in the 55 
so that the eo any number of persons made affidavit that the 
so that the contestee did not 
nor ou 
shown 


ee dead at the time 21 the dios that he was not the person that time, — have 
nce, 


Evidence was offered by contestant that certain persons on the poll list 3 


and, Whitehall, 


Contestee — to these by in 
these persons who had Pd ge or were alle 


Ample proof was gee TE the 
contestee, and we — ore with the that the majority tt tought proper to submit 
t 80 many persons 
were toren not 15 ppeared on the list, when, in 
fact, roven by 
persons or t that name 

We quote the following: 

“ Nor has a mere statement by a witness that a voter was or was not a 
resident without giving facts to justify his opinion been considered suffi- 
cient to throw out such vote. (McCrary, 14.)” 

(Gan re Ealse has been 45. 8584 by 8 House in vs. Moore 


Letchi 
s cases, page 479), Gooding vs. Wilson (Smith's Digest of Elec- 


* fees a e we al attention to the fact that it yee shown that every 
vote put in the boxes was presented to the rs be Pardoner who gave 
the name entered on the he pall list, pa es wan 8j egal voter; and 
thus . ya idea of conspiracy on the of the ee is effectually rebut- 
ted. aves from the evidence ot witnesses, both for contestant and 
bar 5 — also app is very common to find two or more colored people bear- 
ing the same nam tot & 

rt of the 


6 of the ip no g the appointment of 
inspectors of election and the refusal to gi 3 

83 named, and the refusal of Judge, Gobb to join in requesting the ap ap- 

ting board to give the contestant a on of “ manage 

ment of what occurred at certain public gr it was Shaws that the ap- 
aaa per ag were made in accordance with the law; “that the predominant 
parties in the precincts were 8 and e and that there were 
very few Populists in the coun 


t had ever 


been appointed“; and these officers of election thus 3 — 5 intro- 

Gace ere contestée and sustained the returnsfrom the precincts; and at the 

Keys referred to, at which the resolutions were „a- 

. the testimony of Walker, a witness for contestant, there were 

t 35 voters present, three fo ol them were the supporters 

on contestant; and none of the friends of area voted on the resolu- 
dons: To like effect is the evidence in the meeting at Bentley. 

The record does not fore out the stebeaent of the report of the majori 


t there was any formed or carried out to defraud the contest- 
ant in the election cts referred to, and ee of the evidence 
offered in that was oil and inadmissi the witnesses 
either N at Montgomery before a public who had no authority 

to take their ong or was offered in 
meteor here be stated that there is not the htest evidence in the Pre 


go much as ten: to show that the con . Cobb, anny ene 
to the appointment of friends of contestant as election officers, or tha 
. attempted oe the ee ecg officers. 


the strongly the „on whose evidence the majority 


report so ly relies, states that Nr. Cobb is now and has always 
= the side of and honest elections, and no responsibility for any wrong- 
oing a 


Bers him. 
‘We can not but conclude that if the rules of law and the plain words of the 
statute enacted for the conductin, ig of election contests are observed and for 


evidence of con „then ot 
testant was elected. If the pe ped should be of opinion that the testimon 
offered in rebuttal, after conside: the testimony of Peer pens 
considered, and that it makes a case t the 8 8 
we suggest to the House that before it shall 5 pda 
mony 40 2 — . he has not had opportunity to re ly, it it should, in fairness to 
n the case and age thes con’ testimony in re- 
ply to te tar ; thus ‘offered at the e and in violation ot 5 express terms of 
e Frag w or at the furthest should declare this election void. 
mic There is ae ar potat ot ee by the 5 which, aan ee 
8 merit, and w. 
destroys the claim claim of contestant to aseat in the House: I is that oll the erf. 
3 5 contained in 1 = 


suppressed. of 
— 8 one ADP to show registration was dats 
absence of any State law 1 ing ler such ce cation and without an 
proper certificate to the papers 215 
5 the registration 


ied argument on on the 3 of 
ee for a con- 

troversy that if the tion law was unconsti' tutions! was not only 

void, but that every act 5 under it was likewise void. Men ma — 55 en w 

their co ction of laws which t as evidence papers cert 

officer, but no reasonable man would contend J. as we apprehend, 

by virtue of 58 unconstitutional enactment could be 


that a evier p: 

made evidence the certificate any officer. This proposition is not 
directly denied in the orit; report but it is avoided by what appears to 
us a remarkable statemen t statement is as follows: 


tions were If eor 


been inj 
law. TEEN this e conflicts with 
rsons taking 
three months 


t was ino Roast as to adul 
tration 55 


3 von not, we are confident, be apogee SaR 
ote trom brief of contestee o 
5 wate far I have chosen to esis t the 8 in 9 of the propo: 
tion tha 


m certificates found in the record shoul 
he 5 law is valid. Such is not aa 
t law 8 and void. The authorities are one to the 
Sone at | that, while the | ture of a State may enact registration laws asa 
regulation of the exe: of the right of 1 can not under the 
of such legislation restrict or materially hinder the exercise of that right. 
Any law which has the effect to disfranchise a part of the voters be 
unconstitutional. Ging. and and ek ae 287, and 288; McCrary on El., 
p. 48, sec. 6; Paine on is., 855; 58 58 Penn., 338.) 
“In People vs. Canady ( SN G 6. 323) B) it ie ald: Tbe constitution ordains 
that the praan) assembly shall provide for the registration of voters, and 
that no one shall vote without registration. This oe that the general 


assembly rovide the conveniences and necessari the voters 

can register. is to facilitate the exercise of the right o the voters.’ And 
the court held the registration law unconstitutional. 

“The ation law of Alabama sought to be enforced at the late Con- 


onal election rovides that the registration er Sag ap pepe on the first 
ae dn May: May and cont 
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having ny oF Macon constitutional qualification. To 3 A citizen lives — 

Macon in the month of May and registers in all respects as 

4 the registration acts; immediately thereafter he removes his 7 aiat 
ence to the county of Lee. In November follo 


there is a general elec- 
tion, or in Jan 5 there is a election. 

“He is, under the registration law, ee the right of voting in either 
county, although under the 5 vied is a qualified voter of Lee County, 
having ere are months y preceding the bone ng he 
can noe return to County * vote, e he can only vote the 
county of his residence; ibs Age B's not ys in Lee County, Decanen he gpa ae 


itive denial a statute of t due rig right 755 vote when the Gengttentten one ae A 
may be exer a citizen is sick or absent from his home 
the whole of the tion period; he can not register after he recovers or 
returns, us, for causes for which oaths is not responsible, he is denied 

f plain for controversy that we zaur 


ed to testify 
from them.” 


But we repeat, it is upon the evidence in chief, offered in rebuttal, and the 
evidence founded on a void registration law, and secon evidence when 
the absence of the nay is not accounted for, that the committee make 
the case of the contestant to rest. Take away this illegal evidence, and the 
contestant's case vanishes with it. And here we call attention to a strong 
„ of Greenleaf: 

It (the best evidence) is adopted for the prevention of fraud; for when 

it is apparent that better evidence is withheld, it is fair to 3 that the 
rty had some sinister motive for not producing it, and that, if offered, his 
would be frustrated. e rule thus becomes essential to the pure 
8 of justice. (1 9 page 126, section 82.)” 


Waiving for the time being the line o. of reasoning thus far pursued, we pro- 
pose to examine the case in other aspec 

ao 5 of their report the majority of the committee make this 
observation: 

“The said district consists and_then consisted of nine counties, namely: 
Autauga C Chambers, Clay, Coosa, Elmore, Lowndes, Macon, Randolph, and 


“The Ae cocata of Ter ey Lowndes, and Macon were designated as black 
counties on account of their large colored population, and the others were 
Sees white counties because of the predominance of the white people 

em.“ 


e majority for = con- 
— — F of 508. The returns 
were so 5 as pounne rt a majority of 748 for the contestee, Mr. Cobb; 
but that was evidently a islako i in the footings, by which the le contestee, Mr. 
Dona was allowed 240 votes more than the returnsstated to have been given 


sg him.” 
8 m the fea th statements seems to be to convey in the out- 
set 15 heir beater Es ea that at the election under consideration the con- 
testant was supported by the majority of the white voters of the district. 
There is no foundation for such belief, as we will show. It will be borne in 
mind that the contestant claims that in what he calls the white counties the 
colored vote was cast almost entirely for him. The population of these 
counties, white and colored, is as follows: 


The majorities which the contestant claims it is shown that he received in 
these counties are as follows: 


County. Majority. County. 


Ro will thus be seen by comparing the colored vote in these counties and 


orities received In them by the contestant how utterly unfounded is 

a that he had the support of the white voters in the so-called white 
counties. 

We proceed to the examination of the evidence tou: the conduct of the 
éloction 1 ets — vee rar prooien taken which the majority of the committee have 
found to be wit them up in the order in which they 
appear in 8 — — — report. 

HONEYCUT PRECINCT, MACON COUNTY. 

The majority report gives the seg sor 2 5 the witnesses on whose testimony 
they altogether reject the returns fro: th inct. The only three who 
gave any direct evidence for the 5 of the manner in which the elec- 
tion was condu are J. D. Brooks, William Pierce, and Hilliard Judkin. 
Of these, J.D. Brooks was examined in the absence os the contestee and his 


(Witness examines poll list.) I do not know any one of them. 
Q: Po you know the voters on the poll list, Nos. 16, 17, 19, 55, and 56? 
I don’t know any such persons in this beat. 
He then makes a statement about the conduct of the inspectors. Su 
this statement to be true, what does it amount to? He does aor preten That 
the names on the handed him were not legal voters of the precinct; the 
paper on which he looked is not shown to have been the poll list. Whether 
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Fo res Be See es or some ena pape Wa nee ints Wonks £0 omens. It 

is not shown or even intimated the disorderly conduct mentioned had 

the test effect on any voter, and in it must be remem- 

bered that the t's claim is that his remained away from 

Te vouos — x n ae 
— —— H. Foster, G. F. Hagood, 


with an honest purpose to anybody, 

parties named to him could not be found. He says the precinct was a 

one; that the weather was worst he ever knew in Alabama; that 

traveled on f houses and such as he met 

w they knew any of the names gon cross- 
on y of the ion that he made proper search 


eff disposes 
for anybody. Instead of pursuing method, if the con had had 
anearnest ascertain the existence or not of the persons mentioned 
he could have resorted far more 


HILLIARD JUDKINS, being duly sworn, deposes as follows: 
a AE Seer anar 
Where do y live? 
T t beat. 


22 have you lived in Honeycut beat? 
I have been there about teen ; maybe longer. 
were you on the day of Congressional election, the 6th of 


A. eee 
reir ‘ou one of managers at the election? 
Q What dia op Je De mares oE eee! 
8 ts in the box w. they handed them to me. 
aa se you there throughout the day and when they were counted out of 
x 
A. Yes, sir; Iwas there. 
gts ae the other managers sign and send up the returns of that 
ion 
A. I didn't I told one of the other to for me. I 
„ eo 
2. How — 5 Judge Cobb receive at that box? 


9 Ps ou know all that came in there to vote? 


I not. 
O- OMI FON Bog ine Aa TODE So FOTORAAE Shale TOFIA UON OHNO 
* É 
G: Bo son koae Lany E lites or Third Partyites in Honeycut beat? 
No, sir; 1 don't know of any. = 
P POPO ONENI as Eee oE tes? 
Iknow of only one, Mr. Covington. I have never heard of any others. 
Q. Was there said or done there to prevent anybody from 
who had a right to vote 
A. Nothing that I know of, 


. Did you allow anybody to vote at that election who was not a registered 
v 
demanded of everyone. 


named to him. He also said there were a great man the precinct 

= whom te was sot aoquatited, ond persons may have been of 
num 

It was u this evidence, given at the instance of con 

ani Ioonclusive in character and illegal as some of it was, and of it con- 

tradicted where the d 


con! was an disregard 
of such evidence as above given by Hilliard Judkins that the majority ex- 
clude from the count the whole precinct vote. 

COTTON VALLEY PRECINCT. 


Th ority exclude the vote of 
tionable Berens in again 


85 
i 
i 
33 
if 
l 
g 
5 


i 

3 

f 

. 
| 
15 
4 
ie 
a 


e record effectually disposes of his 


in their report deal summarily with the testim 


—— The contestant did at one time regard it 
brief he makes 


ority 
Essex Menefee. 
his 


H 
‘ 
ef 
ef 
58 
A 
i 
E 8 
878 


an 
attention had been called to the 
in Menetee's evidence, and to which allusion is made in 


Bu 


2 Tener Marah Sie Lees whan hs tent R E ones een 
Q Was that when be was taking testimony in this contest? 
Q 

A 


Yes, sir. 
ve any conversation with you at that time? If so, state where 
when it was, and what he said. 
e sent for me and took me down on the lower side of the house, before 
said tome—he asked me if I didn’t want to make 
some money; he asked me wouldn't I swear that there wasn't no more than 


make some money, but I couldn't swear there 
r Sees See ON Sees WR Ne, 


Q. he ask you? 
A. He asked me if I was one of the I told him “ Yes, sir.” He 
said if I swear there was not more or 40 voted I 


‘ore men. 
52 Were you examined before the men? 
Yes, sir; I don't remember what they said. 
On cr tion he said: 
2 What was it you said Mr. Goodwyn told you? 
When I come to the house he took me off to the lower side of the 


house; he asked me t I want to make some money. He asked me would 
Iswear there was no more than 30 or 40 voted. He said if I would I could 
men 


: 
Ẹ 
f 
ki 
i 
4 
j 
A 
1 
HE 
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f 


Ho AN permitted to take a copy 
ea 
Wh as a witness 


$ 

; 

3 

3 

g 

: 

f 
ag 
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gA 
j 
5 
E 
5 
a 
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on the part of the contestant. 
contestant was on the stand as a witness in his own behalf 
fee had been examined, and did not contradict 


the 
reject uoted evidence of Menefee, they still rely on other state- 
pr yeah to warrant rejection ole 
P. 


If whole polls are to be excluded on testimony like es Og» vague, 
id * manner—and thi shoi becos a 
ven tocon- 


: 
: 


A number of witnesses were examined by the contestee touching — 
duct of the election at this precinct. The managers swore to the number of 
votes cast, and other persons to the number of voters present and 
all of which evidence more than overcame the evidence of the contestant. 


TUSKEGEE PRECINCT. 
Two witnesses are relied u to impeach the in of the returns 
from this precinct, B. W. Walker and J. A. e men re 
themselves to have been watchers at the election in the interest of the con- 
testant. They swear to a certain number of colored voters who entered the 
polling place t day, but upon tion it appears that they were 
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5 — — — 
watchers who were on the opposite 
8 gr men Ne ore Ye wr A 


— ia he could see to the entrance to the court-house from 
8 He afterwards, on cross-€ retracted this state- 
men ere is tho question and answer on this 5 

Q. Is it not a fact that you could not 5 the court house from 


here were? 
ies tye to-day I find that I could not see the door of the court- 
house from where I was. 
Q. Were you you not mistaken fn your former testimony, tn whiek you said you 
or pd ay at house door from where you were 
eee dont know that the list reported to you by the 


correct’ 

A. can't ax my that I know that it was correct. 

If Grimmet could not see the entrance to the polling place, Walker could 
not, for they were together. The contestee proved several witnesses, 
incl Sheriff Thom arrange raya le that and Grimmet 

to where th that souar 

ere — stationed, with- 
1 was also shown 
2 — Sigan pornea Pezda the business 
the town, from which the EEE 


Phe testimony of witness Thompson is referred toin the majos 
y. but with emphasis. The credibility of 
T ta the 
also affirm Mr. 


in of the view of 
the court-house 


call 
noticed that he swears with t distinctness 
all the fo the 


3 puint where 


„Nr. 
5 


witness pson: 
voters in this county 


is. 
x To what geen e 


eee defeated candidate 


es — antes tote icin Congreasional district, belong Popullte. 
Q. Explain, ‘Mr. Thompson, if “the there was a rope stretched sround the voting 


and who put it there? 
wan, I pubis there there myself; was 50 feet from any window or door 
the room. 
ERON many openings were there through the rope? 


@ Gan you describe where thoy w 
northwestern portion. o ae anes aoib abt tie otter tn the 
es far were nnn Ahe Goar fiint entere Macomritoomn 
to ee young yi lace? 
A. ween i and 00 feet 
here Mr. Grimmet was located, could he possibly see all of the 


e 


© 


; 
3 
5 
tl 
i 


Russell's store, where 
he stayed thers until about half 
rs go in at that opening d. 


ot a fact that a greater number of voters passed in that way to 
they did. Most of the darkies voted there. 


how many voters were in town on the 6th of November at the 
onal election? 


pEop Soper 
Fg rg 
1 
neg 
f 
3 
55 
ll i 
11 
Pee 
1 
A 


Isaw a vi where Mr. Grimmet was. 
nk a See Soe most „FFC 


little business done on this side. 
you have in the election here? 
ä 


as there anything to obstruct a voter at this box, within your knowl- 


2 
i 
w 


S ama 
5 


ou have any conversation — Mr. B. W. Walker, in which you 
t there was an arrangement or conspiracy by which Mr. Good- 
ve so many beats and Judge Cobb so many? 

such conversation. I had several conversations with Mr. 

t nothing of that kind. 


you have any conversation with B. W. Te or anyone else in 
you said that there was an arra Paty Aa 5 
denied . tment of managers in three beats 
Nef , hich this county was to be carried for Judge Cobb for 


eser er Forer cor ke 
g 72 
gs gee 
ges 
8 F 


cross - examination he said: 
Are you positive that they did not move down until th: ä 
g Thati is my best eean freni ES I couldn't = wets 8 
Q. 185 were asked about a conversation had wi Waller. 1 Dida bree you 
state to B. W. Walker, in talking about the Dyin NA it if any frauds were 


„ county it would be at Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, and 


A. Idid not. 
Q. Didn't Cr RRR Sonea aankora VEAN Bien I WEE: FOS SEARS LORERS 


conve 

1 Pack Mr. Walker asked me about the and I told him that 
soph aah oe ee a Grimmet had said that they 
vee managers an good Rep 


ber, . lace, find hin in hi 8 sd go with him 
to his ail night, sleep: 


with him all 
—— he opinion that if any frauds 
eaa e S hae TSE, be in Heneyeut, Cotton 


Mr. Walker's fish 
we went to his house and I 
Mr. ing me about — 5 he 
andasked Jade rk tom ; 5 
to a e . 


vn — — posi that we were 
every beat where Good- 
7 aes ery 


Valley, and Honeycut that we 


TS. 
rag ap racine ea ——— pn A 
but it is true that it was taken in the county of 


manner, as 

lee ape gean aes eee 
evi particular anum oi tnesses introduced contestee, which 
tho einna m no allusion. the votes 
kolng to show tho number o£ Y them by direct testimon others by facts 


show the number of voters w: ‘werein Tona had about the polling 


colored. witness, A, er Era 
to thi he efect that oa did not S persona. 
8 extract from 


statements are we 8 


I know pretty much where it is. 
JJ: ie eee eee ae ie ee ere 
From what have told me I where scme of the lines are. 
Q. How, then, ou know that Jim does not live in Lowndes 
County? ia it-from hearsay? 
A. Jim Burnett has told me that he „ 
5 ou know of your own know! here James Grumbles, HM, 
E. J. Johnson, Jordon — and Dave Wright lived last year, or on 6th 


day of November last 
I know that all coi except Dave Wright lived in Dallas County and 


Se ee lived in Lee County. 
. Is it not a f!!! ee 


© 


line which divides Lowndes 
A. Ta anen san oin SOS T D, the others do not. 
. How ow in w Cunningham lives? 
2 TKE OLENA NS OLOS Dra be pare he 


tar. 
edipa ranno bep D S aei tana a ne 
of this county or one of his deputies 


then, how can you know in what beat a man lives by where he pays 
from the man that pays his tax and by his tax collector's and 


you him toshow you, and did he show you, 
assessor's or — —. receipts? 27 cae * 
W i, bape, — 5 hat body has told you? 
. We: — oat on what some 
No one, it was Ike Cunnigham- the one that we have been speak- 


Ricoh ser oe gears is the man who is so truthful that you will swear 
ou 

Se ey ee as mec fc net ech 
e gu ven 

to this precinct from the other witnesses named in the report 

hile Ed Freeman does sa; CCC he does not 
eee the polling place. We give the following 


extract from his testimo: 
and Jim Barnett; and if so, do they live in this 
the y Serraria on EA E OTR 


8 
re 
E 


EN pophokpiop 
3 15 


irrelevant, and incompetent ny.) 
A. Yes, sir; I know Lee and Jim Barnett. Well, 55 
ty. I am not certain, but have boon told that net ves in Dallas 


(Conteates objects to the answer om the grounds that it is secondary, hear- 


say, incom t, illegal, and irrelevant testimony.) 

. Has the line between Lowndes and counties been ited out to 
you cots taat houso situat know the house in w Jim t = 
and if so,is that situated on or side of the line 
dividing the two counties? 

(Contestee objects ee on the that it calls for 
irrelevant, t. 


Cross- examination: 

. Are you P 
Iam —— 1 . 

How do you know lives in Dallas Coun’ 

have been toid that the lines are this side of w. he lives. 
Who gave yo jon? 


t been since Dr. Kendall gave you this information? 

> I reckon pei heen ea years, to the best of my recollection. 
r Q. — were you and where was Dr. Kendall when he gave you this in- 
ormai 
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8 his office, here in Benton 
Barlow has noi thing whatever to say about th the Ji dre rc list. His 
. is shown e following $ 
. Lee, do you — who is now governor of Alabama? 
I hear say who are. 
118 en do you hear them say l Alabama Mr. Cleveland or 
A. Well, I hear them sa: 
Q Do 
N 
The co! pred 
sel sons contestee. He . — 
Whether it was ene list nowin 


yet Bahn except by the statement contained in thi 
2 With a mark, thus leaving it a question of aan whether he could 


the absence of * coun- 
how 

of g. . . 
estion. He signs 


read the names on the list. We give the following extracts from the testi- 
mony of Mr. Robinson: 

Q; What has been zor sop rtunity to become acquainted with the voters 
of ton precinct, 55 yt you not acquainted with nearly all of 
the voters 250 Sx 


(Contestee objects fd procin el PE because it calls for illegal, irrelevant, 
1 testimony, and does not tend to prove or disprove any issue 


8 witnesses, including the of the election. 
sustain the regularity elec: — and they prove 


peaches the contestant's witnesses. Wood, Freeman, 


CHURCH HILL, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


The testimony of James t was secondary in character. He was not 
shown the registration book, but was ras handed a paper, and asked if it was a 
copy of this k. He answered, It was, so far as he could then recollect.” 

And. —57 is sapon this evidence that the majority report relies as proof of the 


dence to contradict fee Bid me 1 tion his answer was, Farm- 
ing; onang on 3 Zan sometimes shoe work; some- 
times politics, and sometimes —— work.” 

No witness by the name of Pierce was examined by contestant, but one 
Affie Pearce was examined in rebuttal. He only “ ere ee mer. ought to be 

king of the number of voters in the praon 

Mealing’s enen like the others, is secondary an 9 When asked 
how he knew that certain persons were not voters, his answer was, “ Because 
their names were not on the poll list.“ 

In direct conflict with contestant’s witnesses is the testimony of five wit- 
nesses examined for contestee. 


HAYNEVILLE PRECINCT, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


The majority report makes summary 9 ol this precinct. The 
whole vote is excluded, in the face of the . 

The contestant intr nt a as witnesses two of th è inspectors of election, 
H. M. Caffy and J. M. Salley. Each of these witnesses testified to the fairness 

W.D.. the election and to the Kno of legal votes cast. The third inspector, 


ynes, was the contestee, and no question was asked 
xamination. ae says that the election was conducted honestly 


e managers ort the election were willfull 
been affirmed and reaffirmed again and aga 
poll out of the count the law must be put aside and the testimony of wit- 
nesses who knew more about the election than anyone else must be wholly 
. and they were youched for by con 
A party can not im his own witness, although afterwards called by 
the — side, either by general evidence or by proof of prior contradictory 
statements. (1 Wharton, section 549.) 
Thea entire aopa aaga not be rejected exceptin extreme cases. (McCrary, 


Piffere vido evidence that ill 


votes were polled does not authorize the poll to 
be thrown out. It must be shown that the officers onestly or 
8 (Paine on Election, section 510.) 


tnesses were examined by the contestee, both white and colored, 
who ho showed: e conclusivel Bat large number of persons, ag and colored, 
particularly the latter, that were present at the p polling 3 their enthusi- 
asm for the con contestee, and that they were seen thro e whole day y going 

place to — their ballots. Ifany on ath pals is wanting to 
sustain the ceo at t recinct, we fail to discover it. To throw out 
the whole vote is to the law and to put aside without reason the 
strongest of testimony. 


LOWNDESBORO PRECINCT, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


VVV FF 
He is not shown any registration list, bu ay merely swears to what his recol 
lection was at the time he was His testimony Aare pak not have 
been received by any respectable court, —.— it was hearsay and 


J. T. Dickson does not swear, as stated in the majority repor that there 
are about 300 voters in the precinct. He on the con t he does 
ead Coma the number of voters in the 8 but that of that number he 


that he knows 300. 
nest cinch by the — that there were twice that number of voters 


And 
It is upòn the testimony oi this witness, who oe: to what Dickson told 
him as to the number of votes cast, that the committee seems to rely for the 
number of votes cast at this precinct. 
WHITEHALL, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


The main 8 for their conclusion touc this precinct is u * 


A. De Bardelaben. He was twice on the stand. e 

ance of the ma very wi 2 == his 3 taken in uttal. He —.— 
vo been a very and suffered himself 

$o pa nana to im 


of his o own brother. 
3 e xamined in rebuttal. He is a 


colored man who had been nee for larceny. Because of which fact,and 
10 8 he was removed from the postmastership. His ony 


a majority l says*that this witness was in great part corroborated 


by J. L. Lon i When tho only testimony Long was in rebuttal, and 
ek SA to le statement of the 7 given De tary: Burke. 
nesses ths these witnesses for contestant the contestee examined robb wit- 
the evidence of not one of whom is referred to in the majority report. 
ly and flatly contradict the evidence of contestant's witnesses, 


STATESVILLE, AUTAUGA COUNTY. 


The only witness named in the majori Sa which Sey gastain h 
conclusion as to this precinct is one 5 The ma 3 a 
0 


says that an effort was made to impeach this 5 by one 
This is an entire mistake. Golson on tos tain Prather af after he 
had rect. successfully impeached bys six reputable white gentlemen of that 


ese witnesses show not only that Prather was entirely unworthy of be- 
nel. but could not possibly have. seen what he testifies to to have seen”, “The 
swear that the election was fair, and that the contestee received the full 


number of legal votes returned for him, 


from that degree of 


exclusion of whole polls, and too much em: — can not be to the f: 
that without by enol on of wae 5 ns 5 1108 
anal also shows the the witnesses referred to in the ma- 
jority report. 


The contestee did not make extensive effort to attack the conduct of the 
election in counties in which the friends of contestant had control of the 
election machinery, for the reason, as stated by him before the committee, 
and which reason we believe to be — by the record, that the contest- 
ant had failed to make out a case 

But contestee did par far 17 in this direction to show that the Tesia 
tionlaw, on which t 8 puts so much stress, was disregarded 


by the friends of the cman N o use of by them to control illiterate 


voters in the interests of the contestant, It was shown etl at onus recinct 
in Elmore County the Populist electi ind that fa the opini t more 
than one assistant, and he a Populist, and that that in the © witness, 
who was a Democratic fixed t e Hekets for the cor: 
ored voters without ergs the voters how sed 8 to vo 

It was shown that at other precincts voters claiming to be illiterate were 


fix his ticket just as he (the assistant 
tant took control of the colored vo —— as they entered the ing place 
and marked their tickets for 2 without gth he booths. 


to the contestee the case on evidence which he 
no opportunity 8 him to con 
The following extract from the 2 report is icant: 
ption in favor of the official acts of the public officers whose 


* The 
eee become involved in this contest has been completely extin; 
their clear that 


C ͤ ͤ Tics varira co 
85 uite eviden more on. 
TEA q ryt ray Pp y w was giyen 


By this kind of assumption tho majority report justifies the acceptance of 
opportunity to nihe con- 


Ps, oss in chief when given in rebut den 
testee to meet it, and the utter disregard of the strong and a dant evi- 
dence given by con 


that such 9 are not based or authorized by any 


e asse: 
le; roof in the record, nor can 5 conclusion stated be justly reached by 


aju ial investi mony at the record. 
galia d is declared that fraud is not to be presumed and can 
not be inferred from uk Aapa that merely raises a cion of its existence; 
and especially is it the law that a conspiracy to co fraud can only be es- 
tablished by the strongest proof. The majori rt assumes & cons) maoy 
to have 8 between reputable citizens wi evidence to support 
If aa ee ee es of law about which there is no conflict are applied in the trial 
< aoe con — rie there is not so much ea ie rag hey xt for unsen 
on the other hand, th ed on the whole eyi- 
abi without wae to legal Bore a fot admission, due eg be 
. 5 e, 1 N85 of contestee as well as that of the contestant, the con- 
So that, to reach the conclusion of the ee ae oe be 
ed on the illiberal 


put aside and the evidence oe contestee wae y va 
assumptions ind b ori 


offered’ by te mas majority FV 
n a Member of the 

tay be nat bt flees therein. KIY- 

„That James E. Cobb was ee a member of the bok Piet gd 

asa 5 from the Fifth Congressional district 


bama, and is entitled to a seat maine such ch Representative: 
HUGH A. DINSMORE. 
8. 8. TURNER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BARRETT). The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. f asks unanimous consent that the 
views of the minority of the committee may be printed as part of 
his remarks in the RECORD, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

. DANIELS. I object, unless it is agreed 

The SPEAKER pro tem cy fei The Chair understood the gentle- 
man from ee to yield the residue of his time to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Les, sir. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama is 
entitled to the floor. 
Mr. DANIELS. If the report of the minority goes into the 


RECORD, we desire that the report of the majority shall also go in, 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the pace from Ala- 
bama yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS]. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama, 
as the Chair understands, declines to yield to the gentleman from 
New York for the purpose of making the request. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
cone juz, BARTLETT] requested that the views of the minority 
be print in the RECORD as part of his remarks. Now, that is 
objected to, unless the report of the majority may also be printed. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Georgia, and none 
was made; so the views of the minority were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman from New York rose and 
objected to the request. R i 

. DANIELS. I did object, but the attention of the Chair 
was directed in another way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama, 
as the Chair understands, has yielded the floor. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, sir. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentle- 
man to yield; and if so, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. COOKE] 
has the floor. s 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Now, Iask unanimous consent thatin- 
asmuch as the, gentleman from Georgia desires that the views of 
the minority be printed in the RECORD as part of his remarks, it 
be also unanimously agreed that the report of the majority be 
printed in the RECORD, Ate. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I hope there will be no objection 


to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the reportof the majority of the commit- 
tee be printed in the RECORD, Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, 

The report of the majority of the committee is as follows: 


roofs, argumen 
the evidence su 

WS: 

The said contestant and contestee were candidates for the office of Repre- 
sentative in from the Fifth Con district of the State of 
Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 1894. 

The said district consists and then consisted of nine counties, namely 
Autauga, Chambers, Clay, Coosa, Elmore, Lowndes, Macon, Randolph, and 


predominance of the white le 
It was believed that the votes of the colored voters would not 
counted as they were cast in these three black coun as they were advised 
by their leaders neither to register for nor Hon 755 the e on in November, 


and they e conformed to t] 
The contestant, Mr. Goodwyn, is a Eome and was nominated by that 
party and by the organization known as the Jeffersonian Democrats, and his 
ni tion was afterwards 3 7 by the Republican committee. He 
therefore became the nominee of these three organizations. 
The returns from the white counties gave the contestant, Mr. Goodwyn, a 
majority of 3,612 votes, while the three black counties returned majorities so 
for the contestee, Mr. Cobb, as to extinguish the ority for the con- 
t in the white counties and give him a majority of The returns 
were so canvassed as to report a majority of 748 for the contestee, Mr. Cobb; 
but that was evidently a mistake in the bop by which the contestee, 
Mr. Cobb, allowed 240 votes more than the returns stated to have been 
ven for him. He has claimed before the committee that another 100 votes 
ould be added to his majority, because that number of votes was rejected 
in one precinct and were offered by persons who had not been registered 
the statute of Alabama denied the right 
red, excluding minors * the age of 
21 r the May ration closed, and these persons did not appear 
to belong to the excepted class, nor to have become residents of the Raa)? 
after the time for the first registration had passed, the exclusion of these 1 
votes was ree r. 


To suppo! the con- 


. Goodwyn, 
the poll lists certified by the judges of probate in these black counties. The 
tee, Mr. Cobb, has ey objected tothe introduction of these 


ies of tion and poll so as to make them evidence. These 
objections are considered to be unfounded under the language of the laws of 
Alabama, ve eau 

“Seo. 7. Thai registrar shall, within two weeks after the iration 
of the time prescribed for registration, make a true Sopy ot the list of names 
re „which copy, along with the original registration list, he must 
return to the office of the judge of probate of the county. 

“SEC. 8. That the judge of pro shall, from the tion list of elect- 
ors returned to his office, e a correct alphabetical of the electors so 
5 by precincts or wards, which list ce ed by him offi y 
to a full and correct transcript of the list of i electors as the 


pears from the returns of the 


One cop; 
for each precinct or ward the ju of 


same a in ofäce. y of 
said probate shall deliver to the 


a tors of election in each precinct or ward immediately preceding every 
e on. 

The probate judge, it will be seen, is not to make a copy of either the regis: 
tration list or of the copy of it. But he is to make a complete alphabe 
list of the electors 888 by precincts or wards, and to certify the list 
officially; and one Sopy of said list for each precinct or ward the judge of 
probate shall deliver to the — of election in each precinct or ward 
immediately preceding every e ion. The list required to be made by the 
judge of probate is therefore not a copy of the registration list, but a new 
and different list, containirg, it is true, the er 


same names as are on thi 
tration It is to be an ori 
to be furnis! 


of its permanent papers 
557 make it evi- 
pore has been fully supplied by the following provisions of the laws of 


bama: 

“Copies of official bonds or other instruments or papers required to be kept 
by any officer of this State, and transcripts from the books and proceedings 
required to be kept by any sworn officer of the State, are presumptive eyi- 
dence in any civil cause, and have the same legal effect as if the originals were 


tice. — 
“All transcripts of books or pay law to_be kept in the office 
rtified by the 
prope. custodian thereof, must be received in evidence in all courts; and it 
no transcript that 
cory of office books belonging to the U. 


on 
The contestee, Mr. Cobb, has denied the application of this section to the 
SE declared that the list shall be 


sec- 


op in the office of the judge of probate. But an e direction to that 
effect is not n „ -Itis 8 that the statute by implication con- 
templates that one of the list shall re 


the probate ju to deliver to the rs one of the lists e by 
and as no other tion been made of the other it must remain where 
it is found, and that is in the custody and office of the probate judge as one 


The inspecto: 
election to the judge 33 for the obvious reason that 
basis of the final and official canvass of the votes; and that in like manner 
5 eee statute, to be kept in his office, and a 
copy of w. fon. he could e presumptive evidence by his official certificate. 
United States Revised Statutes, section 123, also lends 


ə on the returns filed with the pro- 
bate 3 The canvass certificates of the supervisors were required to be 


<> th tary of state 
o secre 0 
ed and 


evidence. But the contestee, Mr. ponu ouno that the secretary of state 
was without authority to make the certificate evidence. The grounds taken 
in support of the objection are practically the same as those already con- 
side concerning the power of the probate judge to certify copies of papers 
in his office. But it is the manifest 3 of the law that all these returns, 
and the canvasses made from them, U become records in these public 
offices, to be preserved and maintained as evidence of the titles of the 
yarious officers found to be elected; and as such the certificate of the cus- 
todian thereof that it is a true copy of the original has the same legal effect 
as if the original were produced and proved. 

‘There was introduced in evidence over this and other objections a certifi- 
cate of the secretary of state with the following heading: 


“STATE OF ALABAMA, Office of Secretary of State: 


” "I, J. K. Jackson, secretary of state of the State of Alabama, hereby cer- 
tify that the records in this office show that on the 19th day of November, 
1894, the returns of the election held on the 6th of November, 1894, for mem- 
bers of Congress were duly cany: by the governor and secretary of 
state, as required by law, and the following result was declared:” 

Then follows a statement, By counties, of the vote of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district, and immediately under that is the following statement: 


Fifth Congressional district. 


And in conclusion it is added: 
In testimony whereof witness my hand and the great seal of State at the 
capitol this the 6th day of December, 1804. 
* [SEAL] J. K. JACKSON, Secretary of State.” 


Congressional to the tary Ww 
contained in the certificate of the secretary of state. There 
tion taken to the secretary's statements and certificate w. 

‘ered in evidence. But at the conclusion of the deposition of the 
the contestant alone— 


and objectionsare to have 
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ectio 
tounding frauds, will appear from the 
T:! peacknote: ANR EA 
of the charges which have been made. 
HONEYCUT BEAT, NO. 6. 
oneycut beat, No. 6, Macon County, reported Cobb 108; none for Good: 
P Brooks swears that 
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rd Judkins testified for the contestee that 106 or 106 votes were taken 
i 1804 for member of Congress, 


cumstan: 5 act nearly 40 names 
6 :..... ey rg Rec pony 
ty when the on closed. y 
COTTON VALLEY PRECINCT, NO. 5, MACON COUNTY. 
eee reported 237 votes cast in this precinct—all for Mr. Cobb, 
The evidence 
tive in the 


He was 
that he was to have none, and the contestee, Mr. Co bjected to 
quest to give him re 3 EE f 


tion 
In September, a written co mdence was had between Mr. Good- 
cont and Cobb, t re rede the latter to 

the contestant in petitioning the appoin for equal * Sa 
F election boards, w. the Cobb, 


that the contestee was to derive his majority in 
from this precinct by means of fraudulent votes, and these facts surely 
connect the con- 
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0 
e yr e was afterwards examined on the 
pi the contestee, Mr. Cobb, and testified that he had been offered 
e t to swear no more than 30 or 40 voted at 
ton Valley; he further ed that there were votes voted for the 
contestee, Mr. Cobb. It is manifest that but little, if any, reliance can be 
p 125 witness, by reason of the discrepancy in his statements made 
on each examinations. 
whose 


knew of no the having the same names, atinge i 
two persons vits they did not vote at this precinctat 

N. ber although their names are on the poll list; and these aff- 
davits were without o on received by thenotary. But it does not affirm- 
atively appear that mted when the affidavi 

recei PTT 
that should trom the evidence other - 
wise is sufficient return for this ct as false 
and dulent, and no means have been su ‘or the legal 
votes of there seems to be no = 


the 
native than to reject the return altogether. 
TUSKEGEE PRECINCT, NO. 1, MACON COUNTY. 


The inspectors returned 426 votes for the contestee, Mr. Cobb, and 9for the 
The same evidence was given as in the other two precincts of the effort to 
election the and 


intention to count a majority in this the contestee. And what 
were represented by J as registration and poll lists 
were finally furnished by him to the Mr.Goodwyn. Two hun- 
dred and twenty-four vo are stated in the lists of the two boxes of 
this precinct to have been given by colored vo' while their leaders ad- 
vised them not to or in the black counties, of which Macon 
was one, fearing that votes would not be counted as given, and they 
generally or voting. 
The evidence of B. W. W: who was elected to the ture of the 
State of Alabama as an t, and was at one time a 9 
was to the effect that he was informed, as the fact turned out — — 
of 0 
* 


contestant should have no representation on the election board ogee 
and the other two already considered in Macon County; that ook 


Tuskegee 


were two boxes; Ren, ent toe 
of about 4 acres, with an iron et fence around the 
diagram was made of it, which has m made a part of the record. The 
witness testified further Mr. were med 


- 
side of the fence, where they could see the 
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court-house, an hind also a view of the reat door of the courthouse 
And he testified day, and no more than 50 
colored Personi were in the 8 square that i ag and only 42 er 
aeina day. 


et testified that he ira oe all day, and there were 42 colored voters 

he position occupied by these two 

marked on 1 h 

rope inclosure in front of ‘the. court- 
the court-house. Th. 

appear that Any persone entered that * ana on fron’ 

e passage opening ‘or the persons 

Fhe contestee is mistaken 


— 2 was made 

that hry pepe ae in reb It idence in taken 
evidence o er rebuttal. was eviden 

in and examined 


refe: 

worthy ki 3 

either of them. 
The witness Thom: 


Repu election 
th viä tl nos pag am tha contestant or his friends a 
About i) persons are stated on the poll ist to have voted in this proclact Wis 


BENTON, NO. 1, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
This precinct returned 311 votes for the contestee, Mr. Cobb; none for Mr. 


Good 

X. J. TTT 

knew a jority of the testified that 

C at election, ae Sent ee 
„ and 25 or 30 voted. There were 


one vote.” The ra Ust was proven 5 
B. T. Robinson, Lee low, and Ed Hayden, who were 
with the people of the p to contain over 100 not 
idents of the t, many of whom are named in the list as ha 
voted at the Other registered as ha vi testifi 
that they did not. vote and to atte other mamnes th dead persons, 
and the poll list contains311 names. The utmost lati of the evidence does 
not warrant the belief that over 25 all W. voted at this 
And there many who voted for the contestee, 
uires to be deducted from the returned for Benton 
precinct 286 votes. 
CHURCH HILL, NO. 2, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
8 FS . registered 
0 
Cale I Coane CON tek a Apre ar certificate to the two lists. 
C him is a correct copy of the registration 
lists he filed. His cate is „C 
in to 233. Scott Maull, who been 


rsons named on the registration 

and of persons not istration list, 
‘This evidence is consistent with no other supposition 
expectation of adi 


registrations 
those which might eis be lawfully g given at tho. at 3 8 that 
the fact pro the advice of their leaders, 
The witness Charles 


as they were 3 
the vote returned: for 


atte tthe 5 largely 
STi allele ley Mi vated for tie sina Ueto L 
vV ‘or re vote mus 
be reduced by dedueting from it 262. 
5 NO. 4, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


returned for this precinct was „ 70; for gp les 

I dist as certified by the probate — . 5 — 33 persons 
list swear that aid "rote, and a few others were 
and that number 


ted b. 
turned. od leaving 137 as the extreme vote 
8 Mr. Co 
. NO. 14, ee COUNTY. 
. 
on 


While, 
omental list 1 
E. 


er tainted, both in the registrations and poll | 
1 ariamos y guesalag to try w the number of legal votes given, and it | 
ponia de to try to estimate them. Itis apparent that the 


cinct is 

list. 
d yoting are fraudulent. The returns are 

— and no —— alternative is presented than to exclude the entire 


vote. 
LOWNDESBORO, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


Beat No. 18 eee 526 votes—all for the contestee, Mr. Cobb. 
3 poll lists are brought in question as affected by fraud 


Reese was the . He 77 
rs registe: in May, and he did not recollect registering 

voters after May and aming the list = Barns as a supplementary list 

He is a Democrat. recollecti rted by the registration lis: 


exte 
Then there is added a su 
the laws of the State of Ala this su 
names o: pag attaining the age of ears between 
May and the Fag! of the election; and 2s 
residents in the three mon 


the constitution those who have been coun 
have the t to vote. 
must ha of or attained 21 years of ôr 
both, during this intermediate od, a fact eo — utter]; incredible. 
There were added to list 63 names wi out authority, and this 
zemental list was fabricated to the extent 

F ir. was shown this ie wan, a merchant hay- 

ing a general in 


before the day for ting ion. e ons there were 
about 300 voters in the of course, w The 
poll list is certified by 9 to boa true and correct copy of the 
poll list filed in his E eet the it contains ree pay coed — tae 
3 A list every person named on the 


to 
and all for the con Mr. Cobb—ce: 
= . testee, Col 2 55 a nae. 


pleat piano Ses ge igre was clerk of the election. He testified tha‘ 
turned over 2 act tt the inspectors r th 


included names added from in by 
Dickson. C. E. Reese, also a Democrat, testified that Dickson, a mana- 
ger of the election, told him that there were not ex 80 vi cast at 
He fu: that there were not 60 white 
voters in the they claimed to be Democrats; he thinks 1 colored 
voted for Cobb. Seven whose names on the poll list testi- 
ed that they did noi è ocrats testified that there were bu 
few menat the during the day. This precinct is deeply 
ud, and in no event can more than 81 votes be given to the contestee 
a from returned for of 446 votes. 


PP Mr. Cobb. 
J. T. Dickson was in his store all the day of election, about 75 yards from 
the place in which the election was held. He testifies that there were but 
Clair that day, and two of the managers told him about 4 

o'clock that names were proven to bef persons who did not vote. Tt 
crats. Two names were 7... greet geo AE 
FFC 


This beat returned 209 votes—all for the contestee, Mr. Cobb. 


W. A. De Bardelaben testified that he knew 90 cent of the voters of 
this beat; that 6 persons reported as voting were He had been a 
collector of taxes. The of ion were part of the day at- 
tending to other business. About 225 to 250 men lived in the beat. Sixteen 
persons named on the they did not vote at this election. 
Alexander“ that he had been there. He knew 
nearly all the voters in the beat, and that the named to him did 
not live in the beat the last year to, w. was the year of the elec- 
tion he was in t part in this by the wit- 
ness, J. . He also swore t8 persons whose names were on the poll 
list for more = years ane. was taken in 
Fe , 1895. also tha were names on the poll list of men 
whonever lived in the beat. The names of other persons on the list were 


. and no moot of tho polling of a 
ore, that urn from precinct 


ii 
f 


and 
the polii ‘place. An kA to impeach this witness 
the witness J. B. Go goed but he swore that Prather's character was 
and he would believe him. Pra’ evidence seems 


to these 8 precincts, it should be added that no evidence was given 

1 As to tess soveral precingta it should be added their 9 
DAY'S BEAT, NO. 5, AUTAUGA COUNTY. 
. Mr. Cobb. 


of this precinct, 
the proceedings erly in the extreme. But these fants acne 
will not Justify a reduction in the vote, although there is a probability tha 


1 = contestee, — Cobb, possible item of proof ot 
eve does n 
othe —. — already noted. T s 


explanations 880 be acceptable to — one beyond their own confederates. 


sag ofthe ropa 


The nature 
tion of the local mpared with the registration and 
N whenever it exists. 
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The effort to deprive the people of the result of the expression of their will 
at the ballot box whenever these avenues of | gat are carefully followed can 


always be defeated. And it is fortunate for the cause of free prenna that 
the premos of these and other prominent facts which may le will 
not fail to vindicate the right of the le to legaland honest representation. 
Their will is sovereign, and whoever they select and whatever may be his 
ronounced sentiments, he is their representative, and his right can not be 
ented because of political differences. In these precincts there was a delib- 
erate purpose to defeat the real design of the people. It was not the case as 
to a few peoos but all who endeavored to exercise control were implicated 
in the common design; and other public officers whose concurrence was nec- 
for success were confederated with the election officers in the devices 

the: ituted and endeavored to out. 

The reductions in the vote returned for the contestee, Mr. Cobb, gate 
2,868, obliterating completely his stated 5 of 508 votes. They do not, 
however, increase the contestant's majority. e election officers were care- 
ful not to allow him any special advan in the way of votes, by reservin; 
their favors wholly for the contestee. t 
entitled to do, on the greater part of the majority 
counties of the district and the precincts not contested in these contested 
counties. His vote will then be 2,860 over that of the contestee. 

There is but one mode, therefore, in which this House can maintain what 
appears to be the right, and that is to unseat Mr. Cobb and to seat the con- 
testant, Mr. Goodwyn. To that end we recommend the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

“ Resolved, That James E. Cobb was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Con, as a Representative of the Fifth 5 district of 
the State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of 
November, 1894, and is not entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress 
as such Representative. 

Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn was elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Con as the Re mtative of the Fifth Congressional district of 
the State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of 
November, 1894, and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as 
nee 5 CHAS. DANIELS, Chairman, 

L. W. ROYSE. 
FRED C. LEONARD. 

D. COOKE. 


E 


. Z. LINNEY. 
W. H. MOODY. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I hope to have the ear of 
the House, and particularly of gentlemen on the majority side of 
this Chamber, while I attempt to make a fair and concise statement 
of the side of the contestee in this case. I am aware that, taking 
this case as contested elections generally go, but little hope exists 
that there will bein this House a reversal of the action of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections. And if it were a matter 
affecting myself alone, a mere matter of mal concern, I donot 
think I would feel at all inclined to enter into this argument to-day. 
But the action of this House, if it should unseat me, has a more 
far-reaching effect than an api pk ne that it may bring to 
myself individually. ill be a declaration on the part of this 
body that gentlemen whom I know and honor, gentlemen whom 
I esteem as men of integrity and character, have committed fraud 
in the discharge of their official duty. It is also a declaration that 
the people of Fifth Congressional district of the State of Ala- 
bama be re’ ted on the floor of this House by one who, 
in ay be tg is not of their choice. 

I be necessarily brief and unable to examine the case in 
all of its details. I must content myself with mere suggestions, 
trusting that the gentlemen who do me the honor to listen to what 
I will say will take these suggestions and draw from them the de- 
ductions to which they legitimately and logically lead. My belief 
about this case is that the question of fraud, which has been raised 
and urged here with such persistency, would never have been 
raised at all if the case had been properly examined and treated. 
My own views are that in the trial of an election case the same 

es should 7 that obtain in courts of justice. We are in 
the search of truth, and the rules established by law and govern- 
ing all judicial tribunals in their efforts for the ascertainment of 
the truth have been so long and so well recognized that it has 
become axiomatic that there can be no proper ascertainment of 
that which is true on an issue made—that there can be no reliable 
elimination of the true from the false—except by an unvarying 
adherence to those rules which have received the sanction of man- 
kind for hundreds of years. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, I understood at the last session of the last 
Congress that that was to be certainly the manner of the procedure 
of this House in the trial of the contested election cases which 
would be brought before it. It was openly declared everywhere 
that this Congress would make precedents in these cases which no 
man could assail, and which would bring honor upon those who 
made them. The belief engendered by these declarations—for I 
gave to the gentlemen who made them my confidence in their 
sincerity—governed and determined me largely in my course in 
5 evidence that you now find embodied in the record 
in case. But to this point further on. 

Any lawyer who will take the record and calmly consider and 
intelligently analyze it, putting aside for the time being his par- 
tisan bias and partisan prejudices, can come to but one conclu- 
sion, in m inion, and that is that if there was eliminated from 
the rec the testimony which would be rejected by any court 
in this country the contestant has absolutely no case. And there- 
fore I abstained from making any extensive attack inst con- 
testant in the counties where I was advised that frauds had been 
committed against me, 


Now, what is the foundation for the assertion that contestant 
had made no case at the expiration of the time allowed to him to 
take evidence in chief? 

When the contestant closed his case he had not introduced a 
single particle of evidence to show the vote of the whole district— 
nota particle. Forty days were consumed by him with diligent 
effort to fill the record with evidence which he conceived would 
benefit him without regard to its relevancy, and yet he abstained 
from inserting a word which even tended to show the vote of the 
district. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, no matter what amount of 
proof there might have been tending to show fraud in the three 
counties attacked by him, it could not be made to appear that 
that fraud affected in his favor the vote of the district. But that 
is said to be ‘‘technical” by gentlemen on the other side. That, 
Mr. Speaker, is the cry of every man who finds himself hard 
pressed in a matter undergoing judicial investigation. Technical, 
indeed! It is a rule of law, it is a rule of universal application, 
it is a rule that is recognized everywhere, in every court through- 
out the land, that those things which are matters of primary 
evidence, evidence in chief, shall be given in at a proper time, so 
that the opposing party may have an opportunity to meet and 
disprove them. 

ow, when the time of the contestee had expired, when no 

portunity was thereafter to be offered to him to put in a single 
— of evidence, then for the first time the contestant intro- 

uced the evidence as to the vote of the district. And what kind 
of evidence was it? It was wholly illegal, because it was hearsay, 
The contestant put himself on the stand and swore positively that 
the vote of every county in the district was the figures he gave, 
without so much as deigning to tell the source from which he ob- 
tained his information. He also inserted a statement, made with- 
out 5 of law, by the secretary of state of Alabama. This 
was the evidence on which he relied. It was so illegal in charac- 
ter, so defective in every respect, that the Committee on Elections 
would not rely on it, but announced to the contestant that he must 
amend his case in this particular by producing other and better 
evidence. This course of the committee was not only unfair, but, 
in my view, it was illegal. 

The true rule, as stated by McCrary and sustained by every 
precedent worthy to be followed, is not to allow the introduction 
of evidence, whether it be record evidence or not, unless it is put 
in before the commissioner, so that the other contending party 
may have an opportunity to see its effect upon his case a i gov- 
érn himself accordingly. 
am what was the result? They sent down to the secretary of 
state 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
mean that this foundation of the contest was supplied by testi- 
mony taken at the instance of the contestant after the time for 
taking testimony had expired? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; it was so done. I do not know 
whether it was at the instance of the contestant or at the instance 
of the committee, but the committee advised me and the contest- 
ant that the contestant would be compelled to supply this testi- 
mony and that ey would give him an opportunity to do it. 
ie TURNER of Georgia, And were you permitted to reply 

it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not a bit of it. I said to the commit- 
tee, Gentleman, this is all wrong. You have no right to do this, 
It is a right and power belonging to the House alone, and not to 
the committee, and if you propose to amend the record, I demand 
as a matter of right and justice that you go before the House of 
Representatives with a suggestion that this testimony is needed, 
that I may have an 8 being heard before the House, 
so that I may show to them effect of this course upon m; 
claim to this seat in 8 off from testimony that I know 
= pence in answer to very testimony that you propose to 

ring here.” 

Theyrefusedit. They could not trust this House, with its over- 
whelming Republican majority, to deal with a question like that. 
Thus I was 3 of the right of a hearing before the only body 
having the right to hear. `x 

Now, what was the result? Here is a paper I hold in my hand 
one of those that the contestant obtained from the secretary o 
state at the instance of the committee. It purports to be a cop 
of the returns from the county of Elmore, his own county, which’ 
shows u its face that under the law of Alabama it was so de- 
fective thatit ought to have been excluded. I have not the time 
to dwell here, but the law of Alabama requires that these certifi- 
cates shall be apno by the judge of probate, the sheriff, and the 
clerk. It provides that when the judge of probate and the clerk 
are absent, their places may be supplied, but not so with the sher- 
iff. Why? Because there are no contingencies that would pre- 
vent him from being present either personally or by deputy. He 
* have deputies to an unlimited number. 

ow, this paper is signed alone by the judge of probate and by 
J. J. Pierce, ee the circuit clerk. Neither the name of 
the circuit clerk nor the name of the sheriff appears upon it, and 
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if the attention of the State board had been called to that fact 
they would have excluded it. But nobody is called before the 
State board or notified of the time of their meeting. They have 
a certain number of days in which they may count these returns, 
and asa rule they meet at their convenience within the time named 
and accept the county returns without strict scrutiny. 

Now, what would have been the result if attention had been 
called to the defect in the return from Elmore County? One 
thousand additional votes added to my rg nie But the defect 
which makes the paper e. appears on its face, and hence the 
committee should have excluded the vote of that county. 

Another rule of law which was violated was in the receiving of 
hearsay testimony. Why, it is all through the record. But before 
1 om the matter of the introduction of evidence in chief in 
rebuttal I want to show you what reason is given in this majority 
report for such course: 


Evidence was taken which the contestee sree ee not within the of 
a proper rebuttal; but it was mainly to prove that persons did not vote whose 
names were on the poll lists. Similar roof had previously taken, and 
there can be no reason for supposing that the contestee, Mr. Cobb, was spe- 
cially pe udiced by the order of evidence; for it seems to have been 
beyon: power of contradiction, 


A judge on the bench, hearing a contest to be decided judicially, 
tells one of the parties ‘‘ I will depart from the rule of law in favor 
of your opponent, and I do it because I assume to determine that 
the evidence which is about to be offered is such evidence that 

ou can not meet it.” Who ever heard of such reasoning from a 
judge? When I stand before a court I have the right of an op- 
portunity at least to produce evidence to contradict that of my 
opponent, and until I have that opportunity granted there is no 
man who has the right to say the evidence of my adversary is be- 
yond my power of contradiction. 

And yet such is the deliverance of the judicial tribunal in 
whose hands was committed the Renting contest. 

That is not all. It is not true that this evidence was pees rd 

ve that men did not vote whose names were on the poll list. 

t suppose it had been. That was one of the main points in 
this case. This whole case turned on the charge that men were 
counted as voting and their names made to appear on the polling 
lists when, as a matter of fact, they never cast a ballot. Now, 
then, 1 are the plaintiff in a court of justice. The 
issue is e. You put up one witness to make out your case, 
then you close, and the defendant puts up his witness, and then 
ou come back with a dozen, fifteen, or twenty witnesses to sus- 
your first witness on aa barra of legitimate rebuttal. 
paoa is not the course sanctioned by the decisions of high judicial 


b » 

Gentlemen, do you wish to be fair? Do you intend to be fair? 
Do you intend to redeem the pledge ou made that you would 
establish sound precedents in the con cases before this Con- 

ess? Will you doit? Is it not far better that you should do 

than that one man or another man should occupy one of the 
seats in this House? 

But, as I said, that was not all of this pretended rebuttal evi- 
dence. Itcoveredevery phase of contestant’scase. Init ra ag 
for the first time any pretense of evidence of the vote of the dis- 
trict, without which evidence the contestant could not possibly 
succeed, as I have shown. I was thus denied the opportunity to 
meet this evidence and disprove it. More than a score of wit- 
nesses were allowed to give evidence in chief in rebuttal, includ- 

those on whom the committee seem mainly to have relied. 

ut I must hasten. It contained all the evidence that has been 
insisted on here, and ted over and over again about my re- 
fusal to join contestant ina petition, and about certain pretended 
resolutions passed by citizens of Macon County. I was given no 


opportunity to contradict these statements, which distorted the 
true facts. I will say in passing that m end in his opening 
speech said something to the effect that I refused to have a fair 


count. I never made such refusal, nor did I ever say or write one 
word to that effect. 

I have not time to read the correspondence, but the letter 
addressed to me by contestant was not a letter petitioning for a 
fair count. It was a letter in which he proposed that we should 
ask judicial officers to abrogate their power under the law and 
delegate that power to committees, political committees, to do 
that which the law itself imposed on its sworn officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And which they could not transfer. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, And which they could not transfer 
without making themselves liable; and it would have been an 
insult to ask them to do it. 

Why, sir, I come to you as a judge, dnd say: I am afraid of 
you; you have too much power; turn it over to my friend here, I 
can trust him, and I ask you to take his statement as the fixed 
and conclusive determination of your official conduct.” That is 
a true statement of the case. It is quite different from mere ad- 
vice. But on erary hy So and everywhere I stated, without hesi- 
tation, that I was in favor in that election, as I had been in other 


elections, of honest balloting. Mr. Walker so states, if I can turn 


to his testimony. Here it is. There had been an effort, as I 
thought, to draw from him some sort of an insinuation that I had 
been guilty of misconduct. I challenged him: “ Do you mean to 
assert in any statement that you have made that I have been at 
any time, directly or 5 engaged in fraudulent practices?” 
He promptly and emphatically protested that he meant no suck 
thing; and that I had been known in that county always, and was 
then known, to be in favor of fair elections, and stood with those 
who were advocating and urging them. 

And what of the ti of citizens on which so much stressig 
laid in the majority report 

It was a small gathering of about 35 voters, as stated by Walker. 
They had assembled to hear a joint discussion to be held under 
agreement between the opposing candidates, and for no other 
purpose. It was proces over by an extreme partisan friend of 
contestant. To this I had consented, for I was innocent of sus- 
picion that any unfairness would be attempted. To my amaze- 
ment, certain resolutions intended to secure improperly a partisan 
advan to contestant were offered—not, however, in terms as 
stated by Walker and Smith, according to my recollection. 

With indignation I denotnced them. L said in substance: We 
are not here for such 5 We are friends of the opposing 
candidates met together to listen to a joint discussion to 
under terms of agreement between them, and an attempt to secure 
advantage to one of them by resolutions of this sort was never 
before heard of when honorable men were engaged in free and fair 
debate.” I was manant: as I had every right to be. But my 
surprise then is ex ed by my surprise now that a committee of 
this House should accept this occurrence as a reason on which to 
base their report. Itis but an evidence of the weakness of the 
contestant’s case. 

I extract from Mr. Walker's testimony: 

N t 
oe a Pays not 88 be my objection to the resolutions spoken of 
the friends of both partie 
terms of which had — agr 
Ls g 1 that they were o: 

. Yes, sir; I think that covers fully the substance of your remarks; I 
don’t know that you expressed any other objection in your speeches, both at 
Cross Keys and Sipe only you stated that to pass such resolutions might 
be a reflection on the officers who were to appoint the 3 and that you 
were not willing to do anyti that would reflect on the officers; that they 
were honest officials and you no reason to believe that the: 
discharge their duty faith’ is 
as what I understood was . to the resolutions. 


would not 
substance 


roposi 
attention to the correspondence which Mr. Goodwyn had in his ion? 

d ou charged directly char to at- 
these resolutions at that mee g was absolutely in bad faith 
the ment which you had had by a written correspondence, 
and in view of the fact Shes on answered and given your reasons ina 
rage sedi had been pu as to why you would not join in a petition 

e officers. 
Q Tsaid in that connection, did I not, that I had always been and was then 
in favor of a fair and honest election and believed that we would have it? 
A. Yes; I understood you to make statements to that effect. 


But, I repeat, what have these things to do with this case? Why 
are they brought in here? But I pass on. 

Ex parte affidavits—why, gentlemen, I never dreamed for a 
moment that there could be gotten together in this House, or in 
aay House, an elections committee that would receive ex parte 

fiidavits as evidence. While the commissioner was taking testi- 
mony, or in the interval of the examinations, a friend of contest- 
ant, armed with affidavits all prepared for their signatures, was 
procuring ignorant negroes to sign them, and these are the proofs 
upon which the majority of this committee rely largely for the 
determination of this issue. 

I have alluded to the secondary and hearsay evidence that is 
introduced in this record. Here is a sample. How is it ascer- 
tained that 240 votes should be deducted from the majority of 
contestee as the same appear from the returns made? ere is 
not a scintilla of proof in the record to show errors in addition 
except that Mr, Goodwyn swears that he happened to be present 
in one county and heard the sheriff call out the vote, and it did 
not amount to the number that was afterwards certified to by the 
three election officers, and that McDuffey told him that Judge 
Caffee told McDuffey that there was an error in the count in 
Lowndes County. is is the evidence, not only on which the 
majority of the committee rely. but on which they state that 
itis apparent there was a mistake. The contestant introduced 
first the statement of the judge of probate as to what the vote of 
Lowndes County was, and that certified return gives me a ma- 
jority of 748 votes, and if the gentleman on the other side can find 
any mistake in the addition he will do more than I have been able 


to do. 

I will not dwell here longer. Time rage I will briefly allude 
to the question of the introduction of the copies of registration 
lists, ese were introduced without other proof of genuineness 
than the certificates attached to them. 
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The law on this subject is this: No paper writing, atleast below 
the dignity of a solemn record, can be introduced into a court of 
justice on the certificate of an officer, unless there exists a statute 
authorizing that sort of paper, thus certified, to be received as 


evidence. That is the law. 
Now, in the first place, there is not one single 
certificate w! 


i tion list 
the law re- 


plea, I am not 


the court for construction and the court denounces it as uncon- 
stitutional, that law is null and void as to everybody and for all 
Thesupreme court of Indiana has decided the question 

olved here; the supreme court of Pennsylvania has decided it; 
the supreme court of North Carolina has decided the identical 


uestion. The legislature of Alabama, in the effort to enact a law 
Yanga Peet tile any attempt to commit fraud in elections, 
made its provisions too stringent. It enacted that the registra- 


tion 


eee 
and before the day of election, and that no one vote unless 
registered. Thus it was that many men fully qualified by the 
Constitution of the State to vote, but who failea to register with- 
out fault of their own, were denied the right of suffrage. 

This point was raised in the decisions to which I have referred 
and the courts held without hesitation that such a law was null 
and void. Now what effect does this consideration have in this 


the result if these principles 
law had been applied? rag? eee bes in this record 


would have been su +more? Every portion of the 
testimony of men who swore by looking upon an unconstitution- 
ally admitted i ion list would also have gone out. Take 


all these things out of the evidence; take out the testimony; 
take out the testimony clearly hearsay and secondary; take out 
the testimony which was admitted against me in rebuttal, which 
was evidence in chief, and confessedly there is no case here. Gen- 
tlemen admit it. But they seek to uvoid the force of what they 
can not answer by the weak and specious plea that these things 
are ‘‘technical.” - 
But I hasten on. Ihave many points which Iam forced from 
the want of time to omit. The majority of the committee have 
stated in their re what votes they exclude and upon what 
unds. And this case is practically tried on that report. But 
the report does not say one word about the many witnesses that 
I examined con i the witnesses of the contestant at every 
` Wed Dona BERN SBAA eee case as made 

out against me; yet staring in gentlemen who made 
such a claim was the testimony of the numerous witnesses who 
one after another swore that the testimony introduced by the 
contestant was utterly and entirely untrue. But the majority of 
the committee reject all this without so much as an allusion toit. 

Now let us goon alittlefurther. The effort is made to make this 
House believe that if I was elected it was by negro votes, the 
votes in the black counties.“ Thecontestant comes down, so he 
counties, with a large vote in his favor; and he wants you gentle- 
men to believe that it is a vote of white men. 
gentleman from Alabam 

Mr, BARTLETT of 1 Mr. Speaker, I do not under- 

The SP. pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
eee is i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the tleman from New 
York yield? 2 ” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the gentleman from New 


claims, to what he is pleased to term the border of the black 
The SPEAKER tempore (Mr. BARRETT). The time of the 
a 20 expired. 
stand that og time was 
recognized. 
COBB of Alabama. A question of privilege. 
BAILEY. He must yield for a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
York yield, and to which gentleman does he yield? 


Mr. DANIELS, I yield for an inquiry. 

8 eee eee 8 
s courtesy for a en in 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To which gentleman does the 
gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not ask to be recognized, except for a 
88838 inquiry, which is addressed to the Chair and 
nobody else. 

The SPEAKER ee sie The Chair has asked the gentle- 
man from New York whether he yields, and to whom he desires to 


yield. 
Mr. BAILEY. No gentleman on either side asks the gentle- 
man from New York to yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentle- 
FFF speak on the floor until he is recognized 
y the Chair. 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and I have a 
right to address it to the Chair. 

o SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be seated. 

Mr. BAILEY. anybody were in the chair having sufficient 
knowledge of the rules it would not be necessary to insist upon 
the right to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be seated, 
T ew York yield to any gentleman on 
other side’ 


Mr. DANIELS. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama to 
make an inquiry. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama, Mr. Speaker, there was no agree- 
ment 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has yielded to the gentleman from for the purpose of an 


inquiry, and the Chai him to make the inquiry. 
We, COBH of Alabama 1 x 

agreement as to the time to be occupied in this discussion. Iam 

Delt ee 
use I was 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was advised by the 
tleman from New York that an ent had been to 
it the debate to three hours one hour and thirty minutes on 


SP. pro tempore. The Chair, who was not in the 
House when the debate began, sent to the gentleman from New 
York, who has the matter in charge, to ascertain what the agree- 
ment was. The answer returned by the gentleman from New 
York was that an 5 was reached by which one hour and 
thirty minutes was to be consumed on each side. The Chair there- 
fore allowed the gentleman from Alabama 3 Conn] to proceed 
Zor oe PUTON DUTO TEDAIDE Pelee! our of the gentleman 
from Georgia, and then allowed him thirty minutes additional, 
giving the gentleman from Alabama in all forty-three minutes, 
na = completing the one hour and thirty minutes allowed on 

si 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker 

ae ARARE pro o ch Does the gonan from New 
or) . DANIELS o the gentleman from Georgia? 
Mr. DANIELS. pi sir. . 


eee of onsi. 7 cape po warant soak ias 
re was any agreement as e length of time occupied in 
this discussion. On the con hen the proposition was made 
that there be an hour and a of debate on each side, and that 
at the conclusion of three hours the vote be taken, objection was 
made by mysal, and then the gentleman from New York said 
that as conclusion of three hours he would call the previous 
uestion. 
z That is all that has been done with reference to the matter, and 
the RECORD will bear out the statement of fact. There was no 
agreement whatever as to time. 
eS here resumed the chair.] 
The Speaker was in the chair at the time re- 
ferred to, PFC 
the gentleman from New York having given notice that he would 
call io provida question at the expiration of three hours, tho š 
under the circumstances, of course, he would not have been able 
to take the floor for that , and the temporary occupant of 
the chair, not being aware of the fact that this suggestion of the 
gentleman from New York was objected to, acted upon the assump- 
tion that it was an ay as to the division of time. The 
y 


agreement. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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int of order is this: Under the state- 
ment that has been so clearly and correctly made by the Chair, 
that the gentleman from Alabama, being on the floor, was, under 
the invariable ice of the House, entitled to an hour, and 


Mr. McMILLIN. My 


could not have taken off the floor by an interruption arising 
from a misa) hension. 
The SP The Chair thinks so. The Chair thinks there 


Was a misunderstanding on the part of the gentleman from New 
York, which was communicated to the . of the 
chair. The tleman from Alabama will be entitled to go on, 


vided he desires to do so, in view of the notice of the gentleman 
— New York. à 
Mr. D. We shall claim the same extension of time, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

TheSPEAKER. Thatrests, of course, with the gentleman from 
New York as to when he will demand the previous question. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted to ask 
how much time I will be entitled to? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-three minutes, as 
the Chair is informed. . 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, when I was inter- 
rupted I was calling the attention of the House to the fact that the 
claim of the contestant is that he carried certain so-called white 
counties, and the gentlemen on the other side in dra up his re- 
port say that certain of these counties were called b counties 
and others white. There is not a word of legal proof in the record 
about this, so far as I have been able to discover. But what are 
the facts? Here is the population of what the gentleman from 
New York calls the white counties, and here is the vote which 
the contestant received in those counties: 


The majorities which the contestant claims it is shown that he 
received in these counties are as follows: 


CARS PARE 


Thus it is shown, by com the colored vote in these coun- 
ties and the majorities returned for the contestant in them, how 


absolutely unfounded his claim is that he had the support of the | Pear 


white voters in the so-called! white” counties. Take out the col- 
ored vote and it utterly annihilates the majority in every county 
and gives me an unquestionable majority. These are the figures. 
But I will not dwell on that. 5 
We will come to the beats, and I will hasten over them. I will 
first ask your attention to Honeycut ct, in Macon County. 
There is a good deal of det Ei reference to this point; 
and the report of the majority of committee gives the names 
of the witnesses on whom they can mainly rely. They are J. D. 
illiard Ju . Judkin was a Re- 


and his attorneys, and therefo: 
escaped on; but he says in response to inquiries: 

Q. Are you acquainted with the names on the poll list of said beat from 

A. poll list. Lao not know any ope of them, 

2 vou know the voters on the pn list, Nos. 16, 17, 19, 65, and 56? 

I don't know any such persons in this beat. 

What list was shown him does not appear, nor does he swear 
that the persons named did not live in the precinct. 

William Pierce was a man who was in the employment of the 
contestant. He was sent out around through the country, as they 
claim, to investigate and determine whether the parties, some of 
whose votes were questioned, lived in the precinct. He said that 
it was a very large precinct, and the weather was the worst he 
ever knew in Alabama, and he traveled on foot, and when he 
came to a colored man’s house he would ask him if such and such 
persons, whose names he mentioned, were known. If he met a col- 
ored . VV he eee 
names w. is list contained, a response, I don’t 
know any such person,” that testimony was accepted as conclu- 
sive. The cross-examination shows that he made no proper search 


for e: 
Mr. COX. Why was he examined? What was he doing? 
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when the 


inspectors 
ed | less than one-half of them are not consistent with the idea of delib- 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why, he was sent out to prove that 
certain men did not live there. That is the way they 

to determine the fact that certain votes were ill 

Now, Hilliard Judkin I have already referred to. He was, you 


will remember, the Republican manager. He says: 


Q Pa JOa Kar AE tans oaeo tis G LOOS 
I did not. 


Q. Did you — the voters to surrender their registration certificates 
vo 
A. I di 


o, sir; I don't know of any. 
. Do you know any white Populites or Third Partyites? 
. I know of only one, Mr. Covington. Ihave never heard of any others. 
Q. Was there an said or done there to prevent anybody from voting 
who had a right to vote 
N that I know 


voter? 
o, sir; a certificate was demanded of everyone. Two or three asked 
if they could vote without being registered. Mr. Hagood told them no, un- 


n 


A. Nothing ot. 
9 e allow anybody to vote at that election who was not a registered 
A 


less they were registered. 


At Cotton Valley precinct, Essex Menefee is the man whose evi- 
dence is relied on. ae 


e 
t- 
nesses examined. He was refused. He asked that they be called 
back to be cross-examined. That was refused. 
Essex Menefee was made to swear that about 100 voters voted 
there. On this evidence the contestant claimed in his 
that the whole vote at this ct should be excluded. 


the men who were there at the time. The majority of the com- 
mittee reject this statement of Menefee, but are quite to 
rely on his first evidence to discard the whole vote of the ct. 

Dusek Menefee swears that that poll was regular, and that the 
number of votes returned were actually cast. 

Now, take Tuskegee precinct. They say that there are anum- 
ber of votes here apparently cast in alphabetical order. Well, 
grant it. I do not e to explain sayang that does not a 

in the record; but this I say, that the most that can be said 
is that it is a suspicious circumstance. To impeach the inte 
of the managers of election you must go and 
something definite, and not g which merely you 
suspicious of wrongdoing. This can be accounted for. It could 
have been accounted for if attention had been properly called to 


it. Iwill not ulate as to the cause of this appearance of the 
poll list; but I W that in some precincts the poll lists were 
copied after they had been written down, and this is the as 


to one, at least, of the precincts of Lowndes. But be t as it 
may, Walker swears in effect that there were 200 votes polled at 
Tuskegee, and he is the contestant’s own witness. Yet the com · 
mittee do not give me credit for 200 votes, but throw out the whole 
poll. It is to be further remarked that the fact that this pre- 
cinct contained 900 voters and the fact that thei returned 


erate fraud on the of the inspectors. 

It is admitted in the notice of contest that legal votes were polled 
there. No credit is given for that admission. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-three minutes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. So it is with all these cts that 
are excluded. It is admitted in the notice of contest thatso many 
votes were cast for the contestee, and proved that there were so 
many votes cast for the contestee, and yet it is all ignored. 

Now, let us take Hayneville. I want to call your attention par- 
ticularly to that beat. It isa rule of law that whenever a man 
calls a witness to the stand he vouches for his integrity, and can 
not thereafter impeach his character for truth. But in order to 
discard a whole poll you have got to impeach the integrity of the 


managers. 

Now, what about Hayneville? Twoof the managers were called 
to the stand by the contestant and vouched for by him, and they 
were good reputable gentlemen, too. They that this elec- 
tion was all right; they say that every vote that was returned on 
the poll list represents a vote handed to them by a man who ap- 

to be a lawful voter, and nobody chall him. I put 
the other manager upon the stand and he swore to same thing, 
and, although the contestant was there with his attorney, he did 
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not ask that manager a single question 


2 by wey of cross-examina- 
tion. How is it attempted to be proven that there was any fraud 
here? By men who swear, some of them, that they did not vote. 
And if you would look at the cross-examination of witnesses had 
in this and other precincts in the district, you would hesitate, I 
apprehend, to unseat a member on their evidence. 

When was the election held?” 

“I don’t know, sir.” 

„Was it an August election?” 

**T don’t know.” 

„Was it in November?” 

„Well, I can’t tell.” 

„Do you know the obligation of an oath?” 

% No; I don’t know what that means.” 

“ Do you know who is President of the United States?” 

„ haven't caught on to that yet.” 

“Whom did you vote for for President last?” 

J voted for a man down in Eufaula, named Mahany.” 

What did you vote for him for?” 

„For President.” 

„What sort of a man was he?” 

„He was a colored man—a yellow man.” 

Such are ranpe given from memory of the answers on cross- 
examination. But my friend, Mr. RoYsE, in his argument said 
that this sort of proof ought not to be admitted against the record. 
He alluded to the Davidson case and said that the committee 
properly ruled that they would not receive the evidence of men 
who swore that they voted; but that the record must be examined. 
And yet the committee allow this sort of testimony to which I 
allude tooverturn the integrity of the official acts of sworn officers. 

At Benton beat a witness named A. J. Wood; a colored man, is 
relied upon. Wood says he is a merchant there. He said he did 
not think there were more than a few votes there. I do not re- 
member how many he gives, but less than were returned. Then 
he was asked on cr nation where certain parties lived, 
and he zepled that they lived in Dallas County. 

„How do you know they live in Dallas County?” 

„They pay taxes in Dallas County.” 

How do you know they pay taxes in Dallas County?” - 

„Well, the tax collector says so, or the tax receipt shows it.” 

That is the kind of testimony on which I am to be unseated. 

The main man who is relied on in Church Hill beat is asked to 
ae apon e paper, am SA 3 it ee copy of a Done 

ey tri prove a copy by jus nding him a paper; and he 
ell, heis aaked, „Who 


says, So far as I recollect, it is a copy.“ 
are you? What is your occupation?” 
„Farming, working on sewing machines, clocks some; some- 
times shoe work, sometimes politics, and sometimes mission work.” 
Lowndesboro precinct. It is said that there was not any regis- 
tration 3 taken of the voters at this precinct. This is 
contradicted; but suppose there was not. I have already shown 
ou that it is immaterial whether there was a registration or not. 
The majority report has a very singular way of déaling with this 
question of registration. It waives the decision on the constitu- 
tionality of the law because the contestee does not show that he 
was injured by the law, and yet when it is shown that 100 voters 
were thrown out at one precinct because those casting them did 
not appear to be registered, that action of the inspectors is upheld. 
They say that J. T. Dickson swore there were only 300 voters in 
this precinct. His statement is: ‘‘ I reckon there are 300 voters in 


the beat that I know.” 
Now, as to Whitehall. De Bardelaben was the man who was 
called to the stand to im h the integrity of the action of his own 


brother, the manager there. He is a bitter partisan, and swears 
on cross-examination that he could not see the voting place from 
where his store was, and that he was in the store most of the day. 

Autauga County precincts are attempted to be thrown out on 
the testimony of hired watchers, who were not only contradicted 
but directly impeached by reputable witnesses. 

Mr. S. er, there is not a particle of testimony here for the 
contestant that has not been contradicted by reputable witnesses, 
and, as I believe, entirely overturned. But at all events, if you 
will take the evidence and fairly and justly consider it, there is 
not a sufficiency in any precinct to overcome the integrity of the 
action of the rs. Now, that being the case, the burden of 
proof was upon the contestant to show that enough irregular and 
illegal votes were cast in order to overcome the majority appear- 
ing inst him. This he has failed to do. 

h now to glance—for my time is so nearly exhausted that 
it must be but 3 glance—at the evidence tending to show 
misconduct on the of friends of contestant. 

I stated in the outset that when the time had expired in which 
the contestant could take evidence in chief he had failed to make 
out his case. For this reason I refrained from going into extensive 
examination of the election management in the counties which re- 
turned majoritiesfor him. But I did take evidence touching sey- 


eral precincts of one county—the home county of the contestant— 
with the result, to put it mildly, of showing gross and willful ir- 
regularities, which, in the language of the supreme court of Kan- 
sas, ‘‘invite and conceal fraud.” In these precincts there was 
scarcely the semblance of obedience of the registration law, and 
if this law is to be held valid as against me, it certainly should 
also be so held against contestant. In one precinct only one as- 
sistant was allowed, while the law provided for as many as needed, 
and this assistant, a Populist, marked the tickets of colored voters 
just as he pleased. Thesame course of appointing only one assist- 
ant was pursued at another precinct, in each instance the con- 
testee being denied representation in this important office. 

In yet another precinct the Populist assistant was heard to de- 
clare that he would mark the ots of negroes to suit himself, 
=~ it was 1 that he ‘sed officious ponten of 0 class of 
voters, making suggestions em con w and preparin 
their ballots without taking them to the booths. In these = 
cincts the voters asking assistance were not sworn as to their 
ability to read,and registration certificates were not demanded 
from many of them. All this evidence was overlooked by the 
majority of the committee, and shows the m. ement of the 
illiterate voters by the friends of the contestant having full control 
of the election machinery. 

Mr. SWANSON. In how many counties did he have the election 


mockery 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. In six; and in every one of them the evi- 
the majority of the 


dence points to the conclusion that I receiv 
white vote. 

or ch nea! SON. Insixof the counties he had the entire election 
machine 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. And let it not be forgotten that 
there is no complaint that in the so-called black counties any col- 
ored voter was ever denied the right to vote or that his vote was 
manipulated at all. The complaint is that the colored voters re- 
mained away from the polls and that the inspectors made up a 
fictitious poll list. And yet it was proven, sometimes by wit- 
nesses for contestant, that the attendance of colored voters at the 
polling places was large, and that they were enthusiastic sup- 
porters of the contestee. So that while the charge of fraud 
against Democratic inspectors is repelled by counter proof, the 
disregard of law by Populist and Republican managers stands 
confessed by the failure of an attempt to disprove it. 

I would that time had been allowed meto analyze and examine 
the evidence in this case more minutely, in justice to the people 
whose cause I defend to-day. But in obedience to the rules of 
the House I must yield the floor. 

Now, gentlemen of the Republican party, justice to yourselves 
requires thatif you believe there has been unfair treatment in the 
way of denial of opportunity to me to meet the evidence on which 
the opinion of the majority of the committee is based you ought in 
common fairness to give me that opportunity. At all events, you 
can not, without taking illegal testimony, come to the conclusion 
that the contestant is elected. You must put the law under your 
feet and refuse to consider any testimony of the contestee before 
you can cast your vote in fayor of the resolutions here introduced 

y the majority. 

I know the prejudice I have to meet. I know with what per- 
sistent assiduity you haye been besieged with the cry of election 
frauds in Alabama; and I know, too, the methods resorted to to 
mislead and deceive you. 

Who are the men who come here and make these charges and 
resort to these methods? How long have they been aroused to the 
conviction that there have been election frauds in Alabama, and 
that they are specially commissioned to correct them? Search 
their political records and find out how this sudden change of 
view on their part has come to pas and what the evidences are 
upon which they traduce and slander the people among whom 
they are permitted to live. A slanderer of his own people—what 
is to be said of him? He is a fit agent to do the meanest work of 
the darkest fiend of hell. 

There is not upon the face of this broad earth a people more 
to be trusted, a people who believe more in honor and truth and 
virtue and law, a people who are more sincerely attached to the 
principles of our Government, or who would do more and gofurther 
to maintain them, than the white people who live in this so-called 
black belt of Alabama. They are not to be im ed by these 
slanderous utterances of pretended patriots. e people of Ala- 
bama are an honorable, ve, tru’ pors, as true to this 
Government as any that liye under it; and, furthermore, they are 
the best friends that the colored people have, and the colored 
ple themselves have long since come to recognize that fact. ey 
protect the negro and aid and encourage him to the attainment of 
a better living and a higher citizenship. Yet now it is proposeđ 
to disfranchise the people of a Congressional district upon such 
testimony as I have briefly and hurriedly outlined here to-day. 
If the die is cast, so be it. Deprive me of my seat if you will. 
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is to me a matter of no great personal concern, and my earnest- 
ness of speech has been in behalf of the people I love, the people 
I respect, the people who, if you knew them well, would command 
your r t and high esteem. [Applause.] f : 
Mr. DANIELS. 8 er, I shall spend but very little time 
upon the objections which have been ur so elaborately to the 
certificates that have been made and which appear in the record in 
this case. The registrar has certified in all instances to the cor- 
rectness of the registry as it has been presented here. His certi- 
ficate is in the case. e probate judge has certified to the cor- 
rectness of the poll lists which are in the case. The secretary of 
state has certified to the correctness of the final canvass that was 
made by himself and the governor, for the purpose of determin- 
ing who was elected in this district of Alabama, and—— 
. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. HEPBURN. At what time in the conduct of this contest 
did these proofs appear in the case, in the testimony in chief or in 
rebuttal? 

Mr. DANIELS. This certificate of the secretary of state con- 
cerning the election appeared in the course of the rebuttal evidence, 
and it is certified by the secretary of state, 3 the canvass of 
the votes and the number of votes in the district for each candi- 
date. We insist upon it that where papers of this description are 
introduced in 8 it is a matter of no consequence where 
they are introduced as to the order of proof, because the certifi- 
cate of the officer is of such a character that it is not in the least 
degree probable that any evidence could be given for the purpose 
of countervailing or contradicting it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you regard the presence of that proof as 
essential to the contestant’s case? 

Mr. DANIELS. I do not; for the reason that in the record in 
this case it is stated that the contestee, Mr. Cobb, is here ona 
majority of 700 and odd votes, and we have in the case over 2,000 
votes against him upon a fair examination of the evidence con- 
tained in this record, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman did not understand 
my question. What I want to get at is this: Was it essential to 
the contestant’s case that he should establish the facts that were 
established by the certificate? ? 

Mr. DANIELS. Only for the purpose of making the case more 
intelligible. T 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was it essential at all, in your opinion? 

Mr. DANIELS. No; because we have in the record itself, in 
the biographical sketch which is contained in the record, a state- 
ment of the vote, or the majority, by which the contestee, Mr. 
Cobb, holds his seat in this House. à 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you not know that I had nothing 
todo with that biographical sketch; at least with the matter in 
relation to the vote? 

Mr. DANIELS. No; Ido not know that, 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Was that matter in evidence before 
the committee? 

Mr. DANIELS, It is not important whether it was before the 
committee or not. It is before the House, and it was brought up 
before the committee by way of suggestion, and the gentleman 
himself, Mr. Cobb, said that he did not furnish that statement. 
But is that to be believed? Will any member here believe that 
these statements are made up and put into the records of the 
House without any concurrence or knowledge on the part of the 
members whose records are affected? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, Isay that I had nothing on earth 
to do with it and never knew of it until I saw it published, and I 
say further that it is not true that these statements are obtained 
always from members, The Clerk gets them; I do not know 


where he gets them. 

Mr. DAN TELS. He gets them from the members. I ap to 

mtlemen present to consult their own recollection as to whether 

ese records are not made up in the way I have stated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman insist that even if this 
statement had been made out by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Cobb] and it had never been presented as evidence in this 
3 it would be a legitimate subject of consideration in the case 

ere 

Mr. DANIELS. I do. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, as a matter of fact, if the House will 
pardon me, I will state that I for one can say that I have never 
made out a statement of my own majority in fifteen years, and I 
guess thatis the experience of other members. 

Mr. DANIELS. ell, I can say that I have been required to 
make out mine. In reference to record evidence, no matter where 
it is to be brought in—and I desire to callattention, if any question 
deserving of consideration is to be raised on that subject, to a de- 
cision in Paine on Elections. It is there said that so far as docu- 
mentary evidence is concerned it does not come within the limit 
of time prescribed by the act of Congress for taking the ordinary 


proofs; that the act a’ 
testimony as may in the course of the investigation be brought 
before the notary. Now, upon this subject it was said in the case 


lies only to oral evidence and such other 


of Vallandigham vs. Campbell, 1 Bartlett, that 


It was objected that the committee ought not to receive and consider the 
“abstract of votes returned to the office of the secretary of state, because 
the document was not obtained or“ taken“ within the sixty days limited 
for taking testimony.” This objection, in the opinion of the undersigned, 
is destitute of force. Without repens Doli gre it was not rather the duty 
of the sitting member, than of the contestant, to produce it before the com- 
mittee, ney ae peany of — 7 opinion that the negative provision, as to 

e 


8 the act of 1851, was intended to apply and 
does appiy: solely to the testimony of witnesses, or, at most, to suc writing 
as can 


proved ay ae the examination of witnesses; and that docu- 


That seems to be a very decided authority in favor of produce 
ing this documentary evidence at any time, either before the 
committee or even afterwards before the House. 

Reh HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

Mr. DANIELS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman regard what he hasread 
as a proper commentary upon the provision of the 5 ira act 
that in the last ten days testimony in rebuttal only shall be 
received? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman was reading a comment on 
the old act, the act of 1851? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And that act is entirely different in its terms 
from the present law? 

Mr. DANIELS. Oh, the act was substantially the same. 

1 oes Sie gentleman 85 3 Soa act the 
same language with regar ony in rebuttal only 

Mr. DANIELS Yes, sir; substantially. 

Now, in reference to this document of the secretary of state 
certifying when and how the final canvass of this election took 
place. It was brought before the notary upon the examination of 
a witness. In the course of his evidence this paper was produced; 
and it is stated in the record, ‘‘ Contestant now offers in evidence 
paper marked Exhibit O.” There was not the slightest objection 
of any kind or character then made to the introduction of that 
paper, and it was received in evidence. 

. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; wait a moment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. At the beginning of that examination 
it was understood that there was to be no objection until the end, 

Mr. BARTLETT of el, a It was sostated at the beginning. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIELS. I will read the e to which the gentle- 
men refer, and the House will see whether it sustains the position 
they take: 

It is agreed here d between the testee 5 presen! 
in person, that rer e eae 9 . me 
reserved to each and every question and the answer thereto hereinafter pro- 
pounded and answered in all respects as if made severally to each and every 

5 and answer, and this agreement is made for the purpose of saving 

That is the agreement which was made before this paper was 
offered in evidence; and that agreement is expressly restricted to 
the questions put to the witnesses and the answers made by wa: 
of response to such inquiries. So that when this paper was off 
in evidence there was no objection made to it whatever, and it was 
received by the notary as part of the proof of the case, as showing 
the state of things forming and attending the canvass. 

Under these circumstances, and inasmuch as the manner in 
which these votes were canvassed and the result reached is thus 
proved by the certificate of the secretary of state, we have before 
us the proof prescribed by the laws of the State of Alabama, upon 
which this election was determined and the certificate issued to 
the contestee. 

Tt was objected when this certificate was produced (and that was 
the only objection apparently which was in the mind of the con- 
testee at that time) that the certificate did not conform to the re- 
quirements of thelaw. In the first place, he objected that the facts 
could not be proved by the certificate at all, being in effect the same 
objection which was made to the certificates made to the regis- 
tration lists and the poll lists—that the certificates were not evi- 
dence because the secretary of state had not certified as fully as 
the gentleman on the other side desired him to certify as to the 
facts which had transpired in the canvass. 

Upon the examination of this certificate, however, it was con- 
cluded by the committee that the certificate was sufficient. But 
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as a matter of pike eg for the e of avoiding the possi- 


of wyn was required 

—— 6 CE 
in N m which this certificate was made. 

ms what does the secretary of state say? He says in his cer- 


ey TO a anara bas 
3 . the toch Gan of — Rag rl 
And one objection made was that this man was not of 
state at the time when the canvass took place, and therefore could 

not certify as to the records of the office. Then follows that— 
me returns of eee — — — rosa pensar tess nr ag 
3 by tow. and — — ex 
Then followsa list of the votes in the Fifth and alsoin the Fourth 
Co districts of the State of Alabama, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, 
Mr. DANIELS. I must object to being interrupted, Mr. Cobb. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. You do not want to misstate that. 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; you will please sit down and allow me 
bc lyr se I donot intend to misstate it. 

COBB of Alabama. That was not brought here at the in- 
stance of the noe at all. 
. em aed ied 


Mr. DANIELS. 
agen 888 this certiſicate 
hand, and the great seal of the Stato, at 


eK whereof witness =v 
oe capitol, 6th day of Decembe: 

And he did so seal and 8 the certificate. 

That is the certificate of the secretary of state. Now, 8 
Whether there was any foundation for the contention set up 
the part of the contestee and the objection he made to this certifi- 
cate, we required the contestant to send tothe seeretary of state 
and ‘get a 3 certificate as to what a pee he eee anaes 
transpired in the count of these votes and all matters conn 
eee — at 
. elabora cate; w. 0 going ug 
5 


This pa 

55 bande the ertfcato of the secre 
state is com in itself. This simply shows the 
had been taken in the office of . Coun 

mag pores and instead of being a — statement of the secre- 


ek eee oh elas coun . 
place e ro Pere tself v- 
. seal of Bho an in 
each of tho counties of the district 


2 . 
the different. certifica; 


ofthe persons who were registered as voters, 


J. J. Motley, Ng Sane No. 3, in the county of 
a — Seg rece said precinct. 


8 the 


voters were speed egal wes W, and that each of said 
persons so and subscribed before me the 
oath on the dates set erring oo Sporn — 
Witness my hand Ist day of June, 1894. 


J. J. MOTLEY, Registrar. 
aron comes the certificate of the 28 probate 4 judge to whose office 
the returns. were required to be made the inspectors of elec- 
tions, showing the result af the elaction is the different precinete, 
E 
FE 
I. W. H. Hurt, —— —v—-—- State and ——— 
the numbered 


certify that from inclusive, is a true, 
— — . — gee | Senan tho" registration list for beat — — 
for the year 1804, on file in this office. 


Given under my hand hisi day of November, i 
[sean] os Judge of Probate. 
n Gis e tema ok (Sings went to the board of 
s of the county, as these e sent in their count 
of the votes to the judge of probate. Al goo probate, the 
sheriff, and the clerk constitute the board of supervisors, and they 


were required to canvass the vote, which they did, as it appears 
by the certificates, which are certified and sent here by the secre- 
tary of state. The next step was for the secretary of state, the 
governor, and the ener general, or any two of them, to go 

on canvass the vote officially and determine who was elected 
to Co from the district, and that 8 by brag — 


cates, w. are to be found in the record ying the 
RH 3 


certify | showing est ine separate epei they 
2 following "technical details be found by bisa al 


ie may be C 
ps required taken by the trars and inspectors of 
the election of the probate judges AA secretary of state; but 
uire strict and entire accuracy in all of these matters of 
persons who have authority in the State to conduct 
oon there would be no case arising on which any member could 
tho aod aera had not en prs because in 
had not 


Ainaril : 

of this House. And if, on the other in dealing with a ques- 

the right of a member to a seat on this floor and in ascer- 

to ascertain whether a member has been 

legal elected or not, = require him to establish racecars ny 
SOAR CRETE anO AFAMA SORE DOA ROCD SUEUR AOA OE TAREN 


our investigation may as well be given up at once, use 
it will be be almost im: 


On the contrary, we must take these matters as we find them in 
the public offices. We must take the return of dhe regi of 
hee wg CATET nee Pe a sa prne uae. 


FC em 
there, or their return, ae ee to it or not, whether 
they go Sn ond dative to tae eight ia ly a list of the 
persons who were voted, or w. y 4 certify the 


e eee FFF 
eee Taer r 
required to ac act upon it and makes his certificate, in the form to 
which I have ed the attention of the House. 

3 what more can be done for the purpose of authenticating 
the sequoia: garry egos ‘The canvass of the secretary 
of stato upon it. The canvass of the board of supervisors 
eee it, and the positions of the members who come here 
0 
ceedings, without reference to 


seats rest entirely upon the re; of those pro- 
aue Mat n iho - 


ation in which this matter comes — this House. Now, it was 
objected on the part of the contestee, as it has been objected here, 
that rain Pata 1 R or Alabama on neither tha probate judge nor the 
secre 0 ad any copies of these papers 

ht be in evidence. It was objected strenu- 


so that they mig’ 
ously that age certificate of the probate judge was boar beer 
ing to a copy of a when he certified to the 


but the law of the State of Alabama ree . a 
JJVVSVSCVVVVVVCCCCCTCCCC cd ADA DOAIA judge heshould 
then make out an alphabetical list of each one of the pa , each 
one of the lists of the . a copy of 
that list to each one of the recincts to be used upon the day o 
election in his county. It all a to have been done in 
case, and the election has been upon the basis of these papers. 
The law of the State of Alabama has provided that where pa 
office that the officer may certify to 
FTE 


s are on file in any public 
Pea mamas 


mnst koop these papers on le or to the scare of state, “You 
must keep these papers on file;“ and therefore. oy say, ho was 
at liberty to burn them upor do anything else that he pleased with 


me a part of 3 that 3 and the — devised 

by the laws of the State of Alabama, as well as of other States, is 

that these papers can be authenticated by the certificate of the 

officer who holds the office where en Say GAY TERE Upon 
this subject it has been provided by ws of Alabama that— 

t 

2 ee ete re 


sworn officer 
cause, and have the same e 


the certifica: the 
Noro produced and proved, upon the = S 


This is a general statutory provision of the State of eS 
not simply restricted to the secre of state, but including 
public officers. Is it possible that such a narrow construction is 


1896. 
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m it that the officer is to be excluded from the 


to be placed v t f 
8 of certification because the law did not say to him when 
ese registra 


— 5 came me his Pont or wa the returns of 

hag N tors of election came there emust keep those papers 
upon the files of his office? He was not bound to keep them, and 
therefore he was at li to disregard the deposit and send them 
anywhere he pleased, and that his certificate under those circum- 
stances, if the papers remained in the office, could not be used as 
evidence or presumptive evidence of-the fact? 

The law is a general one. The papers of course include papers of 
this character. Wherever the papers are required to go toa public 
office, and as there is no other provision rela to the disposition 
of these pa , the officer must take care of them. They must 
remain in his office as a part of the files of the office, and when 
any information is required as to these papers the po to go for 
it is the office of the 3 judge or secretary of state, as the 
case may be. When that information is required to be used you 
have no power to take away these papers from the office. All you 
can ordinarily do is to tako his certifi cate to a copy of the paper, 
and that, the law says, shall have the same force and effect as the 

would have if it were produced before the tribunal or the 
authority considering the subject. 

Now, the law also provided that these returns of these votes, as 
they were sent in, shall go to the board of gu and 
shall make their canvass of the votes, and then upon that being 
done, as I think I have already stated, the whole thing goes to the 
office of the secretary of state, the papers are required to be sent 
there, precisely as these pa: were sent there, and this canvass 
5 made wi a certain period of time; and after 
it is made there is no provision declaring that anybody can ab- 
stract one of those papers from the office of the of state. 
On the contrary, the theory of the law is that they must remain 
there, and remain there as evidence of the ‘which have 
been taken upon the basis of these papers; and one of these pro- 
— is * ee or 8 5 so coman mane 

n elected mgress e appearance of the documents as 
they have been presented 25 that be i So that, in reference to 
these matters, these are mere technical questions, and the objec- 
tions to them have no substantial foundation in the laws of the 
Stateof Alabama. If these objections are allowed to prevail u 
a contest of this character, where can you then find the proof that 
rad pai has been elected a memberof the House of Representa- 

ives 


Now, objection was made during the progress of the hanger’ 
that certain important evidence was brought ore the 
notary after the contestant's proofs in chief were closed. An 
desire right here to present to the attention of the House one or 
two of objections. The most ghee of the objections 
of the contestee is to the fact that Mr. Walker, who been a 
United States marshal in the State of Alabama, was allowed to 
state, after the evidence on the part of the contestee had been 
taken, that it was reported in these contested precincts that the 
votes were not to be honestly and fairly ay or counted, and 
that the majority of the contestee was to be found in such pre- 
cincts; and the minority of the committee have presented the 
objection to the House that this was improper evidence, for the 
reason that it was taken by way of rebuttal, and that Mr. Cobb, 
the contestee, had no power to controvert it. In answer to that 
objection, I desire to turn back to 66 and 67 of the record. 
The evidence there was taken on 


make his proa What do you find in that testimony u 
j i moped ge is made the basis of the objection that, for 


upon the same subject, on page 67 of the record, 
taken on the ist of February, 1895, and the answer was served in 
this case on the 9th of January, 1895. His evidence is this: 

Well, I will state here that I had been told a person who was present 
and wlio was a party (9 an agrement for ap tment of h 
. Pore the 6th of November last the offi- 
ciais was A rs agreed with rtain perso! 
who represented J nda, Cobb's interest that in seven of the | ten Dooe 
Good would have K fair man to represent him at the polls, as follows: 


Honeycut— 


And the precincts here mentioned are the precincts considered 
in the report which has been made by the committee. 

He testified that— 

Good to ha 
procinots ths Cobb men expected to count Cobb's majority, o a a ETOS 

This evidence was given in an early part of the case, and I sub- 
mit to the gentlemen who are present here that the mere repeti- 
tion of it at the time of the ing of the rebuttal testimony by 
Mr. Walker added nothing to it, and did not deprive this contes- 
tee of the right or opportunity to meet and contradict it if he 


could. What Mr. Walker says, in his rebuttal evidence, is sim- 
ply this: He was speaking of a gentleman with whom he was: 
ers 8 n upon a eee e 
of those “ands „We fare goù ogive ust as 
good men as wo can Toa represent his interest 80 re 10 procha — 
at we are n Ve 8 © other C 
namely, Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, ana noroi? = 
Where is the difficulty, where is the hardship, where is the trou- 
ble and embarrassment to this man in the fact that this testimony 
has been repeated while the witness so called back is 5 
only the same testimony that was given on the Ist day of Febru- 
, and still more fully on 67 of the case? 
e objections which have been taken as to these subjects are 
very much of a similar nature all the way through. And where 
ies of records were given, the contestee could have produced, 
if he had been disposed to, certified copies of such records. It has 
been objected that the notary had no authority to take testimon 
outside of the Congressional district. He did not have any su 
authority, but there was only the testimony of one witness who 
was objected to on that ground. The testimony of the other wit- 
nesses appear without objection, and there is evidence given on 
the part of the contestee in his rebuttal case going to rebut the 
testimony which the other four witnesses gave. 
Now, if that is the case as to the testimony of these four wit- 


they | nesses taken before the notary out of the district, it must be agreed 


that substantially it was taken by consent. e have paid no 
attention whatever to the evidence of the person whose testimony 
was objected to, and it is so stated in the report, but as to the tes- 
timony of the other witnesses, we have regarded it as in the case 
because there was no objection made to taking it, and the testi- 
mony itself is of very slight importance. Now, another objection 
that was taken on the part of the contestee as to evidence in 
rebuttal was concerning the statement of 13 witnesses, who swore 
that they did not vote for the contestee, although they were named 
in the poll lists as persons who had voted in that election. It was 
simply an enlargement of similar evidence given before on the 

of the contestant when the case was before the notary on the 
Ist, 2d, and 5th of February. I think those are the days. At 
that time a large number of persons were sworn, and swore out 
and out, with as much positiveness as the English e can 
express, that they did not vote at this election; and most of them 
swore that they did not register at this election. 

Now, under these circumstances, when these 

swore as they did, that they did not vote, is it to be supposed that 
the contestee had the power to prove that they did vote, unless 
perhaps by these inspectors of election, who were appointed for 


ople came upand 


the very purpose of carrying out this system of fraud and iniquity? 
es are the objections that are mainly relied upon as to rebuttal 
e ce, 


I desire now to call the attention of the House to other matters 
which complicate the contestee with the fraud and rascality which 
appear to have taken place in thatelection. Ihave & por- 
tion of the evidence of Mr. Walker, on page 66 of the record, as to 
the current report that fraud was intended. Two meetings were 
held, and I maintain that the evidence complicates the contestee 
in that d Although he did not go and put his handful of 
ballots into the ballot box, although he did not make fraudulent 
and false registration lists and poll lists, he opened the way b; 
which all this iniquity could be successfully 8 an 
therefore he was responsible, morally responsible, for what took 
ey in these controverted precincts. There were two meetings 

eld in Macon County, one at Cross Keys and another at Benton, 
and it makes no difference how many people were present at those 
meetings. It has been said that there were only 35 persons pres- 
ent at one of them, but the number is immaterial. At the meet- 
ing at Cross Keys a resolution was offered, and also at the meeting 
at Benton, asking Mr. Cobb, the contestee, to join with the con- 
testant, Mr. Goodwyn, in requesting the officials who were to 
appoint the election officers to make a fair division of them be- 
Sram the parties. Imay as well read the resolution. It is as 

ollows: > 


t 
elections would not int 

inis i hasan, e e 
ion of ma rs was, in their judgment, to 
of Judge Cobb; that, therefore, be it resolved, 
that the citizens of Bentley do hereby urge Judge Cobb to join with them as 
citizens of his own home county in a request to the appointing board to give 

Mr. Goodwyn a division of managers in the aforesai ree precincts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, will the gentleman erg do me 
the justice to state that that is not the resolution i but merely 
Mr. Walker’s remembrance of it? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes; we will not stand on that. We will not 
hold the contestee responsible on the sole ground that he did not 

to this resolution, even if its language has been accurately 
given by the witness, but we will bring him down to his own sig- 
nature, not only with reference to these three precincts but to 
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each one of the precincts now in controvi 


Where it is claimed 
on behalf of the contestant that the fraudulent votes were given 
and returned in favor of the contestee. I read from a letter from 
Mr. Goodwyn to Mr. Cobb: 


ROBINSON SPRINGS, ALA., September 14, 1894. 
Hon. J. E. Conn, Tuskegee, Ala. 

DEAR SIR: As the ren ge ron nominee of the Jeffersonian and People's 
Party for the Fifth dist: 8. make the . to you, as the 
pat ee of the . to ‘ 

1. That in the interest of free ballots and fair counts in the soing Con- 


ection, we join in a petition to the county appointing 
asking that both contending parties be represented at every polling place in 
the district among the inspectors of election; and that said i inspectors be 


nominated by the recognized coun 


That was not limited to any particular precinct, but applied to 
all the precincts, including those mentioned in the resolution, 
and it was intended to require that these officers should appoint, 
for the benefit of each party, persons designated by a committee 
and who would have the power to see to if that there was an 
honest election. The contestee replied to a part of the letter, 


agreeing to the joint discussion, en Mr. Goodwyn telegraphed 
to : 


Do you positively decline to accept my first proposition? Answer. 


That telegram is dated September 20, 1894, To this Mr. Cobb 
replied on the 2ist of September, 1894: 

First proposition declined; second acce Will you meet me Mon 
day? answer as soon as possible. et W =. 

There was a positive refusal on the part of the contestant to 
join in the request to the officers, the probate judge, the sheriff, 
and the clerk, who were to appoint these election officers, to give 
each p a fair representation, so as to preclude the occurrence 
or a possibility of fraud in these election precincts. Butthis tele- 
gram was preceded by a letter which gives a further explanation 
of the position taken by the contestee, and I desire to call the 
attention of this House to the reasons, or the excuses, which this 
man gave for Srna Ae join in this manly proceeding intended 
to have the election officers divided fairly between the two parties 
and justice secured. He says: 

The objections to this proposition are so patent and vital that it is difficult 


to understand how they escaped your apprehension. Its foundation idea is 


that the county officials of the several counties of the district are corru 


tl 
rgo their duties -a presumption not indulged by the law 


unwilling 
or by ahealthy publicsentiment. You propose not only that requests be made 
to the county appointing boards that 


0 ee no parties be represented 
at the polls by men satisfactory to them bp a —.— y, but that the members 
ents in the disc eof — 


ted must be appointed by them 
P while ready and 
inted b 


8 d consider a pro tion 
Bis sworn duty to bee feflecton elther on his capacity or his integrin o 
What do you think of that? There are the excuses—there is a 
recapitulation of the reasons—why this man would not join with 
Mr. Goodwyn, the contestant, in asking these officers to select 
clerks and appoint inspectors and to divide the election appointees 
fairly between the two parties. It was because it might be re- 
garded as an insult to the men who were to be selected, and who 
might be selected, or who might be engaged in the selection, be- 
cause it might carry an og el upon them that they were 
trying to do precisely what they did do, namely, defraud the peo- 
ple out of their votes. 
1 COBB of Alabama. There is more of that letter than you 
ve read. 
Mr. DANIELS. Yes. The other relates to the joint dis- 
cussion. The whole of this part of the letter of Mr. Good to 
esting these o rai 
equi 


Mr. Cobb simply asked him to join in requ 
the probate judge, the sheriff, and the clerk, to make an 
division of the inspectors and the poll clerks, in order that there 
might be an honest election. That is all there is of it. But when 
the letter of Mr. Cobb comes in, it is, as will be seen, a mass of 
subterfuge for the purpose of excusing himself from acquiescing 
or joining in what was a perfectly honestand honorable proceed- 
ang to secure apropa and honest election in those precincts. 
. COX. ow me to ask the gentleman whether the officers 
who were to hold the election were not designated b 
Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; they were to 
sheriff, the probate judge, and the clerk. 
Mr. COX. That was to be done under a statute of that State? 
Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 
ME COX. And they were the legal officers to hold the elec- 
m 
Mr. DANIELS. If they were so appointed, 


t 


law? 
appointed by the 


Mr. COX. Now, why do you t those officers to practice 
a ae any more than you would an officer of the Govern- 
men 

Mr. DANIELS. We do not expect those officers to practice a 
fraud at all. 

Mr. COX. Then what do you want with a new set? 

Mr. DANIELS. There was no new set asked for. It was asked 
that the appointments should be made equally between the politi- 
cal friends of the two candidates. What was asked for was that 
there should be a board appointed that would have the ability to 
see to it and would see to it that an honest and fair election was 
held. Under the law of the State of Alabama both parties are 
entitled to be represented upon boards of that character—the mi- 


each | nority as well as the majority. This was simply a request that 


the contestee in this case join with the contestant in asking the 
3 officers, in making up the election board of inspectors 
and clerks, to make an equal division between the two parties or 
such a division as would secure a fair and honest observance of 
the rights of the contestant. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They were to be asked to appoint men 
named by the committees and not selected by the officers them- 


selves. 

. DANIELS. No matter as to that, if the committees su 
gested to them perfectly men. No objection could be 0 
to the appointment of the men desired. e sheriff, the clerk, 
and the probate judge should have appointed them. That is what 
is done in other States where there are similar laws, and it was 
only expected that under the law of the State of Alabama a proper 
exercise of this authority would be made. But it was not done. 
No persons were appointed to represent the contestant at these 
different precincts, unless it was some ignorant man with no force 
of character, who could be hoodwinked and deceived by the per- 
sons who were appointed for the purpose of carrying out what 
was stated to be the purpose, according to notorious reports cir- 
culating through the country—the furnishing to the contestee of 
his majority in those precincts and deriving the vote from a dis- 
honest source, 

Looking beyond what transpired between these parties, take 
the registration lists, for instance. You will see that this scheme 
of fraud and the ge. to carry it into execution commenced be- 
fore the time when those reports of designed frauds were circu- 
lated, when Mr. Walker says it was currently reported that these 
frauds were to be committed and the contestee’s majorities were 
to come from these notoriously Republican precincts, where the 
black population greatly outnumbered the white, and where the 
voters are shown to be men who would vote the Republican 
ticket. Besides that, it appears by the evidence that the colored 
persons were persuaded by the leaders of their party not to 
register and not to vote because, if they did vote, their votes 
vous Fas be honestly counted, but would be turned over to the 
con X 

Now, look at the registration lists. It is not shown that these 
men went up and registered. On the contrary, the eyiđence is 
that they did not register and did not vote. They followed in 
this e e the advice of their leaders. Look at the registration 
lists and you find a ‘‘ W ” for white voters and a C“ for colored. 
You find on the registration lists a large majority of colored per- 
sons ap as having registered. On page 123 you have just five 
Wes for the white people; every other name is marked with a C, 
indicating apparently that all the others were colored persons, 
notwithstanding that they had been advised to refrain from regis- 
tration. On page 124 the same thing is repeated. We do not find 
a gr W there—simply the letter Cover and over again, show- 
ing t the colored voters were the who are stated to 
have made the registrations. Pass right along through these 
different precincts so far as given here and on the basis of which 
the contestee now holds his seat, and you find the same thing. As 
to one of these penoa; on page 138 you find C's all the way 
down—not one On page 139 you again have C’s all the way 
down. On page 140 you have a fair amount of W’s. On page 
141 you have all C’s, with the exception of five W’s. On page 1 
you find all C’s; and the case is the same with page 143, page 144, 
pago 145, page 146—all C's. 7 ‘ 

t is the manner in which these registration lists were made 
out, Is there any reason to doubt that these registrations were 
fraudulent? Is there any reason to believe that these men, who 
were advised by their leaders not to register and not to vote, came 
forward and registered? Notwithstanding it is proved without 
contradiction that they complied with the advice that was given 
to them by their leaders, is there any reason for believing that 
they went before the registrar and in this manner. registered? 
But I will not stand merely upon the evidence given by the con- 
testant on this subject. I will call your attention to a clause in 
the argument of the contestee himself, who, as I have said before 
did not attempt to maintain his right to a seat upon the groun 
that he had elected, but on the ground that by means 
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these technical objections these proceedings may possibly be over- 
thrown. What does he say in reference to the statements circu- 
lated among the colored people that they should not register and 
vote on that day? He used this language: 

Stress is laid by the contestant on certain instructions said to have been 

ven to colored voters. This r in part 2 of the record, but was put 

ere by contestant. (See page 148 of part 2.) It is not l. evidence, but if 
ered it must be remembered that it isin proof that William Stevens, a 
colored man, was acting as chairman of State committee of the Republican 
party and gave instructions directly to the reverse of what appears in said 
Erhibit, and that these instructions were respected by col voters. 

Now, is it possible that this registration should actually take 
place where ‘‘C’s” follow each other in unbroken succession if 
the voters, in defiance of the instructions of their leaders, were 
really and truthfully registered on the registration list? It is eyi- 
dently a fraud, Mr. Speaker, from beginning to the end, and the 
evidence shows it. All of these events ired in connection 
with this case, and concerning which there is substantially no 
controversy in the case. : 

Now, certainly the further proof which is given as to the sup- 
plemental list of the registers shows the same thing. The laws 
of the State of Alabama provide that only those who register 
should be entitled to vote at the election succeeding. It required 
that this list should be concluded by the latter part of May. 
Ordinarily it was closed out by the 26th day of May for the next 
election, and the persons who became 21 years of age after that 
time were entitled to ropise on the day of the election. Now, 
as to the vote of beat No. 14, in Lowndes County. There were 
232 persons named on the registration list, but there were 118 
added between the date of the registration in May and the elec- 
tion in November. Will you believe that 232 persons had families 
who produced 118 persons of legal age between the date of the 
26th ate of May and the 6th day of November of the same year? 

Laughter.] Is it ible that any man would give credibility 
any statement of that kind? 

A „in another place in Lowndes County 264 names are on 
the list originally, and there were added to the list between the 
26th day of May and the 6th day of November 323 names. These 
are sup to be the names of persons who became of age be- 
tween the 26th of May and the 6th of November of the same year. 
Is this credible? Does not this, on the other hand, show con- 
clusively that this was a gigantic swindle, a swindle that had 
been conceived before the time when this registration list was 
made up, and intended to be carried out for a fraudulent purpose, 
to secure fraudulent returns, and for the purpose of securing 
through fraud the election of the contestee? 

Now, in one precinct, No. 1, of Lowndes County, as will ap- 
pear by page 223 of the record in the case, we find the names of 
123 persons who were asserted to be registered voters of Benton 
beat, in that county, and the testimony of witnesses residing in 
the vicinity, men who testified that they knew the voters in that 
beat, declare that there were no such persons. Upon this subject 
the witness Taylor swears that he knows only three of these 
names; A. J. Wood that he knows only three; E. T. Robinson 
knew two of them in the beat; a witness named Barlow testified 
to the same effect, and E. R. Hayden knew one of them. Of the 
118 names which were added to the registration list between the 
26th of May and the 6th of November the testimony is conclusive of 
fraud. Martin Smith knows not one; Mr. Carson knows not one 
of them; Mr. Brightman testifies that he knows one of them; 
John W. Jones knows none of them; Peter Frayzer knew none of 
them, and J. M. Salley and W. P. Brightman knew some three or 
four of them. 

A subpoena was issued, including the names of the persons sup- 
posed to be fraudulently put on the list in this manner, requiring 
them to appear before the notary and be examined; and the officer 
proceeded through the precinct to hunt up these persons who were 
supposed to be fraudulently on the list, and ry Melon them to ap- 
pear before the me to examined. But he could not find a 
single one of these individuals to serve the subpœna upon. 

hese, Mr. Speaker, are the evidences of the frauds which were 
inaugurated, and which were calculated to defeat the people of the 
State of Alabama in this particular district out of their right to 
rightful representation on the floor of this House. It was an effort 
on the part of the persons manipulating this election to defeat the 
will of the people at the polls and to seat in this House a man who 
was not elected by the voters of that State. Now, I care not what 
may be the politics of the man elected; I care not what may be 
his belief or who he may be, if the people of the district in which 
he resides are content to elect him to represent them in Congress 
he is their man, and he must be entitled to his seat when he comes 
here and presents himself under the authority of the electors of 
the district, no matter who he may be. In this case the man is a 
Populist. He was nominated by the Populists. He was nomi- 
nated also by the Jeffersonian Democrats, and his nomination was 
taken up and approved by the committee of the Republican party, 
intending to sustain him honestly and squarely, and give him all 
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the support that could securely be given to him for the purpose of 
securing his election. 

Now, another thing will be remembered, to which I wish to call 
the attention of the committee, and that is that in the districts 
outside of these three counties where this controversy has arisen 
the contestant came down with a majority of 3,612 votes; that is, 
from the other counties of the district. He came down in this 
manner to these three counties which are called the black coun- 
ties, because of the predominance of the black ulation over 
the white. Because of the fact that these people were the ma- 
jority of the population of the counties they were called black 
counties, and it was there, not in the white counties, where the 
people were intelligent, where they could watch the proceedings, 
where they had a fair representation on the part of the elections, 
that these frauds were committed. Where these officers were 

roperly divided, no objection can be made to the election. It was 
konet, regular, legal, as the law required it to be. In the ten pre- 
cincts of Macon County, outside of these three where the oppos- 
ing parties had no representation on the board, the election was 
perfectly straight and right. There was no cause of dissatisfac- 
tion; but when you come down to these Republican counties, with 
these large populations, where it is stated that the black le 
almost to a man are Republicans, and that they vote the ub- 
lican ticket, here you see that the man who was overthrown and 
rejected by the white men in the other counties comes out with a 
majority of over 3,000. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DANIELS. I desire about five minutes more to call the 
attention of the committee to one further thing. 

The SPEAKER. Thereare ten minutes remaining on that side. 

Mr. DANIELS. I have all the time on this side. 

Now, what was the vote in those Republican counties? What 
was the vote in these Republican precincts, 11 or 12 in number? 
Remember, this man, the contestee, had been rejected in the other 
counties of this district. Why, in the precinct of Honeycut, Good- 
wyn gets none, while Cobb gets 106. Cotton YAT, Goodwyn 
gets none, Cobb gets 237. Does that look as though the Republi- 
cans had registered and were voting? In Benton, Goodwyn gets 
none, Cobb 311. In Hayneville, Goodwyn none, Cobb 611. In 
Lowndesboro, Good none, Cobb 526. In Whitehall, aoan 
none, Cobb 209; St. ir, Goodwyn none, Cobb 86; Statesville, 
Goodwyn none, Cobb 71; making an aggregate of 2,157 for Cobb 
and none for Goodwyn. Now, if the Republicans were voting, 
if they were sustaining the nomination that had been approved 
by their representative committee, would this state of things have 
taken place? If these votes had been given there honestly and 
fairly, as they were stated in the returns, would this large number 
have been given to the contestee and not one single vote to the 
contestant? It is improbable on its face. It is impossible on its 
face. On its face itis a fraud, and a gigantic fraud, that can be 
brought before this House in no other cases than those where there 
is an utter disregard of the laws of the State and of every restraint 
of morality and decency. 

Now, in Tuskegee Goodwyn gets 9, Cobb 426; Church Hill, 
Goodwyn 2, Cobb 278; Gordonville, Good 2, Cobb 172. Out 
of the vote of those 3 precincts, therefore, Cobb gets 876 and Good- 
wyn gets 18. Those 11 precincts give Cobb a majority of 3,020. 
Coming down, remember, in the Republican précincts, into those 
precincts where these men, representing the ublicans and the 
other organizations, had asked that they be given a fair repre- 
sentation, so that there might be a fair election, which was re- 
fused, this is the result. Now, what is that consistent with? Is 
it consistent with honesty? Is it consistent with a fair observ- 
ance of the legal obligations of parties or of the laws of the State 
of Alabama? Is it not the evidence, the culminating evidence, of 
one of the most gigantic, one of the most wicked, frauds that ever 
came before this House in the course of its proceedings where 
contested election cases have to be considered and determined? 

It was said here that we impugned the laws and character of 
the people of the State of Alabama. We do no such thing. It is 
a State that has my unqualified admiration in everything but its 
elective policy. Its extensive rivers, its plateaus of fine soil, its 
deposits of mineral wealth, have given it all the resources neces- 
sary to make it one of the prosperous States of this Union, per- 
haps the most p rous; and the only thing that now stands in 
its way is the prostitution of the laws relating to the elections of 
the State for public officers. If they please to be satisfied with 
it—thongh they are not—let them have their State officers in the 
way in which they choose, but do not let them foist upon this 
House members as persons who have been elected by the majority 
of the people, when those majorities are only upon paper—when 
they are frauds and fictions in and of themselves. 

This case is one where certainly there can be no question as to 
the merits of the controversy. This contestant in the counties 
where the white ple could canvass his claims and regard his 
character received the support of the precincts, but when you come 
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down to the where the Republicans predominate and where] The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 109. 

it was hoped to shut out every possibility of excluding fraud and | So the substitute was rejected. 5 

rascality, by leaving ev: ing in the hands of these iniquitous | The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the 
election officers to do as they please, the votes are thrown in, or, if | resolutions offered by the committee. 4 

they are not thrown in at all, they are written upon the returns | Mr. DINSMORE. Isa motion to recommit now in order? I 


that are made without any regard to truth, regulari i move the adoption of the resolution I send to the desk. 
ing else, for the purpose of foisting upon this The SPE The gentleman from Arkansas moves that 
who has not been el the resolutions be 


recommitted. 
Now, if the members of this House are willing to sustain the Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the reading of the resolution, 
claim of a person that originated under this state of things, that | Mr. Speaker, which I think contains an instruction. 


from the beginni eee e eee, LO gar e a proceed- The Clerk read as follows: 

ing which would shut out the possibility of this iniquity, and by | Resolved, That the contested: 

his refusal it has all been brought about, comes before — 8 with 
asks you to sustain him, is there anything left that 6 


the degradation of the House of Representatives if it should vote ths dah peeked ot Son Aaya TE cies token ame ieee 


Now, Mr. S. , I desire to move the previous question on 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. DINSMORE. I desire to offer a substitute. The question was taken; and there were —yeas 60, nays 131, not 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas desires to offer | voting 163; as follows: 
asubstitute. Does the gentleman from New York, in his motion | . 
for the A penny question, exclude that? Allen, Miss. 
Mr. DANIELS. It was not read, and I ask the previous ques- | Arnold, R. L 
tion on my resolutions. The substitute was not read, although 
there is no objection to its being read. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
that the substitute shall be offered before the question is taken on 
Mr. DANIELS. Tan 8 uestion, Mr. Speaker 
ra move n, Mr. „as 
Istated, on the resolutions. £ 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, has the substitute been offered? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas offers a sub- D 
stitute for the original resolutions, and the gentleman from New 
York demands the previous question, 
Mr. DINSMORE. A sr act el inguiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
— The minority resolutions are before the | Arnold, Pa 
ouse also’ 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They areinthereport. They are 
offered as a substitute by the minority for the majority resolu- | Barham, 


Mr. DINSMORE. I have offered this as a substitute for them 
all. This resolution which I offer asks to recommit this case to 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. That comes in later. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be in order now. 

Mr. DANIELS. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. In the demand for the previous question, is 
the ition of the gentleman from Arkansas not to be consid- 

as offered? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Iunderstand the gentleman from New York 
does not seek to cut off action on the substitute offered by the 

inority of the c&immittee? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair so understands, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I understand that the gentleman from 
Arkansas, at the r time, gives notice that he will seek to 
recommit the whole question? I believe that was your motion. 

Mr. DINSMORE. That is what I desire. I supposed that it 
was in order either before or after the previous question was or- | A 
dered. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks thepre- 


de: 2 Heiner, Pa. McKenney, 
vious on on the original resolutions and the substitute | And Cor! Meikle: 
offered by the minori 2 8 Meredith, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will a motion to recommit be | f ; Miler, W. 

entertained after the previous question has been ordered? my x Milliken, by 
The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks that after the question on 

the substitute has been decided a motion to recommit may be in 


order. 
The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute, which the 
Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, t James E. Cobb was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as a Representative from the Fifth district of the 
State of Alabama, and is entitled to a seat therein as such Representative. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ing to the substitute. 

The question was taken; and the ee ee that the 
noes seemed to have it. K 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Division! 
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Pa, Mich, Wheeler, 
na Smith, Thomas, Wheeler, 
Russell, Conn. Sou Treloar, Wilson, Idaho 
Russell, Ga. Stallings, Tucker. Wilson, Ohio 
Scranton, Stok Wadsworth, Wilson, S. C. 
Shannon, Stone, W. A. Walker, Va. Woodard, 
Shaw, — —— 3 
Sherman, Taf anger, 

Tawney, Watson, Ind. Yoakum. 
II. Tayler, Wellington, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Raney with Mr. COWEN. 
Mr, BINGHAM with Mr. Dockery. 
Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. MILES, 
Mr. Wison of Ohio with Mr. MOKENNEY, 
Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. HUTCHESON. 
Mr. HeEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. PRINOE with Mr. BAILEY. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD, 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. BELL of Texas. 
Mr. HOOKER with Mr. MINER of New York, 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. CarcHN ds. 
Mr. LEONARD with Mr. Berry. 
The following for this day: 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire with Mr. NEWLANDS, 
Mr. Howanp with Mr. WALSH. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT, 
Mr. Quiee with Mr. FISCHER. 
Mr. Coppa with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. WHEELER. 
1 RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. Wison of South Caro- 
A. 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. Moses. 
Mr. CLARK of Iowa with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. Jounson of California with Mr. MEREDITH, 
Mr. Foss with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 
Mr, AcHEsON with Mr. SORG. 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 


Mr. HARMER with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. NEILL, 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. De Wirt with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 

Mr. MoCLuRkR with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. HUBBARD with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Conn of Missouri. 

Mr. PooLE with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. KULP with Mr. STOKES, 

Mr. Brown with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. Cores with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. LOCKHART. 

Mr, Huck with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listening 
and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not know whether I was in the Hall or not 
when my name was called. I think I was in the lobby. 


The SPEAKER. Under therule the Chair can not entertain the 
tleman’s request. 

Mr. THO ._ If permitted to vote, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Speaker, I voted, but being paired with 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM, I withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from IIlinois, Mr. PRINCE, so I will withdraw my valent desire 
to announce on behalf of my colleague, Mr. COOPER of Texas, 
that he was called from the Hall a few moments ago. He is 
paired with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HATCH, but if pres- 
ent and not paired, he would vote yea.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state where he desires the 
division made? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, There are two resolutions—one 
declaring that Mr. Cobb was not elected, and the other declaring 
oer Wz: Goodwyn was elected. I ask that they be voted on sep- 

y. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That James E. Cobb was not elected a member of the Fifty- 

fourth Con asa Representative of the Fifth Congressional district of the 

State of Ala at the election held in said district on the 6th day of No- 

vember, 1894, and is not entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as 

such Representative. 
The resolution was 


to. 
The SPEAKER. Te Clerk will read the second resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn waselected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as the Representative of the Fifth district of the 
State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of No- 
vember, nine and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such 
Representative. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, on that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 45, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
Aldrich, Ala. Dayton, Kem, Sauerhering, 
i am 5 Kiefer, Settle, 
Avery, ttle, Kirkpatrick, Shuford, 
Baker, Kans. Evans, 3 Snover, 
Baker, N. H. Fowler, Leighty, Sou 
Bar’ Gamble, Lewis, 8 A 
Barney, Gardner, Linney, acd i 
Beach, Gibson, Long, Stahle, 
. —— Lorimer, piece: 
Bell, Calo. rifin, Mahany, enson, 
Bishop. Hadley, Marsh. si Stewart, N.J. 
Black, N. Y. Hager, McCall,Tenn. Stewart, Wis. 
Blue, Hainer, Nebr. McEwan, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Hardy, c Strode, Nebr. 
Brewster, Harvie. Mercer, Strowd, N. 
B Henderson, i Kans. Sulloway, 
Brosius, Henry, Conn. ‘Thomas, - 
ay, Maor, 5 . — 
Cannon, Hill, M . ven —— 
ak o. Hitt, Ni way, — V. 
nnolly, Hopkins, jen, er, Mass. 
Cousins, Howell, bn Water Ohio 
a 1 
Crowther. Huling, Perkins, White, 
Crump, Hunter, Phillips, ‘Wilson, N. T. 
Halen. Harley, Pitney, Wood, 
Danford, de, y, Woomer. 
Daniels, Jenkins, se, 
NAYS—45. 
Allen, Miss. Erdman, McDearmon, Sulzer, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, McMillin, Swanson, 
Black, Ga. Harrison, McRae, Tate, 
Clardy, H Meyer, Terry, 
H. Otey, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Fla. Jones, Owens, Turner, Va. 
Gris Pondi ton, Wheel 
isp, 0 er, 
Li Ri W. 
eee Medi Ky. Bay kman, 
Elliott, S. 0. McOulloch, Spencer, 
NOT VOTING—190, 
Abbott, Corliss, Hooker, Mondell, 
Cowen, How: Money, 
Ad Crowley, Hub Morse, 
Aitken, Cum: 5 Huff, Moses, 
Allen, Utah Curtis, Iowa Hulick. Mozley, 
Anderson, Curtis, Hull, Neil, 
Andrews, Curtis, N. Y. Hutcheson, Newlands, 
Apsley, De Arm Johnson, Cal. Noonan, 
Arnold, Pa. De Witt, Johnson, Ind. Odell, 
Arnold, R. I. Dockery, Johnson, N. Dak. Ogden, 
Atwood, D er, Joy, Overstreet, 
Bailey, rr, Kerr, Parker, 
Baker, Md. g, x, x 
Barrett acy, Ryle: Power 
rett, y, y 
Bartholdt, „Va. „ eee. 
Bartlett, N. T. Fairchild. Lawson, Prince, 
Beil, Tex. i Layton, h, 
Bennett, Fenton, Leisenring, 5 
VV 
W. letcher, rn, 
Bromwell, ee, mary pe e e 
Brown, 98. obinson, Pa. 
eae. gine, J. ee —— 
Gille W. ussell, Conn, 
Burton, Mo. Griswold, Maddox, Russell, Ga. 
m, Grosvenor, Mahon, Scranton, 
Caiderhead, Grout, McCall, Mass. Shafroth, 
Ca Grow, McCleary, Minn. 8 on, 
Chick: s Haiterman, ‘Olelian, Shaw, 
Clark, lowa Hanly, McClure, herman, 
Clarke, Ala. Harmer, MeCormick, Sim: 
Cobb, Ala. Hartman, McKenney, III. 
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, McLaurin, Smith, Mich. 
Codding, Heatwole, Meiklejohn, y 
Coffin, Heiner, Pa. Meredith. Soutt 
Colson, Hemenway, Miles, 8 
Cook, Wis. Hepburn, Miller, W. Va. — 
Cooper, Tex Hicks, Millik e, W. A. 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Miner, N. Y. 


Strong, Tracey, Wanger. Wilson, S. C. 
Talbert, Tyler, Wellington” Wood 
ler, e man, 
Tawney, Feen Wilber, Wright, 
Tayler, Wadsworth, Willis, Yoakam: 
Towne, Walker, Va. Wilson, Idaho 
well, Walsh, Wilson. Ohio 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. Layton, for this day. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. STALLINGS, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 119 and the 
nays are 45—less than a quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. 8 I move that the House do now 

0 
e motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 

o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of David N. Heath against The United 
States, was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H.R.8212) for the preservation 
and protection of public records and documents, and providing 
for the use of copies thereof as evidence, reported the same with 
amendment, 5 by a report ee. 1894); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8071) to amend 
An act ting the limits of reservations for town sites upon 
the public domain,” approved March 3, 1877, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1395); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2490) entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the Secretary of War to improve and maintain the 

ublic roads within the limits of the national park at Gettysburg, 

a.,“ reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1398); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
resolution No. 241, to authorize the Speaker to appoint a com- 
mittee of five members to investigate and report to the House 
upon the management of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers at Leavenworth, Kans., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1399); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6776) to provide an American register for the bark Vila, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 8 1416); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7905) to establish 
and provide for the government of Greer County, Okla., and for 


other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
bya 8 No. 1434); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


Mr. SPERRY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3273) 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class flices, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1436); Which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6710) 
to amend an act approved August 18, 1894, and to aid in the rec- 
lamation of the arid lands, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1437); which said bill and report 
were referred to the 8 of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
.eferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5289) 5 
for the payment of the French spoliation claims which have been 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims, reported the same withamend- 
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ment, accompanied by a aly obs (No. 1488); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3339) to create a special 
commission on highways, and to make appropriations therefor, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1439); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Tekes (H. R. 518) for the relief of John C. Nuss. (Report No. 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to Herman Dellit. (Re- 
port No. 1397.) 

By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on Claims: A resolution 
(House Res. No. 264) to refer the bill (H. R. 6682) for the relief 
of the estate of Joshua Hill, together with all accompanying 

rs, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No, 
$ 8 855 No. 1401.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. se A refer the bill (H. R. 6912) for the 
relief of David Hogan, with accompan papers, to the Court 
5 repo in lieu of House bill No. 6912. (Report No. 


2 

we Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

e bill (S. 59) entitled “An act for the relief of Joseph W. 
Carmack.” 8 No. 140g.) 

The bill (H. R. 5721) to relieve Alice Utz, heir and legatee of 
Joshua Wiley, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction, and 
to remove the bar of statute of limitations. (Report No. 1404.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 2011) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, of 
the State of New York. (Report No. 1405.) 

The bill (H. R. 6430) to carry out the . of the Court of 

ims in the case of David Miller. (Report No. 1406.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 266) to refer the bill (H. R. 7752) 
for the relief of the ae 55 open 2 er . ac- 
companying papers, to the of Claims, repo in lieu of 
House bill No. 7752. (Report No. 1407.) 

A resolution —— Res. No. 267) to refer the bill (H. R. 8335) 
for the relief of Jacob Cohen, with all aocompanying 1 to 
the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House 0. 8335. 
(Report No. 1408.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. nat Bo refer the bill (H. R. 3563) 
for the relief of J. H. Sparks, with all accompanxing papers, to the 
Gonen * repo in lieu of House bill No. 3563. (Report 

0. f 

A resolution (House Res. No. 269) to refer the bill (H. R. 6943) 
for the relief of Sarah Friedman, with all 3 TS, 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 5043. 
(Report No. 1410.) 

e bill (S. 682) entitled An act for the relief of the heirs of 
Sterling T. Austin, deceased.” (Report No. AA 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 270) to refer the bill (H. R. 5460) for the 
relief of James Lindsay, with all 5 apers, to the 
eed of aa reported in lieu of House bill No. 5460. (Re- 
port No. $ 

py Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

e bill (H. R. 6269) for the relief of James M. Blackburn, of 
Covington, Ky. (Report No. 1413.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 271) to refer the bill (H. R. 1517) 
for the relief of Rudolphus Minton, of Louisville, Ky., to the 
Court of Claims. (Report No. 1414.) 

The bill (H. R. 6426) for the relief of the Madison Female Insti- 
tute, located at Richmond, Ky. (Report No. 1415.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1531) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Wightman, deceased. (Report No. 1417.) 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 1585) entitled! An act to authorize and direct the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department to credit the account of George H. 
Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., for tage ee and 
money-order funds stolen from his office.” (Report No, 1418.) 

B CON, from the Committee on Claims: 

Views of a minority of said committee upon the bill (H. R. 1531) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of John Wightman, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 1417, part 2.) 


1896. 
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The bill 5 1848) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
on itten, d 


Massal , deceased. (Report No. 1419.) 
The bill (H. R. ca tor the relief of Franklin Lee and Charles 
Report No. 1420 


F. aoan 7 5 Hy : 

By Mr. SON, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
T; ag ey (Report No. 1421.) : 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 487) granting increase of pension to John F. 
Early. ( rt No. 1422.) : ý 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 504) entitled An act to increase the pension of Ed- 
mund Woog.” (Report No. 1423.) i i 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 8357) granting a pension to Dora D. Jones, reported 
in lieu of House bill No. 8102. (Report No. 1424.) 

The bill (H. R. 7067) granting a pension to Joseph B. Arbaugh. 
(Report No. 1425.) A À j 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 5193) granting increase of pension to 
Thurston. (Report No. 1426.) 

The bill (H. R. 7660) 1 an increase of pension to Samuel 
M. Howard. (Report No. 1427.) 

The bill (H. R. 7846) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Worswick. (aport 0. 1428.) f 

By Mr. LE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7898) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Seamans, late a private Company L, Fourteenth New York Heavy 
Artillery. (Report No. 1429.) ; k X 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2600) entitled An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Clifford Neff e.” (Report No. 1430.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1510) entitled An act to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sess- 
ford.” (Report No. 1431.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6989) to increase the pension of Robert A. Rob- 
erts. (Report No, 1482.) f 

The bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late 
second-class pilot on gunboat Lexington and transferred to gun- 
boat Marmora. 1 88 8 No. 1433.) 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill ee for the relief of Spencer D. Hunt. (Report No. 
1435. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

‘ollows: 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8350) to fix the pay of non- 
commissioned staff officers of the United States Army unattached 
to regiments—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 8351) to restore pensions 
to certain widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 8352) to amend section 3 of the 
act approved June 27, 1890, entitled “An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent parents to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8353) to submit to a direct 
vote of the poopie free coinage of sìlver at 16 to 1; a graduated in- 
come tax; the election of President, Vice-President, and United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 


Congress. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8354) to adjust the pensions 
of maimed Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8355) to provide for the dis- 
tribution of condemned cannon to State and Territorial depart- 
ments of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8356) to establish a life- 
saving station at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. QUIGG: A joint resolution (H. Res. 175) directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to appoint a commission of nayal oe 
to examine and sd eb upon the Secor direct system of propelling 
vessels and its applicability to naval purposes—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A resolution (House Res, No. 261) relating 
to the number of condemned cannon, carriages, and balls in pos- 
1 of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 262) relating to the number 
of condemned cannon, carriages, and condemned cannon balls in 
5 of the War Department -to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 


By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Rhode Island, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4339, to 
establish a national military park to commemorate the campaign, 
siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A memorial of the ee 
ture of the State of Rhode Island, in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 4839, to establish a national military park to commem- 
orate the campaign, siogo, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8358) granting pension to Sarah 
= McInerney, as dependent mother—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions, 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8359) for the relief of John 
H. Davison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8360) granting a pension 
to 0. S. Alvord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8361) tocompensate Sophie Kosack 
for injuries sustained, and reward her for bravery displayed in 
rescuing the imperiled in the Old Ford’s Theater ” disaster—to the 
Committee on 5 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 8362) to correct the military 
record of George Simmonds, late of Company D, Ninety-sixth Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Infantry—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Dy Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8363) for the relief of Robert 
D. Benedict—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8864) for the relief of 
Capt. Hmo: Seaman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1 8 a bill (H. R. 8365) granting a pension to Dr, J. B. Thur- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8366) to remove the charge of desertion against 
David G. Cormack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8367) for the relief 
of Delos H. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) for the relief of John A. Mellon—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8369) for the relief 
of Martha E. Flesschert—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 8370) to increase the pen- 
sion of Isaac C. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 8371) for the relief of Francis 
Irsch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8372) for the relief of B. F. 
Follin—to the Committee on Mi 125 Affairs. 

ae Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8373) granting a pension 
to Jane Linn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A r: WALSH: A bill (H. R. 8374) for the relief of Edward 
McDermott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

he WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8375) granting a pension 
to William S. Laney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8876) granting a pension to Charles S. Spring 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8377) for the relief of Joseph 
Betz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) for the relief of Jacob Olmstead—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pranon and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petiton of Benjamin Keefer, sr., and other 
citizens of Freed, Pa.; also petition of Mrs. Mary A. Wiley, of 
Monongahela, Pa., praying that religious publications be given 
every advantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 1894, in trans- 
mission through the mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- 5 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the 3 of the Torrey bankruptcy bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

Also, resolutions of General George A. Custer Command, No.1, 
Union Veterans’ Union, Department of Pennsylvania, opposing 
the correction of the records of persons who have deserted from 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Four petitions of sun citizens of San 
Bernardino County, Cal., favoring the occupation of and mining 
on forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of 69 citizens of Davenport, 


Iowa, praying that a pension be granted to C. S. Alvord—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. S. Shepard, of Davenport, Iowa, prayin 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566, and 5560, to 
provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce,and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of S. F. Smith, Frank Wilmerton, and 480 other 

inent citizens of Daven , Iowa, prayi for the 

of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of 

the United States prohibiting further appropriations to institu- 

tions under ecclesiastical control, and remonstrating against åp- 

propriating, directly or indirectly, public moneys for sectarian 
undertakings—to the Committee on the J 3 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of Miles H. De Long 
and others, of Schuylersville, N. Y., and vicinity, praying for a 
pension of $8 per month to Spel aoia who marred ninety days 
and was honorably di $12 per month to their widows— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, asking for adoption of the metric gean of weights and 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, ights, and Measures. 
Also, resolution of Duquesne Post, No. 259, Army of the 

Republic, in favor of the promotion of Gen. Nelson A. to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of J. B. Gowdy, moderator of the 
session of the United Presb ian Church Knoxville, Jeffer- 
son County, Ohio, praying for the appointment of an impartial 
committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest y— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of H. M. Rolls and 80 others, of Bellaire, Ohio. 
for the Lee o House bill No. 6851, appropriating unclaimed 
pension and bounty money due the estates of deceased colored 
soldiers to mili and educational purposes for the colored peo- 
ple—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7744, to 
ee the military record of John Bass—to the Committee on 

itary Affairs. 


By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Webb Council, No. 
73, Order United American Mechanics, in behalf of the Lodge 
immigration billi—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. HYDE: Remonstrance of the citizens of , Wash.; 
also of citizens of Roslyn, Wash., against the statue of Marquette 
remaining in Sta Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle, Wash., 
relative to flax culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Commodore Foote Post, No. 84, Grand Army 
of the blic, of Sidney, Wash., asking for the passage of the 
National Tribune service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the town council of Cosmopolis, Wash.; also 
of the town council of Waterville, Wash., urging legislation fa- 
vorable to the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the city council of Boone, Iowa, 
favoring an appropriation to aid an exposition to be held at 
Omahi Noh. uring 1898—to the Committee on ey Sid leg nonn, 
By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Andrews-Demarest Seating Com- 

y of New York, asking favorable action on House Nos, 
838 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter per half ounce, 
and to amend the laws relating to second-class and free 
matter—to the Committee on the P and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. : Resolutions of the board of trustees of 
Rawlins, Wyo.; also of the city council of Boone, Iowa; also of 
the city councilof Aurona Wee also of the city council of Cham- 
berlain, S. Dak.; also of the Republican State convention of Ne- 
braska, fayoring the issippi and international exposition 
of Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Wayne County, N.Y., 

for the 88 House bill for reclassification of railway 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of Patton Bros. and sundry other citi- 
gens of Catlettsburg, Ky., in favor of the of a bill for the 
adoption of the metric system—to the ttee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. 
of 

per 
of werse, Ind.; also of Nat Hiatt and 20 other citizens of Fair- 
mount, Ind., praying for favorable action on bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- RE 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of the wholesale houses 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for favorable action on House 


bill No. 4566, to amend the tal laws relating to second-class 
matter; also in favor of bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 
an pe ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

OST-. . 

_By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of John G. Cutler and 158 other 
citizens of Hampton, N. H., praying for a life-saving station at or 
near Great Boars Head, in the town of Hampton, on the coast of 
New Hampshire—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of Joseph Leicht and 37 others, of 
the State of Wisconsin, against a certain proposed amendment to 
the Constitution, relating to the first day of the week; and the rec- 
ognition in the Constitution of God as the source of and 
Si Te es Vee Sere Of Aik Reem ne Commo on the 

udiciary. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 22, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
ee PRES: ee. 12 3 2 
3 proceeded to read the Journal yesterda: 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by woe 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. : 


STATE CLAIMS. 


a The . 3 before the Senate a communica- 
ion from Secretary e Treasury, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 8th instant calling for information as to what States 
under the act of Congress of July 27, 1861, entitled An act to 
indemnify the States for expenses incurred by them in defense of 
the United States,” and the joint resolution of March 8, 1862, ex- 
plona tory thereof, have filed claims in the iei | Department 

or interest, discount, and exch paid mt said States upon 
moneys raised by said States for and expended in raising, equip- 
ping, and putting into the field, troops in defense of the Union, 
etc., transmitting a report of the Auditor for the War Department 
on the subject; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NANCY G. ALLABACH—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follo 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I herewith return without my approval Senate bill numbered 894, entitled 
“An Bo pran: a pension to Nancy G. Allabach." 
This es for the payment of a pension of $30 a month to the bene- 
ficiary named as thé widow of Peter H. Allabach. 
This served for nine months in the Army during the war of the re- 
also served in the war with Mexico. 
He was mustered out of his last service on the 23d day of May, 1863, and 
died on the llth of February, 1892. 
During his life he made no application for pension on account of disabilities. 
claimed that he was in the least disabled as an incident of his 
that his death, which occurred nearly twenty- 
the Army, was in any degree related 


rvice. 
His wido 9 after his death under the statute allowing pen- 
sions to widows of soldiers of the Mexican war, without reference to the cause 
of the death of their husbands. Her case is also, one of those pro- 

general act passed in 1890, — calied the ent 


It is not now 
mili} 


vided for by the 
pension law. 

It is proposed, however, by the ial act under consideration to give this 
widow a pension of $30 a month wi t the least ion of the h or 


disability of her husband having been caused military service, and 
. FTT 
e A 


money. 

. covered by existing general laws, and if a prece- 
dent is to be by the N ion I do not see how 
the same relief as is contained in this 


can be denied to the many thou- 
sand widows who, in a are now on the pension rolls under 
general laws. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 21, 1898. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I understand the mat- 
ter, Peter H. Allabach was for a considerable time captain of the 

ice force of this Capitol. He had service in two wars, and it 

as been stated to me, I think authoritatively, that when he was 

appointed to a position in the Capitol it was upon the written 

recommendation of General Hancock, with whom he had served in 
those two wars. 

It is likewise stated to me that there was not a moment of the 
time after the soldier was discharged from the service of the 
United States that he might not have received a pension on account 
of disabilities incurred in the service of his country. He was, 
however, too patriotic to ask for a pension, and went to his death 
without asking the Government for relief. His widow is poor, in 


utter destitution, I understand, and the committee of the Senate, 
and the Senate itself, as well as the House of Representatives, con- 
cluded to grant her the pension that would have gone to her in 


with the rank which her husband held, of colonel. 
I believe the claim is entirely meritorious. I t sedingly 
that the President has seen fit to veto the bill, and I think it ought 
to be this morning. Still I will not urge it if it is desired 
hif 3 CALL N eg Se — N. — that 
r. IL sugge e Sena m New 
he move its reference to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill and message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CALL. The veto m will be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. message will be pri and it 
will be referred with the bill to the Committee on Pensions. 


CHARLES E. JONES—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return herewith without my a Senate bill No. 249, entitled “An 
to Charles r 


act a pension ones. 
eee 
!!!!! ̃ĩ˙ Drion ton mbar war — wd ving 
|, apparen very seriously, while taking and when 
no battle was in He was not and was in no manner 

1 United 

Aside from question as to whether sad condition is attribu- 
table to the inj m it seems to me the extension of pension relief 
to such cases open the door hard to justify and impossible 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 21, 1896. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 


a is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, during my service in the 
Senate as a member of the Committee on ions, more 
recently as chairman of that committee, I have never submitted 
a case to the Senate without giving the reasons, in the form of a 
somewhat lengthy written report, why the bill should be enacted 
intolaw. It was tll a tea to make a report both in the Fifty- 
third and Fifty-fo Congresses on the bill to pension Charles 
E. Jones. I hold that written Sa r in my hand, and that the 
facts in the case ay Sree, declaration to the country 
that this bill has been vetoed by the President of the United 


States, I desire to read the report before mo to refer the bill 
and m to the Committee on Pensions for its further consid- 
eration. report states: 


This bill passed the Senate during the Fifty-third Congress. 
Claimant was not pd enlisted man— “i i 
And here I want to say that there are numerous precedents for 
pensioning by special act persons who were not enlisted, but who 
ormed in emergencies military service or who were 
wounded during the performance of service for the Government— 
Claimant was not an enlisted man, and hence not pensionable under 
ponema law. He was employed as a photogra i 
valuable service to the U ot only did he — 
form his duties as a i shi 
performed actual military 


blindness. 
Dara soana £0 kes ao goers as to the incurrence of the disability, the 
affidavit of Capt. R. B. Ward, herewith appended, being conclusive on that 

int. Many other affidavits are on file which tend to confirm Captain 


= 5 Had 5 been vy 5 re can be no rea- 
sonable dou and ormed military 
service, and Penile thus Piho duty of Congress to 


loteva p or 
the passage of the bill. 
AFFIDAVIT OF CAPT. R. B. WARD. 
BTATE OF MISSOURI, County of Jackson, ss: 
In the matter of Charles E. Jones, claimant. 


1 N eee Se 5 
notary c in and for said county. 


„an 
come to his relief 
Your 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of September, 1890. 
[BEAL] BERT 8. RODG: 


Notary 


AFFIDAVIT OF W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 
STATE OF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss; 


In the matter of appeal for through special agt of Congress by Charles 
A Jones. s, regimen tal ph pher, Eleventh Regiment epea Ea Cav- 
0 


On this 29th da; C 
notary public in and for the said county, d y auth to administer oa 
aged 60 years, a residen 
of Kansas, well known to me to be repu 
and who, „ tion to 
That I have n acquainted with the said Charles E. Jones since 1867. 
When he first came to Paola, Kans., and that his eyes were diseased then, and 
or near 


Said 
= above is from my personal 


.“ 

fie post office address is Padla, Kans; and further declares that he has no 
interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecn' A 
W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 


STATE OF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss: 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; 
certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, incl the’ words 
uainted him with its contents before he 
interested in said 


case, nor am I concerned in the prosecution; and that said affiant is person- 
ally known to me, and that he is a credible person. 
I. S.] WARD J. CARPENTER, 
Notary Public. 
(My term expires March 27, 1895.) 


Now, Mr. President, just a word. Here is the case of a man 
who, ea goal in! of the Government, pe enlisted, 4 is 
true, orm. service in emergencies received a 
very severe gunshot wound of the spine, which has resulted in 


total if not sage oy blindness. 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator please state what military servicé 
he was performing? It ma yee y general statement, that he per- 
formed mili service. hat service? 

1117111 TAEDA tor 
was ing photographic views 8 i ons for 
the use of the officers of our Army. 

Mr. HILL. It does not so appear in the report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. pardon. 

Mr. HILL. There is nothing which the Senator has read which 
shows that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Itis shown by Captain Ward’s affidavit, 
which, perhaps, the Senator did not hear me read. He was cap- 
tain of a company in the regiment. 

Mr. HILL. It states that he was performing military service, 
but I do not think it states what it was. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was it. I was about to say (and it 
is all I care to say on the subject this morning) that here is a case 
where a man received a wound while orming at least semi- 
military service which has resulted in total blindness. ‘The Presi- 
dent of the United States, who it aoe to me could not have 
read these affidavits, has sent to the Senate a veto message, in 
which he says this man received a trivial wound which does not 
seem to be of much consequence. Iam not going to be discour- 


teous about this matter and what is in my mind, that the 
message must have been written without an accurate knowledge 
of all facts in this case 


Mr. MILLS. Under whose employment did he go into service? 
The Senator says he went in under Np neg oan Was he em- 


ployed by some private one or by the Government? 
Mr. GALLINGER. By vernment, I understand, 
Mr. MILLS. Under an officer? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably so. There is no doubt 
aboutit. This man is to-day, as I said—and perhaps I 5 
myself — totally blind from the wound which he received, and yet 
the veto message tells us that he received a Tory PATI wound, 
which it is not worth our time seriously to consider. 

I simply make this statement that it may go out to the "genie? 3 
with the veto re e will undoubtedly be spread - 
cast throughout the land and be e ee eee joi 
of the ooun ay as an argument to show the carelessness and reck- 
lessness whic Pe (C0 


matter of pension legislation. 
I move the reference of the message and bill to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the disapproval by the Presi- 
dent of this bill and the reasons for his disapproval are worthy of 
very attentive consideration. 

I beg to say that since my connection with this body I haye 
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been continually at all times a member of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and that committee has encountered some embarrassment 
when applications have been made for pensions by ns who 
were not enlisted in the military service of the United States. It 
did happen during the war that persons who were not enlisted 
men placed ee e at the service of the Government pro tem- 
pore—men who did not like to enlist for a great term, but who 
actually obeyed orders and performed military duties. We have 
been em steadily and constantly by cases of that class. 

I have held and I shall hold that where a citizen voluntarily 
united himself with the military forces of the United States and 
submitted to the orders of the commanders of the forces for the 
time being he was de facto in the military service of the United 
States, and if in the course of meritorious and proper service he 
was wounded his moral claim to a pension is equal to that of any 
other person. All that can be said of an enlisted man, as the foun- 
dation of a claim for a pension, is that he incurred disabilities 
while in the service of the United States, having been enlisted in 
that service. In the hypothetical case which is in my mind now 
the deserves a ion unless, indeed, his failure to enlist 
should defeat his right to a pona, But in the instance now be- 
fore us, as I understand it, this photographer was with the Army. 
I think that he performed other military service, but on this par- 
ticular occasion he was executing the orders of some authority he 
recognized; he was taking views of the enemy’s fortifications and 

ition. 
. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him just there 
under whose he was? : 

Mr. PALMER. I think probably under no one's pay. That is 
a question, however, that will be answered by the committee in 
their npor 
Mr. KYLE. I should like to know the fact on that point. 

Mr. PALMER. As I said, that will be answered in the formal 

rt that will be now made by the Committee on Pensions. 

am not at all surprised that the President should have disa 
proved this measure. It has caused us trouble; but we 
maintain, and we hope to get the concurrence of the Senate in 
maintaining, that a citizen in such a case should be given relief. 
Ihave a case in my mind now in the State of Missouri. There 
was a raid across the river into Iowa. The citizens were called 
out, a quasi military ization was assumed, there was a fight, 
and a citizen who eis id came out to defend his home was seri- 
ously wounded. Is maintain as long as I have a seat on this 
floor, and after I quit it, that in such a case the party was de facto 
a soldier, and that he is entitled to a pension for a service patriot- 
ically and gallantly performed. 

I concur with the Senator from New Hampshire in the refer- 
ence of the bill and message to the Committee on Pensions, and I 
trust that the committee will make such a report as will satisfy 
the Senate, and such a report as will show that the Committee on 
Pensions have not acted hastily and carelessly about this matter. 

Mr. HILL. Iwillaskthe Senator from New Hampshire whether 
the printed report usually accompanies the bill to the Executive 
Mansion? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does, I understand. 

Mr. HILL, What does the Senator understand by this language 
in the affidavit: 

When he came to and joined the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry as pho- 
tographer. 

Does that have any particular significance? Was it justasa 
photographer for himself, taking views in his own behalf, and not 
suppo by the Government? There was no such official as pho} 


3 was there? 
. GALLINGER. I want to be entirely frank about this 
matter. 

Mr. HILL. Lask for information. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I have 
made a motion to refer the matter to the committee for further 
investigation. My own judgment was when I wrote the report, 
and I have examined it in two Congresses, that this man had em- 
ployment by the Government. I think that will be found to be 
correct. I know of no reason why the Government might not 
employ a page cs care as well as a teamster or a baggage master 
or any other servant who would perform certain work for the 
Government. I am not myself a military man, but it seems to 
me it would be a very. wise military act for the Government to 
have just that kind of an officer, a man who could take photo- 
graphic views of fortifications and the position of the enemy. I 
may be wrong about it, but my mind when I wrote the report 
was fixed upon the fact, as I conceived it to be a fact, that this 
man was employed by the Government to perform this service, 
but of course he was not an enlisted man. If it proves to be 
otherwise, I confess it places the matter upon a different plane 
from what I supposed it occupied. 

Mr. HILL. f trust the matter will receive careful investigation. 
Mr. GALLINGER. We will give it very careful attention, of 


re 


course. The fact that the man received a wound while thus 
employed is hag bate pane and the fact that it was a very severe 
wound is undoubted. 

Mr. HILL. But I can not see how the gentleman could have 
got near enough to the fortifications to have taken any very accu- 
rate view of them. I can not quite understand that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thecaptain of the company simply swears 
that Mr. Jones was there for that p , and t while there 
he was wounded. That is all I know of it. 

Mr. HILL. There is a peculiar wording of the affidavit. It is 
very carefully and worded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that the message and bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions and printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
` PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the New York 


Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of New 
York City, N. Y., praying that the Senate uphold the action of 
the House of Representatives in refusing to grant further appro- 
priation to certain sectarian schools, which for years have been 
supported at an aver: annual expense to the Treasury of the 
United States of $250,000; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, praying for the passage of the so-called Tor- 
ä bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the philanthropic committee of 
the Baltimore (Md.) Yearly Meeting of Friends, praying for the 
appointment of an impartial national commission of inquiry to 
investigate and report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, its rela- 
tions to crime, pauperism, taxation, and the general public wel- 
= which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


r. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Antisemitic 
Association of e e N. V., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called 1 educational-test bill and praying for 
the passage of the so-called Stone consular-certificate bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Wahoo, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SMITH eee a privacy in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the of Morris and Orange, N. J., praying 
that American citizens resident in the Turkish Empire be given 
protection by the treaties between this connie and Turkey; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which were relersed to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of committees of the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia and of the Washing- 
ton Homeopathic Society of the District of Columbia, setting 
forth certain reasons why House bill No. 5781, which is a bill to 
regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish parsona violating the provisions 
thereof in the District of Columbia, should become a law. I 
move that the petition lie on the table, and that it be printed as a 
document, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a peitin of the order of the Knights 
of Labor, No. 1562, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and at their request I will 
state the substance of the pouon, It is that notwithstandin 
the prevailing stagnation of trade and industry, and the enforce 
idleness of the working people, foreign immigrants still flock to 
our shores in great numbers.” The petitioners state that this is 
inflicting “‘ great hardship and misery upon our own working peo- 
ple, by lowering the wages of some and depriving others of em- 
B altogether”; and they ask the enactment of a tariff or 

ead tax upon each immigrant; that no immi t shall be ad- 
mitted who does not possess, ‘‘if a re man, the sum of $200; if 
a single woman, the sum of $50, or if the head of a family, the 
sum of $300”; and they also ask the enactment of additional 
legislation to exclude nonresident Canadian workmen, and all 
immigrants who do not intend to become citizens of the United 
States.” The petitioners ask for a further amendment to the con- 
tract-labor law so that none but American citizens shall be em- 
pingen on any oe works. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 


. 
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Mr. LODGE Pear noe a memorial of Charles W. Eliot, presi- 


dent of Harvard University, and 116 other citizens of Cambridge, 
Mass., remonstrating against the adoption of the so-called Pasco 
amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill, or any other ac- 
tion tending to separate the Cambridge station from the Boston 
(Mass.) post-office; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
ropriations. 

z e also presented the petition of Franklin P. Shumway, of Mel- 
rose, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and also to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Presb Church 
of Ishpeming, Mich., praying or the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 25 citizens of Ravenna, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the introduction of military train- 
ing in the public ools of the country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Koai le, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 1 tion to 
prohibit gambling; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


resented a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Kn e, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the ninety-day di- 
vorce law in the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Kno: e, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
raise the age of consent to 18 years in the Territories and in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Knoxville, Ohio, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Knoxville, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commission to investigate the labor problem; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented apetition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Knoxville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
substitute voluntary industrial arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of 2 Franklin 
Council, No. 6, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the appropriation of money for 
sectarian purposes, and indorsing the provision made by the House 
of Re 5 on the subject; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of A. P. Hill Camp of Con- 
federate Veterans, of Petersburg, Va., praying for the enactment 
of legislation establishing a national park on the battlefields around 
Petersburg, Va.; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
e also presented a memorial of Clinton Hatcher Camp of Con- 
federate Veterans, of Leesburg, Va., remonstrating inst the 


discontinuance of the publication of War Records; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Richmond, Va., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of New York and a memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Cortland, N. Y., remonstrating 
ann the introduction of military 55 public schools 
0 


ere country; which were referred to the ttee on Military 
airs. 
He also presented a petition of the Easton and Saratoga (N. V.) 


Quarterly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, pray- 
ing for the appointment of a national commission of inquiry 
to investigate and report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, its 
relation to crime, pauperism, taxation, and the general public 
welfare; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


r. ; 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Albany, 
N. Y., remonstrating against placing the statue of Père Marquette 
n 5 Hall; Which was referred to the Committee on the 

i 5 
Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VoorHEES) presented a petition of the 
Journeymen Stonecutters’ Association, of Fort Wayne, Ind., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 1848, to prohibit the pur- 
chase and use by the Government of the United States of prison- 
made wares, and for other purposes; and also for the passage of 


the so-called Loud bill, regulating second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of E. E. Stratton and 
63 other clerks on runs centering at Grafton, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 2741, reorganizing the rail- 
way postal service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of John B. Howarth, 
Ward L. Andrews, Edwin E. Armstrong, Frederick E. Stoepel, 
J. A. Whiting, R. S. Mason, H. B. Gillespie, and George C. Weth- 
erbee, representing the Merchants and Manufacturers Exchange 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER presented a memorial of 65 citizens of Corvallis, 
Mont., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette 
in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Committee on the 


icra E 

Mr. BROUGH presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Lucca, N. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting United States commissioners of 
internal revenue from granting licenses to sell intoxicants in States 
where it is forbidden by law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rolette County, 
N. Dak., praying that the treaty made between the Turtle Moun- 
tain band of Indians and the United States be ratified,and that 
the claims of these Indians to certain land be recognized and dis- 
ee of as provided by that treaty; which was referred to the 
5 0 on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed as a 

ocument, 


IMPRISONMENT OF REV. A. J. DIAZ AND A. V. DIAZ. 


Mr. BATE. Ipresentseven petitions from seven Baptist churches 
of Nashville, Tenn., in re to the imprisonment of Rey. A. J. 
Diaz, a missio at Habana, Cuba. I to read the heading 
of one of the petitions. It is short, but the petitioners express 
very fully their desire: 

The First Baptist Church of Nashville, Tenn., assembled at its usual place 
of worship, having heard that our brother, Rev. A. J. Diaz, missionary to 
Cuba under spanner of the Southern Baptist Convention, has been im- 

risoned by the Spanish authorities in Habana, Cuba, earnestly request the 

nators and Representatives in Con from the State of "ennesses to 
use their utmost endeavors to secure y liberation. 

1 Rev. A. J. Diaz as we do, and having the highest confidence 
in his tian integrity, without knowing the specific charges against 
we are bold to say that we will not accept as true any statement of his guil 
until it is esta ed by the most incontrovertible evidence. 


We specially urge uest, believing, as we do, that his imprisonment 
is fraught with 1 danger to life. £ cane 
Dona at Nashville this day of April, 1896, by unanimous vote of the 


J ERORE alee 
J. L. WECHLEY, sat soa 
J. M. FROST, 
P. M. ESTES 
C. F. CHE 
H. L. PURIN 
Committee. 

There are seven petitions; this is one of the seven; they are 
counterparts of each other, and I have taken the liberty of reading 
the language of one of them as showing the purport of the entire 
number which I present. I move their reference to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, with the permission to that committee 
of transferring them to the State Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the First Baptist Church 
of Tampa, Fla.,in which the petitioners state that they hear with 
regret of the arrest and imprisonment of their brother, Rev. 
Al J. Diaz, an American citizen, by the Spanish authorities 
at Habana, Cuba, and they respectfully ask the Congress of the 
United States to use their influence with the Government authori- 
ties to investigate at once the cause of his arrest and imprison- 
ment, if any, and to use every means to have him set at liberty, 
Enoe the reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign 

ons, 


Mr. LEN presenteda petition of the Home Mission Board of 
the Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the 
release of Rev. J. Diaz, a missionary in Cuba; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign tions, 
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ted a 


ition in the form of resolutions 


adopted Va., pray- 

ing for release of their missionary, Rey. A. J. incar- 

cerated in Cuba by 5 was referred to the 
i on F. Relations. 

Mr. BACON. I present a of sundry members of the 
Home Mission Board of the 3 e Convention, rela- 
tive to the arrest and imprisonm 3 Spanish authorities in 
Cuba of Rev. A. J. Diaz and of A. Ws citizens of the United 
States. I move that 33 
Foreign Relations. 

e er 


i 


e ed iid tn AE arith the DRS 


of State is directed to —— 
‘ormation to the arrest and imprisonment of 
A. V. Dine a citizen nf the Danited States, by the Spanish authorities in Oubs. 


i eat 

eration or that it may be referred tothat 
may deem best. 
I think the resolution is a one in the 
form it is in and that it o te poe Leper If it is addressed to 
the President of the United States it is left as a matter of course 
to his discretion, but I think there could be no objection at all to 
FFV... to Be Sees eae 


an American citizen upon an alleged crime. 
retoro 1 think tt isin proper form and should be passed. 
Mr. BACON. If itis consistent with the views of the 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations I will then ask that the 
Senate give the contin igi consideration. 
CE-PRESID. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GEAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 55 defining 
cheese, and also imposing a tax upon and Se beeen Be e mana: 
facture, sale, por anon and hae oo of filled cheese,” to 
report it back with th ac evidence, and request that 

the committee be discharged its further consideration, and 
— be referred to the Committee ——— being à bill 


ge tra to impose a ap 

Mr. DAVIS 1 the Committee on F. Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2208) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United 
States in See nes without amendment. 

ms 


poned te , from the Committee on Claims, to 


. (8. 2526) for the relief of Twyman O. 
Abbott, reported it with Ph ior nai bry and submitted a report 


thereon. 
from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


N it without amendment, and 
submitted a re ereon. 
Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


ee OT 658) for the relief of 
W. Michaels, submitted an adverse report thereon; Which was 
inie and the bill was med indefinitely. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER, from on Post-Offices and Post- 
karg e za referred the bill (S. 1860) ngge mete 
Jahn M. Guyton, late postmaster at Blacksburg, S. C., reported it | 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

1 


and | of”; in line 8 Free e eee ee, eee 


REGULATIONS CONCERNING REGATTAS. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2642) to provide for the saf 
of passengers on excursion steamers, to report it favorably wii 
amendments, 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
9 from the Committee on Commerce. The object am the 

isa plain one. It is requested by those who have charge 

of — f in 1 harbor of New York and on the Hudson River. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the bill be read for informa- 


tion. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the 

The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, inline 7, 
after the word. to insert ‘‘in his discretion”; af ter the 
word *‘ detail,” in the same line, to strike out * 
“enforce”; after the word in 

line, to insert “‘as may be adopted”; and in line 10, otter 

the word “regattas,” to strike gers “as may, in his judgment, be 


— necessary ”; eee eee 


ters, the 
Treasury be, 21 he is hereby, authorized cost aa Bm 
ayes safi wa sees 
e 
tho oarsmen taking partin Eai nmre mag — 
The amendments were to. 
Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the bill is confined entirely to sowing regattas and sim- 
eee e eee te the intention to cover all sorts of 


er. HILL, It is not necessarily confined to oarsmen. I think 
where thousands sal teneok 4 thousands of people 

tnt al roollect abont. ‘he people engaged in repeat the 

8 LODGE, een entirely with th 

to rowing regattas, and 1 nek ites 1 

Mr. HILL. Lask that the bill be read as amended. I think it 

The read the bill as amended. 

ments were concurred in. 


such regulations would be very a te at other ttas. 
The bill will legge A cover them point being that at the 
various a, peed 
are assembled and all sorts of craft, there is no one to give au- 
thority to regulate the m of the craft. There came very 
that all recollect about. ‘The people „„ at 
various colleges of the country and others interested in the 
I agree entirely with the Senator; I think the 

bill's a most excellent one; only ut it was confined simply 
eases of of Fach races, Where the crowds are much greater. That 
it shall be broad enough to cover all is what I desire. 
is sufficient to cover all, although oarsmen were in view. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as amended. 

Mr. HII. 1 think it is sufficient to cover all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SURGEON P. M. RIKEY. 


Mr. LODGE. I am direcied by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the 2 gr resolution (S. R. 183) 
authorizin Surgeon P. M. Rixey, of the Navy, to t from 

Spain the grand cross of naval merit with 
distinction mark, in ition of services rendered to the officer 
and sailors of the Santa Maria who were i 
on that ship, to report it without amendment, and I will ask unani- 
mous consent to it onits Itisa formal matter, which 
the Senate has ma to. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint 3 to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATIONS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported the following resolution; which was read: 


esolved, That a committee of five Senators, to 88 
i 8 is hereby instructed to r to Alaska be Aa ae the ad- 
j and there and report to the Senate: 


e white 
jured by an explosion 


pe an aoan Ratan MT Aea uonekane hg 
consistent with the Great Britain, to 


tions es imay be ato rye — 
lo seals on the islands and jacent waters of Alaska. 


preserve the life of 
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deemed Dee 


uch measures as 
population, industry, edu- 


may be 


in defi 8 hat the Sacre 


is requested to fur- 
nish the 8 when it arrives u Sitka, with a 


table vessel to convey 


its members to such points on the coast of Alaska as they may deem neces- 
for aae aa tion. cag tthe committee may appoin a clerk now 
in y of the 5 attend said comm 


cspenees with these resolutions shail be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the te upon vouchers approved by the chairman 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes; the law requires that reference. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2913) 
sion to Nettie A. Cheeks; which was read twice 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2914) granting a 
B. Carter; whieh was read twice by its title, 


g a pen- 
its title, and 


ion to Sallie 
referred to the 


Committee 
He also introduced a till duwas read twice by iis A. Bohan- 
non, of Smithfield, Ky.; w. read twice by its title, and 
referred to the 
2 BURROWS introduced a bil ( ake bal (8. a Pee an increase 
gal, with to Mary twice by its title, 
with the accompan rile aap wh to the Committee on 


Pane “SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2917) granting a pension 
to Mary Hitt Walker; which was twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2918) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Richard H. Lee; w was read twice by its ape 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 

McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2919) authorizing the 
83 of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the District of 
Columbia to Charles G. Stott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2920) for the relief of 
A. E. Pickard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
a papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post- 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2921) for the relief of Thomas 
Rosbrugh; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


companying paper, referred to the ttee on Public Lands. 

He also in aced a bill (S. 2922) granting a ion to Mrs. 

Mary L. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
referred to the Committee on Pensions 


accom: 
Sei et of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2993) for the bet- 
teri improvement of einer: Government reservation at the city of 
mith, in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; 
when was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill Es 2024 a — 
of lands on abandoned sees rs of the Fort 
ervation, in Montana, and for the relief of Maginnis i ee 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2925) auth payment 
to the State of Wyoming of all moneys received by the United 
States from the sale of mineral lands in 5 which was 
ra oa by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2926) to amend 

the acts relating to the United States court in the Indian Terri- 
, and for other which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the eee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 136) provid- 
ing for the purchase of the site of the battle of Moores Creek 
Bridge, North Carolina, and for the improvement, preservation, 
and beautifying of said ‘grounds, and for other p 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be ir ce 
by him to the sundry civil ap riation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Glaime, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment minded to be ee 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; 

8 referred to the ittee on Appropriations, and ordered r 


. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 


8 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 


to we Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
referred to tÈ to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
asii to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


TTT 
river an a on 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 


to be printed, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
draw 


That Jacob D. Jones be permitted to with from the files of 


ENLISTMENT OF MARINES AND BLUE JACKETS.” 
Mr. KYLE submitted the following ee which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
That the Secretary of the Navy be directed tofurnish the Senate 


Resolved, 
the following inf 
The number and nativi marines and “blue jackets,” respect- 


First. 
ively, enlisted in the naval 3 of the United States. 
Second. The number of blue jackets” enlisted under the class of “ lands- 


STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT OBLIGATIONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution, which I send to the 
desk, and after it shall have been read I desire to make a brief 


statement regarding it. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there se ote Pitty for the use of the Senate 15,000 —.— 
Senate Document No. 154, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, 
statement of the 


ren L A containing a copy of each oblige. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have an estimate here from 
the chief clerk of the Public Printing. Ofico , Stating that 22,000 
copies of Senate Document No. 154 ty- -fourth Congress, first 
session, can be printed for $450. The cost of printing the 15,000 
copies called for by the resolution will be much less than that, 
and will come within the rule giving the Senate the right to order 
its publication. 

e resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, 


tion of the Government 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further routine 
business, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming 
over from a former dave which will a stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution Mr. WARREN, directing the 

of the Interior to rescind his order to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office suspending work upon the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad land list now on file, embracing lands along the 
main line in western Nebraska. 

Mr. WARREN. Lask that the resolution may lie over until 
to-morrow morning without losing its place, when I hope to have 
it disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Mr. President, in pursuance of 
the notice I gave on Monday last, I now ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill 2281 be taken up 10r the purpose of ena me 
to submit some remarks, at the conclusion of which I ask 
that the bill be placed upon its peage If, however, it should 
lead to debate, I will not insist upon it at this time to interfere 
with the pending appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from asks 
uanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2281) to amend an act entitled “An 
act r pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 
to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, 
= disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the bill be read in full, 
as it is brief. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act 


under the United 
visional authori in the Florida and 

Semino 7 and 1818; the Fevre River Indian war of 
of 1827, t distu 


Indian war of 1847 and 1848 on the Pacific Coast; the Texas and New Mexico 
of 1849 to 1855; the California Indian distu: 


.. 

viving widows of such officers and enlisted men: 

have not remarried: And provided further, 

enlisted or muster into service in any of the wars mentioned in this act, or 
e 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, since I first took 
my seat in the Senate, now more than twenty-three years ago, I 
have, I think, never permitted a session to that I have not 
exerted myself to the extent of my power to obtain some just rec- 

ition from Congress of the services of that most worthy among 
worthy classes, the Indian war veterans of the far West. 

That such recognition should have been so long delayed can not 
be otherwise characterized than as a reflection upon the justice 
of this Government; to indulge in longer delay would be little less 
tn ng all then : ike been struggling, i 

e during ese years ve been gling, in connec- 
tion with my colleagues, to obtain some amg response to their 
reasonable and just appeals, I have seen theseold veterans, these— 

men of cares, 

Wearyand worn, and white with hoary hairs— 
drop, one after another, into their graves, until now there are but 
few remaining. No atonement for its neglect can be made by 
this Government to those who have departed. The opportunity, 
however, is now presented to do an act of tardy justice, although 
in a measure entirely too limited and far from commensurate with 
their deserts, to those who survive. ‘ 

The pending bill, introduced by me early in the session, has been 
reported favorably by the distinguished chai of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions [Mr. GALLINGER], and the report, I believe, is 
unanimous. A similar bill has also, I am pleased to know, been 
reported favorably from the House Committee on Pensions. I 
therefore implore the Senate to permit this bill to be placed on 
its passage without further delay. 

I fear we are too prone to forge the magnitude of the debt this 
Government and the people of this country and American civili- 
zation itself are under to the brave and hardy pioneers of the far 
West. They are the men and women who, through unparalleled 
dangers and sore trials in the past, by perilous and innumerable 
— without limit, laid the foundations of an empire of po- 
litical, social, and commercial power amid the then impenetra- 
ble forests of that region. They braved not only the dangers, 
trials, and bereavements incident to the etration and reclama- 
tion of a vast wilderness, but also the hostilities of savage men 
who disputed with them at every step the occupation, settlement 
and sovereignty of that country. ey, with their wives and 
children, were forced not only to risk the constant danger of the 
tomahawk and the scalping knife in the hands of the lurking indi- 


vidual savage, but were compelled also at divers times to meet 
in open are organized hostile Indian tribes. 


e record of the Indian wars in Oregon and Washington from 
1847 to 1856, inclusive, is one writtenin blood. The sacrifices and 
sufferings, the privations, the trials, the bereavements in which 
the pioneers of that country were involved by these bloody wars 
can never be adequately e by those who were not 

icipants in their innumerable and progressive es. War 
is a terrible thing in any country, at any time, under any condi- 
tions, whether between civilized or savage tribes, whether in the 


open fields of civilization or amid the solitudes of the wilderness; 


but under no condition is its horrid front so appalling or its pri- 
vations and desolations so absolutely unrelieved by any circum- 
stance of amelioration as when pioneers engaged in carving out 
settlements amid the primitive forest and in establishing homes in 
a new country are compelled to contest the right to their posses- 
sions against ds of vengeful savages. CA 
This was the kind of war these brave vanguards of civilization 
were compelled to and did encounter on the shores of the Pacific. 
Atevery call of their Territorial governor they promptly responded, 
furnishing their own horses, their own arms, and their own sub- 
sistence, leaving their wives and children unprotected. Many of 
them surrendered their lives in the unequal contest; many others 
were wounded and maimed for life; many of them witnessed their 
families stricken down by the tomahawk and the scalping knife, 
their houses burned, and their goods pillaged; and now every one 
of these survivors, with scarcely a single exception, is an old man 
or woman and unfortunately, also,in most instances in indigent 
and dependent circumstances. Are not these surviving patriots, 
this remnant of as brave a body of men and women as ever trod 
the face of God’s green earth, as much entitled to pensions as are 
those other worthy survivors of a terrible war fought out with 
civilized armies according to the code of civilized and not of sav- 
age warfare in the open fields of civilization? To all these this 
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Government, this country, human progress, liberty, civilization, 
owe a debt of gratitude which never has been and never can be 
fully paid. But surely no one who reads and understands the 
pear of each class, no one who has within him a human heart 
capable of comprehending human sufferings, privations, and sor- 
row their most acute and agonizing forms, will ever insist 
that the claims of the Indian war e in W interest I 
now especially — are in any respect less worthy of considera- 
tion, less entitled to recognition from the Government than are 
those who 72 for the preservation of the Union upon many 
battlefields in the late war of the rebellion. 

The names and the memories of the brave pioneer men and 
women who laid the foundations of empire in the wilds of Oregon 
deserve to be forever perpetuated, not only in their country’s his- 
tory but in the reverential hearts and minds of the people of the 
present and all future generations. 

The occupation and settlement of the far West present a history 
without a parallel in the occupation and settlement of any other 
country since the beginning of time. As I have had occasion here- 
tofore to say, there is something ly dramatic, as also sub- 
limely pathetic, in the strange scene of hundreds of men with their 
Wives and little ones bidding farewell to friends, to home, to civ- 
ilization, and starting on a journey with ox teams a distance of 
8,000 miles across a trackless waste and over rugged, 
mountains, the way obstructed by numberless bridgeless rivers, 


yawning 
view of 3 


Wolf of the Plain, the brave column of 
OTS, St y Wordsworth’s “amaranthine flower 
faith,” and, in the language of Milton, finding new hope spring- 
ing out of d ir,” moyed on and on, and, although, in the 
words of Southey, ‘‘no station is in view nor palm grove islanded 
amid the waste,” they still press on and on, over burning deserts 
and trackless mountain steeps, until at last they rest in the cool- 
ing shades of the continuous woods where rolls the Oregon.” 

ut notwithstanding the innumerable and seeming! 
insurmountable difficulties and trials with which these brave a! 
resolute men and women had to contend in their weary pilgrim- 
age, they were only to be eclipsed by the still greater hardshi 
and trials which confronted them in their new-made homes in 
that distant wilderness. Their survivors and the widows of 
those whose unanswered appeals can no longer be heard make 
this last appeal to the American Congress for that just recogni- 
tion so long denied them. 

As factors in the civilization of America and of the age in which 
we live these brave pioneers are entitled to the fullest measure 
of recognition. 

The pending bill is intended to include within the provisions of 
the pension laws a small class of Indian war veterans which should 
have been included, and which, it was generally believed, was in- 
cluded in the act approved July 27, 1892, of which this is amenda- 
tory. By a departmental decision, however, giving construction 
to that act, the veterans now designated by the pending bill were 
pole Arig to come within its provisions or to entitled to its 

nefits. 

The pending bill includes the survivors and the widows of sur- 
vivors of Indian war veterans of the following wars: 

The Seminole war of 1817-18; the number of pensionable sur- 
vivors and widows of this war was estimated nearly fifteen months 
ago to be 5 survivors and 120 widows. Those of the Fevre River 
or Winnebago disturbance of 1827; survivors were then estimated 
at 14, the widows at 107, total 121. The Sabine war of 1836-37; 
survivors then estimated at 221, widows 155, total 376. The Ca- 

war in the then Oregon Territory of 1847-48; survivors then 
estimated at 144, widows at 82, total 226. The veterans of the 
Texas and New Mexico war of 1849-1855; survivors then esti- 
mated at 1,448, widows at 890, total 2,338. The California Indian 
war of 1851-52; survivors then estimated at 476, widows at 230, 
total 706. The Oregon and Washington Territory wars of 1851- 
ers er survivors then estimated at 2,399, widows at 1,340; 
total, 3,739. 

These several estimates were made by the Bureau of Pensions 
February 7, 1895, now nearly fifteen months ago, and it is believed 
the estimates then made were largely in excess, both as to number 
of survivors and widows, of the real number. 

From various estimates furnished me by those thoroughly fa- 
miliar with the Oregon and Washin, Territory wars, and with 
the survivors, I am tony persuaded that the estimate as to the 
number of survivors and the number of widows of these several 
wars is at least more than treble the actual number. Taking the 
estimate, however, of the Commissioner of fifteen months ago, 
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and the whole number of pensioners who would be beneficiaries 
under this bill, making no allowance for intervening deaths, would 
be but 4.707 survivors and 2,924 widows, making a total of 7,631. 

It will be remembered, further, that the average age of all these 
survivors, as also that of widows, is nearly if not quite three- 
score years and ten. The estimated age of the survivors of the 
Seminole war is 94; of the Fevre River or Winnebago disturbance, 
88; of the Sabine war, 81; of the Cayuse war, 68; of the Texas and 
New Mexico wars, 65; of the California wars, 67; of the Oregon 
and Washington Territory wars, 65; all these being the estimates 
of fifteen months ago, every one of which as to numbers, I under- 
take to say, was far in excess of the actual number at that time, 
to make no mention of intervening deaths, which can not be few 
among a class of men whose average age is three-score years and 
ten. 

In conclusion, I may say it has been the policy of the Govern- 
ment, as stated in the report of the committee, and the uniform 
course of legislation that service pensions should be granted at the 
expiration of forty years following the wars for which such pen- 
sions have been granted, and it is now more than forty years since 
all these wars came to an end. 

It was the estimate of the Department fifteen months ago that 
the average pensionable period of those intended to be benefited 
by the present bill could not extend beyond about seven years 
e f the bill has th al of the Department. 

e language of the e approval of the ent. 

The present Co can do no greater act of justice to any 
more worthy class t by promptly passing the pending bill. 

I ask that there may be printed in the RECORD, and appended 
to my remarks, the report of the Committee on Pensions on the 
pending bill, submitted by the chairman of that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

4 hie report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER March 24, 1896, is as 
ollows: ‘ 


TheCommittee on Pensi to whom was referred the bill (S. 2281) to amend 
an act entitled An act granting pensions tothe survivors of the Indian wars 


of 1852 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee 
disturbances, and the Seminole war,“ approved July 275 1892, have carefully 
examined the same, and beg leave to report: . 
There is a remnant of the men who served in the early Indian wars in this 
country not yet on the pension roll. They are old and decrepit, and as a rule 
in circumstances of destitution. They are scattered all over the Western 
country, and while they recount their deeds of valor in the troublous times 
of the past, they naturally wonder that their names are not included in the 
list of those to whom the Government extends financial aid. It is mieto Aa 


its e 3 be extended to all the survivors of sae early Indian 


certain 
classes bee named in this bill) had not been Pi a pensionable status, 
The following letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, addressed to Hon. 
C. L. Moses, chairman of the Committee on Pensions, House of Representa- 
ti fully explains the matter: J 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, D. C., February 7, 1895. 
“Str: In compliance with your request of the 18th ultimo, I have the honor 
to forward herewith an estimate of the probable number of persons who will 
be benefited by the passage of House Dill 8457 and the approximate sum 


required to e Bn agen thereunder. 

In submitting estimate I would state that itis based upon the best 
obtainable data and prepared in the manner briefly stated in notes accom- 
panying it. Asa number of the ons were not in the military serv- 
ice of the United States, but were State organizations, and for the service of 
which the States were peer tole gA reimbursed, their services 
sionable under the act of July 27, 1892, as now construed.. Then. 
the organizations which were allowed pay for thirty days, a part of which 
was for travel, would not come within the provisions of said act unless all of 
the service and travel was rendered and performed at the seat of the war or 
disturbance, or the trayel performed was from place of rendezvous to seat of 
war or disturbance and return therefrom to place of rendezvous, 

The cost of pensions of survivors and widows, as estimated, would be for 
the first year ,656, and, computed by the American Table of Mortality, 
the average pensionable period would be seven and two-thirds years; conse- 
quently it is believed that the sum of $5,601,696 would be required to satisfy 

nsions under the bill in question. 

The difficulties encountered in preparing an estimate of this kind will be 
readily understood when the numerous factors that enter into it, and which 


can net he correctly di of, are taken into consideration. 
ery respectfully. 
i “WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
“Hon. C. L. Mos 


“Chairman Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives.“ 
A tabular estimate was furnished by the Bureau of Pensions at 
the same time, 3 


Statement showing the estimated number of persons to be benefited by passage of House bill 8457, and approximate sum required to make payments thereunder. 


Seminole, 1817-3 6,911 
Fevre River or Winnebago disturbance, 1827. 1,416 


8 
& 


Oregon and Washington Territory, 1851-1858. 


Number of pensioners 
Cost of first year 
Cost of 7} years 


It will be seen from the above that a careful estimate placed the cost of 
the 3 legislation at $730,656 the first year, and that the entire cost to 
ve 


the rnment would be, g the American Table of mete) asa 
guide, $5,601,696. As the averno 5 period under the bill was 
computed to be seven and one- years and over one year has al y 
elapsed, it will ag tgs Aen seen that the addition to the pension roll will not 
be very great and in about six years from the present time will have entirely 


From an elaborate and interesting report made to the House of Repre- 

sentatives in the Fifty-third Congress, favoring the proposed lg moe on 

(which same recommendation is made by the House Committee on Pensions 
this Congress) the following is taken: 

“ Your committee find that, on examination of the tment records, mus- 
ter, and pay rolls of the Government, there still re: of the Seminole war 
of 1817-18 but 5 survivors and 120 widows. Of the La Fevre” Indian war, 
which occurred sixty-eight years ago, there remain but 14 survivors and 107 
widows. Of the Sabine war of 1836 there remain but 221 survivors and 155 
widows. Of the Cayuse war of 1847-48 there are 144 survivors and 82 widows. 
Of the Texas and New Mexico Indian wars there still survive 1,448, with 890 
widows. Of the California Indian wars there still survive 476, and 230 widows. 
Of the Indian wars of the Territories of Oregon and Washington, prior to 
1856, there still survive 2,399, and 1,340 widows. 

“In many regiments serving in these Indian wars an examination of the 
names shows a nay 4 caused by the same person enlisting in different 
companies, and this, it is estimated, will still further reduce the number of 
5 at least 700, leaving the total survivors of the Indian wars at 
about 4,000. 3 

The last of these wars occurred f years ago, and the estimated age of 
the survivors is fixed at 65 — while the estimated age of the Seminole sur- 
vivors is 94 years. Of the inestimable services of these pioneer men and sol- 
diers we deem it unn the results they 


to refer. History 
achieved. In the South and West they endured the greatest of privations, 


Number of pensionable 
survivorsand soldiers’ 
widows January, 1895. 


Surviv-| Wid- 
ors. ows, | Total. 


120 


| 


$j Survivors. 11.10 
| Widows... 14.10 


sacrifices, and sufferings. We owe to them largely, if not entirel - 
sition of the vast empire of the Pacific Northwest Aa o 
“It having been the policy of the Government and the uniform course of 


ears following the wars for which such pensions have been granted, it 
seen that this period has been now reached as to all the wars mentioned in 
the present bill,while as to some over seventy-seven years have elapsed since 
the war. Most of these old survivors are in needy circumstances, while all 
are in old age, and, as estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions, the aver- 
age pensionable period can not extend beyond about seven years hence. 
Kany < o a gg ina en eens the act pens g rer ght of 
dian wars een and 1842, and for this reason the presen: is the 
more just, since it includes all the survivors of the rec Indian wars 
prior 

The language of the bill has the approval of the Interior 5 

* In the Seminole war, 1817-18, there were 1,000 regulars and 5,911 voluntee: 
and the estimate for this war is based upon the percentage of survivors 
the war of 1812 and widows of soldiers of that war who were dra pen- 
sions June 30, 1890, the period between the two wars being practically the 
same as that embraced between June 30, 1890, and this date. 

“ Five survivors and 120 widows are estimated to be now living. 

“In the “ La Fevre” or Winnebago disturbance, 1827, there were 900 regulars 
and 516 volunteers en; . Of these troops there were probably 50 per 
pent, or 708, wie served in ma Paek arem or oar Indian ves 1 — 

ve pensionable service under act o 1892, or other 
remainin m naat ee oe of 8 ha Might i acie, avin 

“The disturbance occurred sixty-e ears ago, and from an examination 
of claims on file it is estimated that the 9 now living were 20 years of 


age at enlistment. 
e owe reentage above noted and gpg with the American 
01 it is estiraated that 14 survivors and 107 widows are now 


Taple of 
living and would be beneficiaries. 
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SABINE DISTURBANCE, 183, 
“Thi 8 reports 1,223 b rr a ee eee 
t making à total of 4,429 soldiers called 


reports olunteers, 
3 wake T from War De- 


hangos: r former reports from War De: 


wur, or 
Of the 
serv 


reel 

ons W8. 

cent of them, or 1,242, 
turbances 3 As there was no fighi 


survivors remaining 1,579 represent th 
deceased. Té is assumed that 80 per cont, or 1.283, were married and left wid- 
ows, 155 of whom are now living at the age of 


the of survivors of 
rade soldiers of that war who are now alive and 
the Cayuse war having occurred while the Mexican 


12 rr: ne ee a 
soldiors’ wid ve been on conditions that do 

days and 
PFC 


vile = ot mustered into into = United States = 
under a subsequen of Oregon was ‘or 
their service by the United 


bee eee e . 
gaged tn tho Poxas and 7 were 5,050 Regular Army soldiers 
9 Merle e Arne n seen As 
we Bi in pr with the exception of 

Some noes for the Mexican war, 
itis that at 20 per cout, oF 1,010 of the 5,050, rendered service 
in the Mexican war and ha have . 29, 1887. As the 
a large more than one 

— ween the period mentioned, pk E 25 per cent, or 
remaining — ‘dhe reason “J that were 


based on 
that their average at this time jsa about 
Mortality shows that 


48 per — of of People ais 
8 that urred sh one of the ee reme y 
— bo a number survivors en 
rvice, co! — koen the mortality would be increased ah esas A that service, 
W per oan cent, o AT ET 2,058 survivors and 513 widows. 


partment reports that there were 1,415 militia- 


Ba 6 Of this number, 685 were from 
Texas. Itis known 0 a considerable percentage of the Tex 
service Mexican war. and also that a number of 

more than one service in the Texas and New Mexico war. 

Prabaliy 40 cant o ne 274, should be deducted for this estimate, which 
would leave ew Mexicans who served, probably 25 per cent, 


ee eee 
Or is rendered moro than one servico, leaving lob end bars ben. 


---- 2,058 
zim 
548 


TREE EE E E nahn y E AEA 3,017 

“Of these 3,017, at the avera of 65} years, there should now be living, 

according to the mortali ty table, LAS Sait berorr th pensionable status for 
8e 


thirt 
ner It is Telieved ths thata = ee. the number of widows 


megane ed by the of Mexican war widows with 
s ora. hs w Would gi give widows of soldiers of Texas and New 
— 
CALIFORNIA INDIAN 


S . 
for 


fornia was reim services of her soldiers in the Indian 


lan 
puting with the pote sean war Sas) 


on Mexican war basis. 
California . — PN tn “the — — 
United States they will not come within ———— 


1892. 
In Utah disturbance of 1850-1853 the War 


wba tg served in other wars. 8 
perena 530 militia, none of whom days, consequently 
ey ha TCC 
3ͤ ĩðV;v eet WARS. 
reports that 850 regulars w. and th 
Asadtine ton the „5 6,379 militia. Of the re bly 75 
per cent, or 637, 3 the MOTORNA war ee EE 213, and 
of the militia 20 . 8 ered more 
than one service in niara and mii . S ADS 


5 t these survivors 
. and from the Am Table of Mortality 48 
per cent, or 2,399, are now living. 


“The number of widows is based upon the a percentage ct 8 
war soldiers who are living, which would show widows of soldiers of 
d W. Territory d 


tances 5 this matter, and in 1 E 
and necessities of the few survivors of ee 
wars, your committee recommend carly and favorable action on the bill. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As this bill has received the care- 


ful consideration of member of the Committee on Pensions, 
and has been with the approval of every member of that 
committee, I in the name of common humanity, of common 
ustice and of right, the unanimous consent of the Senate, that tha 
may now, thout further discussion, be placed on its 
Ihave the consent and the ion of the chairman of 


5 in fact, the request of the chairman, that I do so at 
e. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the bill being put on its 


passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. oe Chair will call the ieee 
tion of the Senator from to the word “enlisted,” in lin 
So ee it ought not to de "enlist. 
ment 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read, and then we can see whether 
an amendment is necessary. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


And where 
55 That there is no record of enlisted or muster 
Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. The word ‘ enlisted” ought to be 
“ enlistment,” and I ask that that change may be made. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let the whole of the proviso be read,so that 
1 

TCHELL of Oregon. Very well, let the whole of it be 


The Secretary read as follows: 


And provided further, That where there is no record of enlistment or 
ter into service in any of bets ware mentioned in this act, or the original act 
of which itisa supplement, th of pay by the United States shall be 


acceptable as evidence of said — 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon whether 
the wars mentioned were public wars of the Uni States and 
were ized as such? 

Mr. MI of Oregon. aise one of them was so recog- 


nized. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask thatthe be again read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the wars e in the first part of 
the bill be read. It will show what they are. 

Mr. MITCHELL of on. All those veterans were not mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. Numbers of them 
were mustered under the 5 governments and Territorial 
governments. The act of which this is proposed to be amendatory 
applies to that class o ore 

o PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


That the act entitled “An act 


ions to the survivors of the 
aisn Wark or eb ern incl 
ee disturbances, an: 


ve, known as the Black — 80 1 17 W. 18825 
the Seminole war,” — s alben 
include 


F Gaye or tore 
under the United States mil. 


rial, or provisional "eather! in the Florida and 
war of 1817 and the Fevre River Indian war of III. of 1827, the Sabine 
Indian rbances of 1836 and 1837, the Ca: Í war of 1847 and 1848 


g widows of such 
Raat such widows have not remarried: 
ere ay record of . or muster 


raver ten act of 
which 5 — 3 led “States shali bo 
acceptable as e ice of said 

Mr. GRAY. I think hatin fi the enumeration of wars there are 
some as to which I should like to have more light. I think I shall 
have to object to Lol Oregon. consideration of the bill. 

Mr, MITCHELL I can very sorry the Senator from 
ee objects. The careful consideration in 
the committee. I hope he will 2 his objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Delaware will permit 
me, before he makes his objection, I wish to state that the com- 
mittee were very fairly of the that under the act of Jul 2 
27, 1892, it was believed that all those soldiers would be pension 
but there were some difficulties in the way. For instance, some 


of the o tions Which were allowed pay for thirty days, a 
part of Which was for travel, would not come within the provi- 


sions of said act unless all of the service and travel was rendered 
and performed at the seat of the war or disturbance, or the travel 
performed was from place of rendezvous to seat of war or disturb- 
ance and return therefrom to place of rendezvous, 
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It was a mere technical objection. Some were ruled ont on 
that ground. I think the Senator from Oregon did not state how 
ngs an ve this measure will be to the Government. I think it is 
FFFFCFCCCbCC am T aea put it 
. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have had the report inserted in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Commissioner of Pensions made a 
very careful estimate fifteen months ago, according to the Ameri- 
can Table of Mortality, of the length of | of time these soldiers would 
survive. It haswi out the survivors of the Seminole war, who 
were to live sixty-four one-hundredths of a year. The survivors 
of the La Fevre River or Winnebago war were to live one and 
ninety-one one-hundredths years. They are pretty nearly wiped 
out. The survivors of those wars were to live an average of seven 
and two-thirds years from the time the estimate was made fifteen 


months ago. that in six years or a little more from the pres- 
ent time, according to the American Table of Mortality, they ms 
all have disap The cost to the Government fifteen m 


peared. 

ago would have been $780,656 the first year, or for the seven ye = 
and two-thirds the entire cost to the Government until they all 
disappeared would have been $5,601,696. 

Mr. GRAY. That does not include the widows? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does absolu 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It includes everything. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Oregon thinks the esti- 
miie MI HELL of Oregon. ‘There is paion bout it 

r. no abont it so 

ao aa ENO A SCENE, I am familiar with the condition 

ere 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will not cost the Government very 
much. The committee believed all these persons would be in- 
cluded under the act of July 27, 1892, but for technical reasons it 


did not apply. 

The P ING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
CCT 
Ae 3 There is an omission in the which I ask may in 
corrected 


Mr. ALLISON. If the bill is to give rise to long debate I hope 
it will not be considered at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER (to Mr. Cat). Do not ask for that change. 

Mr. CALL. Seer ae L e 

Mr. egon. What is it? 

Mr. CALL. K aise ly to embrace the Seminole Indian wars 
in Florida of 1856, like those of Oregon. . meg hg ells 
Oregon war of 1856 we insert the Seminole wars in Florida 
of 1856 and 1857. 

Mr. PASCO. I that in line 19, after the word “ coast,” 
the words ‘‘the Florida wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 
to 1858” be inserted. 

Mr. CALL. All right. 

Mr. PASCO. That will cover it. 

— MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to the amend- 
men 

Mr. GRAY. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
obj to the further consideration of the bill. 


. MITCHELL of 2 cat e 
that at the very first oppor e nih eo ba 
the consideration of the bill, i and shall antagonize everything 


that comes in the way until I can get a vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to ask if the amendment which has been 
suggested has been accepted. I understand it has been, and if 
bry OG e 

Mr. CALL. Yes; it has been accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the com- 
oe to accept the amendment submitted by the Senator from 

orida. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Task that the bill be further amended by 
substituting the word “accepted” for the word acceptable,“ in 


line 88. 
. Then let the bill be reprinted. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And let the bill be reprinted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection to the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and it will go over. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask leaye of absence for the re- 


mainder of the session 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there obj tion to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowxIxd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Tees bea agreed 
to aie amendments of the te to the following bills and joint 
resolu 


A bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 


us Christi 
in 


Company to construet a bridge across the 
bann known as the Morris and Cummings Ship 
N ide for th tion and regula- 
) to provide for ei on 
tion of medical colleges in the District of Colambia; 

A bill (H. R. 8313) authorizing the Tie of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., to Grant Park, in 
Galena, II.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the 
bution of the publication entitled Messages and 


Presidents.” 
also announced that the House had passed the bill 


Shor proper distri- 
apers of the 


The message 
(S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road indemnity lands, with an amendment; in which it requested 
8 the Senate. 
5 that the House had passed the 
following in which it requested the concurrence of the 
ate: 


A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Sree 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
. bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah 
Boy 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


of 

consideration of the bill (H. K. 6249) mak- 
tions for current and contingent expenses 2 the 
ent and fulfilling 5 with various 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


Mr. £ This is an important matter, and I think we 
should 12 more present in the Senate than there are at this 


time. the absence of a quorum. 
The ING OFFICER. e Senator from Iowa suggests 
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secre called roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to thelr names: Mes . 


Allen, Cockrell, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pug! 
Bacon, Daniel, Kyle, — 
Baker, Davis, Lodge, Sherman, 
Brice, Enger Mitchell, Oreg. Vek 
TTO „ 
Butler. o Gear, Mori; w 
Cannon, Gorden, — 5 White, 
Carter, Gray, Peffer, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Clark, Hawley, Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


swered to their names, A quorum of 5 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, there is no question of con- 
stitutional law involved in the pen amendment. There has 


been no union of church and state. e provision of the bill to 
which 5 refers and in lieu of which it is offered 


tion 


nibiting tho free exercise the eee ee were or pro- 

ercise the: . eee ge or p of 
ress; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble and to petition 
rnment for a redress of grievances. 


2 ai is another provision in Article VI, clause 3. 


The Lr and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, 


for a long series of years has been making ap ria- 
tion for the education of Inđians in the schools of the appropria; 
den not all of the Protestant denominations, but quite 


ominations, 
a number of them. We have furnished money for the education 
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of those children in Catholic schools and in Protestant schools. 
It was done not because those schools were preferred, but because 


they were the only available schools at the time. That policy has 
been continued. All the denominations except the Catholics have 
withdrawn their schools, and now the only question is whether 
any appropriation shall be continued in the pending bill for the 
education of Indian children in Catholic schools. 
The amendment asserts distinctly the principle of this Govern- 
ment: 


ized and direc 
later than July 1, 1898. 

There is the declared policy of the United States to make no 
appropriation for the education of Indian children in any secta- 
rian school where provision can otherwise be made. Now, what 
is the proviso? 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with 
ent contract schools for the education of Indian pupils during fiscal year 

A shall only make such contracts at p where no schools 
can not be provided for such Indian children and to an amount not exceed- 
ing 50 per cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 

I am opposed to appropriations for sectarian schools as much as 
any other Senator upon this floor, and the only question is whether 
there is any emergency now existing where, if this policy is carried 
out, Indian children will be deprived of the means of education. 
I understand the Senators who are opposing the amendment to 
say that they believe the Government can provide school facilities 
for all Indian children 9 of the sectarian schools. Then, 
if it can, my amendment declares that it shall be done. 

My amendment meets that proposition squarely. If the Gov- 
ernment can furnish school facilities for Indian children at any 
place, then the Secretary of the Interior has no authority to make 
contracts. That is a plain proposition. Then why object to the 
amendment? Senators admit that there is a ility, a proba- 
bility, and those who are familiar with it absolutely know that all 
those children can not be provided for in governmental schools dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1897. ey may be provided for possibly during 
the fiscal year 1898, provided the increased 9 we pro- 
pose to make here are given. It will take a large sum of money, 
and it will take time for the erection of school buildings before 
school facilities can be furnished to all the children. 

If such facilities can be furnished, then my amendment prohibits 
any use of the money for sectarian schools. they can not be 
furnished, if the Government can not make such provision, then 
the question is, Will you deny to the Indian children access to 
those school facilities use they are under the control of the 
Catholic Church? No, Mr. President; I think not. My amend- 
ment merely provides for that emergency, for that contingency, 
and I ask Senators if they will now vote to deprive children who 
can not be educated in any other than sectarian schools of the 
facilities of education in such sectarian schools, because my amend- 
ment is perfectly plain and there is no evasion in it. If the Gov- 
ernment can furnish school facilities it must do so,and it can not 
make contracts with any of the present schools. Therefore I 
earnestly hope that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CALL. Let the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
be again read. 

The SECRETARY. Instead of the amendment proposed by Mr. 
CARTER, it is proposed, after the word Alaska,“ in line 20, on 
page 58, to insert: 


ed for such Indian 
to an amount not exceeding 50 ry cent of the amount so used for the fiscal 
year 1895, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I would not at present consume 
the time of the Senate in considering the amendment if it were 
not for the fact that the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] declared yesterday that the 9 amendment is in 
violation of the first amendment to the Constitution, Which he 
quoted. Iam myself unable to see wherein it violates the Con- 
stitution, either in its lan e or its policy, I think the Senator 
was raped wrong in pranon eae there is anything in the amend- 
ment which is violative either of the language or the evident 
policy of the first amendment to the Constitution. 

There are two places in the Constitution as amended where the 
subject of church and state can be found mentioned. In the first 
amendment there is an express declaration that Congress shall 
make no law r ting an establishment of religion. another 


section, in speaking of the oath that is to be taken by certain 
officers of the Government, it is provided that no religious test 
shall be required as a qualification to any office or public trust 


under the United States. It occurs to me that those two provi- 
sions of the Constitution settle the question of the entire divorce- 
ment of church from state, and that no one can now seriously 
claim that there is any intention or purpose on the of Con- 
gress to bring about a union between church and state. 

The history of these two provisions, especially the one I have 
a referred to, is somewhat interesting. On August 20, 1787, 

r. Pinckney submitted to the constitutional convention certain 
propositions, among which was this: 

No religious test or qualification shall ever be annexed to any oath of 
office under the authority of the United States. 

August 30, 1787, Mr. Pinckney moved to add the words: 

But no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office 
or public trust under the United States. 

Mr. Sherman, at that time a member of the constitutional con- 
vention, said that he thought the amendment was unnecessary, 
ne prevailing liberality being sufficient security against such a 


The evident purpose of the first amendment to the Constitution, 
prohibiting Congress from making a law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, was to destroy a rule that had prevailed in Eng- 
land for a great many years, from which country we got our 
institutions, whereby a certain church was established as the 
church of the Government and was supported by onerous taxation 
levied on the people. That had been practiced in the colonies to 
some extent. There were a number of colonies which had adopted 
a particular religious creed as a church of state, and their levies 
upon the people of those colonies had been very burdensome in 
supporting the established church and in Propagating the tenets 
and faith of that church among the people. It was for the pur- 
pose of making the line of demarcation distinct between the Gov- 
ernment upon the one hand and the church or churches on the 
other that the first amendment to the Constitution was adopted, 

What does it mean? It means no more and no less than that 
Congress shall never by act or resolution establish a particular 
church as an institution of this Government or an institution of 
the State governments which shall draw its support from taxes 
to be levied upon the people. But it does not mean that Congress 
may not, under appropriate circumstances, give its aid to the ad- 
vancement of education, although that education may be taken 
with sectarianism. 

I am not a believer in the doctrine that the Government of the 
United States or any State government should be burdened with 
taxation for the support of any particular religious denomination. 
I believe that we should keep clear of legislation of that kind. 
But I hope that the American people have not become so narrow 
and so bigoted that they are not willing to extend even by a lib- 
eral ct ie alge of money aid to any church that is engagedin 
educating Indian children when their education can not be pro- 
cured through schools established by the Government. I see noth- 
ing to be gained by precipitating upon the Senate a discussion of 
the doctrine of the first constitutional amendment, or of the doc- 
trine of church and state, that has caused so much unfeeling con- 
troversy in the history of the past and that would be productive 
of no good result at this time. 

The amendment of the Senator from Missouri is in line with 
the policy which was discussed at the last Congress, and, as I 
supposed, adopted, to the effect that the Government would re- 
duce by 20 per cent each year its appropriation for the education 
of the Indian children at contract schools and that in the course 
of five years the appropriations would cease entirely. It was 
then shown to the Senate quite conclusively, as I believe it is now, 
that the Catholic Church wasinduced, and possibly other churches 
were induced, to expend large sums of money in the construction 
of school buildings and in preparing themselves to carry on this 
educational work, much of which would be lost in consequence 
of an immediate withdrawal of the policy of the Government in 
aiding in the education of the Indian children. 8 

Mr. President, Ido not think that the American Congress can 
afford to be unjust to any class of its citizens. Ido not believe 
that we can afford to say that a church organization or any other 
organization that has invested its money in the construction of 
commodious and valuable buildings shall lose that money in con- 
sequence of a sudden and unnecessary withdrawal of public assist- 
ance, especially when we told these people by the policy we have 
been pursuing that the Government would render them some 
assistance and some aid in carrying along the educational work 
they were en in. 

Mr. GRAY. We invited them. 

Mr. ALLEN. We invited them to invest money, and now it 
would be, in my judgment, absolutely and cruelly wrong sud- 
denly to take the appropriations from them and by that means 
render their property worthless, 

I am in full accord with the sentiment expressed in the proposed 
amendment, which is found in the following language: 

And it is hereby declared to be the settled goir of the Government to 
make no appropriation whatever for the educa’ of Indian children in any 
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tarian school possible fi provision tobe mate for their 
education ai and the 8 Sand ee nterior is hereby authorized 
and directed to make such provision at the earliest practicable day, not later 
than July 1, 1898. 

It occurs to me that no man can find fault with that language. 
There is an express declaration on the part of the Government to 
discontinue the appropriation of money to carry on the contract 
schools or to assist the contract schools just as soon as the Govern- 
ment can put itself in a condition where it can afford ample edu- 
cational facilities for these children. With that I am in hear 
accord. But I am notin favor of bowing to a sentiment whic: 
seems to exist to some extent that the Government should abso- 
lutely and without warning abandon these people and leave their 
property upon their hands unproductive. _ : 

Mr. President, I was in hopes that the time had passed in this 
country when sectarian bigotry would make its appearance in 
the Congress of the United States, and when any man could be 
moved to give utterance to sentiments that possibly he is not 
willing to express on all occasions in consequence of the particular 
and peculiar political situation existing at this time. Iam not a 
Catholic. I am the son of a Protestant minister. Whatever 
religious education I have came from Protestant parents and 
Protestant teachers. But I supposed the time had come, at least 
I hope it has come, when no man is to be arraigned in this coun- 
try in consequence of his religious faith, and when every man 
and woman may be permitted to worship God according to the 
dictates of his or her own conscience without being arraigned or 
charged with entertaining a belief that is hostile to the perpetuity 
of American institutions and American freedom. 

I know of no organization that has done more to bring about 
civilization in this country than the Catholic Church. Iam not 
its advocate; I am not a member of it; and I can not say that I 
have any more sw aon with it than I have for any other church. 
In fact my sym ies go out to the church of my father and 
my mother. When the Pilgrima landed at Plymouth Rock they 
found the missionaries of this church scattered am the bar- 
barous tribes of this country. They had preceded the landing of 
the Pilgrims and the landing of the immigrants at Jamestown. 
They were carrying the gospel among the heathen of this country; 
they were devoted to the work of civilizing and bringing the gos- 
pel of Christ to the uncivilized tribes inhabiting this country. 

We may disagree, Mr. President, as to church creeds, as to 
church government; we may disagree as to the proper construc- 
tion to be placed upon certain passages of the Scriptures; but we 
certainly can not di upon the question that the time has 
come in this country, and I hope in the civilized world, when no 
man is to be proscribed, directly or indirectly, in consequence of 
any religious faith he may entertain. 

1 look upon it as unfortunate. It is unfortunate, Mr. President, 
for during the great hip oc ronen which this country has 
passed the bl of the Catholic and the Protestant has been 
spilled upon the same battlefields. All through the long Revolu- 
tionary struggle extending over seven years Catholic and Prot- 
estant fought side by side for American freedom, for pontioat 
freedom. Yes, Mr. President, they fought side by side for reli- 

ious freedom as well. There has been no great epoch in our na- 
Fal history where Catholic and Protestant have not stood side 
by side and sustained the Government and contributed to the 
march of civilization and . And now after we have reached 
the one hundred and twentieth year of our national existence, 
when we have 8 from a nation of 4,000,000 le on the 
east side of the Alleghany Mountains and skirting along the At- 
lantic Ocean to a nation of 70,000,000 people extending from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, that we should raise the of intolerance 
and sectarianism right at the place where it should never appear, 
2 oe of the United States,is in my judgment to be 

ored. 
our history, in the development of the arts and sciences, in 
commerce, in industries, in our navies and our armies, Protest- 
ants and Catholics alike have contributed their portion to the 
development and upholding of this country. 

I will support the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
ape this ground. It is made to appear to me, I think quite con- 
clusively, that some of these Indian children will be deprived of 
educational opportunities unless the present system be continued 
the ons fiscal year, unless we pursue the policy that was 
marked out in the Fifty-third Congress. I do it cheerfully, be- 
cause I would not witness the education of these little children, 
which has just been started, broken into and destroyed in conse- 
quence of bowing to a sentiment which in my judgment is alto- 
gether un-American and which in the nature of things must pass 
away with the next breath. 

The American people are not a bigoted people. The American 
Constitution was not founded upon religious or political UET 
or narrowness. Religious bigotry and narrowness can never find a 

rmanent 1 in Congress or a permanent lodgment in the 

earts of true erican popie: 

Mr. President, you and I demand, as American citizens, respect 
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for our opinions. No man has a Bans to assail you as being un- 
true to the of your country and to its best interests because 
you may indulge in a particular religious faith. No man has 
a right to arraign me because I may believe in a different faith 
in consequence of having been taught by my parents the faith in 
which I believe. These things necessarily are sacred to every 
American citizen. It is not necessary to bring them into the con- 
sideration of public questions. It is not necessary to bow to every 
idle wind that blows, and it is altogether un-American to have 
any di tful reference to the faith of any particular Ameri- 
can citizen made in the Congress of the United States, 

Sir, we might learn some valuable lessons from the history of 
the Catholic Church as well as the history of the Protestant 
churches if it were proper to consider them. I do not know of 
the history of an organization that has gone upon the veryscon- 
fines of civilization itself and marked the pathway for govern- 
ments and empires more successfully than the great organization 
known as the Catholic Church. It carried the torch of civili- 
zation in one hand and the gospel of Christ in the other to those 
who never knew them before. While we Tar disagree with ref- 
erence to particular church dogmas, it furnishes no reason wh: 
the Congress of the United States should permit narrowness an 
bigotry to ap here and induce us to do that which is not only 
wrong in itself but which is wrong in its effect upon the educa- 
tion of the Indian children. This narrowness and bigotry was 
not the teaching of the Master. It is foreign to our institutions. 
Here every church organization is supposed to stand upon an 
equality before the law and all are to receive equal recognition 
and apt bes at the hands of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock haying 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PEFFER, providing fora 
committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I believe it is the understanding that the 
resolution, which is the unfinished business, shall be temporarily 
laid aside, so as not to 8 g it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem 
rarily laid aside without prejudice. Is there objection? 0 
Chair hears none. The Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President, just a word more upon this sub- 
ject. Although I am not a member of any church organization, 

never want to live in any community in which there are not 
churches and church organizations; I never want to live in a 
community where the church bell does not break the stillness of 
the Sabbath morning and call the inhabitants of that locality to 
the worship of the Supreme Being; I never want to live in a com- 
munity or see a country where the songs of the Master can not 
be sung by His children as they may see fit to sing them upon the 
Sabbath and on other occasions; I never want to live in a com- 
munity that is so narrow in its construction that every Christian 
organization which may see fit to build a temple of worship may 
not receive just and proper treatment at the ds of the entire 
community. 

Mr. President, we can learn here a valuable lesson. Here isa 
great church organization under the encouragement of the Gov- 
ernment which has undertaken to educate these children, and has 
accomplished a wonderful work in that direction. We all 
that the time has come when the Government must withdraw its 
assistance from sectarian institutions; but if we have had the 
power to encourage that organization to construct great buildings 
and equip itself to carry on the work of education by the appro- 
priation of money, certainly we have the power now to prevent 
absolute 3 coming to those educational institutions in 
consequence of a sudden withdrawal of our support, a withdrawal 
not preron by any notice of a Changs of 1 

I think, especially in the Congress of the United States, composed 
of gir papas of the people, we should remember that here of 
all places sectarian discussion should not take place. We are the 
representatives of all classes of people, Catholics, Protestants, and 
nonbelievers; of Armenians and Jews, as my honorable friend 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] ests. Weare the representatives 
of all classes of citizens, and it is our duty in Congress to follow 
out the spirit and the language of the teachi of the fathers by 
avoiding unn sectarian discussion and unnecessary secta- 
rian bigotry in the di ition of public moneys. 

Mr. ident, I have sometimes thought that it might be well 
for the Con of the United States to turn back to the teach- 
ings of the Master and see what they were. With the permission 
of the Senate, I will quote some of those teachings. I refer to 
Paul's First Epistle to the Corinthians: 

Though I speak with tongues of men and ose angels, and have not charity, I 


as sounding brass or a ti g cymbal. 
And though I have the gift of prophecy, and understand all mysteries, and 
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h I bestow all m to feed the and I give my 
body to be . teth me —.— 
7 th long, and is kind; charity envieth not; vaunteth 
not i is not puffed up; 
Doth not be re sell „seeketh not her own, is not easily pro- 
voked, thinketh no evil; 
Rejoiceth 1 in the truth; 
Beareth all things, eth things, hopeth all things, endureth all 


Charity never faileth; but whether there 


be they shall nn 
whether there be tongues, they shall cease; cies kigas knowledge, i 
shall vanish away- 


s * + * * * * 
FTT but the greatest of these 


Mr, President, this is an impressive lesson. It teaches charity, 
not in almsgiving, for that is the meaner portion of it, but char- 
ity of judgment, that charity which rests in the breast of every 
true citizen and e true man and woman and looks upon the 
faults and frailties of others, if there be faults and frailties, with 
some degree of allowance. I thank God, Mr. President, this 
country is big enough, that the Constitution under which we live 
is broad enough in its principles, to take under the folds of our 
flag every church organization and every school organization and 
do ample and complete justice to all, and that, too, within the 
light o the doctrine that there shall be an eternal diyorcement of 
church from state. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken on the pending amend- 
ment I wish to offer a few words and I will detain the Senate but 
a very short time. 

In the first place, Mr. President, I do not understand why there 
is so much sensitiveness manifested in relation to the sectarian 
aspect of this discussion. I have not heard one Senator who has 
said i i 


an in. opposi 
belief. I think I have listened to every argument that has been 


ot see why 
denomination 


divisions. They began among the early Christians. There were 
first but seven churches, but at that time they were all one— 
FCC 
were divisions, origina’ ibly wi Ə coni ing popes, 
one at Rome and the other at Alexandria, until at the present 
day we have some 600 different denominations, and, if I remem- 
ber some 65,000 different church organizations, with 
separate buildings in which they worship, and they have a total 
membership of somewhere in the neighborhood of 22,000,000, 
equal to one-third of the total population of the country. These 
various religious denominations are so many parts of one great 
Christian system. While there are differences existing between 
every two of these different denominations, and while some of 
them are radical, they are all based upon the religion that the 
Master Himself taught when He was here. 

I have seen no disposition whatever on the part of Senators to 
disparage any one of them. Hence I repeat my astonishment at 
some Senators whose re pom to be so 3 on this sub- 
ject that they must single out one particular ination in or- 
ead ak wall of it while saying 3 of the others. 

For m , Mr. President, I believe in the broadness of Chris- 
my ike the Lingdom of heaven amang them in atall times. 
Tt is aight OE MOFA ee G as he pleases, and it 
is a part of our constitutional history that the Government shall 
be no respecter of religions. 

In this particular case the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri concedes, to in with, ahd so have all the Sen- 


mis whe base spolas ce Shey TORDASI ee nee ee 
be the established policy of Congress to get rid of the contract 
schools. I see no better way to abolish anything than by abol- 


ishing it. If it is the establi ent, 
Congress has upon it, and the people are satisfied with it, 
that the contract system of Indian schools shall be dispensed with 
directly, that ought to settle the question at once. To continue 
the matter is merely to prolong the discussion, to add nothing to 
the opinions of the people. 

But pensas a. that we ought in some 3 to a se 
property rights of persons and societies who have inves eir 
means in buildings and in other improvements for the p of 
carrying on these schools. If we are to adopt that policy the 
Government would be ruined in a short time. Not quite but 
nearly two years since we had a long, animated discussion in this 
Chamber with respect to changing our revenue system, or rather 
dha s our 8 laws. remember Anes I piedan ior 
ours an ys in order to save property righ people whom 
had the honor to represent upon this floor—farmers by the thou- 
sand engaged in the production of wool. I asked that the law 


policy of the Government, if 


might remain partly, at least, in force. I said, ‘Save for us, if 


you please, only 5 cents a don our wool.” But it was taken 
away from us unceremoniously; no attention was paid to these 
property rights of farmers; there was no sympathy with them in 
the immediate destruction of one of their great industries. 

So, too, a ge number of men and corporations relied upon the 
good faith of the Government of the United States, represented 
in i action, that they might proceed to manufacture 
sugar, and for a certain number of years should be paid 2 cents a 
pound as a bounty for their orot aot their enterprise. I asked 
that that might be retained, or at that some part of the pro- 
vision for their protection might be retained; but it was rnth- 
lessly taken away from them. So it is in all our legislation with 
respect to matters of that kind. We are not in the habit ba pays 
i fies attention whatever to the property rights invested by 
individuals. 

In our own State some ago we had this question brought 
up in our courts by the liquor interests. As the Senate knows 
very well, in 1880 we am our State constitution by prohibit- 
ing the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors, t for 

i i Men who were the 


forward 
a ing, there 
must be destruction, there must be waste; but we can not stop to 
take care of those losses. are incident to the great move- 
ment of men in the progress of the world. So it is here, 

There is another thing about this established policy. The lan- 

of the amendment reminds me of some of the same words 
in another connection, it being the established policy of the United 
States to maintain a parity between certain metals, and in that 
respect it is a us humbug and a fraud. I do not believe 
it was ever intended for any honest construction and honest pur- 
pose. We can not follow these established policies except as we 
show them in legal enactments and in judicial decisions. An act 
of Congress an 5 in erg No one Con- 
gress is boun another gress except where a 
positive 3 been made. 

Now, as to the loss of school facilities. The amendment which 
Ihave had the honor to propose covers all there is in that ques- 
tion, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to provide tempo- 
rary facilities for the eduvation of children in cases where 
they are deprived of facilities by reason of the enactment of this 
— law. It is said that that might require some time. Per- 

ps the statement is correct, but surely it will not require more 
time than we, the white ple of the United States, farmers 
and mechanics and all c of people living in rural districts, 
are often subjected to with respect to the education of our children. 
We are frequently put off two months, sometimes three months, 
and in cases where there has been a parning o our school build- 
ing for probably a year without school facilities for some of our 
children. There would be no great hardship even if that were 
true to the fullest extent claimed for it; but it can not be trne to 
a very great extent, and even if it were, with our present facili- 
ties of transportation for the forwarding of supplies and the manu- 
facture of implements and machinery, all the failures which 
would be likely to occur could be obviated in days, as was 
e so well yesterday by the Senator from New i 

. GALLINGER]. Houses are now made in carpenter shops, all 
the framework, all the sash, all the đoors, all the casings, the 
ornamentation—everything made in a factory a thousand or fif- 
teen hundred miles away ready for putting together where the 
e wee 41 
e have a great many religious people in this country, and let 
it once be known that has passed an act pire for- 
el the eee e of schools at me eee e = 
en arrangemen’ immediatel progress by agen 
of the Government. If material for ullding can not be readily 
procured, large tenting facilities can be brought into requisition 
at once, and in ten days’ time the benches and all the necessary 
accouterments and oes for school work can es in 
position at any one of the agencies of the United States. esend 
our requests and our answers by electricity now; we do not have 
to wait, as we did when our first President was in office; we act 
instantaneously. We can cross the continent from east to west in 
five days. So there may be no trouble whatever on that account. 

Hence, Mr. President, I am opposed to the adoption of the 
amendment Bs tg by the Senator from Misso and to the 
adoption of all other amendments of that character, and in favor 
only of the one proposed by myself, which I think perfects the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives by way of 
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obviating the difficulty which Senators see in the way lest some 
children should be pes of school facilities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHrox in the chalti The 

ing to the amendment proposed by the tor 
„ COCKRELL]. 
. Let the amendment be read, Mr. President. 
. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, line 20, after the word Alaska,“ 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word 
*¢ schools,” in line 3 on page 59, and the amendment which fol- 
lows, and insert: 

And e Sev nous to be the settled policy of the Government to 
rop 


ion is on 
Missouri 


sectarian ool just as soon as it is possible for vision to be made for 
their education and Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 

e such provision at the ear practicable day, not 
later than July 1. 1898 the of the Interior may 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
3 the Senator from Missouri. 

HA . Mr. President, I suggest a call of the Senate. 
There seems to be no quorum t. 


ee eee 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


Allen, Clark, Jones, Ark. Sewell, 
Allison, Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
Bacon, Davis, code. 

Bate, Dubois, 

Blackburn, Mills, Stewart, 
Brice, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Brown, 3 Mitchell, Wis. ie, 
Burrows, T, Palmer, Vest, 
Butler. Gear. Peffer, Vi 
Caffery, Perkins, Wal 
Gall. Gray. Pettigrew, Warren, 
Cannon, ae Platt, ao 
Carter. wiley, Pritchard, — iison, 
Chandler, Hil, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Chilton, Hoar, Roach, 


Mr. GALLIN 

na 
he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama . Puan]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paiređ 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], otherwise I 
should vote“ pene 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. PARO I do not know how he 
— vote if he were present, but if he were present I should 
vote “ nay. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hatz]. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Maryland[Mr. Gorman], who, lam 
informed, if present would vote yea.“ As I would vote “nay,” I 
r. OALE (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 

$ ( voted in negative). am 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 8 I do not see 
him present, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I voted in the affirmative on this question. 
I am paired with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS], and in order to allow my vote to stand I transfer my 
ES the junior Senator from West Virginia to the senior 

r from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I transfer my —.— with the Senator from 

tat Ivania . CAMERON] to the Senator from South Carolina 
r. 
Mr. 


7557 vote yea.“ 

BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). 
paired with the junior Senator from Rhode Island . WET- 
MORE]. J understand he has not voted. Ido not know how he 
would vote if he were present, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest that the Senator transfer his pair to my 
8 Murray], who is absent. 

Mr. N. At thé suggestion of the senior Senator from 
New York . HILL] I transfer my pair to the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. Murpuy], and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. FRYE. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 


Maryland Mr. Gorman] to the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], and vote “nay.” 
Mr. ELKINS. I vote spe j 


Mr. PLATT. I thought the Senator from West Virginia 55 
ELKINS] had been paired with the Senator from Indiana A 
Maii, = his colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

x ELL. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
ping ee “yeg” if he were here. 


3 R. That is right. 
The result was \—yeas 38, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—38. 

All Kyle. Sewel 

en, Daniel, Ey: e. II. 
Bate, 52 Mantle, Smith, 
Caer Gray, ` Mitchell, Wis. Vines 
Carter,’ Hansbrough, Nelson, Waithan, 
Chilton, ” fain? Pettigrew 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. t: 

NAYS—2. 

Allison, Da Tote te, Shoup, 
Brown, Du Me Squire, 
Burrows, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, - 
=. A Peffer, a 

il George, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Morgan, A 
Baker, Hale, sten 
Raanchard, Hoar — 7 8 Voorhees, 
Butler. Irby, | Pritchard, — Wetmore, 
Call, Jones, Nev. - 5 
Cameron. Lindsay. 

So the amendment was to 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The nextreserved amendment of the 
Committee on 5 will be stated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the agreement was that we should 
first or of the whole school question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That was the agreement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is an amendment on page 65 which 
should be di of before going to the other amendments, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriatiops will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65, beginning in line 1, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations reported to strike out the following: 

For and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hamp- 
ton, Va., $20,040. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that that be disagreed to; and as it 
has been fully discussed, I do not think it necessary to make any 
further remarks on it. 


ee The next reserved amendment will 
stated. 

Mr. SEWELL. Imove that similar action be taken in regard 
to the next reserved amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65, after line 3, the Committee on 
Appropriations reported to strike out the following: 

For and education of 200 W 
delphia, at $167 per annum each, $33,400. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out the clause which has just been read. 


The amendment was r 
The next reserved amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 
The SECRETARY, On page 57, after line 14, the Committee on 
Appropriations reported to insert: 
directed to distribute between 


d Delawares 
CCC 0 —.— £ making h ¢ shall 
expense o suc 
8 Neted from the ee which estimated expense shali be made by 
the Secretary of the In in advance of payment: Provided, That if there 
shall not be enough of said moneys to pay to each of said three classes of 
e 


be 


persons an amount equal to what each Cherokee by blood has received as 


aforesaid, then the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute and pay said 
moneys pro rata per capita to said three classes of persons. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I offer as a substitute for 
that amendment what I send to the desk. I hope the Senator in 


charge of the bill will accept the substitute I propose, as I think 
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it aoe just and reasonable and places the situation in better 
condition. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to substitute for the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations the following: 


The Secre of the Interior is hereby directed to distribute out of the 
balance of $1,660,000 now in the Treasury, and the interest thereon, being the 
balance of the first payment of the Cherokee Outlet, the amount of the jae. 
ment rendered in favor of the Cherokee freedmen in the Court of 
yeeros the Cherokee Nation, the sum of 254 and the costs of said suit as 

rected by the terms of the judgment in said ca 


said judgment, $149,604, and the cost thereof, as provided in said 8 
: been paid by said Se ley of 
80 cre o 
e aforesaid 


pay | $1,660,000, and 
interest thereon, after paying the aforesaid ju ent as herein provided, to 
the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in accordance with the terms of the 


ment hitherto made between the Secretary of the Interior and the 
erokee Nation, and with the act of Congress purchasing said Cherokee 


Outlet. 
He is directed to appoint a special agent to coopers with the treasurer of 
the Cherokee Nation in disbursin 000 of said balance, orso much thereof 


0 h council a 
Į} onc Sn eat ie Pey 3 25 5 benefi- 
ciariesand parties named therein in accordance with the provisions of said act. 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me 
at this time, in order to avoid the possibility of losing my right, 
I wish to inquire of the Chair at what point it will be in order for 
me to move an amendment between lines 10 and 11, on page 57, in 
these words: 

To Stephen W. Parker, $17,303.79. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Georgia to submit the amendment after the committee 
amendments shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. GORDON, This is an amendment to a committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr, PLATT. That has been disposed of. 

Mr. GORDON. The committee amendments are now before 
the Senate, as I understand, and I wish to amend a committee 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment to which the Senator re- 
fers has been agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can move 
amendment, and when it is reconsidered offer his amendment. 
It has already been agreed to in Committee of the Whole without 
a yea-and-nay vote, and any Senator may move to reconsider and 
then offer an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. The committee amendment to which the Senator 
from Georgia desires to offer an amendment has been agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole. I suppose, therefore, the proper time 
for him to offer the amendment is when the question comes up in 
the Senate as to whether we will concur in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, and the 
Chair will recognize the Senator from Georgia at that time. 

Mr. GORDON. Do I understand from the Chair now that I 
shall have the right to offer the amendment in the Senate, or as in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Georgia to offer the amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. In order that I may have a like opportunity, I 
desire to give notice that when the bill is in the Senate I shall ask 
for a nonconcurrence in an amendment adopted asin Committee of 
the Whole in line 12, page 7. It strikes out $3,000 and allows but 
$2,500 as the pay of Indian inspectors. As the bill came from the 
other House it conformed to the law, which prescribes $3,000, and 
the Senate committee reported and the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole has adopted an amendment to strike out $3,000 and 
insert $2,500. I do not offer the amendment now, but I shall do 
so when the bill comes into the Senate. 

. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have some ex- 
planation of the pending amendment proposed by the committee 
and also the amendment „proposed to be substituted for it by the 
Senator from Missouri. The amendment in the bill recommended 
by the committee is a reappropriation of money which was ap- 
propriated, I understand, in the appropriation act of last year, 
which it seems to me completely covers the case. I see no neces- 
sity for this amendment, as the appropriation in the act of last 
year, if I am not mistaken, completely covers the entire case and 
makes all the appropriation that is necessary. d 

If I remember correctly the facts in the case, one of the. pay- 
ments due to the Cherokee Indians for the Outlet money was 
withheld for the purpose of allowing the Delaware Indians, the 
freedmen, and the Shawnees to set up a claim in the courts to an 
equal right to a distributive share of this money with the Chero- 
kee Indians. The judgment has been rendered in favor of those 
claimants. The amounts of money to which they are entitled 
under the decision of the court have been ascertained, and the ap- 


as may be needed to equalize the freedmen with the Cherokees per SU ap 
opr rch 


reconsider that 


propriation made last year provided for the distribution of the 
money upon the finding of the rights of those parties by the courts, 

There is no necessity for 5 appropriation, I under- 
stand, but, on the contrary, this arbre would cause com- 
plications which would likely result in injustice, and it could do 
no good whatever. If the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri to the amendment will avoid the difficulties that 
are raised by the amendment, then I am perfectly willing to have 
his amendment to the amendment adopted. But there ought to 
be some explanation to the Senate as to exactly the purpose to be 
accomplished and how the amendment will operate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam inclined very much to agree with the 
Senator from Arkansas . JONES] that the amendment is en- 
tirely unnecessary and that no legislation whatever on this sub- 
ject is necessary. There is another provision in the bill which 
Fig are that the Secretary of the Interior shall appoint an officer 
to distribute whatever money is due to the Indians per capita, and 
I think it covers this question. 

When the amendment was placed in the bill I think the purpose 
of the committee was to provide that the money 9 be dis- 
tributed by an officer of the Government rather than to be paid into 
the treasury of these nations, to be distributed by their officers. 
I think our experience in distributing money through that chan- 
nel has been one of national disgrace, and the money did not reach 
the persons who were entitled to it. For the purpose of avoiding 
that scandal, for the purpose of having the money reach the peo- 

le who are entitled to it, the committee placed the amendment 
in the bill. I think the difficulty is obviated by another provision 
in the bill, page 40, which says: 

That any sums of money appropriated in this act that are to be paid 
capita to individual Indians Pall be paid to said In 
Government, designated by the Shed oe of the ae 8 the 

Therefore I am myself inclined to think that the amendment 
of the committee is unnecessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I hope the Indians will get some of this 
money. I see that there is a provision in lines 17 and 18 that it is 
to be paid to them after deducting the attorneys’ fees and ex- 

mses. We are not informed of the amount of the attorneys’ 
ka and expenses. I hope they will not take it all. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state right here that so far as I am 
concerned I will accept an amendment to strike out those words, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, secondly, the Cherokee Indians are 
not to be trusted to disburse this money among themselves. That 
shows a great distrust of the Indians. Perhaps the Indians would 
not settle the attorneys’ fees and expenses so liberally as the Sec- 
re of the Interior would, or as the two committees in control 
of this bill would do it. But the money is not to be disbursed by 
the tribe, although it is the 3 the tribe; it is to be paid to 
them deliberately; it is theirs. They have councils, and their 
councils are good enough when they make contracts to pay out 85 
per cent of whatever they receive. Their councils are good 
enough, strong monga to make such large contracts, but the bal- 
ance of the money they are not to be trusted to pay out among 
themselves. First, the attorneys’fees and expenses are to be taken 
out; then it is to be paid out by a disbursing officer of the Interior 
Department, to be appointed by the Secretary, and lastly an esti- 
mated amount for expenses for making such payment shall be 
deducted from the principalsum. The etary of the Interior 
can charge upon this money any expense he chooses to estimate; 
he can take it out of the money, give it to somebody for ing 
over the principal amount to the Indians, and each of the {palace 
can only get his proportion of what is left. 

It seems to me that it is desirable to avoid committing 
to these attorneys’ fees and expenses of which we know nothing. 
It would be a great deal better, I think, if the Indians can be 
trusted to make such large contracts for fees and expenses, to 
trust them with their own money and let them pay it out in their 
own way per Bg ato to the members of the tribe. ere isa great 
distrust of the Indians when it is proposed to leave them to deal 
with themselves. There is no distrust of them at all when they 
choose to make these large contracts for attorneys’ fees and ex- 


Ses. 
5 5 PLATT. Mr. President, if the whole amendment is to go 
out by consent of the committee I have nothing to say about it. 
I think, perhaps, that would be as proper a disposition as under the 
circumstances is likely to be made of the subject in the Senate. 
But I wish to state, in reply to the insinuations of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], that Congress authorized 
a suit to be brought in the Court of Claims in favor of the freed- 
men, citizens of the Cherokee Nation, of the Delawares, incorpo- 
rated into the Cherokee Nation, and of the Shawnees, to determine 
whether the freedmen, Shawnees, and Delawares were not entitled 
to an equal proportion per capita of the amountfor which the Out- 
let was sold. That suit has been brought by reputable attorneys; 
it has been argued in the Court of Claims, and two of them ap- 
pealed to the United States Supreme Court. The case has been 
argued there and decided in favor of the freedmen, the Shawnees, 


* 


1896. 


and the Delawares. I knowof no reason why those attorneys who 
have been employed are not entitled to be paid out of this fund. 

Now, one word in Oy rae to something else that the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER said. 

Mr.GRAY. I ask the Senator from Connecticut, Who fixes the 
amount of the compensation of the attorneys? 

Mr. PLATT. I am not advised on that subject. I think the 

- attorneys have some understanding or agreement. Ido not know 
about it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iagree with the Senator from Connecticut that 
the attorneys ought to be paid, but I think we ought to know how 
their compensation is to be fixed. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam assuming that this whole matter is to go 
out; but I wish to make an explanation with regard to the pay- 
ment of this money to the Cherokees, to the freedmen, to the 
Shawnees, and to the Delawares and allowing them to distribute 
it with the idea which the Senator from New pshire has, that 
each Indian would get his per capita share of the appropriation. 
I wish to say to that Senator and to the Senate that the experience 
which we have had with reference to the payment of money per 
capita by Indian tribes themselves in the Indian Territory is such 
that there is no reasonable ground to believe or to hope that a 
payment made by the tribe or by portions of the tribe would 
ever be distributed fairly capita. 

The payment by the Cherokee Nation, the Choctaw and the 
Chickasaw Nation, and other nations where money has been dis- 

tributed, having been turned over from the Uni States Treas- 
ury to the nations or the tribes, has been of the most scandalous 
and wicked nature; and if there is any other term which would 
characterize an unholy transaction I should use that word which 
can bei ined. Iknow of oneinstance where an Indian woman, 
the head of a family, was entitled to $1,600. She received in fact 
when the payment was over less than When the germent 
of the balance of the Cherokee money was made in the Cherokee 
Nation there never was such a saturnalia on the face of the earth 
as there took place. The gamblers and the prostitutes assembled, 
and where a m really got the money into his hands it was got 
away from him, and 13 murders followed for the purpose of rob- 
bery. The conditions which attended that payment and which 
have attended other similar transactions have so impressed me that 
no payment to Indians per capita will ever be e through the 
agency of the tribes or the agents of the tribes if my voice can 
prevent it in the Senate. x 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Fora distinct understanding of what 
is to be accomplished by the amendment it seems to me necessary 
that some facts should be stated. The distribution of the Outlet 
money among the Cherokees gave to each Cherokee $295.33. The 

uestion brought before the court was whether the Shawnees, the 
lawares, and the freedmen were entitled to receive a like 
amount of money. The court held that they were, but the court, 
as is claimed by the Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen, made a 
mistake as to the number of Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen 
who were entitled to the money.- There were, in fact, 830 Shaw- 
nees and 876 Delawares who were entitled to receive the money, 
whereas the court found the number to be 624 Shawnees and 737 
Delawares. There should be an additional app iation above 
and beyond what has been ascertained by the court as belonging 
to those two tribes of Indians and to the negroes to make up the 
mistake made in the number as ascertained eg the court. 

I understand that when the court rendered this judgment the 
Shawnees and Delawares were on the eve of taking an appeal for 
the purpose of correcting what they understood to be an error by 
the court; that the Cherokee authorities recagnized the fact that 
the court had made a mistake and that they have by an act of the 
Cherokee council 8 money sufficient to make up the 
difference that would come to those tribes by reason of the mis- 
take in numbers. The proposition now is that this appropriation 
shall be made to pay the judgment of the court direct by the offi- 
cers of the Government; that the remainder of the money shall 
go into the Cherokee treasury, and then that the Delawares and 

hawnees shall be paid the amounts of money that are coming to 
them under the act of the Cherokee council. 

The only defect that I see in the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri as a substitute for the other amendment is 
thatit does not specifically pronos for the payment of the amounts 
of money that are due to the Shawnees and the Delawares by rea- 
son of this error, although it does provide for paying the amount 
due to the freedmen by reason of the mistake of the court, over 
$400,000. But there is a considerable sum of money, amounting 
to something like $200,000, I think, although I am not sure about 
the amount, due to the other tribes, and there ought to bea provision 
in the amendment, if we it atall, to give these Indians $295.33 
a head for whatever number there are among the Cherokees and 
not for the number erroneously found by the court. 

The result of the finding of the court is that the Shawnees and 
Delawares would receive $250 a head instead of $295a head, which 
they ought to have. That error ought to be corrected. While 
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the amendment of the Senator from Missouri does propose to 
correct it as to the freedmen, it does not correct it, I understand- 
with respect to the Shawnees and Delawares. Isend an amend, 
ment to the desk and request that it be read, and I will ask the 
Senator from Missouri to accept it in lieu of his proposed substi- 
tute for the other amendment. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed substitute. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The 5 of the Interior is hereby directed to distribute ont of the 
balance of $1,660,000 now in the Treasury, and the interest thereon, be: 
balance of the first payon for the purchase of the Cherokee Outlet, a udg- 
ment rendered in favor of the Cherokee freedmen the Cherokee 
Nation, the sum of $903,254 and the cost of said suit, as directed by the terms 
of the Judement in said cause. He is further direeted to pay the Shawnee 
Indians residing in the Cherokee Nation the judgment rendered in the Court 
of Claims in their favor against the Cherokee Nation the amount of said 
judgment, to wit, $149,604, and the costs thereof, as provided in said judgment. 

The judgment rendered in favor of the Delaware Indians resi 
Cherokee Nation in the Court of i i 


ereon, after gg the afore- 


said jud ee Nation, 
in accor eement hitherto made between the 


Secretary of the Interior and said Cherokee Nation, and with the act of 
Congress providing for the purchase of said Cherokee Outlet. 

And the Secretary is ed to appoint a special agent to cooperate and 
have joint authority with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in disburs- 
ing „000 of said balance so paid over to the Cherokee treasury, or so much 
thereof as may be needed to equalize the freedmen with the Cherokees by 
blood per capita, in accordance with the terms and conditions of an act of the 
Cherokee council entitled“ An act to appropriate and pay certain moneys 
out of moneys — from the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the freedmen 
of the Cherokee Nation,” ee March 27, 1896, appropriating said sum 
and providing for the distribution thereof. Said ial agent also co- 
operate in the pama manner with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 

u: 


0 
b ae, 
equalize the sai 
act of the Cherokee national council rere 

of said 
balance, or so much thereof as ey be needed to equalize the Shawnee In- 


r capita, as vided by a similar act 
a March 30, 1896, foz. the benefit of 


Mr. ALLISON. I should be gad to have the Senator from 
Arkansas explain briefly the substitute, so that we may know 
exactly what the effect of the substitute is as compared with the 
other provisions for the payment of this money to the Indians, 
ae does it differ, for instance, from the provision in the bill 
itse 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are very material differences 
between this and the provision in the bill. I will read the latter 
part of the proposed amendment: 


The Secretary is directed to appoint a agent to cooperate and have 
oint authority with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in disbursin; 
balance so paid over to the Cherokee treas or so muc 

ed to equalize the freedmen with the therokees by 

blood per capita, in accordance with the terms and conditions of an act of 
the Cherokee council entitled An act to appropriate and 1 pay, certain moneys 
out of moneys from the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the freedmen 
of the Cherokee Nation,” approved March 27, 1896, appropriating said sum 
and providing for the distribution thereof. Said s agent shall also co- 
rate in the same manner with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 

d . of said balance, or so much thereof as may be needed to 
equalize the said Delaware Indians with the Cherokees by bl per capita,as 
Reh as by a similar act of the Cherokee national council approved March 

* 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not care to have the Senator read further. 
The substance of it is that the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation 
and the special agent of the United States are jointly to equalize 


the payments. 

Mr JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Adding to the Shawnees and the Delawares, as 
well as to the freedmen, the difference between the judgment of 
the court and the amount actually due? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Actually paid to the Cherokees, 

Mr. ALLISON. According to population now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. es, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask any further explanation of the 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me that the amendment 
accomplishes exactly and precisely the pu that different Sen- 
ators have exp themselves in sympathy with. 

There is one thing in this connection which ought to be taken 
into consideration in justice and fairness. I do not know what 
arrangements have been made by the attorneys who have repre- 
sented these people in the suit which they have prosecuted in the 
Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The attorneys were oy Ree y employed under contracts ap- 
proved by the Interior Department, and they are entitled to a fair 
compensation for their services, whatever that may be, and there 
ought to be some provision—— 

. COCKR Let me ask the Senator from Arkansas if the 
court did not fix the compensation and if the attorneys have not 
already been paid the compensation fixed by the court? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am not aware of that. Of course, 
if they have been paid that is sufficient; it is all that is neces ù 
I am making no point about it except that if no provision is Ə 
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the legitimate expenses. i 
7 , one matter which we must against, and which, it 
seems to me, ought to be watched, is in connection with the state- 
ment made here that the Delawares and Shawnees have been 
induced to have the Cherokee council agree to pay to a certain 
individual 20 per cent of the money that is coming to them in 
consideration of the fact that they will not arpon here. They 
allege, and the agent of the Shawnees writes ( ve his letter in 
my et), that the statement was made that this individual 
could prevent the payment of any part of the money if they did 
not give him 20 per cent of it. À 

If an agent of the Government of the United States acts with 
the agent of the Cherokee Nation in ing out this money, no 20 
per cent of it can be diverted to be paid out, under an agreement 
obtained by fraud, to somebody who is not entitled to it. It seems 
to me that this will effectually guard and protect the money in 
the Cherokee Nation, after it goes out of the hands of the United 


States, on its way to Shawnees, ares, and freedmen, 
where it ri htfully belongs. It will not be misappropriated if it 
is done the sw ision of a Government officer, as pro- 


vided for in the amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the amendment provide for the payment 
of the Government agent? How is the agent of the Government 


purpose to i by the Cherokee 
Nation is 6 of this sum of money. They have 
padded the sof the freedmen, representing that there are 4, 400 
can 


nation. That is what I understand they are after. They have 
rolls of the freedmen, of them. The 

i , which has been i the matter, 
finds there are only 8,000 of them. If those men can get this whole 
sum down 5 instead of among 
the Cherokee Indians who are entitled to it, if there is a balance, 
will be divided among the men who have been manipulating the 


affairs of that country. 


roper parties, and if there is anything left pay it to the Cherokee 
ee canta, and sper e Farther to do with the rotten 


this nation. 


FE 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am perfectly willing to have my 
amendment amended so as to accomplish that exactly, 
and have it done by a Government officer, if the 
North Dakota prefers. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here is what the Dawes Commission says 
about the condition of affairs in that country: 


cerry the so-called 


to 
that within — 5 territory of one a „5 a 
mon: Sepi an first twenty-four 8 of October last, 
not a single person brought to trial. si 
int 


I submit, are we in the distribution of this money goi 


FFF those? I na peed 
uty to have the money distributed by an accredited officer of | been paid— 
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for the fees some provision should be made in the proposed law to 
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this Government, without paying it into their treasury to be 

handled by a gang of thieves. 

eee t him Al at that point? ence 
ow me to interru; ai 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator either clearly misappre- 
hends the facts in this case or I do. Our purpose is certainly the 
same. He stated in the beginning of his remarks just now that 
thereis a ee ic amount of money in the Treasury which belongs 
to the , the Shawnees, and the Delawares. I think this 
$1,666,000 belongs to the Cherokee Nation; that it is held in the 
Treasury for the Pp ace oE pone the claims of the Shawnees 
and Delawares and e to the balance of the Chero- 
kees; and that when they are paid the amount of money which will 
make them equal, the remainder of it, if there is anything over, 
will go to the eetreasury. If the amendment, as the Sena- 
tor here just now, should go out, and nothing whatever goes 

the result will bethat the Treasury will pay the amount 


there will be ; 

into the absolute control of the Cherokee 

controlled by a Government 

nership with these 

it would put it all 
i eens copa 

. PETTIG. The committee amendment certainly ob- 


$ Indians; 
that is, what remains of it after the proper share is given to the 
wares, and Shawnees. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is correct. 
PETTIGREW. Now, what I wantis an amendment which 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Isimply do not want the money turned 
over there and then send an officer down to supervise its distribu- 
tion and let the balance be stolen. That is mot necessary. We 
can send an officer who will attend to the matter without any 

ip on the of those people whatever. I Want to say 
, Mr. | i the freedmen have had paid out to them 
$900,000 of the $1,600,000 that was in the Treasury and their attor- 
ney has been paid $54,000 of that sum for his services. 

Mr. And all the attorneys in all the suits have 
been paid, in accordance with the judgment of the Court of Claims, 


every one. 
other Mr. PETTIGREW. Then strike ont the ju ent fees and 
0 -3 


turn the matter over to the Indian an officer of 
the Government. That is all I want. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This amendment does exactly what the Sen- 
ator wants done. Now, let us see: 


The the hereby directed to distribute out of the 
balance orf ,000 now in the and the interest the 
‘balance of paroni for tho AA a judg- 
ment rendered in favor 
Nation, the sum 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ‘That has been paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL— 
and the cost of said suit, as directed 8 terms of the judgment in said 
cause. He is further directed to pay ee residing in the 


Shawn 
Cherokee Nation the judgment rendered in the Gourt.of 


in their favor Cherokee Nation the amount of said judgment, to 


the 
of | Wit, $149,604, and the costs thereof, as provided in said judgment. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I remember correctly, only the 
Delawares have been paid. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. ‘They have all been paid all the amounts 
ouri. 
How much was the judgment in favor of the 
Delawares? 


Mr. COCKRELL. I will come to the next clause. This is 
another thing the Secretary is to do: 


The een neers in favor of the Delaware Indians residing in the 
cherie ation in the Court of Claims, amounting to $205,205, having already 


— 


1896. 
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That is the one which has been paid. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They have all been paid. All the items 
the Senator has read have been paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL— 


having already been paid by said Secretary of the Interior, he is directed to 
~ 4 Vaprad d $1,660,000 and t th. 


af judgment as herein provided, to the treasurer of th 
Nation, in accordance with the terms of the erto made between 
of the Interior and said Cherokee Nation and with the act of 
Congress providing for the purchase of said rol b. 
And the Secretary is directed to appoint a an ut to erate and 
erokee Nation in 


balance so paid over to the Cherokee 

fas may be needed to equalize the freedmen with the Cherokees by 
r capita, in accordance with the terms and conditions of an act of the 
certain moneys 
to the freedm 


blood 
Cherokee council entitled An act to gr it and 
out of moneys from the sale of the Cherokee Ow 
of the Cherokee Nation," approved March 27, 
and providing for the distribution thereof. Said 
te in the same manner with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 
disbursing $5401.00 of said balance, or so much thereof as may be n to 
e eaid Delaware Indians with the Cherokees by 
as vided by a similar act of the Cherokee council a 
1890 for the benefit of said Delaware Indians, and 
FFF . bese 
Cherokees caj as a similar ac Chero 
national council 8 90.1 1896, for benefit of the said Shawnee 


Now, the only difference on earth between what the Senator 
from South ta wants and what the amendment provides is 
that only $400,000 goes into the Cherokee treasury, and it is then 
to be paid out per capita to the freedmen and to the Delawares 
and to the Shawnees by the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation, 
supervised and directed by the presence of a United States officer. 
The Senator makes objection to that, that it will not reach the 
hands of these men. Then let us change it and say that the Sec- 


retary shall pay those amounts. Then in what condition would — 


we be? Where would the liability be? The Cherokee council 
and Nation, authorized to enact laws, have a law that this 


„000 shall be paid to these in conformity with the 
mpreme Court. Now, w. ppoint an officer to 


tion of the ea 
down there and see that it is paid over. Does the Senator want 


e $400,000 to go into the treasury to be paid directly by an officer? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, certain] 
Mr. COCKRELL. 

far as that point is concerned. 
Mr. PE 


after deducting $54,000 attorney’s fees, has 
men. 


paid to the freed- 


not been B oes 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It has been paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say it has not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be Le 
authority the Senator from South Dakota states that that money 
has been paid. ae derstanding has been—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Theattorney of the freedmen, a Mr. Kern, 
who is a resident of St. Louis, a well-known lawyer, told me that 
it had been paid and that he had received his attorney fee of 


$54,000. l 
pai: JONES of Arkansas. My understanding has always | com 


n—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. I read from what Mr. Kern has just sent to 
me since this discussion has been going on: 
Freedmen judgment not paid. ne : 


1 PLATT. Does that mean the 8900, 000 or the 8400, 000 addi- 


tional? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The $900,000. Thatis the only judg- 
ment they had. My understanding has been all along that the 
$205,000 in fayor of the Delawares has been paid, but that the 
a T eoa Soat EAA A AA DA 

n paid, vej egrap e 
terior for the facts. Ipresume they will be here in a few minutes. 
Iam e maua ing to haye the amendment so modified as to 
do exactly w. the ator from South Dakota and I 
am willing to let the matter be over to give him an oppor- 
tunity to the amendment so as to conform to his es, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are one or two other amend- 
ments to which we can devote a few minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand if the amendment is passed over 
that there are no other committee amendments to be considered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihavyesomeamendments that Lam author- 


ized to offer on the of the committee. 
Mr. CHAND. . All the reserved amendments have been 
concluded? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think so. 
Mr. PLATT. When the committee has concluded its amend- 
ments I desire to be recognized to offer an amendment, 


; aT be yey ones A th ae pa 


Mr. COCKRELL. The judgment in favor of the freedmen has | at 


to ask on what | of all the lands 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Connecticut at the time. f 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Connecticut may as well 
offer his amendment now. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that the Senator having charge of 
the bill is perfectly willing that the amendment shall be. offered 
at the present time, and I therefore offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 69, at the end of line 8, insert: 

For salaries and expenses of the commissioners appointed under acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1893, and March 2, to negotiate with the 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum of $50,000, to be imme- 
diately available; and said commissioners, in addition to the authority already 
conferred them by law, are authorized and directed to proceed at 
d determine all questions of citizenship in the several tribes 
or nations in said Indian Te: 5 aar The Cherokee, Muscogee or 
Creek, Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Seminole t: 
each a full and complete roll of all (agp yn ap te 


them, shall have power and authority to 
a the attendance of z 


rsons residing in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nati: 
Article III of the 


as of d 

treaty of Fort Smith, and here’ held slay: 
among said Indians,” who shall not be found by said commissioners entitl 
to be enrolled as citizens of said nations; and the said commissioners 
forward said roll as early as e 

thereon, 


persons of African 
who may be en gi so far as may be his just and equitable 
share peer pacers Coy nature and ca og of the soil, location, and value of 
al ts iail bo Tram Janás 


also describe the lands or other property foun 
reasons why the same — ee vided; all 


assistants to a.cer- 
tain per diem amount. All per capita payments hereafter made to the citi- 
be paid directly each individual citizen 

0 


Mr. WALTHALL. Unless the Senator in charge of the bill or 
some other member of the Committee on Ap 
point of order upon the amendment I desire to do so myself. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the point of order? 
Mr. WALTHALL. The point of order is that it is general leg- 
islation, open and undisguised, of a most important character, 
upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. P . I do not think the amendment is open to that 
point of order. I should like to have Rule XVI read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the third 
paragraph of Rule XVI. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


8. No amendment which p. general legislation shall be received to 
bill, nor shall any amendment not 


of amendments under 
and be decided with- 
tion bill may be laid 


out debate; and any amendment to pocs 
on the table without prejudice to the : 
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Mr. GRAY. Read further. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

4. No amendment, the object of which is to Pie un. for a private claim, 
unless 


v meral appropria carry 
Shar 5 z pe A has law os tren 2 nich shall be dated 
on the face of the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. All that is raised by the point of order, if I may 
be permitted, by the consent of the Senate, is that the amendment 

roposes general legislation to an appropriation bill. If the Chair 
k in doubt on that point I should hope that the question might be 
submitted to the Senate in order that I may be permitted to ex- 
press my views on the subject. 

We have now a commission appointed to negotiate with the 
Five Civilized Tribes. In 1894 the Cherokee commission was cre- 
ated and given certain duties. It was provided in the Indian ap- 
propriation act of 1894 that there should be created a commission 
to be composed of — 
three commissioners, to enter into negotiations with the Cherokee Nation, 
the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw Nation, the M (or Creek) Nation. 
the Seminole Nation, for the purpose of the extingu ent of the national 
or tribal titles to any lands within that Territory now held by any and all of 
such nations or tri either by cession of the same or some part thereof to 
the United States, or by the allotment and division of the same in severalty 
among the Indians of such nations or tribes respectively as may be entitled 
to the same. 

So the original act contemplated as a part of the duties of these 
commissioners the negotiation of the allotment and division of 
their lands. 

Mr. GRAY. From what act did the Senator read? 

Mr. PLATT. I read from the Indian appropriation act of 1894, 
where the commission was created, Now, in 1895 there was ap- 
propriated for the purpose of continuing the work of the commis- 
sion, under section 16 of that act, $30,000, and the President was 
authorized to appoint two additional members of the commission. 
So the commission, for the payment of the salaries and expenses of 
which this 88 is made, is already in existence. It is 
authorized to with the subject-matter which is referred to in 
the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
one question just for information? 

Mr. PLATT. Les, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Were not the Bd pn of the commission to 
ar with this subject-matter confined to negotiations with the 

ians? 

Mr. PLATT. They were in the original act. That I have 
stated. I agree that this appropriation for the payment of the 
salaries and expenses of the commissioners contemplates some- 
what of an enlargement of their powers. I agree to that. But 
under the decisions of the Senate heretofore this is not general 
legislation. It is an appropriation of money and a direction as to 
what shall be done in the expenditure of t money. That has 
always been held not to be within the scope of the rule that no 
amendment proposing general legislation to an appropriation bill 
shall be received. 

The matter first came up in the Senate in a notable form in 1885, 
when the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], the Senate being en- 

in the consideration of the Post-Office appropnanon bill, 
moved to strike out three lines, and to insert in lieu thereof a pro- 
vision which appropriated $800,000, and proceeded to authorize 
the Postmaster-General— 
to enter into contracts for the tation of any part of said foreign 
mails, after legal advertisement, with lowest responsible bidder, at a rate 
not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip, each way, actually trav- 
eled between the terminal points: Provided, That_the so contracted 
shall be carried on American steamships, and that the aggregate of such con- 
tracts shall not exceed one-half of the sum hereby appropriated. 

Within the point as made by the Senator from Mississippi, that 
was general legislation on an 5 bill. There was no 
le tion which authorized the Postmaster-General to advertise 
for any such contract, to make any such contract, or to limit any 
such contract to the owners of erican vessels. That matter 
was submitted to the Senate by the President pro tempore; it was 
argued at length, and finally decided by the Senate to be in order. 
On many occasions that precedent was followed from 1885, and 
has been followed to the present day. 

The same question came up again notably in 1891, where the 
same Senator, the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], moved to 
strike out from the Post-Office appropriation bill an item for 
transportation of foreign mails, $752,990,” and to insert in lieu 
thereof an appropriation of $1,200,000, covering two or three 
pages, an amendment as long as the pending one, providing that 
the Postmaster-General should advertise for contracts for a va- 
riety of service, prescribing the character of the vessels to be em- 
ployed in the mail service; dividing them into four classes; pro- 
viding how they should be built and officered; that they should be 
adapted to be used as cruisers and subject to be taken by the Gov- 
ernment; the rate of compensation for the mail service and a pro- 
vision as to how much the owner should be paid in case the vessel 
should be taken for a cruiser, and an immense amount of what the 


Senator would call general legislation. I happened at that time 
to be in the Chair, and the question being raised by the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], I said that the Chair would rule 


upon the question of order that— 
Under the rulings of the Senate on former occasions u amendments 
similar to W have been proposed to the Post-Office i appropriation 


thi 
bill and which, according to the recollection of the Chair, were similar in 
substance, it has been decided that such amendments were in order. Fol- 
lowing that decision, which has been repeated several times, the Chair will 
hold that the amendment is in order. 

Then the Senator from Virginia appealed from the decision of 
the Chair; there was a very long discussion on the appeal, and the 
Chair was sustained and the amendment declared to be in order. 

There are many other cases of that character which might be 
referred to, but these are the notable ones, because the practice 
was perhaps commenced upon these amendments. I might refer 
toa ranog of cases where perhaps the question was closer than 
it was in the two cases to which I have referred. 

The pending amendment is an appropriation; it proposes to add 
a new item of appropriation to the bill; it provides Por the con- 
tinuance of the commission—that is to say, for the payment of 
the salaries and expenses of the commission not provided else- 
where in the bill. It is not liable to a point of order upon that 
ground, because it has been proposed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and submitted to the Committee on Appropriations. That 
cures any defect that the amendment adds a new item of appro- 
priation to the bill. Then the sum of $50,000 being appropriated, 
it simply determines the services to be performed by the commis- 
sion. The amendment is carefully worded in that respect. It 
r i 

The sum of $50,000 to be immediately available; and said commissioners, in 
addition to the authority already conferred upon them by law, are author- 
ized and directed to proceed at once to hear and determine all questions of 
citizenship in the several tribes or nations in said Indian Territory, etc. 

To sustain the point of order would be to hold that when money 
is appropriated to pay a Government official his salary and ex- 
penses, no legislation can va ten, pany that appropriation defining 

e 


what he s do, what services shall perform in order to be 
entitled to the mg 

I apprehend, Mr. President, there can be no question that this 
amen 


ent is not 1 legislation in the sense in which that 
phrase has been understood in the Senate. This very commission 
Was created in this way in the Indian appropriation act of June 
30, 1894, by section 16, Where the sum of 50,000 was appropriated, 
That section commenced by saying: 

The President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint three commissioners. 

It then went on to determine the duties of the commission, and 
then the appropriation followed the appointment of the commis- 
sion and the prescribing of their duties. In this case, the com- 
mission being appointed, the appropriation for their payment and 
expenses is t put into the amendment, and what follows is 
merely an amplification of the duties of the commissioners to be 
performed under the appropriation. 

I think clearly, Mr. dent, the amendment is outside of the 
rule to which reference has been made. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, the third paragraph of Rule 
XVI, which is in question, provides that: 

No amendment which W dene general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 

The language is plain, is explicit, and its object and purpose and 
ee are unmistakable. “Te the pending amendment proposes 
general legislation, then it must go out of the bill under this point 
o ET or a standing rule of the Senate must be boldly over- 
ridden, 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] hasshown, by refer- 
ence to other cases he considers somewhat analogous, that this 
rule has probably been disregarded in times past. 

Mr. PLATT. No, Mr. President, I do not say it has been disre- 
garded. I 577 it has been construed. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That this rule has been construed, if the 
Senator prefers that expression, in the past, and the effect of the 
construction in every case referred to by him has simply been to 
decide that the legislation involved in those amendments was not 
general legislation. That is the whole of it. 

The Senator opposed my position with reference to this point of 
order upon another ground, which is, that this commission was 
itself 3 under a general appropriation bill. If that be 
true, Mr. President, it does not follow that it ought to have been 
done or that it would have been done if a point of order like the 
one now submitted had been ur against it. No matter what 
the Senate has done in the past in deciding that certain amend- 
ments were or were not general legislation, I propose to show that 
this amendment propona general legislation of the most impor- 
tant, the most delicate, the most difficult, and, as many think, of 


the most doubtful character. 
Sir, what does the amendment propose? I shall only give the 
substance of its leading features. It proposes that the commis- 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4265 


sioners appointed heretofore to negotiate with the Five Civilized 
Tribes in the Indian Territory, appointed simply for that pur- 
pose, shall proceed to hear and determine all questions of citizen- 
ship in the several tribes or nations in said Indian Territory, 
naming them, and make for each a full and complete roll of all 
persons entitled to the rights of citizenship therein; and in the 
performance of such duties that they, and each of them, shall have 
power and authority to administer oaths, to issue processes, and 
compel the attendance of witnesses, to send for persons and papers, 
and to punish any disobedience of their orders and process as for 
contempt—as high a power as any court in this land possesses. 

It provides further that the decision of said commissioners shall 
be final, and the commissioners shall forward the roll as early as 

racticable to the 55 the Interior, with a report thereon. 
hen the rolls of citizenship of any one of said nations shall be 
fully completed, the President shall, at his discretion, order the 
commissioners to proceed to allot the occupancy of all the lands 
of the nation susceptible of allotment among the citizens thereof, 
as shown by said roll, etc. 

Mr. President, the intention of that amendment is, as its advo- 
cates will not deny, to work a radical change in the land tenure 
of these Indians, from holding in common to holding in severalty, 
and I batare it hearra be — that 3 Segoe step in 75 
p e for a and sweeping c © governmen 
of ane Indians, 

It is not onl general legislation, Mr. President, but, as I have 
said before, it i, egislation of the most delicate and difficult char- 
acter; it is legislation upon a subject which has puzzled the great- 
est statesmen in this land; which has vexed this Government for 
years, and no solution of it has yet been proposed, as I believe, 
which is wholly satisfactory even to the author of it. i 

Mr. President, bills proposing to do thoroughly and at once 
what this amendment proposes to do tentatively and ially 
have been considered by the proper committees of both Houses of 
Congress at this session; much attention and consideration have 
been given to them, and Sony Geis pa have been had upon them. 
I have before me a statement made at one of these hearings by 
the Hon. A.S. McKennon, a member of the Dawes Commission, 
favorable to the general scheme of these bills, but I wish to read 
an extract from it for the purpose of showing how much atten- 
tion has been given in the past and how much is now being given 
to this most important subject which it is proposed now to deal 
with summarily upon an appropriation bill, instead of in the or- 
derly and . — männer which its gravity and importance would 
seem to demand. What that gentleman says will serve to refresh 
us as to the troubles which have attended the consideration of the 
question it is now proposed to dispose of so summarily in this 
incidental manner. He says: 

This is a matter that has attracted considerable attention for several years. 
It is nothing new. We find that in 1889 a committee was sent to the Terri- 
tory to investigate affairs there. There must have been some reason for 
that committee pes there. If everything had been re ed as in a per- 
fectly safe condition, I apprehend that Congress would not have gone to the 
trouble of sending a committee there. That committee was headed by a 
then member of the House of Representatives, now one of the judges in that 
Territory, Hon. William M. Springer. Mr. Mansur, Mr, Perkins, Mr. Peters, 
and Mr. Allen were also members of it. I do not now remember who the 


other members were, if there were others. When they returned the chair- 

man of that committee introduced a bill providing for statehood in that Ter- 
55 * $ * * * * * 

Afterwards, in 1892, another committee was sent down there that was in 

the first session of the Fifty-second Congress. The chairman of that commit- 

tee was Senator Butler, and Mr. Perkins and Mr. Higgins were his asso- 

ciates. When they returned Mr. Perkins introduced a court bill for the 

purpose of regula affairs in that Territory. x 

* * * * * * 


* 
In 1891 a bill was introduced by Mr. Higgins in regard to the intruder ques- 
— I desire to call — by that. is Senate bill No. 1850, Fifty-third 
secon 


ongress, d session. 
I merely call attention to these in order to show you the interest that has 
been manifested in this question. 
a bill for the creation of a commission to negotiate 
Tribes. Hon. Henry L. Dawes, Major Kidd, and I 
were appointed the members of that commission; Senator Dawes was made 
chairman of it. We went tothe Territory about January 10, 1804. 
Afterwards, during that year— 


To show some few of the steps which have been taken in refer- 
ence to this all-important matter which is now proposed to be 
of so summarily— 


Afterwards, during that year, a Senate committee, composed of Senators 
5 and ROACH, came to the Territory to investigate matters, 
and on their return Senator TELLER made a report (Senate Report No. 377). 
Gentlemen of the committee, I invite your especial attention to this re a 
because it is in the line of the report which we afterwards made, in substance 
3 5 the same condition of affairs that we found to exist in 

e Ty. 


Mr. President, that report of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] was a very thorough one, a very instructive one, and a 
very able one, and it concludes with these words: 


As the matters submitted are so complicated and of such 8 importance, 
the committee has thought proper to submit this preliminary report, an 
r na ts necaumary Dai ae Sill ted to A AA 
c recommen on as to n as W. a satisfac- 
tory solution of this difficult question. 


This strong committee, on account of the complications of the 
uestion involved, on account of the grave importance, to use 
their own language, of this great problem, after they had been to 
the Indian Territory and investigated as thoroughly as they could 
do, asked to be allowed to investigate further before they would 
take the responsibility of making a specific recommendation as to 
necessary legislation, and now it is proposed, not by a committee 
amendment, but by an amendment offered by an individual not a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, as I understand, to 
summarily deal with this matter just before this appropriation 
bill, Nir has been pending here for more than a week, is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. President, it is not even proposed that this subject, which 
in this report is shown to be so complicated, so grave, so impor- 
tant that a strong committee hesitated to make a recommendation 
as to legislation—it is not even proposed to submit this subject to 
the existing Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes, which is the 
same committee which made the report from which I have just 
read the concluding s paragraph, in which we were led to hope that 
aspecific recommendation from that committee would come, which 
never has come, 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me tointerrupt him? 

Mr. WALTHALL, 8 

Mr. PLATT. This matter relating to the Indian Territory has 
been very much more ed pd considered during the past years 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs than by the Committee on the 
Five Civilized Tribes. TheCommittee on the Five Civilized Tribes 
was authorized to go to the Indian Territory, and did make their 
investigation there, and did make that report. I am a member of 
both committees, but Iam able to say that itis a matter which 
has been very much more considered by the Indian Committee 
than by the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes. 

This is not my amendment, but it is an amendment which 
resents the deliberate judgment, after full hearings, of the Indian 
Committee as to what ought to be done. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let me ask the Senator why that commit- 
tee did not propose a bill dealing directly with the subject? 

Mr. PLATT. If it is not interrupting the Senator much I 
shall be very glad to answer the question. This has been a mat- 
ter of very serious consideration by the Indian Committee at this 
session of gree esis There have been many bills introduced and 
referred to that committee. The members of that committee have 
had different views as to what ought to be done finally, but upon this 
amendment, that we ought to go this far and do this much, all the 
members of the committee agree. They could not agree as to fur- 
ther proceedings and as to those bills. e provision of this amend- 
ment is taken from bills which have been before the committee, and 
as to it every member of the Indian Committee is agreed. I will 
net ower the Senator any further now than to make this ex- 
planation. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yet the fact remains, Mr. President, that 
this matter, which en the attention some years ago, in 1894 
I re 5 eg Shite Co mec it a the Five Civilized ae 
sufficiently to jus nmgress in authorizing committee to 
go into that Territory and investigate the matter—which com- 
mittee indicated in their report they would recommend some 
specific legislation—and this matter, which has had that sort of 
consideration from that committee, for some reason or other that 
1 do not understand, has never Kone to the existing Committee on 
the Five Civilized Tribes, of which my distinguished friend who 
sits in front of me, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], is 
chairman, and which is composed of some of the very ablest men 
in this body, including the Senator from Colorado . TELLER], 
who made the report from which I have quoted, referring to a 
probable . report, which we have never received; 
including the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], who offers this amendment, and the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] and the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to say to the Senator, in explana- 
tion of why the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes did 
not proceed further, that, as I stated in the report, it was a com- 
pe and difficult question, and we found that there was some 

eeling in the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate that 
really that committee ought to proceed with it, and, so far as I 
was concerned as chairman of the select committee, I did not 
want to invade the province of the other committee, and thought; 
we had better hups withhold any further report until the other 
committee acted, 

Mr. WALTHALL. I can understand from considerations of 
delicacy why the Senator should have done that; and yet if the 
Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes were not organized ex- 
pressly and solely to deal with just such a question as this then 
the purpose for which it was organized does not appear to the 
naked eye. I can understand how my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Colorado might have yielded to the Indian Commit- 
tee, as I said, from considerations of delicacy; but he went out to 
the Indian Territory with other members of that committee. 
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made a most careful examination, they made a most elabo- | mitted that it ought not to be there but on the ground that it had 


They 
rate and able report; and when they came back they said the 
question was so grave, so important, so complicated, that that 
committee declined to make any specific recommendation as to 
legislation without some further investigation. Now, both the 
Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from Colorado assure 
me, of which I have no question, that the Indian Committee have 
dealt with this matter more than the Committee on the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes; but, sir, the Indian Committee have not proposed a 
te bill, to stand on its own merits, dealing with this entire 
subject. This matter ought not to be put through on an appro- 
going through 


ized Tribes; one or the other ought to bring us a bill which will 


stand on its own merits, and dispose of this troublesome and vexa- | poin 


tious problem and pass u its merits independently of any con- 
nection with an ph arate Deroy of money for various other pur- 


* President, the Senator from Connecticut has talked about 
the precedents. I say his precedents simply show that certain 
ee have been held by the Senate not to be general legis- 
ation, and if it shall hold that this is not general legislation, let 
it go. But, sir, only a few weeks ago, on an amendment proposed 
1 ae ee ngs eee e pas an amendment of an- 


thing as to change the ti 


inconsiderable a matter as that pro; 
down on the ground, and on the ground alone, thatit was general 
= ths „ provision, not of 
same appr: on was a not of- 
fered here, por inserted Areora gory ing the mode of 
compensating Uni marshals i attorneys from 
the fee s to the stem. Iremember some of the old- 
eee, J salary sy. 
sae A O aan O S OE E M 8 
AR 


ve and serious objection to legislating upon a general appro- 
— ion bill upon any subject zs sem however important. I 
I have quoted the substance if not the words 

took great interest in the debate, because I am not versed in par- 
liamentary law, and I listened attentively to these older Senators, 
for whom I have t account of their ability and 


on 
their experience. is what the Senator from Ohio [Mr. - | bill 


MAN] said in that very debate on a bill which has not become a law 
ye I believe it isin a conference committee. Talkabout prece- 
ents; éi pot them right here. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 


rule e e oahs 8 Ro erated apon 
allen bill We admit that, and yet we constan’ y vicinte thet ru! 
That may account for some of the precedents which have been 


rule of almost every legislative body is to confine appro- 
ot omy tothe z 


priati: to the money ous ic objects. 

ons e 
C on to appropriation bills largely increased 
of late. Formerly, 1 E it yarely Doourred, and only 
when it became of a political faction or to 
accomplish some Placed on an 


ae is a most strikking example of the dangers which may occur from this 
I will not follow him to the end of his ent. 


Mr. PLATT. Was the point of order made on the amendment? 
Mr. WALTHALL. It was debated. I will explain the situa- 


tion. 
Mr. ALLISON. It was not an amendment. 
Mr. WALTHALL. I will get to that point in a moment, and 


I will explain it. Hewas di the danger of legislating at 
all upon a general a iation bill with or without reference to 
the point of order. point of order was not made, and the 
reason will a in a moment. But I read a little further from 
the Senator Ohio: 

i 
with tive the whole judicial department of the 


visions 

Government of the United States. 
Ia N of th in the House of Representati 
o not know the o measure use v 
2 ea Ea Por pE 
e a m 
FFV not Pass 
upon their own merits. 


to the matter to which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] calls my attention, I will state that the ion to 
change mode of compensating United States and dis- 


trict attorneys upon an appropriation bill was defended here not 
because it was proper upon an appropriation bill—everybody ad- 


used. I | dag 


passed through the House of Representatives acc to the 
rules of that House, and that our committee here were not able to 
control the matter. Isnotthatafairstatement? Even there, in the 
absence of any point of order, we received these warnings from dis- 
tinguished Senators of | pers experience as to the serious, grave 
objections to this sort of legislation. 

Now, the situation as to the bill just mentioned was explained 
very fully by the chairman of the committee, who is now doing 
me the honor to give me his attention. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLison] said: = 

I with all that has been said by Senntors as to tho 
plactig riders in the way of legislation on appropriation n s 


That is what is proposed here— 


have never 


ly prefer to deal with the appropriation without 8 
en eee and we alwa that as to every — 2 — bills the 
rule W. bits on upon them will be adhered to. The 
House of Representatives has a similar rule. to the rules of 
the two Houses, y ois greece Cherectes CAN Dok DO DU UDO APDO: 
The only question— ~ i 
Says the chairman— 


which arises now, as it seems tome, is whether the situation and candition 
marshals this proposed legislation out of the general rule witch proralls 
here, and which pole to prevail. : 


Senate to listen to the reading 


| 
| 
: 
| 
| 
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by the at Senaten oie ee eee ER N w fark, 
and other Senators who say that we should not legislate sd i} 


Iowa permi me to ask him a question? 
rule which Sen ee on Rules suported? 


corpora: i 
tive, and judicial a; ‘iation and that the sections should be — 
Geet EN Bod tony ee oa under EET 


When the distinguished chairman of the committee said: 

I think I can say truthfully forall the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that they do object to legislation npon these bills. 

The statement carried the implication to me, at least, that the 
Senator and his powerful committee would resist all 
islation such as this upon an appropriation bill. 
sought a few weeks ago to strip that grea 
much of its power, it was urged with 

now with its legitimate work. That work undoubtedly 
is heavy enough to justify the committee, to say the least, in re- 
sisting all efforts to enlarge its sphere of responsibility by general 
legislation on appropriation bills, and especially in a matter of 
such gravity as this. . 

I do not propose to discuss the merits of fhe amendment. It is 
enough for me to know and to show that it involves very serious 
issues which ought to be dealt with in a separate measure, si 

direct or 


ing them di y, so that the bill would be either 

What are those issues? These Indians claim that they are pro- 
tected against what is proposed to be done by solemn treaty stip- 
ulations with this Government and by the Government’s pledge 
of honor and of faith, and many wise and just men in and ont of 
Congress agree with them. On the other d, the Dawes Com- 
mission claim (and many equally wise and just men in and out of 
Congress agree with them) that— 

The pretense that the Government is debarred by treaty obligations from 
interference in the condition of affairs in this Territory is without 


foundation. The present conditions are not “treaty conditions.” ‘There is 


| feated upon its own merits. 
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of the United States to maintain 
condition of affairs in the Indian Territory, 
‘but, on the contrary, the whole structure and tenor of the treaties forbid it. 


no — f obligation on the 
pis permit the present 
A square issue a most important, vital, lexing public 
le pa ies most interested and the commission 
appointed by the President to treat with them, and appointed for 
no other 833 . 8 

I submit that these issues do exist upon this old question which 
we have been trying to dispose of for years. Although we have 
had two committees—one the general Indian Committee and the 
other a special Indian Committee—to take charge of this very 
F AAAA tal os De ANEIS SASi 

at the end of an appropriation bi y 
preporod i the very subject, in bills dealing with the entire ques- 
tion, has been fully considered by the proper committees of this 
body and the other. 

I do not know, sir, what the merits of this amendment are. It 
is too large a question for me to inform myself abont, presented 
in this indirect way, although I will say that I have given it con- 
siderable attention since I saw a cop of the amendment. Ihave 
no fixed conviction upon it, but I wish to see the Indians fairly 
dealt with hereafter, as I think they have been by Congress in the 
past, in legislation enacted in the usual, orderly way in accordance 
V 

ps o say yin in the 
9 and the Choctaws, because the State which I repre- 
sent in part is composed largely of lands ceded by those nations 
in for the very land they are living on now in the Indian 


estion as far as I have done, and to that fact, sir, is perhaps 
hess the very strong memorial which was lately sent to Congress 
n ississi 

to have read, and then I 


ss apr aS 
e VICE-PRESID . The Chair hears no objection, and 
FFF 
The memorial is as follows: 
n,, cE Miniminpa $o Hes Congress af ie 
ippi is 7 of the lenis 
ee con tance nak 8 — 


o received in ex: t treaties and 
letters pene aes is known as the “Indian Territory,” west of the Missis- 


River; 
005 there is an effort now being made before your honorable bodies to 
virtually strip the Five Nations of Indians of the thus solemnly conveyed 


to them, to d the autonomy of their respective governments, fashioned 
as they all are on . Our ance SAGE ore to: 
ull: our. ve bodies to ble faith with 


su rs, the coun’ S0 ex them; and if they the 
United States Rennes PAESE Sanne Se aAa to them for the same: 
Provided always, That such lands re to the United States if the In- 
dians become extinct or on oe 

And by treat; miada on e IAB Gay ESDe eat y, 10 tho Government of 
the U: their present homo 
to the Cherokees (and all the other tribes), in the words following: 

“ARTICLE 1. The United States agrees to the Cherokees (and 


TTT 
re K acres 


E 


in one patent, exe- 
by the President of the United 
States, according to the act of May 28, 1830.” 


‘or 

By the treaty of 1835, sections 5, 6, and 7, all these grants of land were sol- 

emnly confirmed, and so anxious was the Government of the United States 

lands 1 within the limits of the States of i 
and Tennessee, and to remove the Five 


i River, that they agreed, by the seventh 
t to the Indian teibes, 4611 they desire 
tatives of the United States. 


regiments and C it became 
necessary to make new treaties, to define the relation of the Indian Nation 
5 and by the treaty of 1866, made after the close of the 
war, it was pro — 

Ar. 28. The United States guarantee tothe eof the Cherokee Nation 
(and same provision ap lied to all the Five i Tribes) the quiet and 
peaceable possession ir 9 and tection against domestic fends 
and insurrections, and against hostilities of other tribes. They shall also be 

tected from in ption and intrusion from all unauthorized citizens of 

e United States who may attempt to settle on their land or reside in their 


V 


in the same ex 

the duty of the United States * 
persons not lawfully or 80; 
y now are or hereafter may 


— therein removed from the nation, 
as 
of the United States. 


required by the Indian intercourse laws 
TREATY OF 1308. 


Nations, y. 
“Art. 10. The United States reaffirms all obligations arising out of treaty 
i the Choctaw ahd Chickasaw 


hold their in 
. with these gorernmen 
stitutions and erame them, against 
governments, 'orce 
ees, to hold their lands in 


a vernment go back on the word 
of the heroof New Orleans? ent is demani that there 
shall be no of the territory of far-distant Venezuela, and pro- 

itsadvocacy of the far of its horror of 
the barbarism which op; shall we go back on our plighted 
a oe oem aeons ate pone nig ae eet Peni oh have yielded to the 
white man an of lands, the ri most fertile on the globe? 
we tarnish honor and bright fame of our by kee: 


ou faith With these and break not the solemn 
treaties by w you have agreed to let them have their own government 
and conduct their own affairs. 
33e fet pane haf Laa aate Wining y rapicnste ogee) THES ae op bie” greet ml 
...... teat phe ov gene 9 the speaker of house, 
and a by the secretary of state, with the seal of the State at- 
— ——— 8 
tives 
the house March 3, 
FRANK A. 1 8 
Speaker o; louse. 
Passed the senate March 14, 1896. 
J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate. 
A true copy. . 
[SEAL] J. L. POWER, 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, before I undertake to say any- 
thing upon the point of orđer made by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi Dir. WALTHALL], I wish to say a few words in answer to 
the remarks he made with regard tothe committee haying juris- 
diction of this matter. As was stated by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], the amendment comes from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and by the unanimous vote of that committee 
he was directed to offer it as an amendment to the Indian appro- 
priation bill. I want tosay further, and I mean no disrespect to 
the other committee when I say it, that the committee known as 
the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians has never 
had ing to do with this matter, nor with any legislation that 
has been passed with reference to it since the time when the com- 
mittee was appointed. Those of us who knew anything of affairs 
when the committee wasappointed knew thatit was not appointed 
with the expectation or intention that it would take charge of the 
matters parentage Dipti e 
and with which it has alwa; t. 

The Senator from Mississippi spoke of the fact that three mem- 
bers of that committee had gone ont to the Indian Territory. I 
want to say that two of those members, the Senator from Con- 
necticut . PLATT] and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roach], are members of the Committee on ian Affairs, and 


indian 
both join in recommending the adoption of this amendment. 
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Therefore it comes from the committee that hasalways dealt with 
the matter. It comes from the committee which has thoroughly 


investigated it. It comes from the committee that originated the 
commission with which the amendment deals, and which was 
amea as an amendment to the Indian appropriation act first in 
The Senator from e . also says that it is proposed in a 
summary way to dispose of this great and important question. 
The amendment does not propose to dispose of this great and im- 
pon question. There are many questions in regard to the 
dian Territory resting behind this and pressing upon Congress 
that are as important as anything which has been before the pres- 
ent Congress, and they should be dealt with and finally settled. 
The only W and intention of the amendment is that how- 
ever muc erence may exist in that committee in regard to 
what shall finally be done, for the present it is absolutely necessary 
that this be done at least before the adjournment of the present ses- 
sion of Congress. If there be no legislation had with reference to 
this commission, if no provision be made for continuing it, all that 
has been attempted, all that has been fought for, and all the work 
and labor which have been going on for the last seven or eight 
years in order to try to correct the abuses existing there will 
amount Y naught; and we shall have to commence where we 


1 in 1891. 
introduced a bill early in this session, as I introduced one in 
the last session, proposing a Territorial government over the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and giving them representation in Congress, pro- 
viding for the allotment of land, and finally dealing with this 
subject-matter. That bill, with others, is being considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. It is being considered by the House 
Committee on Indian Affairs, as the Senator from Mississippi has 
said. But this is not a final determination. It is a temporary 
roposition. This is re F MAS is absolutely necessary to be 
Bone at the present session of Congress. 

Without going at length into the merits of the amendment, I 
simply wish to say as to the section of country bounding the 
Indian Territory t among those who are familiar with the 
condition there, among members of Congress from those States, 
there is but one opinion, that legislation is not only important, but 
imperatively demanded by the conditions in that country. When 
the commission was sent there the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Dawes, known as the friend of the Indians 
for the last thirty years, was made chairman. Up to that time he 
had a belief that ee a people in the western part of the 
Union were not my ret do justice to those Indians. When he 
was put at the head of the commission he and the two other gen- 
tlemen came and reported to Congress that the condition of affairs 
existing there was intolerable and that something must be done. 
Those who control affairs in the Indian Territory were dissatisfied 
with that report, and they said that if they could get on that com- 
mission General Armstrong and others who were their friends 
they would make a different report. During the last Congress, to 
comply with their wishes, the commission was enlarged. neral 
Armstrong and two other gentlemen who had been members of 
the House of Representatives were placed upon the commission, 
and yet all five of them came back to Congress and said that it 
was imperative that something should be done, 

Now, coming down to the present condition, if no legislation is 
had, if no appropriation is made for the commission, the proba- 
bilities of ment which exist will disappear and all the good 
effects which have arisen will have disa with the com- 
mission. If the Senator from Mississippi lived as I do, bordering 
upon that Territory; if he knew the violations that are going on; 
if he knew the murders that are being committed; if he knew the 
robberies not only in the Territory but which extend to sur- 
rounding States by those who cn iy ee in the Territory; if he 
knew the strife and contention there, he would be as earnestly in 
favor of dealing with the situation as those who come from that 
section of the country. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Has not the Senator shown that he thinks 
this subject ought to be dealt with in an independent bill by intro- 
8 such a bill first at one and then at another session of 

‘ongress? - 

Mr. BERRY. Iwill answer the Senator with pleasure, Ihave 
stated already that the bill I have introduced deals with the whole 
subject. The bill which I have advocated and which I hope will 
become a law deals finally with all of the questions as far as it is 
al to deal by legislative act at this time with the entire 
question. 

Now, the probabilities are that by reason of delay we will be 
unable to pass that bill or one of a similar character during the 
os session. The Committee on Indian Affairs, with a full 

owledge of the surroundings, have said it may be that on account 
of difference of opinion as to what shall finally be done legislation 
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can not be had, but this much must be had. Otherwise great 
wrong and injury will be done not only to the people of that Ter- 
aye but to the people of the surrounding States. 

A few words as to whether or not the amendment is in order. 
I wish to state in the first place that this commission was created 
by an amendment proposed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
in 1891 on the Indian . act. On the same Indian act, 
I think it was, we also dealt with the matter of agen cy) some 
6,000,000 acres of land, known as the Cherokee Strip. So far as 
I know, during the ten or eleven years that I have been here 
there has never been any legislation with regard to the Five 
Civilized Tribes except it was on the Indian appropriation act. 
It has always been done there. This commission was created in 
that way. The salaries, if it is to be continued, will have to be 

rovided on this bill, and it seems to me it is clearly as much 
in order to define the character and duties of the commission, if 
it is extended, as it is to make a disposition of the Indian school 
money. Will the Senator say that that was legitimate legislation 
poe an appropriation bill? Have we not this very day said in 
what direction and in what manner that money shall be expended? 
It is a necessary result of providing for the commission and pro- 
viding for the salaries. 

Not only that, but from time to time payments have been made 
to those Indians, Heretofore it has been made to the treasurers 
of those nations. Experience has demonstrated the fact that when 
paid to the treasurer of the nation it has gone into the pockets of 
white men, half-breeds, and squaw men, a large part never reach- 
ing the Indians to whom it belongs. The amendment proponos 
that hereafter the money shall be paid over directly by an officer 
terior to make the payment, 


appointed by the Secre of the 

Is not that legitimate 1 tion on the Indian . cada bill? 
Is not this proper legislation to go on a bill in dealing with this 
commission? 


In addition to that, the commission, it is provided in the amend- 
ment, shall make the roll and determine who is entitled toa share 
in paying out Indian money. It is claimed, it is asserted, and it has 
been proved that hundreds of Indians—a great many Indians at 
any rate—are entitled to be on those rolls and are entitled toa 

of the Government money that is continually paid down 
there. Yet they are cut off by the council and by interested par- 
ties, and they get no and no interest init. Is it not legiti- 
mate in dealing with the pending bill to say that this commission 
shall determine to whom the money shall be paid—Government 
money which goes to the Indians? 

Mr. President, I want to repeat, and I wish the Senator from 
Mississippi to hear the statement 1 can make, that this becomes 
legitimate and proper in defining the powers of that commission 
because of the fact, it is alleged and believed, that a great many 
penons are entitled to be on that Indian roll who have been 

ept off by means of bribery and many other causes because it 
would lessen the fund that might go to others. Is it not proper 
and legitimate, then, in dealing with the salaries of this commis- 
sion and in providing for their continuance, to provide also that 
they should regulate and determine as to whom this Indian money 
should go that is paid out by the Government? 

There is another point to which the Senator from Connecticut 
called my attention and to which I wish to allude. 

Mr. PLATT. I said, in reply to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Mississippi to the effect that the provision was deal- 
ing with and settling all the complicated questions down there, 
that so far as it relates to allotments it is a mere preliminary 
matter and settles nothing. 

Mr. WALTHALL, The Senator from Connecticut certainly 
understood me when I said distinctly that it was the initial step 
in a radical and sweeping e by the Government. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood the Senator to say that it was deal- 
ing with all the complicated questions. 

r. WALTHALL. It is dealing with them. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know that I can add anything to what 
the Senator has stated in regard to the allotment save and except to 
say that itis only preliminary. It is true that eventually we shall 
have to allot that land. It is true that it ought to be allotted. It 
is true that a bill ought to be passed through the present Congress 
allotting that land and creating a Territorial government down 
there at once. But if we can not do that, Mr. President, it is the 
duty of Congress to do the best that it can. It is the duty of this 
Congress, that is responsible for the Indians, to see that the con- 
ditions which now exist there do not continue. 

I want to say to the Senator from Mississippi that in the Creek 
Nation, with 14,000 Indians, with something about 3,000,000 acres 
of land, 62 men to-day have fenced up and are controlling and 
receiving the proceeds of more than a million acres of that 3,000,- 
000 acres of land. In talking about this commission and the duty 
of Congress to take care of those Indians, let me state that we 

aranteed to them that they should have equal rights in that 
8 that each Indian should have an equal right with every 
other Indian; yet in the case I have just cited 62 men, half-breeds, 
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white men, and squaw men, have got control of more than a mil- 
lion acres of the 3,000,000 acres be. onging to the entire tribe. It 
is not denied. Ex-Senator Dawes and his Commission have every- 
one stated it; it has been stated and restated; and no man has 
raised his voice to deny it. And yet we talk about fulfilling and 
keeping treaty stipulations when such wrongs and such injus- 
tice are done by afew men who have got control in that Territory 
and have used it to further their own profit and to y money into 
their own pockets, while the Indian proper is crowded back on the 
creeks and hills with no Property, with his little cabin, with his 
rocky home around him, while those fertile lands are occupied by 
strangers and aliens to his tribe. 

I say, Mr. President, such a condition should not exist there; 
and if this amendment be defeated, if we can not legislate upon 
the appropriation bill, if Congress adjourns and takes no action 
in regard to the other bill, the conditions will grow worse; the 
Indians will . it as a license hereafter to go further and 
further in the direction of wrong which has characterized that 
country for the last few years. 

Two years ago robberies, robberies of trains, robberies of stores, 
murders, were daily committed within that Territory. I believe 
that in the western district of Arkansas (which has jurisdiction 
of the felonies over there in connection with the court of Paris) 
there are 250 felons to-day in that jail, 40 or 50 of them being 
charged with murder. Such is the condition there that legisla- 


tion is a necessity. 

Then I say that, according to the rules and precedents which 
have been adopted by the Senate, to invoke that rule here and 
defeat all legislation when the Senator from Connecticut has shown 
clearly that it is not contrary to the rule, when it comes from the 
proper committee, when it is a unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, which is thoroughly familiar with this mat- 
ter, would be a t injustice and a great wrong to the poopie 
not only of the Territory, but to the States which surround it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the merits 
of the amendment fai Saas by the Senator from Connecticut 

. PLATT] from the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I want 

say a word or two, if anything at all were necessary to be said, 

on the propriety of this legislation when proposed as an amend- 
ment to a general appropriation bill. 

Ihave sat here—I will not say many a time, but more than once 
and seen what I considered general legislation attached to appo 

iation bills, because there was a strong and overwhelming feel- 
ing in the Senate in favor of the legislation proposed by the given 
amendment. But no one whom I heard of ever disguised the fact 
that it was in violation of the rule which has just been read in 
the hearing of the Senate. I do not believe it was wise under 
those circumstances, or under any circ ces, to depart from 
rules that we have adopted to govern our own procedure. If we 
are not capable of governing ourselves by rules, we might as well 
forego the pretense of being governed by rules. 

There is nothing that needs, it seems to me, construction in the 
rule which was read by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] and with which we are all so familiar, that ‘‘no amend- 
ment which proposes Kenora legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill.” There is no doubt in anyone’s mind 
as to the 8 of that rule as a general rule. 
upon which it rests are obvious to all. 

The only question, then, that is presented, sir, to you is that the 
amendment, after appropriating $50,000 for salaries and expenses 
of the commissioners appointed under certain acts of Congress 
named, goes on, after that complete and entire disposition of the 
matter of appropriation, to legislate. The amendment provides 
that the said commissioners,” appointed under another act of 
Congress, shall, ‘‘in addition to the authority already conferred 
upon them by law,” be “authorized and directed to proceed at 
once to hear and determine all questions of citizenship in the 
several tribes or nations in said Indian Territory.” 

That is not all by any means, but that is enough. It proposes 
to confer upon these commissioners a judicial power of the highest 
importance. It puts into the hands of the commissioners the 
right to determine finally the whole matter of citizenship in the 
Territory, and the roll of citizenship determines the per capita of 
distribution, determines to whom moneys are to be distributed 
and to whom lands are to be allotted. Then it proceeds, after 
providing in detail how the commissioners shall exercise this judi- 
cial function, to require, for instance, that— 

In determining all said questions of citizenship said commissioners are au- 
thorized to consider all the acts of the national councils of said several 


her and the acts and decisions of persons claiming to act by authority 
ereof— 


And soon. Then the amendment proceeds to enact that 


@ reasons 


When the rolls of citizens of any one of said nations or tribes are fully’ 


completed and de ted as aforesaid, the President of the United States 
shall, at his discretion, order said commissioners to proceed to allot the oc- 
5 of all the lands of said nation susceptible of allotment among the 

itizens thereof as shown by said roll and to of African descent afore- 
said who may be entitled, giving to each so far as may be his just and equi- 
table share, considering the nature and fertility of the soil, loca’ and value 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4269 


of same, and providing, when practicable, that where lands are now occu- 
pen t Belar in excess of their fair share such allotments ghall be from 

ds thus occupied, and where lands are now occupied by citizens amount- 
ing to less than fair share such allotments if desired by the occu- 
pants, include the lands so occupied. 


Mr. President, that is a very important, far-reaching power con- 


ferred upon these commissioners. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itisa P ise eos power. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a judicial power conferred upon them, one 
that gives them the right, if the amendment shall ome a law. 


to take from A and give to B, to turn a man out of his homestead 
without, so far as I have gathered by a hasty examination of the 
amendment, any compensation for improvements. 

Mr. PLATT, Will the Senator from Delaware permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that the provision to which he 
alludes has N so far as he thinks it does. It is a 
ey plan for an allotment and is to be all brought back to 


mgress. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be, and it may be the fact 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will easily see by an examination 
that under it it is impossible to put anybody into possession or to 
eee anybody. The whole matter is to be brought back to 


ongress. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course I do not profess to have studied the 
amendment, for I have not had the time to study the amendment 
as the Senator from Connecticut has done, nor has any Senator 
here who has not made a previous study had time to examine this 
matter since the amendment was introduced. Thatis just the 
trouble about it. 

Mr. BATE. May I read a sentence from the very amendment 
upon the point the Senator makes as to whether the action of the 
commission is to be permanent or not? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. On page 3, line 2, you will find the following: 

The decision of said commissioners in all such cases shall be final. 


Mr. PLATT. That relates to the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In what cases? Citizenship? 

Mr. BATE. It relates to the question of citizenship. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It nothing to do with land. It 
does not relate to land. 

Mr. BATE. That is the point. I say if there is a right there 
that is greater than another it is citizenship. The commissioners 
are given the power here to make and unmake a citizen, and that 
is a greater and a grander right than that involved in the distri- 


bution of . age) 

Mr. PL 8 t may be true; but the thing we were all 
talking about at that particular moment was allotment and not 
1 

Mr. BATE. We were talking about judicial power, as I under - 
stand it, and this is judicial power that is granted. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Tennessee is entirely mistaken 
as to the reference I made when I rose to interrupt the Senator 
from Delaware. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Let me say right here that while I think the point 
of the Senator from Tennessee has been well taken, it is true that 
the lan to which he refers me on page 3, ‘‘ The decisions of 
said commissioners in all such cases shall be final,” undoubtedly 
refers to the ascertainment and the making of rolls of citizens, 
but the land is to be allotted to the citizens who are thus ascer- 
tained, and if A B is not included in that roll when he ought to 
have been included he is deprived of his allotment. 

Mr. BATE. Then I am right about it; it is a judicial power. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. GRAY. You can not get away from that. So, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am more than justified in saying that this is general legis- 
lation of a very important and a very far-reaching character. 
This proposed legislation determines men’s rights. It confers 
powers that go so far in their exercise as to dispossess those who 
claim rights to property. e 

Mr. PUGH. ow me to suggest that the extraordinary power 
is given of passing on the 2 of each piece of land, the rela- 
tive value of each piece of d, so as to determine whether the 
allotment is fair and equal—a most sweeping power. 

Mr. GRAY. In that sense it does seem to me that when you 
give power to a commission to determine who shall constitute a 
class that is entitled to property, you give them the power to de- 
termine a property right. e persons so empowered may make 
that class or small according as their discretion may direct 
them. Now, sir, that is legislation of too grave a character to be 
conferred in an amendment proposed in the last stages of the ac- 
tion of the Senate upon a general appropriation bill. 

The Senator from Connecticut has studied this subject, and to 
his opinion and that of his colleagues upon the Committee on 
Indian Affairs I would defer in all these matters; but this is pro- 
posed here to the Senate, and upon the very face of the amendment 
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we are confronted with this extraordin ary potions power songht 
to be conferred, and we ought to go slow about it. We ought to 
have time to consider it, As the tor from Mississippi, who 
made the point of order, said, it is too grave and difficult a sub- 
ject not to be treated independently in a bill proposed by one of 

e committees herma tee . of the subject. 

The Senator from Connecticut thinks, and no doubt it was so 
intended, that the part of the duty imposed upon the commission 
which relates to the allotment of the lands in severalty to the 
Indians was not meant to be final, but in he pees seeing: e 
have been able to give it I do not see why it is not final, lan- 
guage is that when the roll of citizens is complete— 


roceed 
susceptible of 8 among the citizens thereof as shown by said roll and 


to persons of African descent aforesaid who may be entitled, giving to each 
CCC nature and 
fertility of soil, location, and value of same, etc. 


The verb ‘‘ allot” means to give partitively, to distribute, to as- 
sign to the individuals of a class their respective shares in a com- 
mon piece of e That is all you can make out of it. It 
seems to me the „allot“ is complete of itself. It is not a 
provisional thing. An allotment of land, unless there are words 
of limitation, means a final allotment, it seems tome. I sub- 


mit, with entire deference to the Senator from Connecticut, that which 


if there is language limiting the word ‘‘allot” I have not discov- 


ered it. 

Mr. PLATT. If the language is not sufficient here, the inten- 
tion of the committee was to leave the matter for Congress to 
pass upon. It is provided that 

When such allotment has been by them completed, said commissioners 
shall make full report thereof to the tary of the Interior for hisapproval. 

It is also provided that , 


All reports made by the commissioners shall be submitted by the Secretary 
of the Interior to Congress. 

Perhaps the language is not sufficiently full there to make it 
absolutely beyond question that it is submitted to Congress for 
Congress to deal with the e thus submitted by the commis- 
sioners and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be. 

Mr. PLATT. If the language is not complete, it can easily be 
altered to conform to the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask the Senator from Connecticut one question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut if he believes Congress has the judicial power of making an 
allotment of land to these Indians? 

Mr. PLATT. I do believe it has, and I am very much inclined 
to believe that it is a power which it can not delegate and can only 
appoint the commission an agent to formulate a plan to be sub- 

tted to Congress for its action. I doubt very much whether 
there is any power which can make an allotment of the occupancy 


of the land except Congress acting directly upon the subject. 
Mr. GRAY. It does not make any difference for the purposes 
of my the amendment under the 


ent on the 5 
rule whether the allotment is to be final or not. I will only say 
in passing that theremarks of the Senator from Connecticut show 
the hasty character of the proposed legislation, and that, although 
the general subject may have been considered, as he said it was 
and as it doubtless was, by the committee, here in a most impor- 
tant particular he is not quite sure that the lan, employed 
has been adequate to express fully the meaning of the committee. 
But whether the allotment be final or not, the list of citizens is 
final. AsIsaid a while ago, that is the key of the whole situation 
in regard to these lands, as to who are to be entitled to come in 
and them and who are to be excluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Delaware notice that 
the very highest of all judicial powers is conferred upon the com- 
mission—the power to punish for contempt and to im aman? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator's colleague alluded to that 
‘will not consume the time of the Senate by goin over in 
various provisions of the amendment whic. it necessary to 
assert the oe legislative power in providing for a roll of citi- 
zenship and providing for allotment. There are various clauses 
that empower the commissioners to do things of great importance. 
The Senator from Mississippi referred to the power to punish for 
contempt, to fine and . as one of the powers to be conferred 
upon the commission. Surely no Senator will say that a power 
conferred upon this body of men to fine and imprison is not gen- 
eral legislation of the gravest possible character. 

Mr. PLATT. It is special legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. I 70 eeprsy is no special legislation that will allow 
the imposition of a fine or imprisonment. No fine or imprison- 


ment can be im except by virtue of general le; tion. 

to naj ore S. Will the Senatorfrom Delaware yield for a motion 
ourn 

Mr. GRAY. In one minute I shall be through. 
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Not only is it general legislation on this account, but it is gen- 
eral legislation on another and distinct ground. In my igen 
it repeals the public law of the United States. It repeals the 
solemn treaties entered into by the United States with these Indian 
tribes, and those treaties have been declared by the Su Court 
to be the supreme law of the land. In undertaking A make this 
roll of citizenship by the instrumentality of these commissioners 
we would directly violate a solemn treaty ratified by an agreement 
made more than once with these tribes, the last tis in 1891, by 
which it is stipulated “that all ms now resident, or who may 
hereafter become residents, in the Cherokee Nation, and who are 
not recognized as citizens of the Cherokee Nation by the constituted 
authorities th „and so on. That has been passed upon by 
the Court of Claims and passed upan by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case which Í have here, in 117 United States 
Reports. Ishall only read a sentence from it: 

This action of Congress affirming the right of the Cherokees to determin 
the qao of See: has been — . —— ed ths Uniten Sate pe in 
the Onerokees te exclusive right to determine the question of citiscnahin 
with the Cherokee Nation. j = 8 

If that right has been conferred by treaty upon the Cherokee 
Nation, then surely the 1 tion proposed by this amendment, 
repeals or violates that treaty right, is general legislation 
of the most violent character. It is general le; tion beyond all 
question, for it undertakes to re existing law, and upon that 
ground I would be willing that this case should be determined. 
— has been 3 the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Berry], and very strongl d, in 8 to the unhappy condi- 
tion which obtains in the Indian Territory and as to the necessity 
of some legislation. Deferring to his opinion, as I cheerfully do 
in all matters which he has carefully considered and knowin: 
how conscientious he is in the performance of his duty here, let 
me say that, notwithstanding that, I have had information from 
——- who have come directly from the Indian Territory, who 

ave lived among the Indians, which predicates a state of things 
erode! contrary to what has been asserted by the Senator from 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish what the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WALTHALL] read the address of one of the mem- 
bers of the Dawes Commission, that every committee of either 
House of Congress which has been sent to the Indian Territory, 
that Mr. Dawes and two other gentlemen who were selected by 
the President of the United States as a commission, that Mr. 
Dawes and one of those tlemen, with three others selected by 
the President of the United States as a second commission, that 
every official body and every member of every committee of 
either House which has been sent there to investigate the matter 
has come back and always made substantially the same report in 
rogata 3 conditions. There can be no mistake, I think, on 

poin 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, Mr. President, I would have thought 
not on the first statement made by the Senator from Arkansas; 
but all I have to say is, and I think I ought to say it, that I have 
been informed by gentlemen who have lived in that country and 
who have investigated the Indian question, that this mode of 
ae sho land and destroying occupancy in common would be 
very de ental to the best interests of the Indians. 

JONES of Arkansas, Mr. President 


lutely 68,170 acres of land, while 520 mem of the Cherokee 
tribe petitioned their council and said that there are thousands 
of Cherokees who have no land at all—that that man, havi 
68,170 acres, thinks this condition of things very delightful, an 


that or change in it would be e 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I think that the gentleman who 
expressed this opinion to me would be very much amused if he 
were convicted of having 68,000 acres of land or 68 acres of land, 
and would be very glad to have the Senator from Arkansas prove 
that he owns that or any other land. But I do not feel at liberty 
perhaps there is no reason why I should not- to give his name with- 
vut his authority. The names of both these gentlemen, if the 
were given, would carry weight wherever they were mention 

But I want time to consider this matter; I want to see the ap- 
propriate committee, the Committee on Indian Affairs, or what- 
ever the proper committee is, take this matter up and propose a 
bill, after due investigation, and bring it before the Senate, so that 
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discussed. I do think it most dangerous and 
most perilous le tion for the United States and for these In- 
dians to have such far-reaching provisions as are contained in this 
amendment enacted into law as an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill incidentally as we pass. 

I have not had time to consider the amendment. I have only 
seen it this afternoon. What the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLATT] says may be true, but I do have an opinion now, which 
i might be changed by fair examination and discussion, 

+ the amendment if enacted into law will repeal the solemn 
treaty obligations of this Government with these Indian tribes. 

Mr. PLATT. To what treaty does the Senator refer? f 

Mr. GRAY. The treaty of 1835 and the agreement made in 
1891 and recognized by the Secretary of the Interior and by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

. PLATT. The Senator does not claim that there is any 
treaty which specifically gives to these nations the right to deter- 
mine their citizenship, does he? 

Mr. GRAY. I think there is, and I think it recognizes the 
right distinctly. 

. PLATT. I think not. 

Mr. GRAY. The lands were patented to these Indians in fee 
by the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. To the tribe. å 

Mr. GRAY. And full value was given for them, 
about their right to 


it may be properly 


P, 
that there we haye violated not only the treaty to which I referred, 
ligation, 


obligation, but destroyed it. 

. PLATT. All CCF 
I think perhaps I can state it so that the Senator will think it is 
quite as strong as when he bases it upon a supposed treaty pro- 
vision—the Supreme Court decided by an obiter dictum in a case 
where this question was not invol that we had treaties with 
these Indians in a way that they were entitled to be considered 
as a distinct political community. This was the language of the 


court; 

Our Governmen' its treaties with the Cherokees, recognized them as a 
distinct political community. and so far independent as to justify and require 
negotiations with them in t character. 


From that it has been inferred that if these Indians are a dis- 
tinct political community they must themselves have the right 
to determine who belong to that community. It is an inference 
growing out ot the woy in which we have treated them, 

Mr. . Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
the Senator from Connecticut a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. Does not the Senator from Connecticut recognize 
that it is now the law that the right to determine the citizenship 
of persons in the Five Civilized Tribesis vested exclusively in the 
authorities of those tribes, especially in their judicial tri 7 

Mr. PLATT. I do not. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator does not recognize it? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not 5 it. Iam aware that the In- 
terior Department has said t this decision of the Supreme 
Court—and I have read the only words in it which refer to this 
question—in effect recognizes that right to exist in the judicial 
tribunals of the different tribes. I do not think so. 

Mr. VILAS. Does not the Senator recognize that that decision 
recognizes that right? 

Mr. PLATT. That decision had nothing whatever to do with 
the question of citizenship; that case had nothing to do with the 
question of citizenship. determining that case relating to the 
trust fund and as to what was the character of the cession, whether 
it conveyed the property to the nation and divested the interests 
of the members of the nation, whether it gave the nation the title 
rather than the members of it, the court made use of the language 
I have read, from which the inference has been drawn. 

Mr. VILAS. It is only an inference, but it is a direct interpre- 
tation of the treaty itself to the extent m in that case by 
the Supreme Court and by the Interior De ent, when our 
distinguished associate, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
was the Secretary of the Interior, and always followed since, that 
the right was exclusive in those tribes to determine their citizen- 
ship, and that that right followed from and grew out of the treaties 
which were made between the United States and the Indians. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me read to show that not only the legislative 
and judicial departments of the Government have recognized it, 
but that the Executive has recognized it through the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Hon. H. M. TELLER, our honored colleague here 


at t, in a letter dated as January 3, 1885. I am ing at 
5 but I presume this to be authentic. eee 

Mr. PLATT. en was it dated? 

Mr. GRAY. January 3, 1885. . 

Mr. PLATT, That was before the case was decided on which 
the Senator commented. 

Mr. GRAY. The letter was addressed to the Senate, and used 
the following language: 


The right of the Cherokee Nation to control its pro: is especially gnar- 
0 27 155 and subsequent 


anteed by the isions of article 5 of the treat 
treaties. This is especially the casein the treaty of as may be seen by arti- 
cle 16 of that , wherein it is sti ted that the lands to be taken by 


treaty. ula 

the United States to settle friend! Indians on should be paid for at such price 
as the Cherokees and such Indians might upon, subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States. e ts reserved to the 
United States are clearly expressed in the several ies, and the right of 
the United States to control the Cherokee ao and prevent the nation 
from having the full and absolute control of the ucts of these lands is not 
sea W On the contrary, the Government guarantees, in article 26, 
as follows. 


Then it quotes the article. The letter further says: 
on of such lands and to re- 


Mr. President, that would be going somewhat into the merits, 
and I have only gone so far as is necessary to show the character 
of the legislation proposed by the amendment, that it is general, 
that 5 comes within 8 in the 5 of 3 XVI, and as such 
is not appropriate upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. If there be no objection on the part of anyone, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before putting the question on the 
motion of the Senator from Florida, the Chair will lay before the 
Senate bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate eight condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Asso- 


ciation of Colorado; and 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., ent of Indiana. 

The bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1363) to revive and reenact the act entitled“ An act 
to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, 
Ark.,” ngs March 2, 1891; and 

A bill (H. R. 8318) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
a no Island Arsenal, R Island, II., to Grant Park, in 

ena, III. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Florida [Mr. CALL] 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 23, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 22, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN, 
Tho J ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
ELECTION CONTEST—GOODWYN vs. COBB, 


The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned yesterday it had 
voted by yeas and nays upon the resolution which the Clerk will 


noy road. 
e Clerk rèad as follows: 

Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as the Representative of the Fifth Con i district ot the 
State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 1894, and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such 
Representative. 


The SPEAKER. No quorum appearing on the vote taken yes- 


terday on this resolution, the vote will be again taken by yeas 
and nays. 


The question was taken; and there were— 145, nays 55, not 
voting 153; as follows: 5 9 


YEAS—145. 
Aldrich, Ala. Da Jenkins, ° 
De Wi Johnson, Cal. ese A 
At ies Boller Eirkpatrick, . — 
wi ver, non, 
rrr: Doolittle, Knox, . 
Dra T, * kins, 
Baker, Eady, . e er, 
er, Md. Ellis, Leighty, Snover, 
Baker, N. H. Ev: Le Sout > 
rney, Fowler, Linney, 8 4 
1 a ner, r a g 3 
5 er, è, 
Belknap, Gillet, N. Y. denslager, Steele, 
Bell, Colo. Graff, W, phenson, 
Bennett, Griffin Ys Stewart, N. J. 
op, Griswold, Mah Stewart, Wis. 
Brewster, Grout, Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Hadley, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, slagen; McCormick, Strowd, N.C. 
us, terman, McEwan, Sulloway, 
Burton, Mo. Hardy, Mercer. Th 
Burton, Ohio Ha Miller, Kans. Towne, 
Cannon, Hartman, Treloar, 
Clark, Iowa Heatwole, Minor, Wis. Updegrat, 
Clark, Mo. Hemenway, Moody, Van Horn. 
Codding, Henderson, M y, Van Voorhis, 
Garoni s Henry, Conn. Northway, arner, 
Cook, Wis. Henry, In Otjen, Watson, Ind. 
T, Hill, ker, Watson, Ohio 
Cor Hit yne, ite, 
usins, Hop! Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Crowther, Bowel, 2 nd 
Crum u illips, x 
Curtis Kans. Huling, Pitney, Woomer. 
Danf i, Ros — 
3 uriey, ugg, 
Daniels, yde, Sa 3 
NAYS—55. 
en, Erdman, McRae, Swanson, 
Bartlett, Ga. Meredith, Talbert, 
k, Harrison, Meyer. Tate, 
y: Miner, N.Y. Terry, 
Hendrick, Money, Tucker, 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Owens, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Tex. Ken Pendleton, Turner, Va. 
X, Lester, ce, ler, 
he oe 5 nder wood, 
Culberson, e ` yers, n, 
Denny, McCulloch, Sparkman, 
Dinsmore, McDearmon, ppa; Wilson, S. C. 
Ellett, Va. McLaurin, Strait, 
Elliott, S. O. McMillin, Sulzer, 
NOT VOTING—153. 
Abbott, De Armond, Latimer, Re: A 
Acheso: Dockery, Lawson, Robertson, La. 
. Dovener, La: Robi „PA. 
Aitken, Do 3 Le 5 Rusk, 
Anderson, Fairchild, Leonard, Russell, Conn. 
Andrews, Faris, Linton, Russell, Ga. 
psley, Fenton, Livingston, Sauerhering, 
Arnold, Pa. er, Lockhart, ttle, 
Arnoia, i < Fi tehi addon 3 
ey, etcher, 3 e 
Bankh Foote, ire, Smith, Il. 
Barham, 2 Smith, Mich. 
Barrett, Gamble, McCleary, Minn. rg, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Gillett, Mass. Medlure, Southwick, 
Bell, Tex. Grosvenor, A Stallings, 
Berry, Grow, McKenney, tokes, 
Bi ngham, Hainer, Nebr cLachlan, Stone, W. A. 
Black, N. Hanly, ‘Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Blue, Harmer, es, t. 
Boutelle, Hatch, Miller, W. Va. Tawney, 
Bowers, Heiner, Pa. Milliken, Tayler, 
Brown, Hepburn, Mondell, wW 
E nai Morse, = v. 
cks, oses, adsworth, 
Bull. Hilborn, Mozley, Walker, Mass. 
rrell, Hooker. Ne Walker, Va. 
Calderhead, Howard, Newlands, alsh, 
Howe, Noonan, anger 
Chick 5 uff. Odell, W. n, 
Clarke, Ala. Hulick, 8 Wheeler, 
bb, ull, Otey, Wilber, 
Mn. Johnson, Ind. Overstreet, Willis, 
so: 8 . Dak. PAORO — —.— Ohio 
Cooke, ones, ckler, ‘oodard 
Cowen, Joy, Poole, Woodman, 
Crowley, err, Powers, Wright. 
Curtis, I came Raney, 
, Iowa ulp, ey, 
Curtis, N. Y. Kyle, Ree 
So the resolution was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: . 


Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. MILES, 

Mr. WISO of Ohio with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. ` 
Mr. LEONARD with Mr. BERRY, 

Mr. REEVES with CATCHINGS. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. BELL of Texas, 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr, WOODARD, 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. RUSK. 
Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts with Mr. MAGUIRE, 
Mr. HULL with Mr. JONES. 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Harca with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. LAYTON. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. ABBOTT. 


Mr. KIEFER with Mr. SHAW. : 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. Howarp with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. LOCKHART, 

Mr. Hulick with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SORG. 

Mr. DovENOR with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Speaker, I came into the Hall from my 
committee room just after my name was called the second time, 
I should like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the terms of the rule, the gentleman’s 
vote can not now be received. 

; Mr. BURRELL. If permitted to vote, I should have voted 
‘ ea,” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On motion of Mr. DANIELS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
just taken was laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask that the oath of office be administered to 


Mr. Albert T. Goodwyn presented himself, and was duly quali- 
fied by taking the oath prescribed by law. 


DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. SCRANTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H.R. 258 providing for the election of a Delegate 
from the District of to the House of Representatives of the 
United States was read. 


1 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. I shall have to object. 

Mr. CRISP. I must object, unless some explanation be given. 
I should like to know whether there is any government out in 
Alaska with any machinery for holding this proposed election. 

Mr. PICK I would like to inquire of the gentleman in 
charge of this matter if he expects this bill to take up any con- 
siderable time? If so, I will be compelled to object to it. 
555 I am sure it will not occupy more than a 

our. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Scarcely that long; a quarter of 
of an hour would be ample. . 

Mr. PICKLER. If there can be an agreement that the gentle- 
man will call the previous question in an hour I will be content, 
I have waited now to get up this pension bill for a long time, and 
I want to have the right of way. 

Mr. SCRANTON. It will not take a half hour. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not know about that. I would like to say 
something about this matter myself. 

EAKER Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


peaker, unless we have some ex- 

planation as to the points I have already referred to. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I will be perfectly willing, if the gentleman 
will withhold his objection, to explain this matter 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). I want to know whether they have 
the machinery out there for holding an election, whether there 
are any officers who are capable of conducting an election, and 
e about the matter that is proposed to be accomplished 
by this bill before consent is given. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing before the House, 
The gentleman from South Dakota has objec 
4 Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman withheld his objection, I un- 

erstood. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is objec- 


tion, and the gentleman from Texas . COCKRELL] is re 

Mr, SCRANTON. I understood the objection was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the request of 
the gentleman. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the fill relating to the election of a Delegate from Alaska? 

Mr. CRISP, There is, Mr. Speaker, without some satisfactory 

lanation. 
e SPEAKER. That settles it. 
The gentleman from Texas is reco 


GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and 
provide for the government of Greer County, Okla., and for other 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. R 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the portion of the Territory of Oklahoma bounded 
by the North Fork of the Red River and the State of Texas, heretofore known 
as Greer County, Tex., be, and the same is hereby, estab! as Greer 
County of Oklahoma, with m as the county seat. The governor of 
Oklahoma shall forthwith appoint for said county the same officers as are 
provided by law for other counties of Oklahoma, who shall have the same 
powers and duties, receive the same compensation, and hold office until their 
successors shall be provided by the legislature of Oklahoma. All provisions 
of law applicable to the organization and government of counties in Okla- 
homa 1 forthwith be applied by the proper officers thereof to said Greer 
County, the intention ng to provide without delay the same organized 
government for said Greer as for the other qpunties of Oklahoma. All ap- 
pointments herein provided shall be made from persons, having the other 

ualifications required by law, who were on March 16, 1896, bona fide resi- 
denis within the territory now erected into said county. All public buildings 
and prope of ever: N fenn tarare heretofore belonging to Greer County, 
Tex., or in the administration of the public ness thereof is hereby 
declared to be the property of said Greer County, Okla., and the officers 
thereof shall, as soon asap ted, take immediate charge and custody thereof. 

SEC. 2. That all procee s and actions of every kind in or before the sev- 
eral courts and officers of Greer County, Tex., have the same force and 
effect as if said courts and officers had been legally authorized courts and 
officers of the United States or of the Territory of Oklahoma, and the courts 
of said Territory having jurisdiction of similar matters shall make and issue 
all orders and writs necessary to enforce the orders, decrees, and final judg- 
ments of said courts and officers ot Texas. ; A 

SC. 3. That all suits which were pending in the several courts of said Greer 

the dockets thereof, shall be en- 


own 
ction of like 


cases, and the same shall p: as if they had been brought in said courts of 
Oklahoma. Where an appeal or writ of error has been taken from a judgment 
in any civil or criminal case rendered by any of said courts of Greer County, 


Tex., to any other court of Texas, the judgment of such N N Ba ig 
co) 
fke cases, it 1 5 40 


paot therein. 
ed by the law 
of Texas applicable to the act or transaction shh sos the courts shall 
take judicial notice of such law for toss purna: hen any judgment 
affirmed by any such appellate court provides for imprisonment, such im- 
A ONONE helt be in such place as the proper court ot klahoma shall desig- 


nate. 

SEC: 4. That all records, minutes, and files of any of the courts and officers 
mentioned in section 2 of this act shall be preserved and kept by the proper 
courts and officers of 8 and they, or certified copies thereof, shall 
be competent evidence. All tten con ts, conveyances, mo izes, or 
other instruments which have been heretofore filed or recorded in said 
Greer County, in conformity with the laws of Texas, shall be held and con- 
sidered to have been legally filed or recorded, and it shall not be necessary 
again to file or record them. 


The Committee on the Judiciary recommend the adoption of 
the following amendments: 
At the end of section 1 insert the n 
become 


And all school ee i said county 


5 the property of the 


which the same are situated. 


hts, titles, and — S conveyed, limited, encumbered, 

or in any wise affect 
rument, or by any judgment or decree of any court of Texas of gene 
pects 


inst 

tent deg ction, and all 

in date to March 16, 1896, have th 
as if said Greer county had legally formed a of the territory of the State 
of Texas up to ws agen and had upon that date been 1 
Texas to the United States with a reservation and ratification of all existi 
rights and liabilities according to the laws of Texas.“ 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand it, this bill simply provides 
for the government of the county of Greer, which by a decision 
of the Supreme Court has been held not to belong to the State of 
Texas, in which it was formerly included, but to Oklahoma, and 
this provides a county organization and government under the 
Oo RENDERSON. Simply clothing it with its 

% . Simply clo g it with its pro wers 
in Oklahoma; that is all. ee 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and the amend- 
e l by the Committee on the Judiciary were 
agre . 

ae FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another amend- 
men 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 


ng 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “seat,” in line 7 of section 1 of the bill, down 
to and including the word Oklahoma.“ in line 12, and insert: 

The present county officers of said Regent Ace be continued in office until 
the first Tuesday of November, 1896, or until the successors are elected and 
qualified at an election to be held on said first Tuesday in November, 1896, as 
provided in the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is all right. It simply applies to the 
persons now holding office in that county. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLYNN. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, to offer another 
amendment to perfect the text of the bill, an amendment ren- 
dered necessary by the adoption of the amendment just passed upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, strike out all after the word “ Oklahoma,“ in line 17, down to 
and including the word “county,” in line 21. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, what will be 
the effect of that amendment? I presume it can only be ascer- 
tained by a statement or by rereading the bill. 

Mr. FLYNN. The object of the amendment is merely to per- 
fect the text of the bill. As at present drawn the bill reads: 

All appointments herein provided shall be made from Serene having the 
other qualifications required by law who were on March 16, bona fide 
residents within the territory now erected into said county. 

These are the words which will be stricken out if the amend- 
ment is adopted. The previous amendment did away with the 
appointing power and confirmed the present officials in office. 

is is now surplusage in the bill, owing to the adoption of that 
amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. What amendment has been adopted providin 
for continuing the present officials in office? Do I understan 
that such an amendment was reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary? 

Mr. FLYNN. No, sir— 

The SPEAKER. It was an amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not hear it; and, Mr. 2 pean I seriously 
oe the power of the House to appoint the officers in that Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. FLYNN. We do not appoint; we only confirm those al- 
ready in office. 

Mr. BAILEY. The confirmation of an existing official in this 
manner can not amount to the appointment of a new one. I think 
that there is some question about that amendment, and would 
have made the objection at the time if I hag heard it read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand when 
that amendment was read that it attempted to confirm in office 
the persons who now hold officein that county. I understood this 
question had been settled by the Judiciary Committee. This bill, 
in the main, as read by the Clerk, was popad by the Attorney- 
General and by the Secret: of the Interior. I concur in the 
opinion of my colleague [Mr. BAILEY], that Congress has no power 


to make the appointment. 
Mr. BAILEY. I suggest, as an easy way out, that my friend 
from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] ask unanimous consent to recon- 


sider the amendment that has been adopted, and then to withdraw 
both amendments. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire, first, in justice to myself 
and the House, to make a statement. The remarks which have 
been made would seem to indicate that I had offered an amend- 
ment here which did not meet with the approval of certain gentle- 
men. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. COCKRELL] has represented 
Greer County in this House in the last Congress and in this. B 
a decision rendered on the 16th day of last March, in a suit pend- 
ing between the United States and Texas to determine who 1 
control and own Greer County, the decision was rendered in be- 
half of the United States. By that decision Greer County, owing 
to the act of 1890, became a of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
Greer County has been electing its county officers the same as any 
other county in the State of Texas, 

The bill as reper provided that the governor of the Territory 
of Oklahoma should make new appointments of officials in that 
county. I did not think it would be just to those people who had 
been elected that that recommendation should be approved by 
Congress. So that, in order to show the ple of that county 
that we had no desire to interfere with their county officers that 
they had elected, I have offered this amendment. Let me say here 
that there is no politics in this in my favor. Greer County, I am 
informed, has 700 votes, and I understand that 35 of them are 
Republicans, so that there is no danger of confirming any Repub- 
licans in office by this amendment. But I do say, in 1 to 
those le who have been elected to those offices, it is but right 
they should serve out their terms until next November, when the 
general election in Oklahoma will give them authority to elect 
whomsoever they see fit. I do object to any governor, no matter 
what his politics may be, being authorized to remove these men 
and appoint new officials in their places, 
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tleman from 
who 


officeholder who has 


Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask moi 


Oklahoma if he proposes to confirm in 
are now holding office in this county? 

Mr. FLYNN. I propose to confirm every 
been elected by these people, no matter what his politics may be. 

Mr. CULB N. Do you not know that there is ya 
Democrat in office in that county? 

Mr. FLYNN. No; I do not know any such thing. I know I am 
told that there are 700 Democratic voters and only 35 Republicans, 
and let me say to my friend from Texas that this amendment is 
acceptable to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. COCKRELL] who has 
oa) 421775 Greer County in this House so long. 

. CULBERSON. Then I withdraw all objection to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to say this in explanation: As to 
whether these officers are Democrats, Republicans, or Populists, 
my impressions are that they are about equally divided. I know 
that some of them are Democrats and I know that some of them 


are ublicans. 
Mr. FLYNN. Republicans? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Populists; but I think itis nothing but fair 


that those people who have been selected under the laws of Texas 
at an election properly held should hold their offices in preference 
2 lang to be appena by the at gp I do not (Mr 8 

an ties in this. I consulted with my colleague . CUL- 
Sanson] about this before this bill was framed. He told me 
he did not believe that had the authority to pass a law 
confirming these men in office. With that view the bill was 
framed leaving them out. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
FLYNN] asked me if I would t this amendment and I told 


that the bill introdu 112 CANA eai He suggest: 
that he would recommen iha spro NONE of. eee ee 


Mr. BAILEY. 

House over this matter. 
The amendment of Mr. FLYNN was agreed to. d 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and it was 8 ay, read the third time, and z 


On motion of Mr. „a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
GREER COUNTY LANDS, OKLAHOMA. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. S , I would like to call up the bill H. R. 
7945, which is another of the same matter. We have just 


disposed of one , and we might as well dispose of the other 
while the House the subject before it. 

Mr. PICKLER. How lonk aT this take? ; 

Mr. LACEY. It will not take longer than the other bill. The 
House has the facts before it, and the subject will not have to be 
gone over again. This is the land bill; the other was the govern- 
ment bill. At first the whole matter was proposed as one bill, 
and then afterwards divided into two parts before it was intro- 
duced, We have just one part, and this is the other part. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman move the previous ques- 


tion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit it to the House for 
unanimous consent if the gentleman sends up the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


bill (H. R. 7945) to provide for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to 
A € give preference rights to settlers, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That ev person of the age of 21 years, or the head of 
a family, who, on March 16, was a bona fide occupant of land within the 
territory established as Greer County, Okla., shall be entitled to continue his 
occu’ on of such land with improvements thereon, not exceeding 160 acres, 
and shall be allowed six months’ preference right from the passage 
thereto, and shall be enti to 


shall have nap io soe À occupied the same prior to March 16, 1896, Every 
such shall also have the right for six months prior to all other per- 
sons at the like rate and upon eg e -L d Seog moet 
time of making his h entry, any additional land of which he was in 
actual mon March 16, 1806, not exceeding 160 acres, which, prior to 
said da shall have been cultivated or improved by him. or those un er whom 
he claims. When 9 entitled to a homestead or additional land, as 
above provided, is the head of a family, and though still living, shall not take 
such homestead or additional land, within six months from the of 
this act, any member of such family over the age of 21 years, other than hus- 
or e, shall succeed to the t to take such or additional 
land for three months longer, and any such member of pe Some also 
have the right to take, as before provided, any excess of additional land 
actually cul ted or improved prior to March 16, 1896, above the amount to 
r not to excted 160 acres to any one 
ee ee TARE a of such „ upon like payment of $l per 
acre therefor. 

In case of the death of any settler who actually established residence and 
made improyement on land in said Greer County prior to March 16, 1896, the 


entry shall be treated as having aecrued at the time the residence was estab- 
oe oie aa of the Revised Statutes shall be applicable 
ere’ 
Any entitled tosuch homestead or additional land shall have the 
deving — from the passage of this act to remove all crops 
vements he may have on land not taken by him. 
Src. 2. That all land in said county not occupied, cultivated, or im orrian 
as provided in the first section hereof, or not included within the Tonite o 
any town site or reserve, shall be subject to entry to actual settlers only, un- 
der the provisions of the homestead law, upon — be i of $1 per acre. 
Src. 3. That in the acquisition of land as provi in this.act, the op Be t 
and boundaries heretofore adopted by the settlers in said county shall be o 
served as near as practicable: and no land shall be taken in an irregular shape 


when it can be fairly avoided. 

Sec. 4. That when ä plat cov lands in said county, not exceed- 
ing 610 acres, shall have n madeand lotsimproved e Apa rior 
to March 16. 1806, the Secretary of the Interior shall adopt Sige the 
persons who have made or own such 55 shall be entitled to receive 
patents for said lots, upon payment therefor at the rate of $10 per acre, in- 
guane rons, in such manner as shall be fixed by rules regulations of 
the Interior Department. Any land covered by such town plat zomait 
undisposed of for the period of one year after the of act, and no 
involved in contest or controversy, shall be — — to sale to the highest 
bidder for cash, under such rules as the Secretary of the Interior muy pre- 
scribe, at not less than $10 per acre, including streets. The general - 
sions of the town-site laws of the United States are hereby made app! le 
to the lands within said Greer County. 

See. 5. That when any land which law would otherwise belong 
tions reserved for gapas bo taken under the 
terior shall other 


act the Secretary of the di lands for school 
poses in place thereof. numbered 16 and 36. are achoot 
purposes as provided in laws relating to Oklahoma. 
SEC. 6. That lands which on 1896, are occupied church, 
2 or other charitable or v not for profit, 
not exceeding 2 acres in each case, shall be paten to the r author- 
in charge thereof, under such rules and regnlations as of 
See an eee upon payment t price therefor, 
exce 1 
a ei 2000000 
upon the passage of this 
Gre. 8. That any law hereafter passed releasing claimants from, or extend- 
. Se e eot r yment for land in Oklahoma, shall have like force and 
Neha ee reer County. 
EC. 9. 


ty. 
the provisions of this act shall a only to Greer C 5 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry. I 
notice in the amendments d by the committee that these 
lands are to be taken, altho as to part of them, I understand 
there is some claim by the In upon them, without any pay- 
ment to the Government. Now, if it should be decided that eas 
Indians have a claim—although I am assured there is no founda- 
tion for such a claim—would not the claim come upon the Treas- 


2 
Pie LACEY. That involves the old Chickasaw and Choctaw 
dispute that was discussed very thoroughly by 5 esses, 
The committee reported in favor of making the land parsa cae 
this House hasalready by an almost unanimous vote declared for 
free homes for all O oma; and these men who have settled on 
these lands have as meritorious a claim to free homes as anyone in 


sa a oo mel of Oklahoma. 

. DINGLEY. But would it not be possible, if this bill were 
that the Government might have to meet some claim of 

the Indians, if it was decided in their favor? 

Mr. LACEY. Whatever we do with this land in making ita 

of Oklahoma there is a probability that the Indians will ask 
or some further compensation from the United States. They 
have asked it in reference to the lands elsewhere, and no doubt 
they will as to Greer County. But President Harrison, in his 
message to Congress, declared that they had no valid claim, and 
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Noble, concurred in that state- 
ment. A claim will be asserted, I presume, but the validity of it 
is another matter. Now, that is not involved in the question be- 
fore the House. The House has determined that homesteads in 
Oklahoma should be free, and this bill is in harmony with the 
bill alread in favor of free homes in Oklahoma. 

Mr. D LEY. Butin Oklahoma there is no Indian claim, 
and here possibly there may be an Indian claim. 

Mr. LACEY. In old Oklahoma 2,000,000 acres were bought 
and made free; the balance of it was bought and paid for and not 
cup iy and this bill is in harmony with the former action of 

e House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call attention to this in order that the House 
may understand in ing this bill, with the amendments which 
have been reported, that whatever claim the Indians may be proved 
to have in these lands, if any, the Government must step in and 
pay for it and give away the land. 

. LACEY. A porton of the land would be given away, and 
a portion of it would not be. I yield to the gentleman from Okla- 
homa „ FLYNN]. 

Mr. FLYNN. r. Speaker, Greer County, as I stated when 
the Oklahoma bill was up, without an itional legislation 
from Congress, would be free. It stands to-day, if there is any 

lus land there, subject to entry free, with the exception of 
the land-office fees. Thelaw of 1890, giving Oklahoma Territorial 


* 


1896. 


ent, provided that the land affected should be open to 
eee settlement free and without cost, and then provided 
that if the suit ding between Texas and the United States 
should be deci in favor of the United States the same law 
should apply. So that there is no change of existing law in this 
bill. It is merely giving them the benefit of the law that they are 
entitled to on the statute book, and it would take some very posi- 
tive action on the part of this House before the le in Greer 
conte woe be compelled to pay any more than -office fees. 

Mr. DINGLEY. bill as originally introduced provided for 
the payment of a dollar an acre. is seems to be an ught, 

. FLYNN. The bill as introduced would change existing 
law, and compel the people of Greer County to pay for land when 
the existing law provides they shall have it for nothing. Now I 
yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. COC Let me make a statement to the gentleman 
from Maine in reference to that matter. That bill was originally 
drawn at the instance of a gentleman—Mr. Brown—who came 
here to represent the ple of Greer County. Tou will under- 
stand that these ple in Greer County for years have been un- 
der serious apprehension as to what would be the result of this 
suit, and what would become of their rights in the event the 
land should go to the Federal Government. Many of these par- 
ties had been on the land for ten years without being able to ac- 

mire any title from Texas. ing the time that the lands were 
eee Texas did not sell them to anyone. The settlers 
had gone into that territory by virtue of the right of Texas over 
that territory, by a provision that it is useless to state here; and 
they told Mr. Brown, their representative here, that they wanted 
this question settled and their rights determined somehow or 
other during this Congress; and he went and consulted the Attor- 
ney-General and the Commissioner of the General Land Office in 
erence to this matter. They told him that they thought these 
eople ought to pay for their homes, for the reason that the Choc- 
Ae and Chickasaw Indians were setting up some claim to the land. 

Now, vamer that — may be, it 3 EES by 

committees of Congress, by a good many able lawyers, an a 

i . — — all of them have found that the In- 

ians have no right or title to Greer County under any circum- 
stances; and while it is true that these settlers were willing to pay 
a dollar an acre for that land, they agreed to that under the im- 
ression that unless they did so they might forfeit their rights by 
y. As the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands knows, 

I was opposed to that bill. I told the Secretary of the Interior 
and the eee of the Land Office that no bill should pass 
through this House if I could help it that did not are those people 
free homesteads in common with the other people of O oma, 
because I believed that was just and right, and while they might 
have agreed to pay for the land, they had so agreed under the im- 
ession thatif they did not they might be deprived of their rights 
the future. Consequently this bill was changed at the instance 

of the gentleman from Oklahoma and myself. We agree upon 
this subject. We as to what the rights of these Poo are, 
He is now their l representative. I have been, and I know all 
about the character and conditions of that region. It is a desert 
country, and I tell you that a man who makes a home in that 
wind-swept district secures buta very meager property upon which 
to support himself and his family. I hope this bill will pass, doing 
justice to those people, with the amendments that have been pro- 
posed and agreed to and recommended unanimously by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I wish simply to say a word 
concerning the hearings that took place before the Public Lands 
Committee in relation to the character of this land. It was stated 
there by gentlemen who well knew that the character of the land 
in that region is semiarid, that crops are not raised there regu- 
larly, and, in fact, that the lands are worth little if anything. 
Indeed, it was thought by some of the committee that a man who 
would undertake to live on those lands ought to have a pension 
instead of being required to pay anything for them. ees 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that is not the question. e question 
is, are we giving away lands that belong to the United States or 
lands that belong to the Indians? If these lands belong to the 
Indians, even though they may be such as the gentleman de- 
scribes, we may rest assured that we shall have to pay a big 
bill for them before we get through. If the lands belong to the 
United States, I am in favor of rae thom to homestead settlers, 
but I do not want to give them to homestead settlers and then 
have the Indians come in and collect $1.40 per acre for them from 
the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman may rel uponit that whether 
the lands belong to the Indians or not, the United States at some 
time will be ed on to pay something to the Indians. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It been the policy of the Government, 
whether lands were bought from the Indians or not, to throw 
them open to settlement, and it seems to me that the people who 
have gone upon those lands and made homes there ought not to 
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be disturbed or required to pay when other settlers in the same 


region do not have to pay. 

r. BAILEY. The effect of this bill, and the only effect of it, 
will be to give the settlers whatever title the United States may 
now have, and if the Indians were to establish their right to these 
lands they would take them from both the settlers and the United 
States, and the United States would be under no legal or moral 
oa gone pe to reimburse these people, it having given them the 
land originally. I believe, although I am not iar with the 
public-land laws, that the United States Government never war- 
rants the title to land, and of course if there is no warranty of 
title there can be no | obligation. I will ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands whether I am correct in saying 
that the United States never warrants the title to lands. 

Mr. LACEY. I think the gentleman is correct in that; but in 
this case the United States first had a perpetual lease of these 
lands for the purpose of allowing Indians to settle upon them. 
Subsequently additional contracts were made by various Indian 
tribes, and lands between the ninety-eighth meridian and the one 
hundredth meridian, instead of being leased, were sold outright to 
the United States. The Indians say, however, that that was done 
with a verbal understanding that the lands were to be part of the 
Indian Territory, for occupation only by Indians, and on the basis 
of that understanding they have made a claim, what is known as 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw claim, about which there was so much 
controversy in a previous Congress. They do not claim that they 
own the lands, but they hold that they have some sort of claim to 
them in equity owing tothe United States undertaking to use them 


for other to settle Indians upon them. 
Mr. B V. Of course Greer County belonged to the United 
States all the time. That is the decision of the court. It is also 


true that the act which established the Territory of Oklahoma 
included Greer County within that Territory, exempting it, how- 
ever, from the operation of the act until the question of owner- 
ship could be decided. Now, if Congress requires these settlers 
to pay for these lands, would it not be trne that they would be 
compelled to take their lands under different and harder condi- 
er 8 the other residents of Oklahoma Territory have taken 
eirs 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly; but that was an exceptional 
poor. Has there ever been a case where the Government has 

ught lands from the Indians and then opened those lands up to 
homestead settlement without Ls dea 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes. The United States has always done so. 
That has been the almost uniform course of procedure. There 
was no other policy until recent years. Old O oma was pur- 
chased from the Indians and then opened up free to settlers. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I wish to ask him a question bearing directly on the one 
asked by the 3 from Maine [Mr. Dineuey]. Is it not 
trus that the Government has paid large prices for public lands, 
and in opening them to settlement has either pren those lands 
away in the shape of homesteads or has sold them for a smaller 
price than ae for them? 

Mr, LA In some cases that is true. I took a great deal of 
pains in 5 the Oklahoma report to ascertain the facts of 
this question, and I found that in this matter the Government is 
not behind much. Inthe te it has gained enough on 
the sale of public lands to offset in large part such losses as the 


tleman refers to. 

Mr. SAYERS. If that be true, does it not follow that it would 
be an injustice to the people of County, situated as they 
are, to refuse to them these lands with the same privileges and on 
like conditions that have been given to other communities not so 
well entitled? 

Mr. LACEY. Much of Greer County is as undesirable home- 
stead lands asthe country contains. The land is largely arid, and 
whatever these settlers may be compelled to pay will of course 
operate as a great hardship u them. They should be put, per- 
haps, in thesamecategory with the settlers in old Oklahoma. The 
lands of old Oklahoma were bought from the Indians and paid 
for and then homesteaded free of charge. It was new Oklahoma, 
including the Cherokee Strip and the additional purchases made 
by the Government, where settlers were required to undergo all 
the requirements of the homestead law and pay for the land after- 
wards. The bill as originally drawn in this case at the Attorney- 
General’s Office provi that in case the Oklahoma free-home 
bill should pass, these men should have the same benefits as set- 
tlers under that bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And this bill gives them those privileges. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir; and without waiting the determination 
upon the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We seem to be all agreed. Why should 
not the bill pass? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer two formal amendments to the 
amendments reported by the committee. I ask that they be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the amendment by s out, in line 3, 1, the words “ of the 
72 ee a fami fing» quali 


. of “ qualified under the 
om 


estead laws of the United States. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. Now I ask that the other amendment to the 
amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 5. in section 4, strike out, after the word “by,” the words “ the 
laws of the Territory of Oklahoma and insert the word “law.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments of the committee as amended were adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words. I am 
in favor of the amendment which allows homestead entries to be 
made in Greer County free of cost except office fees, and I think 
it unn to discuss that question. I wish, however, to put 
upon record in this connection an emphatic denial that the In- 
dians have any right or title to or interest in the lands in Greer 
County. If any such right should ever be asserted, it will be 
predicated upon such suggestions as have been introduced into 
this discussion this morning. The inquiries and indirect admis- 
sions that have been made here may suggest to the Indian lob- 
byists who fill our corridors from day to day and from year to 
year a basis for the pretense that the Indians have some sort of 
claim to these lands. Sir, the Indians never occupied Greer 
County; they have no 195 there and have never had, and, so 
far uae am concerned, I believe it is the judgment of the House 
that they never can establish any right to those lands, I insist 
that we should not do or say anything that will countenance or 
recognize the idea that there is any foundation for such a claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to say just one word. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just one word in onse to what has been 
said by the gentleman from Arkansas . MCRAE]. I have lived 
on that border for thirty-odd years, and can say that noone there 
has ever heard of a Choctaw or Chickasaw Indian laying any 
claim to Greer County until within the last few years, when the 
Government began to make some trades, and some lawyer lobby- 
ing around here got up a scheme to make the Government pay 
the Indians for Greer County in the event that the Government 
should recover it from the State of Texas. That is the history of 
the whole matter. r 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, those claims have been made 
by white Choctaws and Chickasaws? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. y s 

Mr, LACEY. I now call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 2557 
ting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd; when the Speaker sign 
e same, 


y” and inse 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
Durango, and Leadville, Colo.; : 

A bill (S. 2598) granting to the American Invalid Aid Society 
of Boston, Mass., the abandoned Fort Marcy Mili Reserva- 
tion, in New Mexico, for the purpose of a national sanitarium for 
the treatment of pulmonary di ; 8 

A bill (S. 1865) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut; and X 

A bill (S. 559) for the relief of Byt. Col. Thomas P. OReilly. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: ; 

A bill (H. R. 8318) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., to Grant Park, in 
Galena, III.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 1m 1 


rovide for the oe distri- 
bution of the publication enti essages and Papers of the 
Presidents. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


amendment the following concurrent resolution: 


tati the Senat ing), That there 
be pemged 5.000 eaditional copies of Bullstin No. 15 of the Office of Experi. 
ment Stations of the Penns of Agriculture, entitled Hand of 


Experiment Station Work, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
members of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of members of the House of 
Representatives, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2557) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd. 
CONDEMNED CANNON, GRANT PARK, GALENA, ILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon 
from the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock d, III., to Grant Park, 
in Galena, III. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 16, after the word “infantry,” the words 
“and bearing an inscription ‘Presented to the sovereign Slate of South 
apaa a commemoration of the 20th day of December, 1860, by citizens 
abroad. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois and of the House to the phraseology 
of this bill, which seems to be peculiar in this, that it devolves on 
the Secretary of War the necessity of making the transfer. It is 
true that there are words affixed to the bill to prevent the Gov- 
ernment from bearing any of the expense, but in matters of this 
kind usually we have been in the habit of 3 terms that 
the expense of the movement or delivery of the guns shall be paid 
by the post or the association receiving them, the Government 
8 no n of the er. 

Mr. HITT. e people there are prepared to pay all the ex- 
pense at once, and only desire the gun to be transferred under the 
83 of the Secretary of War, as the facilities are at hand. 
They will meet the necessary expense. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MEDICAL COLLEGES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5488) prorice zor the incorporation 
and eres of medical colleges of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. this case the amendment of the Senate is 
to the title. The Clerk will read the amended title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to provide for the incorporation and regulation of medi 
colleges in'the District of Columbia. š ae eae 

The amendment to the title was concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CORPUS CHRISTI CHANNEL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor 
Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Cor- 
pus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and ings Ship 
Channel, in Aransas County, Tex. 

The Senate amendments were read at length and concurred in, 


DISTRIBUTION OF MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the 

roper distribution of the publication entitled“ Messages and 

apers of the Presidents.” 

e Senate amendment was read at length. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. S. r, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate two pieces of con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to 
the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate two pieces of condemned cannon and four 

ids of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers“ 
onument and Memorial Association of Chicago, III., for the soldiers“ monu- 
ment now erected in St. Boniface Cemetery, Chi „III.: Provided, That 
the same can be spared without detriment tothe eine and that no expense 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be en; and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELKNAP, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, LAMBERTVILLE, N. J. 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. 


1896. 


Angel Post, No. 20, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambert- 
ville, N. J., 4condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he b Be 
thorized and directed to deliver to Major C. A. Angel ‘ost, No. 20, Grand y 
of the ublic, of Lambertville, N. q., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon 
balls, for the decoration of the soldiers’ monument of said city: Provided, 
That the same can be spared without detriment to the service and that no 
expense is thereby incurred by the Government. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 1 í 

On motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, Lask present consideration of the 
bill I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from South Dakota de- 
mand the regular order? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I must demand the regular order. 

I desire to present a privileged report from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. I send to the desk for present consideration the 
bill H. R. 8271, a bill relating to pensions, 

The bill was read at le š 

And then (on motion of Mr. PIckLER) the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill, with Mr. HoPKINS in the chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, more than thirty years have 

since the close of the war for the preservation of the Amer- 
ican Union—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
thing in order would be the reading of the 

Several MEMBERS. It has been read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill was read in the House, but it 
has not been read in the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
a reading in the committee, as it has just been read in the 

ouse, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The n asks unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there ob- 
jection? 

3 There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, more than thirty years have 
joined the past since the close of the war for the preservation of 
the American Union. A generation has been born and grown to 
prime manhood and womanhood, who know by experience nothing 
of that great contest. 

To this new generation that great struggle is only history. His- 
torical knowledge of war can but faintly approximate actual ex- 

erience of the same. To know war one must have been of it. 

o description can approach reality. The men who were soldiers 
in the war of the rebellion on either side are in mature manhood 
and old age, and more than half their number haye joined the 
great army of the dead. 

More than thirty thousand of the Union Army, and doubtless 
relatively as great a number of the Confederate army, went down 
to death during the past year. 

To the bill under consideration, entitled ‘‘A bill relating to pen- 
sions,” the Committee on Invalid Pensions invite your attention 
to-day. It is a bill in the interest of the soldiers of that war. 

There has grown up all over this country a feeling of unrest, 
disquiet, and dissatisfaction concerning the administration of the 
pension laws during the last few years; claimants for pension 
and increase have been long delayed in the adjudication of their 
claims; constructions have been severely technical; pensions have 
been discontinued and reduced; and much complaint is heard 
anong pensioners, claimants, and their friends EON the 


suggest that the first 
bili. 


No community is free from these complaints, and thousands of 
neighborhoods have their well-known cases of injustice to pension- 
ers and wre cae for pension; and this injustice has, in a great 
number of instances, ripened into disgust and indignation. 

There is a widespread feeling among the soldiers and their 
friends that ree are entitled to more liberal treatment in the ad- 
justment and allowance of pensions than they are receiving. The 
committee, after very careful consideration of this bill in detail, 
present it to the House, believing that every section will be found 
important in the future administration of the pension laws, and 
that this bill, if it shall become a law, will greatly facilitate the 
allowance of pensions and allay the fear of the pensioner as to the 
reduction or discontinuance of his pension after its allowance. 

The committee has, in the abuses it seeks to correct, confined 
itself to no cular time or administration, but, rdless of 
the time of the initiation of such abuses, seeks toremedy the same 
me be the claimant in allowing and preserving his rights under 

W. 
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It does not add a single new class of pensioners to the pension 
rolls, but seeks to establish a more liberal construction of existing 


Ws. 
It will, if it becomes a law, answer a large number of the ques- 
tions and inquiries that come to members of this House, 


PRIOR CONFEDERATE SERVICE. 


The first section of the bill provides— 

That no person otherwise entitled to a pension by virtue of any law of the 
United States shall be disqualified from receiving the same by reason of any 
prior service in the Confederate army or navy during the war of the rebellion, 
nor shall the widow, hitanan 5 dependent relatives of such person be de- 
prived of a right to penon y reason of such service: Pro That no 
pension shall be gr: d eee of this section for er contracted or 
incurred while siding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of 
the United States. 

Mr. MILES. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. I prefer not to be interrupted. When I get 
through I will be glad to answer any questions I can. I propose 
to take up the bill by sections, and when I get through with that 
I shall be glad to confer with my colleague or any other gentle- 
man who may desire to ask questions. 

The inhibition sone to be removed b 

bill is contained in section 4716 of 
is as follows: 

Src. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner 
voluntarily en; in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of the United States. s 

On March 8, 1877, the disqualification was removed as to soldiers 
who afterwards voluntarily enlisted in the Army of the United 
States and incurred or contracted disability or disease while in 
line of duty, and their widows, children, or heirs. 

On March 9, 1878, the inhibition was removed as to survivors 
and widows of the war of 1812. 

On January 29, 1887, it was removed as tosurvivors and widows 
of the Mexican war. 

July 27, 1892, it was removed as to survivors and widows of the 
Indian wars. 

And on August 1, 1892, the act of March 3, 1877, removing the 
bar as to soldiers, was made applicable to sailors as well. 

It is worthy of special attention that the section under consid- 
eration seeks only to remove the disqualification of a prior service 
in the Confederate army or navy, whereas three of the statutes 
above mentioned refer to and necessarily condone a similar serv- 
ice subsequent to the one by virtue of which the pensioner draws 
a pension. : 

he Department of the Interior, under the last Administration, 
laid down the rule that section 4716, Revised Statutes, had no 
Pe to the law of June 27, 1890, and hence held substan- 
tially as we now provide in this section. 

In the case of George W. Coffey (4 P. D., 285), December 16, 
1890, Assistant pig, Bussey decided that the fact that the 
claimant served in the Confederate army prior to his enlistment 
and service in the Army of the United States did not impair his 
pensionable status under the law of June 27, 1890, or any other 
act. He says: 

The claimant is entitled to pension * * * under the act of June 27, 1890, 


if he can prove a service of not less than ninety da: an honorable dis- 
charge, and also that his disabilities are not the result of his own vicious 


this section of the pro- 
e Revised Statutes, and 


In the case of Henry Hayman, decided March 19, 1891, Assist- 
ant Secretary Bussey says: 
The foregoing provision ecran 2 of the act of June 27, 1890 Ani tere 
e 


states that proof of service for nineey as sin the naval service o 
States du the late war of the re 


2 of the act of June 27, 1890, and not in pursuance of section 4716, Revise 
utes, which has in fact no bearing upon the case. The Government accepted 
Haymanas a suitable person for the naval service, and nothing that he had 
done prior to his authoritative admission into the service can invalidate his 
claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Again, in the case of Daniel B. Garrison (6 P. D., 289), decided 
March 11, 1893, Assistant Secretary Bussey says that the Depart- 
ment haus universally held this view of the law.” 

But with the incoming Administration came a change of policy, 
and Assistant Secretary Reynolds, in the cases of Bernstine (7 
P. D., 229) and Ozborn (id., 317), decided May 19 and September 
6, 1894, ressly overrules the cases of Coffey, Hayman, Garri- 
son, and all other like cases, thus refusing to allow pensions to 
those who had all the qualifications required by the act of June 
27, 1890, but who had previously served in the Confederacy, and 
thereby overturning the rulings made by his predecessor. The 
present Administration, however, has not mopped with applying 
this rule to claims as such, but has dropped from the rolls the 


4278 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 22, 


names of pensioners who were granted pensions under the former 
decisions. 

It seems that this section should become a law. It is not only 
FFF te serv- 
ice and 


Little individual enmity was ever engendered. The Union sol- 
dier and the Confederate never hada eee grievance against 
ench other. They were the same proud of the Repub- 
lic they and their fathers had founded and nurtured, all proud of 
the ol dawn of the conflict. Kindred were 
hbors found themselves opposed, 
e fortunes of different armies, 


the trenches of the two armies were very near 
ing a small flag, 8 by 12 inches in size, attached to a small staff a 
little above our trenches, 13 bullet holes were shot h it, 
seemingly in an instant. To expose one’s self on either side meant 
certain woundsor death. Altho these men for days and weeks 
so watched each other with y intent while on duty, when 
a ary came they stacked arms, crawled from the es, 
ed and bartered in friendly intercourse, conversed as to their 
homes and families, and expressed their hearts’ desire to one an- 
other that the war might soon be over. 

And as the asperities of war have been softened by the lapse of 
three decades and all now bear allegiance to the flag our fathers 
bore, the flag of all of us since the war, it seems fitting that the 
provisions of this section should become a law;. and, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am sure that no member of this House will more cheerfully 
vote for its passage than the many Union soldiers on this floor. 

During the present session Congress has passed a law permitting 
persons who served as officers in the Army of the United States 
and afterwards joined the Confederacy to again servein the Union 
Army. This section seeks merely to extend the benefits of the 
pension laws to , or those clai under them, who would 
otherwise be entitled to a pension but for the fact of a prior serv- 
ice in the Confederate army or navy. 


All soldiers are 

Or should be comrades, even though enemies. 

Our swords when drawn must be a aden 
) ; but w. 


— leveled) at each other's 
truce, a peace, or what you will, remits 
The steel into its soabbard. and lets sleep 

The spark which lights the matchlock, we are brethren. 

As to the probable number of claimants who might be granted 
pensions under this section, I have obtained the following authen- 
tic information: 

The vase! of the Wwa 5 t ao bares 55 six 
regiments and one independent company of infan OW] as 
United States Volunteers, which were chiefly composed of desert- 
ers from the Confederate army and prias of war, after havi 
taken the oath of allegiance to the United States. The officers 
these organizations were mostly appointed from the Regular Army 
or from volunteer regiments then in the service, and consequent! 
they should not be taken into consideration in connection wi 
this section of the bill. The enlisted men numbered 5,788, and 
many of them are undoubtedly now drawing pensions for disabili- 
ties incurred in line of duty. 

These were not all the men in the service of the United States 
who had served in the Confederate army, however, but the war 
records afford no clew to determining the number. Some pensions 
probably have been granted and may be granted in the future to 
men who come within the provisions of section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes, whose service in the Confederacy has never been brought 
to the attention of the Bureau of Pensions, because for such in- 
formation the Bureau must depend on the claimants themselves 
to disclose the fact or on e pasa having knowledge of it. 

While this section would to the pension rolls the names of 
a comparatively small number of men who have heretofore been 
held to be pensionable, yet it would also introduce a uniform rule 
to be applied to all claimants, On this point the committee says: 

More z 
E Ep EA, a a ee Se eae 
and an honorable the Union Army should not be refused a 
pensionable status on account of a prior — te the Confederate army. 


4 


The inhibition has long been removed in the cases of those soldiers who 
incurred disabilities in line of a a there are diverse rulings on the 
subject under the act of June 27, . The distinction between voluntary 
and involuntary enlistment has been sought to be made, but we think the line 
of demarcation, as shown by the decisions, is rather finely drawn. A uniform 


rule should be ad in the matter, and we believe that the comparatively 
small number of class who are not already on the pension rolls should be 
given a like chance with the others. 


NO PENSION SHALL BE REDUCED OR DISCONTINUED. 
Section 2 provides: 


recovery from disability: Provided, 

shall be construed to entitle say paren to more than one pension, or as al- 
lowing more than one pension for the same service, nor toaffect —— the 
Rovisod Statutes of the United Btates and acts supplemental to and amends, 
tory thereof. 

If this section shall become a law it will bring greater penoa 
quiet, comfort, and satisfaction, and toa far greater number of 
people, than any other legislation that this Congress can possibly 
enact. The ionersall over this land, soldiers, soldiers’ widows 
and orphans, hundreds of thousands of whom are now in absolute 
dread and fear of the discontinuance of their pensions, will rejoice. 
To wives and daughters, to children and grandchildren, this 
provision come with feelings of the deepest gratitude. 

Veterans in all parts of the country who Sepan on their pen- 
sions to keep them out of the almshouse have during the past two 
years experienced the greatest solicitude and fearful anxiety lest 
their pensions should be discontinued. This section will dissipate 
this fear, It will be a solace to their declining years. It is just, 
it is humane, it is righteous. 

These men now average nearly 60 years of age. The pension 
roll for some time pat has been subjected to the closest scrutiny. 
Hundreds of men e been in the field, and great treasure has 
been expended in seeking to detect and strike from the roll every 
fraudulent and irregular pension. Impelled bythe desire to veri 
the mistaken declaration of the Chief Executive that thousan 
of neighborhoods had their well-known cases of fraudulent pen- 
sioners, the subordinates have scoured the country seeking to 
strike from the rolls the names of soldiers, widows, and orphans. 
In thousands of cases, honest and deserving, this has been wrong- 
fully done, and the pensioners have thus been deprived of sup- 
port, as well as humiliated and disgraced in the of their 
neighbors and friends as persons who had been uding the 
Government, 

presumption, therefore, Mr. Chairman, being conclusive 
that the present pensioners are honestly and rightfully drawing 
their pensions, and as they now average nearly 60 years of age 
they are entitled to the protection of this section, that there shall 
be no reduction or discontinuance except for fraud, clerical error, 
mistake of fact, or recovery from disability. 

Furthermore, the exceptions in this section upon which a par 
sion may be suspended or discontinued cover all cases where 

ions should be suspended or discontinued. And to call atten- 
tion to the breadth of the exception and the multitudinous forms 
of deceit covered, thus providing the means of stop of any 
dishonest pension that may be discovered, at the risk of quoti 
elemen definitions I desire to refer to the wide latitude sti 
extended to the Bureau of Pensions in pursuing the dishonest 
pensioner by giving the breadth and scope of the term fraud.“ 

Fraud is said to be manifested in such endless variety of forms 
and ever-changin g, colors that a definition of it would appear 
almost useless. ew codes, courts, or text writers have ever 
made the attempt. Says Lord Hardwick: 

Fraud is infinite; and were a court of equity once to lay down rules how 
ee oe os ae ee extending their it or to 
define e or evidence of it, the jurisdiction w: be cramped 
and elu by new schemes which the fertility of man’s inyen- 
tion would contrive. 


The text-books have divided fraud into (1) actual and (2) con- 


structive. 
may consist in (1) the statement of that which 
or (2) the concealment of that which is 


The gist of actual fraud is deception in some form. Where this 
element is iring aas is no actual fraud. 
Deception or it is — trick, collusion, contrivance, false 
esentation, or underhand practice used to defraud another. 
t consists in guiltily creating a false impression on one’s mind 
by act or omission. 


Deception by “act” may be caused either by misr ntation 
1 A by “omission” en by silence 
where there is a duty to 


2. Constructive fraud arises where a paly can not take advan- 
tage of the act or transaction complained of without subverting or 
violating some principle of law or equity or settled rule of public 


Hewho alleges frand must always clearly and distinctly prove it. 
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Examples of fraud arising in the administration of the pension 


laws may be found in 1 P. D., 443; 2 ib., 65; 7 ib., 404. 0 

An example of clerical error or mistake of fact can be found in 
the Rudder case (7 P. D., 488). 

Considering their age, it is not probable that many pensioners 
now upon the rolls will recover from their disabilities. How- 
ever, in case of actual recovery, of course the pension should not 
be continued thereafter. This can not interfere with the pen- 
sioner who does not recover; as long as the disability exists he 
should draw his pension. : 

Nor is this provision that a pension shall not be discontinued 
without precedent. We find in the act of June 9, 1880, relative to 
the Navy, the provision that nothing contained in the act shall— 
5 the rate of any pension which had — — pang eos 

oommissio officers A 
* — * 150d, and the Secretary £ the 


widows or minor children prior to July oi 
terior is hereby directed to. all such ions as have y been 
go reduced to the rate originally granted and allowed, to take effect from the 


This is an express provision py abe to naval officers, declar- 
ing in terms that ions shall not be reduced, and it also affords 
a precedent for what is asked in section 3 of ees ee 
that the Secretary of the Interior shall 9 that 
already been reduced. Thus the statute a direct prece- 
dent for sections 2 and 3 of this bill. 
Again, in the law concerning pensions for the Indian wars, we 
find the following provision: 
. pensions under shall be at the rate of month,and 
parable from and a soe heat passa —— this act for and — ie the —.— 
es e pe e $ 
If possible, this is a more emphatic statute than the one last 
quoted, where it is provided absolutely that the pensions shall be 
granted for the natural life of the pensioner, the statute taking it 
out of the power of the of the Interior to discontinue 
the pension. This statute, however, is modified in exactly the 
same manner that we provide in this bill, to wit, that they shall 
ony be discontinued for fraud; the language of the law being as 
ollows: 

Secretary ior shall cause to be stricken from the pen- 
FFF 
— fraudulent representations, and that such — is not entitled 
a pension under this 

So it will be observed that we have the strongest precedent by 
former acts of Congress for what we ask in this bill. 

By the act of March 18, 1818, concerning Revolutionary soldiers 
and their widows, it is provided: 


Every commissioned officer, m musician, and private 
soldier, and all officers in the hospital de; t and medical staff who 
served in the war of the Revolution until the end thereof, or for the term of 


nine months or longer at 3 of the war, on the Continental establish- 
commission commissi 


officer, non: oned offi 


Haa officer, of $50 per month during lifes if 
cer, r m * a 
cian, mariner, marine, or 5 

Likewise, under the act of March 15, 1828, it is provided that 
certain officers of the army of the Revolution in the Continental 
ae shall be entitled to a pension “‘to continue during his natural 

. 

Here it will be observed that the pension was granted when, 
** by reduced circumstances in life,” he “shall be in need of assist - 
ance from his country for N gregh andthe pension, when granted, 
continued during life. And so this statute, in the strongest lan- 
guage possible, upholds the theory of this bill in taking it out of the 
power of the Secretary to reduce a pension unless for the causes 
5 ning pens i f th f 1812, by secti 

con oners of the war o , by section 

4637 of the 5 tatutes, it is provided that pensions under 

the preceding section shall be at the rate of $8 per month, ‘‘and 

be paid to the persons entitled thereto for the term of their 

lives from and after” February 14, 1871. And by act of March 9, 

1878, the Secretary is directed to place the names of pensioners 
upon the rolls for and during their natural lives. 

The committee, therefore, in providing that pensions shall not 
hereafter be discontinued or reduced, announces no new or strange 
doctrine, but simply follows the many precedents above cited that 
Congress has applied to the pensioners of other wars. 

The veteran pensioner, Mr. i , is richly entitled to rest 
without further anxiety as to his pension. He is the gray-haired 
remainder of the great Union Army. He was an active ici- 
par in the tremendous conflict which shook this nation toits very 

oundation. Years of his life were amid fire and sword, carnage 


and strife, bloodshed, destruction, and battle. 

His best days were in the shadow of a mighty struggle. He 
lived at a time that tried men’s souls.” His age and generation 
were dedicated tothesword. A nation saved or a nation lost were 
the alternatives offered him. He stood for the nation. Victory 


perched upon his banner. War is over. Another generation has 
appeared, Peace reigns. Mr. Chairman, how blessed to a nation 


is peace. 
The neig! troop, the flashing blade, 
—.— bugle ö — . 
The din and shout are past. i 
The active days of a great majority of that old army arenearin; 
aclose. Peace and quiet is their desire; the Government shoul 
accord it to them. of their number have crossed the great 
river; the remainder must soon join their comrades gone before. 
On Fame's eternal camping-ground 


Fee 

lory guards with solemn round 
The bivouac of the dead. 

Nor war's wild note, nor s peal, 
Shall thrill with fierce 


breasts that never more may feel 
The raptures of the fight. 

This section, Mr. Chairman, will afford 555 this age of 
peace to the living veterans of the war, the ws, and orphans, 
RESTORATION. 

Section 3 provides that pensions reduced or discontinued by rea- 
son of the late interpretation of the act of June 27, 1890, shall, 
upon application, be restored under the provisions of this act. 

INVESTIGATIONS—FRAUD. 

Section 4 provides that all investigations into the merits of 
pension previonsly allowed shall be conducted by question ana 
answer. Under the ee practice the special examiner calls 
upon the ioner, clai t, or witness, and himself submits in 
narrative form the testimony to be examined. It needs no argu- 
ment to show that the examiner can easily color the testimony in 
one direction or the other as he may be inclined when he is al- 
lowed to examine the witness orally and then commit the state- 
ment to writing in narrative form, with his own interpretation 
and bias concerning the facts sworn to. It is believed that in a 
large number of cases the exact meaning of the witness does not, 
by this means, reach the Pension Office, and the provision that it 
shall be by question and answer will enable the office to under- 
stand just what was asked and what was replied-thereto. It will 
clearly demonstrate whether the examination was fair and whether 
the answers are responsive to the questions put. It will also con- 
form to the examination of witnesses in courts more nearly than 
under the present system. 

This rule would closely adhere to the former pornon of law 
as contained in the act of June 21, 1879, in the following words: 

But in no case shall a pension be withdrawn or reduced except upon notice 


to the pensioner and a hearing upon sworn testimony, except as to the cer- 
tificate of the e. surgeon. 


The proviso to this section is as follows: 


writing and under cath and the or persons thereby shall 

f a ied T ch the charrestaaaa, ther with the names 
of the making the same and of the witnesses whom said charges 
are to eres at least thirty days prior to such in tion, such investi- 
gation to be conducted at the county seat of the county in which the person 
affected resides, and the depositions of witnesses residi — of oe 


county be taken as near as may be in accordance Ə 
the State or Territory in which said resides. 

This provides a mode of ing testimony where fraud is 
charged. Fraud can not be inf but must always be clearly 
established by the evidence, and there is no reason why a charge 
of fraud in a pension case should not be as ly investigated 
and pen oe as in a case at law. Fraud should not be inferred 
nemei the pensioner, nor should it be found to exist by evidence 
which is incompetent to establish the charge or improperly ad- 
duced. Under this proviso the pensioner will be fully AETS as 
to the nature of the charges made, he will have time to secure 
counsel and procure witnesses to rebut the allegations, and it is 
believed that thereunder his TO will be fully protected. 

Nor is it any hardship to the Government or its agents that they 
should proceed to the county seat of the county wherein the pen- 
sioner resides, and there, after due notice, conduct the examina- 
tion, It is but fair that the pensioner should be fully informed 
of the exact charge made against him; that he should be con- 
fronted by the witnesses who are to testify, and that he should be 
assisted by counsel if he should so desire; for not only may the 
continuance of his pension depend upon the outcome of such 
aula. ea but he may also be subjected to severe punishment 
under the law if such fraud shall be established. This provision 
will conduce largely to a fair examination and the ascertainment 
of the facts in such cases. 

THE OATH OF AN ENLISTED MAN. 

Section 5 provides that the oath of an enlisted man shall be of 
equal weight with that of a commissioned officer, and that no 
claim shall be rejected because of claimant’s inability to furnish 
the testimony of more than one witness to any material fact. 

This section, in form substantially as here stated, passed the 
last House, but was not considered in the Senate, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 


4280 APRIL 22, 


There never was any good reason why the oath of a noncommis- 
sioned officer or private should not have as great weight as the 
oath of a commissioned officer. It is a strained effort to keep up 
rank when app ied to testimony which is neither logical nor 

e 


American. equality of men is the fundamental principle of 
republicangovernment. The Declaration of Independence declares 
that all men are created equal, and equality before the law is the 
boast of our civilization. 

The distinction between the officer and enlisted man was far 
less in the war of the rebellion than in any other war. Generally 
there was very little difference in the education and ability of a 
large number of men in the company and the captain and lieuten- 
ants who commanded it, and, as promotions were made from the 
ranks,-many enlisted men at the inni e officers before 
their service was over. It is unreasonable, therefore, to hold that 
the oath of a soldier while he was in the ranks should not be as 

as when . to the grade of a commissioned officer. 

e adoption of this portion of the section will save the claimants 

much delay and troublesome annoyance in the prosecution of their 

SIRE and the Government will not be any worse off by reason 
thereof, 

Nor is there anything unreasonable in the proviso to the sec- 
tion, to wit: 

That no claim shall be rejected because of claimant's inability to furnish 
as to any material fact in the case the testimony of more than one credible 
witness having knowledge of such fact. 

While it does riot provide that a proposition shall be considered 
as established by such evidence it inferentially directs the allow- 
ance of the claim if the Commissioner shall believe the fact is 
thereby sufficiently proved. 

ORDER 29 DISPENSED WITH. 

Section 6 provides— 


That in the administration of the ion laws an affiant shall be required 
only to make oath that said affiant read or heard read the subscribed 
affidavit; that the same was prepared in his or her presence at his or her dic- 
tation, is in affiant’s own language, and that the matters and things therein 
stated are true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why do you strike from this bill the provi- 
sion in the other one that I will read? 

And that the matters and things therein stated on information and belief 
affiant believes to be true. 

Why should not that be permitted to remain in this bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me to 
proceed, I will return to that and speak upon that later. 

The demand for the provision embodied in this section arises 
from what is known as Order 229” of the Department of the 
Interior, which is as follows: 

[Order No. 229.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1893. 


In the preparation of testimony in support of claims in pension cases all 
statements affecting the particular case and not merely formal must be writ- 
ten, or prepared to be typewritten, in the presence of the witness, and from 
his oral declarations then made to the person who then reduces the testi- 
mony to writing, or then prepares the same to be typewritten. And such 
testimony must embody a statement by the witness that such testimony was 
all written, or pre for typewriting (as the case may be), in his presence, 
and only from oral statements then made; stating also the time, place. 
and person, when, where, and to whom he made such oral statements, and 
chat in making the same he did not use, and was not aided or prompted by 
any written or printed statement or recital prepared or dictated by any 
other person and not attached as an exhibit to testimony. 

Any needless delay in the 8 of such testimony after such oral 
statement by the witness, or orwarding the same to this Bureau,and any 
material alteration or erasure will be cause for rejecting such testimony. 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
Approved: 


OKE SMITA, Secretary. 

The complaint against this order is universal, In actual prac- 
tice it is very difficult to prepare an affidavit in accordance with 
its mandate. No such tic requirements are known in any 
court or tribunal in the land. In fact, the careful attention of a 
good lawyer is absolutely necessary. 

When it is considered that many applicants for pension are per- 
sons of limited education and very generally unacquainted with 
legal rules and forms, such a measure becomes impracticable and 
unreasonable, and should be discontinued. The annoyance and 
vexation to applicants growing out of this order can readily be 
imagined. It is condemned the country over, and the last para- 
graph of it, stating that any delay in the preparation of the testi- 
mony or the forwarding of the same will be cause for its rejection, 
is a constant menace to the claimant, and in his anxiety and haste 
to comply with this condition, in a majority of cases he gets the 
affidayit wrong. 

The order carries with it the intimation that the witness does 
not intend to testify to the truth, and the object of it would seem 
to be to delay him by its unusual requirements. It has hindered 
and delayed the granting of more pensions than probably any 
other emanation from the Pension Bureau. Such an order is 
wholly unnecessary. 

The section provides that the affidavit may be prepared in a 


form similar to that generally obtaining in courts of justice 
throughout the land, and an affidavit so pre would be good 
in any State or Territory. No more technical requirements should 
be imposed upon the pensioner in the 3 of an affida vit 
than are required in the preparation of like papers in the courts 
where great property interests, and even life itself, may be at 
stake. After all this is complied with, the climax is reached when 
the Bureau writes to the postmaster or other person as to the 
standing of the witness and the validity of his affidavit, thereby 
causing increased delay. 

The correction of the abuse, as provided in this section, is uni- 
versally demanded. 

NOTIFICATIONS AS TO STATUS. 

Section 7 of the bill provides— 

That all notifications from the Bureau of Pensions as to the status of any 
case shall set forth each and every fact upon which further evidence is re- 
quired to complete the same. 

Upon receipt of such notification the claimant will be informed 
as to all the facts upon which evidence is required to complete his 
case, and can intelligently at once judge for himself whether it is 
possible to secure the evidence to substantiate such facts. Thisis 
said to be the rule of the Pension Office at the present time, but it 
seems to be more honored in the breach than the observance,” 
the evidence being frequently required by piecemeal. 

Taking into consideration the many other sources of delay in 
the adjudication of claims and the snail-like pro; made in their 
allowance, it is but fair to each applicant that he should have be- 
fore him exact information as to the facts on which further evi- 
dence is necessary, in order that he may, if pe submit the 
evidence on all controverted points at one and the same time, and 


thus close his case. 
NO MORE “ CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATIONS.” 
Section 8 requires that all papers, memoranda, writings, letters, 


or exhibits relating to any pension or claim shall be open to the in- 
spection of the claimant or his attorney. It has long been the 
practice of the Pension Office after the filing of the affidavits, 
the medical certificate, and other evidence n to complete 
the case to secretly inquire of postmasters and other persons in re- 
gard to the applicant, the witnesses, character of the testimony 
and various other matters relating to the case. The claimant and 
his attorney are never allowed to inspect these communications, 
and thousands of cases have thus been delayed and often disal- 
lowed on account of the malicious statement of some person un- 
known to the applicant, which henecessarily couldin no way rebut. 
Many cases have thus been delayed for years, the claimant simply 
groping in the dark, he having f ed sufficient evidence to 
complete it. and yet the claim being refused for some cause of 
which the Bureau never informs him. In a large majority of 
these cases, should the claimant be informed of the charges against 
him or his witnesses, he could easily disprove them; and in many 
instances, where made out of pure malice, they never would be 
made if such communications were open to inspection. Under 
the present system it is an easy method of paying off an old grudge. 

Such secret inquiry presupposes that the soldiers who fought the 
battles of their country, who saved the nation in its hour of direst 
peril, when the very fabric of this great Republic rocked— 

From turret to foundation stone— 

are now seeking to obtain their pensions by fraud and misrepre- 
sentation. 

The imputation is false, and should be removed. 

In the courts of no civilized carrie | is a litigant required to try 
a case where testimony is submi by his opponent as to the 
nature and character of which he is ignorant; and there is no rea- 
son why a pension claim should not be as fairly and openly inves- 
tigated as any claim against the Government in the district or 
circuit courts or in the Court of Claims, or as an ordinary case 
between individuals is tried in any court. This practice is one of 
the most un-American and star-chamber proceedings that has ever 
obtained in this country, and there is no necessity for its longer 
continuance. The Government is provided with plenty of money 
and plenty of agents to investigate the character of witnesses and 
everything else relating to a pension claim, and this section is sim- 
ply in the interest of fair treatment and justice to the claimant. 

e last Congress took a step in this direction by providing that 
the reports of examining surgeons, to which the claimant or his 
attorney had formerly been denied access, should be open to inspec- 
tion. Probably there was more opposition to the inspection of 
papers of this kind than any other class, but there seems to be no 
complaint that this provision has not led to good results. 

WAR OR NAVY RECORDS CONCLUSIVE. 
Section 9 provides— 
That in all claims for pension or increase of pension the records of the 


War or Navy Department showing disabilities to have been incurred or con- 
tracted in line of duty shall be conclusive of that fact. 


There can hardly be objection to this section making the records 
of the War or Navy Department conclusive of the fact of incur- 
rence of disability. After the Government has made up its own 


1896. 
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record concerning the soldier it should not afterwards be allowed 
to repudiate it in order to scene: the payment of a paltry pen- 
sion. In other words, it should be estopped from denying its own 


PRESUMPTION OF DEATH. 

Section 10 provides— 

That the common-law presumption of death, after the lapse of seven years 
without news or tidings of the missing person, shall ob and be of force 
in the administration of the pension laws: Provided, That if such person 
shall afterwards be proved to be alive, any pension that may have been 
granted on account of his death shall thereupon cease. 

In this connection it may not be amiss to state that the act of 
March 13, 1896, is very similar to this section in its provisions, but 
therein the presumption is confined and limited to any officer or 
enlisted man, whilst this section makes it apply to any case aris- 
ing in the administration of the pension laws. 

e enlargement of the provision as herein is well warranted 
by past precedents. The act of March 13, 1896, is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in considering claims filed under the pension laws, 
the death of an enlisted man or officer shall be considered as sufficiently 

yroved if eo. evidence is produced establishing the fact of the con- 
nued and unexplained absence of such enlisted man or officer from his 
home and family for a period of seven years, orig wien period no intelli- 
gence of his existence shall have been received. d any pension granted 
Wine this act shall cease upon proof that such officer or man is still 
Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman whether or 
5 meet is known as the Poole bill as to death covers that ques- 
on 

Mr. PICKLER. The Poole bill, now the act of March 13, 1896, 
covers the absence of the officer or enlisted man, but there are a 
great many other cases that it does not cover. For instance, a 
widow applies for a pension. She was married to a soldier say 
five years ago, and he is now dead. As his widow she undertakes 
to prove up her claim. It turns out that twenty-five years before 
she married this soldier she was married to another man who was 
not a soldier. That man has disappeared, and she can not prove 
that he is dead. It takes the enlargement of this statute to cover 
such cases as that—the pompan of the death of this party 
who was not a soldier, t many such cases arise, in addi- 
tion to the one covered by the Poole bill. 

In general, when a thing is once proved to have existed, there 
arises a presumption in favor of its continuance until the con- 

is shown; but in regard to the duration of human life there 
is a presumption which has been acted upon for centuries, 
and when a person is shown to have been absent for seven years 
without being heard of by those who, in the usual course, would 
naturally be likely to hear from him, a al pasties) piri bee of 
law arises that he has ceased to exist. This period of seven years 
is e to have been adopted as the ground for such presump- 
tion from analogy to the statutes of 1 Jac. I, 19 Car. II, and 
9 Geo. IV, relating to bigamy and the continuance of lives on which 
leases were held. It can, however, be traced further back than 
that, and in all probability the unwritten rule gave direction to 
these statutes. As matter of fact, even as long ago as 1560 (Thorn 
vs. Rolff, 2 ie 185a) it seems not only that the presumption of 
death arose r the lapse of seven years without news from the 
absent person, but that the onus probandi was shifted on those 
who alleged the continuance of life after that time. 

In Rowe vs. Hafland (1 Wm. Bl., 404) Lord Mansfield, the great 
expounder of the common law, said: 

In establishing a title w a igree where it may be n. 
erence. 19 95 family = uP the rete p is de on 72 75 tre t o person 

no n of for man ei u’ e O n 
that he still exists. A 5 . 

In the case of Doe vs. Jesson (6 East, 85) Lord Ellenborough 
applies the settled rule to the facts before him, as follows: 

As to the period when the brother might be supposed to havedied * * * 
(it) ends with the expiration of seven years from the time when they were 
last known to be living. Therefore, in the absence of all other evidence to 
show that he was living ata later date, there was fair ground for the jury to 
presume that he was dead at the end of seven years, 

And in ea airs vs. De Pinna (2 Camp., 113) he reaffimed the 
rule, and held that it lay upon the defendant to prove that a per- 
son was alive within the seven years. 

According to some of the English cases, the presumption arises 
even before the lapse of the period mentioned, and in Phene’s 
Trusts (L. R., 5 Ch., 150) the evidence was to the effect that A 
went to America in 1853 and wrote home continually until p naue, 
1858. From this date no letters were received from him by those 
to whom he would naturally have written. It was found that he 
enlisted in the United States Navy, and was entered upon the 
books as having deserted June 16, 1860. The court said: 

If we are to draw a conclusion at all, we should infer that a person in the 
position of sergeant, having nothing against his character, atii not desert, 
and that he died while on leave and was not heard of by the authorities. 

And hence the court refused to presume that A was alive on 
January 6, 1861, less than two and one-half years after his friends 
at 3 heard from him, and less than six months after his alleged 

on. : 


In our country the question is almost universally settled by 
statutory enactment, limiting or enlarging the common-law peri 


in which the presumption can arise, and shifting the burden of 
proof on the opposite party after that time. For instance, the 
revised statutes of Arkansas fix it at five years, thus: 

Sud. 2473. Any person absenting himself beyond the limits of this State 
for five years be presumed to be dead in any case in which his death 
2 come in question, unless proof be made that he was alive within that 

The presumption arises by statute in California, Delaware, 
Missouri, Mississippi, Montana, New Jersey, New York, Rhode 
Island, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, and some other States, 
and the burden of proof is shifted accordingly. 

Under the civil code of Louisiana, if a second . is con- 
tracted after the lapse of ten years without news from the absent 
husband or wife, such second marriage shall be valid, notwith- 
standing the return of the absentee. 

In those States which have no statutory enactment on the sub- 
ject the common-law presumption obtains, and the Supreme 
Court in Davie vs. Briggs (97 U. S., 628, 633), states the universal 
rule as follows: 

The general rule undoubtedly is that a person not shown to have been 
heard of for seven years by those (if any) who, if he had been alive, would 
naturally have heard of him, is presumed to be dead, unless the circum- 
stances of the case are such as to account of his not being heard of without 
assuming his death.” 

In former times the same rule obtained in the administration of 
the pension laws, and on December 16, 1892, in a case in which 
the intention of the soldier to abandon his wife was manifest, the 
Department held: 

That althi 


living, bs 
whereabouts, far more than the average 
a chronic disease having existed, his death will be presumed. 


Again, in 6 P. D., 172, death was presumed after the lapse of 
about ten ee ` 

But on March 6, 1895 (7 P. D., 462), the Department uses the 
following extraordinary language: 

In view of these findings I therefore feel it incumbent upon me to 1 4 
the rule that, independent of absence for any period of time, it must be held 
in pension cases that the facts attending the absence must show beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the is dead. I am fully convinced that more 
urgent reasons exist for the m cation of this rule in the consideration of 
pension claims than any shown in the decisions of the courts. 

It is not so readily apparent to the ordinary intelligence why 
such a marked distinction as that above drawn should be made 
between prospective pensioners and common litigants, and it is 
more 8 why the rule of evidence as 1 in criminal 
cases should obtain in respect to this deserving class. Accordi 
to the foregoing decision, the evidence must exclude every possi- 
ble 1 5 other than that of death before it will be presumed. 
Mr. Greenleaf, in speaking of the subject of circumstantial 
evidence, says (section 13): 

In criminal beca! fth seri d ble 
232322 the IUE abe TATO ta TA SLE DAA OTA EEY TEN 
sonable doubt of the guilt of the accused. * + it is suffi- 
cient if the evidence on the whole with and supports the hypothesis 
which it is adduced to prove; but in criminal cases it must exclude every other 
hypothesis but that of the guilt of the party. 

By section 4719 of the Revised Statutes, in favor of the Govern- 
ment, the presumption of death arises if the pensioner fails to 
claim his pension for three years, with the right of restoration on 
filing a new application; and it is not unreasonable to apply a 
similar rule for the benefit of the widow or dependent relatives 
of the soldier, subject to discontinuance if it should afterwards 
appoi that the soldier or other person is alive, as provided in the 


COMMON-LAW MARRIAGE. 
Section 11 of this bill provides as follows: . 


Sud. 11, That hereafter in the administration of the pension laws the fact 
of marriage may be prima facie proved by satisfactory evidence that the 
rties were joined in eee 9 by some ceremony deemed them obliga- 
ry, or habitually rec each other as husband and wife and were so 
recognized by their neighbors, and lived ther as such up to the date of 
the death of either of them, or, if the soldier, sailor, or marine died in the 
service, up to the date of enlistment; and the children born of any mertingo 
80 proved shall be deemed and held, for pensionable purposes, to be legiti- 
mate. “ 
This section makes applicable to all marriages, without refer- 
ence to race or color, the simple method of proof as contained 
in section 4705 of the Revised Statutes, which allows marriages 
thus proved in the case of Indians and colored soldiers to be valid, 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does your section take into 
consideration the fact that there may have been a marriage existing 
prior to this common-law marriage or marriage by FE AN 2 
Mr. PICKLER. This makes a prima facie case. That is all it 
provides. I may as well read the section with reference to mar- 
riages. The provision referred to in section 4705 is as follows: 


Src. 4705. The widows of colored and Indian soldiers and sailors who have 
died, or shall hereafter die, by reason of wounds or injuries received, or cas- 


r or disease contracted, in the military or naval ser vice of the 
Uni States, and in the line of duty, shall be entitled to receive the pension 
provided by law without other evidence of marriage 


thun satisfactory prook 
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that the parties were joined in marriage by some ceremony deemed by them 
obliga’ or = recognized each Son other as man and wife, and were 
so by their neighbexs, and lived ata the as such up to the date 
of t when such soldier or aah aion: the service, or, if oth 

to date of death: and the children born of so proved 


deemed and held to be lawful children of sachs soldier or sailor. 

The present law on the subject is contained in the act of August 

7, 1882 and is as follows: 
e eee 
roven in pension cases to be legal 
where the 3 „ at the time — 
riage or at the time when the right to pension accrued. 

In many instances this law works excessive 

in several of the States a 
proved in accordance with the pro’ 
would Ex a comand law ameaubage is not held to bo valid. 

We may take as an example the States of Pennsylvania and 
Maryland. In the former the laws as to are lax, while 
in the latter they are probably as oa in May as — — winged in = 
Union. A widow who was married in Mary. 
that every formality was complied with, but peeo mir Ww. ih 
Pennsylvania went through no ceremony whatever can obtain her 
pension withont proof of anything beyond cohabitation and repute. 

Parties who live in Pennsylvania ~~ the line to Mary- 
land and be married and return to their e. After living there 
for a number of years sufficiently long to establish a good common- 
law marriage in the former State, they move to Maryland and the 
soldier dies. If they have omitted some formality required by the 
preexisting law of land, the widow will not be entitled to a 
pension, but the widow under the same circumstances who had 
never left the State of Pennsylvania, and went through no cere- 
mony whatever, would obtain 1 — In the illustration given, 
outside of the fact of the 5 the parties 
stand, in the case of the wi Se mio been denied her pension 
there is something more than a common-law ; there is a 
common-law plus a solemnization, but on account of 
some informality or defect in the law her claim is not recognized. 

This section makes valid in the administration of the pension 
laws a common-law , and there is no room for criticism 
of this provision as not being sufficiently ree in its requirements. 

„Mr. Chairman, is as aged e human race. It is 
pet to be the parent, not the . of civilization and society. 
is a contract jure gentium, and consent is all that is 
5 natural or public law. No ceremony is necessary, no 
Pie ar t bag by priest or layman. The ancient maxim of the law 
is consensus non concubitus facit nuptias—the consent — 
the marriage. It may take place to intents and p 
tween two fidividuals, ee no other person exist a 

The consent of two present 5 
ance, without more, constitutes alegal 5 
as sponsalia per verba de presenti’ The parties having accepted 
the I s of husband and wife, consummation is presumed. A 
contract for future marriage, per verba de futuro, isa 
mere until consummation, when it becomes nea per 
verba de futuro cum subsequente copula, and is id 
marriage. 

This was the doctrine of the Roman law, the canon law, and 
the common law of England. Throughout all Europe, u up to the 
days of Innocent III, the solemnization of marriages in churches 
was unknown. There was merely an agreement to cohabit, after 
which the man led the woman to his dwelling, this constituting 
the simple ceremony then in vogue. Book 4 of the Decretals 
lays it down that a male and female com t to contract mat- 
rimony may take each other for husband and wife per verba de 


world 


presenti tempore, and if either of the parties contract a second | res 


the other being alive, the latter is absolutely void. It 
seems the ies to the contract could even be compelled to 
cohabit. was the law of the civilized world on the subject 
until the time qi the Council of Trent (1545-1563). 
Shanty thority by the English s 8 5 
as autho: e people, e sepa- 
ration, and th 1 law as it existed prior to that time, 
therefore, remained in full force. This state of things continued 
until the statute of 26 George II (1753 38), , which required a publica- 
tion of the bans and pi pare oe e acie ecclesiz, delaring mar- 
es not thus made to be mere nullities. 
cok the aint 


ow being ian affirmed. 
— —— 


a case, says Mr (Evidence, section 86): 
the prosecution rests ona technical first it is not in- 
. io conte na the validity of a marriage to 


hold that such technical first marriage Id in 
— out beyond a reasonable doubt by proof in the way the lex loci con 


should in a criminal issue be f 
tracts 


In view of the far-reaching effects of this decision the law was 
afterwards somewhat modified, and the rule laid down in this case 
is repudiated in some of the English colonies, Ins Booker Geen in 
Canada, where it was treated with disdain. (Th ey Case 
U. C., Q. B., eee ee As matter of fact, the opinions of the 
great men hitherto mentioned are quoted as law, while the de- 
cision of the house itself is allowed to sink into insignificance and 


oblivion. 

In Scotland such a was always recognized ( sre — 
vs. Dalrymple, 2 Hag. C. R., 54), and the celebrated Gretna Green 
unions, wherein the blacksmith supplied the place of priest or 
magistrate, were invariably upheld in England Without 8 
to any act of consummation. 

The essentials at common law are that the parties must be capa- 
ble of consenting and that they must in fact consent to assume 
the new relation. ‘‘The only doubt entertained on the subject,” 
says Chancellor Kent, was whether cohabitation was also neces- 
sary to give validity to the contract.” 

In our own country the subject of is, of course, regu- 
lated to a large extent by statutes of the erent States, but out 
of them all there are only three or four zu which the common-law 
marriage has been held 4 to be absolutely void. In Kentucky the 
statute is gras pees t it, while in land, Massachusetts, 
Tennessee, and probably North Carolina, it would seem to be a 
nullity on account of conflict with preexisting law. In Kentucky, 
Maryland, and Massachusetts the point has been definitely settled. 

The doubtful States are 5 in number, hut in a majority 
of these it may safely be assumed t a marriage good at common 
law would be held to A valid should the question arise. In at least 
18 of the States it has been held to be 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of o gentleman from South 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that that my friend from South Dakota be allowed to conclude his 


The CHAIRMAN. The eman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the an from South Dakota be allowed 
to conclude his remar Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thank the committee. 

In Hutchins vs. Kimmell (31 sei 127) Judge Cooley declares 
it to be the law of Michigan tha 
ya ate tan a } 

that this constitutes a 

And T 
at Aan — . atl —.— —— d os thi ewes eight of 
Ea araar raa So tater cf p iaa paeh Go teve unten E N 

In the case of Meister vs. Moore (96 U. S., 76, 78) the Supreme 
Court says: 
common law there can 9 of — —— — ó in tuts 
country from its earliest settlement to the present day. 

Errom is the most favored institution known to the law; all 

5 are overthrown that come in conflict with 
it. The e on the subject is that a marriage good at com- 
mon lawis good notwithstanding the existence of any statute 
lating it. unless such statute contains express and positive 
words of nullity. 


aa tae PELER Rave ven Sienen ae seamed wee ae the United States, it 


that is iva was void for want of 
with us an adjudication that it is invalid. 
in their domi: 


cile of origin with the inten- 
the parents 
eir residence in this country, would 


pronounce 


ee and See are evidence of 8 and even 
presumed. 


is V sometimes be 
0 

of 
The fact of 8 as man and . by Der e 9 ni 


reputation which has thus to 8 may be the reputation of either 

a neighborhood or of a family, and may be ‘established | by a single witness; 

has — of mere reputation, unsupported by that of akahi atian, is by 
insufficient to establish a marriage. (Wharton, section 8t.) 


As an apt illustration of the extent to which the courts of this 
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country will goin favor of marriage, the case of Yates vs. Houston 
(8 Tex., 483) may be cited, the facts of which were as follows: 

The parties presented themselves as man and wife in 1822; they 
were so reputed until the death of the man in 1827; ; it subsequently 
appeared that the man had been previously married in 1809 an 
lived with his first wife until 1818, when a separation occurred; 
the wife shortly afterwards disappeared. On this state of facts 
the court held: 


1. That the rational presumption was that the first wife was | repeal 


dead. 
2. That there was no legal impediment in the way of the man’s 
7JVVVVTVVVVVVVVVVVVCCCCC andl exci renal Se 
t such marriage, on an m 
ed to have been entered into. 
4. And this, notwithstanding the connection of the parties was 
clearly illicit and criminal in its commencement. 
=e is thrown those 
Bay ne ea 
In striking contrast ty ths tiheral a . judicial tribunals on 
the subject of marriage where ts are involved, aa 
us turn to a case recently (7 P. 
BO ohna five telliind Gams of 40 ax engi @ux at R the 
facts are stated thus: 


from the 2 that claimant and — soldier were formally 
a minister of in Kansas A 3. 1862; that at the time 
pectin 


It a 


FFF they 
continued to live together until the soldier’s death, which occurred July 1 


Claimant says she was informed soldier before she married him, and 
ES neighbors, that as heand his first wife had been separated 


ir marriage acknowledged 
was re C lived; 3 
FFC 
55 8 „55 
work on Marriage, Divorce, — e act 


ability is removed, and it is immate: whether they knew of its existence 
or its removal or not; nor is this a question of evidence. 
The living together of the parties for a single day after the dis- 
ability is removed makes them man and wife. (Ib., sec. 975.) 
The law as thus laid down by this excellent writer does not 
ite meet with theideas of propriety entertained by the Assistant 
tary, and he says it has given rise to considerable confusion. 
This confusion,“ however, seems to in solely to the Pen- 
sion Office, and the decision under consideration is a fair example 
of it. He proceeds: 
What the courts have held is that where cohabitation commences between 


parties under a contract of hich was void, bseq mar 
riage, after the removal of the Poeten vegan 33 
stances. 

We will grant all that. 


Ta amier tohra a nny dig eee there was a 
mutual wish for marriage at the time the ay pages was removed or after 
fact that they went through the form of a marriage i 188 is not prost thet 

ey wen e form of a n 
there was — then a poise aa wish for matrimony. 

Shades of Hymen! What pees evidence could be 5 

Why 3 they not be willin through an em 
therance eir purpose to aes — undoub y there hx . — nn 
cases in Weh persons have done so. 


And because he thinks there haye been such cases the assump- 
tion is made that the case at bar is one of them. 


Was there a mutual wish to marry in 1876, when the parties became free to 
poe de! FFP 


The Assistant Secretary finds that there was not. To live to- 
ther as husband and wife for sixteen years after 1876, to rear a 
Trae family of children, to attend the bedside and smooth the 
pillow of the soldier in the hour of dissolution after thirty years’ 
cohabitation and repu to proceaed by a ceremonious marriage, 
these are not expressive of a wish —are “circumstances” not 
sufficient to satisfy this astute mind 5 the stigma of 
bastardy from resting on the offspring of this union. 
It will thus be seen that the provisions of this section— 
That ved by 
dence that the 3535 — go by some "e nreno Tee 
ry, OF y recognized each e 
recognized by their ne and Psi oe 
fine date of death of efther of th a ved to ere See 
are abundantly sustained as "as comatitnting a good common-law 
, and, in fact, are more rigid in 5 than at 
common law. Hence, in the administration on laws, 
the committee believes that marriages so proved e eee 
as valid. 


This, too, will establia establish e i is the object of this bill 


in all of its yond children n of marriage, and here- 
after the oe widen widow and dren residing in one State will 
have an equal chance of securing ion as those residing in 
ee ee and these children will not, as under the law as 


col at present, run the risk of being tainted with illegiti- 


3 be borne in mind, however, that this section does not 
the existing law on this subject. Proof must be made un- 
pag beeps ar pan rap OEA AA AA El oe 
in evidence o serps ee 
rules of common law can be resorted to 
END OF THE WAR. 

Section 12 provides that in the administration of the pension 

viet amie e gots cain ieee at ae ur a 


F immediately after Lee’s sur- 
muster out 1 29, 1865. last battle or 


ted to have peen tought, T 


„ 25, 1865. 
tion June 23, 1808. (f P. B. 214, 215.) 

The date fixed by the bill is taken from this proclama 
which went into effect July 1, 1865. Tip sonterinl ant of tt eek 


follows: 

Whereas by the proclamations of the President of 19th and 27th of 
April, 1861, a blockade of certain ports of the Vated States was set on foot, 
but whereas the reasons for that measure have ceased to exist: 


It is held by the ee that enlistment for the war of the 
rebellion determines the nature of the service, and, although a 
2 rtion of the ninety days’ service may have been after the date 

ed as the close of the war, yet it is during the war of the rebel- 
lion (7 P. D., 374). So that under this provision an enlistment 
8 — to July 1, 1865, by the same construction of the Pension 

ce, will render the soldier’s service during the war of the 
rebellion. 

This section will 8 1 the practice by red 
date to a certainty, an S or ine 
istration of the 8 ot 

The conclusion is forced upon us from the decisions of the Pen- 
sion Office that there were erent dates for the closing of the 
war, and it is for the 3 of 8 this uncertainty that 
3 12 is 1 ted in the bill 

of New Jersey. ‘Ts not that section 12, which 
8 3 bees Topugnan t to judicial decisions? 

Mr. PIC The Tke Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that August 20, 1866, was when the war closeđ. The com- 
mittee thinks that it has extended the date to cover the eases of 
men who are supposed to have fought in the war of the rebellion 
and that they are covered by this act. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him if 
it is not true that some of the volunteer regiments were not mus- 
tered out CRLER e a year after that? 


Mr. PI 

Mr. HEPBURN. N tali the First Nebraska. Under this 
section these would be precluded from obtaining a pen- 
sion, although they served for nearly half a year. I know that 
there were many regiments on the Texas frontier, perhaps 30,000 
or 40,000 men, where they continued until late in 1866. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know, Mr. Chairman, the great difficulty in 
fixing a specific date, and it is very hard to get a date that will 
not do injusticetosomebody. Icall the 8 of my colleagues 
to this— that will bring some licht upon this: 

2 or in otter m . services wore rendered ap er 

or in er uai sarvien rendered. e by the purposes 

ofthe date of ga — evidence so far as that fact may elucidate 
the purposes of enlistment. (7 P. D., KN 

Mr. LACEY. I Would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota to a ruling reversing that upon Which he 
is relying. This law. as he has stated, was good law up to then, 
which is within the last few weeks. But there has been anew rul- 
ing made, so that the bill as you have now drawn it would have the 
effect of cutting out every soldier who enlisted for less than ninety 
days prior to the ist day of July, 1865. So that there ought to be 
an amendment, if this bill cae through, providing that no pen- 
sion heretofore granted shall be terminated on account of this 


provision. 
refer Geng What 5 is that to Which the 3 
ers 


the 


Mr. LACEY. It is the George Lessor decision, reversing the 
decision to which you called the attention of the committee, 


The 
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effect of the decision would be to cut out a large number of pen- 


sioners that my friend has no purpose to interfere with. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the date of that decision? 

Mr. LACEY. March 30, 1896. It was rendered within three or 
four weeks, and has not yet been zoparen. 

Mr. PICKLER. I say that the Commissioner of Pensions 
has written a letter to the committee in support of fixing this date; 
and I scarcely see how he could have done so with knowledge of 
that decision. 

Mr. LACEY. The date is all right. July 1 is as good a date to 
make a pension on as any other would be, but the result of fixing 
that date would be to cut off many men under this decision; and 
I think it would be a mistake, unless 2 is made to preserve 
their rights. So that I say my friend is relying on this old deci- 
sion, without having notice of this recent decision, which has not 
yet been ge 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know of any contrary decision. 

Mr. LACEY. I suggest that some amendment ought to be 
made to this section. 

Mr. PICKLER, Have you a copy of the decision? 

Mr, LACEY. No; Ihave not. It has not been published yet. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the effect of the decision? 

Mr. LACEY. The effect of the decision is—I have the memo- 
randa of the decision, but I have given the wrong reference; but 
there is a recent decision which would have the effect to which I 
have 5 attention. 

Mr. PI R. What is the case? The decision mentioned by 
the gentleman refers to desertion solely. I have it in my hand. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not at present find the memoranda I have; 
but the decision is there must have been ninety days of actual 
service prior to the end of the war, and the end of the war has 
been differently construed. In Tennessee it is construed to be at 
a certain time, in Texas at another time; and so, if we are to adopt 
the uniform date of July 1, 1865, a number of pensions that have 
already been granted on the theory that the soldier had served 
more ninety days before the end of the war, having taken a 
later day as the end of the war, these pensions would be cut off. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think section 2 of our bill will cover all that. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam afraid not; and I know that the purpose of 
the bill is not to cut off pensions already granted. 

Mr. PICKLER, Iam very glad of the suggestion of the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. LACEY. The other decision to which I referred was in 

d to deserters. 

. PICKLER. We have no information of such a decision, 
and it is strange that the Commissioner of Pensions should have 
written this letter with a knowledge of the decision of which the 
gentleman speaks. ButI will leave this question. I think sec- 
tion 2 would cover the matter completely: 


That from and after the f this act no pension heretofore granted 


0 
or which may hereafter be granted under the pension laws shall be reduced 
w — except for fraud, clerical error, mistake of fact, or recovery 
m disa J 


Mr. LACEY. There is the point now, right there. You say 
from a “mistake of fact.” Now, the close of the warisa fact,and 
if there is a mistake as to the fact and Congress determines by act 
when the war closed as the ist day of July, 1865, if they have held 
it to be the 2d of April, 1866, and the 20th of August, 1866, that is a 
mistake of fact, because the close of the war was a fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, let me suggest to the 
gentleman that Congress has the right to say when the war ended, 
so far as the act of June 27, 1890, is concerned, regardless of all 
decisions. We are only applying it to one act of Congress, that 
for pensions. I am anxious that it shall not cut off any pensions. 

. LACEY. What I am trying to effect is this: August 20, 
1866, is fixed for the date of disc from service in Texas. 
Now, a man enlisted there would have more than ninety days’ 
service during the war by that decision; but when you change it 
from August 20, 1866, and put it to the 1st of July, 1865, if the man 
did not enlist until in April the result would be that his pension 
will have been issued through mistake in fact,” and that mis- 
take in fact” will lead to a reference of the matter to the present 
Secretary of the Interior, and Iam afraid he might possibly feel 
he ought to refuse this pension on this ground, and it would go 
out. Anyone who has a pension ought not to be put to this risk 
Ke this sates of date, and this definite settlement of the dateought 

go out. 

Mr. PICKLER. Section 2 will cover that I think; but I agree 
with not ys that we do not want to cut out anybody. 

Mr. BURN. The question I want to ask is this: The Su- 
preme Court have determined, as far as they could, that the war 
closed on the 20th of August, 1866, and the Pension Office is goy- 
erned by that decision. A large number of troops were mus- 
tered out about that date, perhaps earlier. It is proposed by this 
bill to e the date at which the war ended, and the declara- 
tion of this bill upon that subject will doubtless control. Now, 
what will be the status of a man who incurred disease between 


the Ist of July, 1865,and the date of his muster out, perhaps a 
year later? Does not this cut him out almost absolutely? There 
are nearly 40,000 of these men, mostly from the West. I know of 
a regiment from the State of Nebraska, and there are a great many 
such cases from the State of Iowa. 

Mr. MILES. It does not make any difference when the man 
was discharged, if his disability was contracted in the service. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, the fixing of 
a date at which the war shall be considered to have ended applies 
solely to the act of June 27, 1890. That act provided that a sol- 
dier who had had ninety days’ service during the war of the re- 
bellion should be pensioned vided he came otherwise within 
the provisions of the law. The Pension Office has been holding 
that the war ended in Tennessee at one time, and at another time 
somewhere else. That has caused great confusion, and the office 
itself, and everybody, I think, is desirous of having some date 
fixed as applicable to pension cases under the act of June 27, 1890; 
some rule that we can all work to. In the first draft of this bill 
the committee wereinclined to insert the date fixed by the Supreme 
Court decision, but an objection to that was that there was quite 
a large number of men who enlisted along in July and August of 
that year. Iknowof two regiments being mustered in in August, 
although Lee had surrendered in April. ; 

Now, the question is whether those men who did not enlist until 
after the war was really over should be included in the act of 
June 27,1890. The idea of the committee in fixing the Ist of July, 
1865, was this: The surrender was on the 9th of April, and this 
date, July 1, was about three months after the surrender. It 
would seem that the war ought to have been over by that time, 
and the holding of the Pension Office heretofore has been that the 
enlistment governed, so that if a man enlisted before the Ist of 
July, 1865, nearly three months after the war actually closed, he 
would still come under the act of 1890. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. We he enlisted in May, 1865, and was 
not mustered out until r July 1, and contracted his disease 
after July 1, would he be included? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; this relates only to the act of 1890, and 
the time of the contraction of the disease has nothing to do with the 
act of 1890, as the gentleman knows. The only point about the 
date is to show ninety days’ service in the war of therebellion. If 
the man was a soldier for ninety days in the war of the rebellion, it 
does not make any difference when his disability was contracted. 
Therefore there can be no point in that suggestion. There is diffi- 
culty about this case just as there is about another case—the ques- 
tion of how to determine the length of service, to determine 
whether a man served the full ninety days or not. In make in- 
stances men were enlisted at one time and mustered in a little 
later,so that they lacked a few days of serving ninety days, al- 
though if you were to count from the time they started from their 
homes there would be more than ninety days. The fixing of 
absolute dates, therefore, is pretty certain to do injustice to some- 
body, and I am gpm to have these interruptions, because they 
throw light on the subject and the committee are anxious to let 
in all the soldiers who ought to come in under the act of June 27, 


1890. 

Mr.STEELE. Were there any enlistments after the Ist of May, 
1865, excepting the veteran reserve? 

Mr. PIC There were colored regiments, I know. 

Mr. LACEY. There were a great many men enlisted in April. 
The surrender did not occur until the 9th of April, and a good 
many men enlisted in the early part of that month, and they would 
be cut off by this bill. 

Mr. PICRLER. No; if this bill becomes a law section 2 will 
save them, anyway. 

Mr. LACEY. A mistake as to the date of the close of the war 
would be a mistake of fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it would be a mistake of law. Ifita 
pears tothe committee, however, that this date ought to bechan; 
there are no sticklers for this particular day. 

Mr. LACEY. Isuggest this amendment: 

Provided, That no pension shall be terminated by reason of this section. 


Mr. PICKLER. That seems to me to be only a reduplicating 

of what is already in the bill—the provision— 

passage o pension tofore gran 
8 . * granted . law.. 3 
or discontinued except for fraud, clerical error, mistake of fact, or recovery 
from disability. 

Mr. LACEY. But a mistake as to the date of the close of the 
war would be a mistake of fact, and the date was different in dif- 
ferent parts of the country. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not if Congress fixed the date. 

Mr. LACEY. Pig nad by this bill will make the date the 1st 
of July, 1865, but in Texas it would be the 20th of August, 1866, 
and in other parts of the country the date would be different, 
Now, we say in this bill that neither of those dates was right, that 
the Ist day of July, 1865, was the time. Congress having authori- 
tatively declared when the war closed, that is to be accepted as a 
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fact, and the question is whether pensions granted underamis-| Mr. PICKLER. Yes; if they volunteered before the ist of July, 


take of fact as to the proper date should be stricken down. 

Mr. PICKLER. Congress has never determined when the war 
ended, so far as the act of June 27, 1890, is concerned. 

Mr. LACEY. We are just now doing it. 

Mr. PICKLER. And we are saying that nobody’s pensionshall 
be reduced or discontinued on that account. 

Mr. LACEY. Not on that account, but on account of the mis- 
take of fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, we will see about that. 

Now, the decision to which the gentleman refers does not sus- 
tain the assertion he has made in regard to the legal termination 
of the war of the rebellion. Under section 2 of the act of June 27, 
1890, service must have been rendered both during and in some 


necessary connection with the war of the rebellion. This deci- 
sion does not sustain the gentleman. 
Mr. LACEY. That man was enlisted in the Regular Army, and 


he did not serve more than ninety days prior to July 1, 1865. 
Mr. PICKLER. There is no such holding as the gentleman 
cites. I read from the decision mentioned: 


Service rendered after July, 1865, will be presumed to have not beeninsaid 
war; and the burden of proof will be upon claimants to show by positive and 
satisfactory evidence that such service was in some connection with 
the war as existing at the time the service was rendered. 

Service rende after April 2, 1866, must be shown to have been rendered 
in some connectien with the war as 8 in the State of Texas. 

Service rendered within the State of Tennessee after June 13, 1865, will 
likewise be presumed not to have been in said war, unless shown to have had 
some necessary connection with the war elsewhere. 

So I say the gentleman is mistaken in supposing that there is 
any decision controverting the assertion I made, to wit, that the 
enlistment before the date fixed as the termination of the war is 
what determines whether the service is to be considered as durin 
the war of the rebellion. That, I understand, is the decision o 
the Pension Office; and there is nothing in the decision referred 
to by the gentleman from Iowa that controverts it. 

Mr. LACEY. The rulings have been both ways. In one case 
the 8 just as the tleman claims, 

Mr. PICKLER. It is only afew days ago since the Commis- 
sioner wrote this letter to the committee, and he then cited this 
date which we fix here as the proper one. 

Mr. LACEY. I know that my friend does not want to make a 
mistake, and, having examined the decisions, I want to say to him 
that there has been a change in the rulings. I wish to give him 
notice of that fact now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me say this to the gentleman: Suppose the 
office is holding, as I say and as the Commissioner said they were 
holding when he wrote this letter—suppose the office is holding 
that it is the time of enlistment that governs; that would let in 
under the act of June 27, 1890, every man who enlisted before the 


ist day of Ae 1865. 

Mr. LACE . Undoubtedly. 

ons PICKLER. Is not that late enough for the enlistment to 
run 

Mr. LACEY. That would be all right if it were not for the 


su uent holding to the contrary. 
Mr. PICKLER. If the man served ninety days after date of 
enlistment, although it should run beyond the date fixed here, 


then, according to the holding of the Pension Office, he would be 
entitled to the benefit of the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890. 
That is the position of the committee. That is where we have 
stood. Of course if we have named a date here which ought. to be 
changed it will ultimately be changed. 

Mr.SPALDING. What would be the result if the soldier were 
injured after the date named? 

. PICKLER. It would have no effect in his case. 
3 SPALDING. Is the gentleman sure he is correct in that 
ew? 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will reflect a moment he will 
remember that the law of 1890 

Mr. SPALDING. Iam not ing about the law of 1890. 

Mr. PICKLER. This does not refer to any other law. This 
fixing of a date refers only to the law of 1890, to ascertain whether 
the soldier was in the war of the rebellion ninety days. 

Mr. SPALDING. This provision refers to the entire system of 
pension laws. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All of them. 

Mr. SPALDING. And it will cut out a large number of per- 
sons, it seems to me. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. Under the general law it does not 
make any difference when the disability was incurred. If a man 
contracts a disability now in the Regular Army he can get his 
pension. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I know that some volunteer regiments 
were taken from the field and sent to the Plains to fight the In- 
dians. That was long after the date named—July 1, 1865. Now, 
if any of those men received injuries in the service after July 1, 
1865, would they be entitled to pensions under the law of 1890? 


1865. The only point in that date is—and let me say that this re- 
lates exclusively to the pensions under the act of 1890—the only 
point is that it will necessarily fix the date preceding which these 
men should have enlisted to come under the provisions of that 
law. Now, under the general law it makes no difference when 
the disability was incurred, whether during the war or not, pro- 
vided it was in line of duty. The law of 1890 required ninety days” 
service in the rebellion. 

The question then is, When did the rebellion end? It has been 
held that if the enlistment was before the date fixed for the close 
of the rebellion, the ninety days, although a part of the service 
might extend after that date, was service under the law “during 
the late war of the rebellion.” 

Mr. SPALDING. But it was held by Secretary Stanton—and 
I know the facts myself, because I had a division of cavalry that 
was affected by the ruling-—it was held that these men, although 
the war was declared ended, must serve out the entire term of 
their enlistments, and they were sent out on the Plains to fight 
the Indians after their term of service had expired, and they were 
not mustered out until October, 1865. Now, if they were engaged 
in service, they were certainly engaged in the war of the rebel- 
lion, ore they had been sent out to the Plains. 

. PICKLER. Oh, there is no question about those men. 

Mr.SPALDING. But this bill that you are passing now covers 
all pension legislation, and unquestionably it would affect men 
under such circumstances. 

Mr. MILES. This does not affect any man, under such circum- 
stances, who was injured in the service. 

Mr. SPALDING. If the disability has any service origin in the 
war of the rebellion he would come in under the provisions of 
the law; but if the disability occurred after the close of the rebel- 
lion it would come under the head of the regular service. 

Mr. PICKLER. He would come under the 
bill if he enlisted before June, 1865. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
South Dakota, if in his opinion it would not be better to follow 
the decision of the Supreme Court instead of the particular rul- 
tg mado by some departmental officer? 

. SP. ING. Certainly that would be a better rule to 


adopt. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the point is, and everybody will concede 
the fact who knows anything about the matter, that there were 
many troops who enlisted throughout the year 1865 who were not 
in the war of the rebellion to any extent, and would have no right 
to be classed as soldiers of the rebellion—— 

Mr. SPALDING. But these men, some 40,000 of them, com- 
posed largely of Sheridan's cavalry, were certainly engaged in 
the rebellion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, they were always in it. There could be 
no question about them. 

r.SPALDING. Well, these very men, under the orders of 
the Secretary of War, were sent out, serving under their offi- 
cers, although they claimed at the time that the term of their en- 
listment was over and had expired. They were sent out by order 
of the Secre of War, who decided against their contention, and 
they reluctantly went out on the Plains and fought the Indians 
for several months after the war was over. 

Mr. PICKLER. They enlisted before the date fixed by the bill 
and would come under the head of enlistments during the war 
of the rebellion. 

Mr. CROWTHER. It seems to me that the only question would 
be as to when the war actually closed according to the interpre- 
tation of the 3 authority of the land to decide that question, 
and that is the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. SPALDING. It seems to me that it would be much better 
to adopt that date. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD,. Let me ask the gentleman why was it 
changed? It was reported August 20, 1866. 

Mr. PICKLER. e will consider these matters afterwards. 

Mr. STEELE. Before the gentleman proceeds I would like to 
ask him a question as to whether or not he would be willing to 
modify this bill, beginning with line 6, section 13, and endi 
with line 11, extending the law to apply to those who reenli: j 
so that the claimants under this act should prove to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of War that they were not bounty jumpers 
or had not deserted in the face of the enemy. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman can discuss that question here- 
after, and if the section needs modification it can be done. 

Mr. STEELE. Clearly a modification should be made of it. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And I want to say in regard to 
the bounty jumpers and camp followers, that there is more scare 
in it than anything to hurt. Let me ask the gentleman whether 
there were any bounty jumpers in Indiana? 

Mr. STEELE. Isu pon there were. 

Mr. PICKLER. We , I was an Iowa soldier, and I do not be- 
lieve that there was one in that State. 


provisions of this 
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Mr. STEELE, I have no doubt that there were some in Iowa 
as well as in Indiana. 

Mr. PICKLER. There were some in the eastern parts of the 
country, I admit—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not at all. I protest against that state- 
ment. There were none in the East. 

Mr. STEELE. I investigated myself on one occasion, and found 
Das oe man had enlisted forty-one times in one dayin New 

or ity. 

Mr. PICKLER. I venture then if there was a man who was 
sharp enough to do that that he had his pension long ago. The 
bounty jumpers and those who went into the Army for money 
were perhaps shrewd enough after getting their money to also 
get a pension if they could make any show for it. The fact that 
we required them to go under oath would not stand in their way, 
and if they made application for pension they were sharp enough 
to back up the application with sufficient evidence to get it. 

Mr. ST . Ido not suppose the gentleman wants to take 
any man in who did not perform honorable services. 

. PICKLER. This very question about pensions to deserters 
in the face of the enemy and bounty jumpers is no doubt largely 
overdrawn. While the actual deserter, the man who dese: in 
the face of the enemy, ought not to have any leniency whatever 
shown to him, still there is a large class of men classed as desert- 
ers thi years after the service, who as boys, or yo men, 
entered the Army, and as boys went away to see a sick mother 

Mr. STEELE. And a very large majority of them were de- 
serters, too. 

Mr. PICKLER. Husbands who went home to sick wives, men 
who, when their term of service was out, as the gentleman has 
p said, went home. There were hundreds of cases of these 

ys, who said: The war is over; we have completed the contract. 
We are going home.” They went, and they are marked deserters 


on the rolls y. - 

Mr. STEELE. The general law has provided for such men, 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman Indiana can fix any 
way to sift out everybody who was a bounty jumper I want to 
do A but I do not know how you will doit. Isay there is more 
of a bugbear than there is of ae about the bounty jumper. I 
suppose in some of the Eastern States there were professional 
bounty jumpers; but, take the country over, the talk about bounty 

pers on the part of men opposed to pensions has stirred up a 
great deal of opposition, and the result has been that a many 
good men who werein favor of pensions have a prejudice on that 
subject, and great injustice has been done tomen who were marked 
on the rolls as technical deserters, but who were not actual de- 
serters. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would rather proceed until I conclude 
remarks, and will have these explanations by and by. 

e conclusion is forced w us Eom the decisions of the Pen- 
sion Office that there were different dates for closing the war, and 
it is for the purpose of obviating that uncertainty that this sec- 
tion is incorporated in the bill. I think it is conceded that we 
ought to fix some date when it can be said that the war closed. 
It ought to be done for all for that matter, but as we are 

rincipally concerned in this act of June 27, 1890, it ought to be 
5 especially as regards pensioners claiming under that act. 
PRIOR DISHONORABLE SERVICE. 

Section 13 provides that under the act of June 27, 1890, a prior 
service from which the soldier was not honorably discharged shall 
not disqualify the claimant from receiving a pension by virtue of 
a subsequent service of ninety days from which he was honorably 
discharged, provided the disability was not contracted or incurred 
during the dishonorable service. In a vast majority of these cases 
the service is technically not honorable.” 

Until a recent date the rule of the Pension Office was substan- 
tially in accordance with the first provision of the section; and 
there being diverse rulings as to the method of determining the 
length of service, the second provision makes the discharge cer- 
tificate conclusive of that question. Certainly no better evidence 
can be adduced than the certificate itself. 

The proviso— 

That the death of a soldier, sailor, or marine while in the service of the 
United States, and not for or in violation of any law or regulation thereof, 
shall be construed and held as equivalent to an honorable discharge in de- 
termining title to pension said act— 
is added for the purpose of putting into statute form a very just 
and equitable rule. The Department has held that death is the 
service under the circumstances stated is not equivalent to an 
honorable discharge. Thus, in 6 P. D., 29, it is said: 

The death of the soldier in the service is not construed as an honorable dis- 
charge from the service under section 3, act of June 27, 1890. „ * * Death 
in the service, while a release from military duty, is the result of a decree of 
Divine Providence; but the act of June 27, 1890, requires an “honorable dis- 

ge.“ 


* req; 
It was hardly the intention of Congress to have such a con- 
struction placed upon the statute, or to have it construed other- 
wise than as herein provided, 


m 


Mr. TRACEY. L should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
ee CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yie 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is the discharge certificate under that section 
conclusive in all cases as to the le: of service? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is provided for here in this bill. Let me 
say to the gentleman it is a pretty difficult question to fix a date 
that will not do somebody an injustice. 

Let me say in regard to the provisions of this bill that it seems 
as though every Assistant Secretary of the Interior who succeeds 
another Assistant Secretary takes great liberties with the decisions 
of his predecessors. I believe the present Assistant Secretary of 
the Interior has reversed fifty decisions of former Secretaries, 
Now, disregarding the fact as to who is right and who is wrong, 
Congress ought to fix, on these debatable questions and on these 
prominent points, a certain rule, and that is the object of this bill 
throughont, to fix some time, so that different Secretaries can not 
be ing these rulings. j 
If it will not weary the committee too much I want the especial 
attention of members, and ticularly those interested in pen- 
sion legislation, to the question of rerating, comparing the rule of 
rating under the last Ad istration and the rule of rating, as 
changed, under this Administration, because thisis one of the vital 
provisions of this bill. 


OLD RATINGS ESTABLISHED, 
The question involved in section 14, and upon which section 3 


depends, is whether the ra of disabilities shall be calculated 
= same under the law of June 27, 1890, as under the ral 
W. be the 


It ides that the ratings of fixed disabilities 
same outer bots laws. 

I shall not only contend that the action of the committee in 
placing this section in the bill establishes a just and equitable rule 
of rating but that it is and ever has been the law. 

From the passage of the act of June 27, 1890, the rulings were, 
as the committee herein contends, the same, and made on the 
same theory as they had been made under all former pension laws 
of me Sena up fe January A ser et Assistant Secre- 
tary Bussey promulga a new rating for the act of 
June 27, 1896, in the Weike case (6 P. D., 193), which was fol- 
lowed by Assistant Secretary Reynolds, May 27, 1893, in the Ben- 
nett case (7 P. D., I). 

The committee will understand that under the general pension 
2... DY PANGEN A yet Maver ecw ho 
grown up an e fixed 
allowances for specified disabilities, for instance: 


TABLE oF RATES. 

Rates fixed by law for officers for disabilities which would entitle a priva 
oi f other enlisted man to $8. 8 

ARMY. 

1 all officers of higher rank 
or, surgeon, and paymaster...... ~-....-- 2222 ————— 
Captain, 8 and e 
First lieutenant, assistan 


Me —— ay scieitihen ape 20.00 
t surgeon, deputy provost-marshal, and quar- 
WORT . :!:... V... — duce ese 17.00 
Second lieutenant and enrolling officer...................-....-..---.... 15.00 
meant oA ↄ ² WQ 2 8.00 
WAVY AND MARINE CORPS. 
and all officers of higher rank, commander, lieutenant com- 
man , and master comman 5 „and 
engineer ranking with commander by law, r and all 
Ius it panied istant surgeon, | surgeon, paymaster, and chief AN 
eutenant, assisi pa; r. an 
1 . Berean lieutenant by law, Ga majorin Marine . 25.00 
r, professor of mai surgeon, paymaster, 
cha and eaptain in Marine 2 dee e —— 20.00 
First lieutenant in Marine Corps -== . conch eeueene 17.00 
rst nt engineer, ensign, and pilot, and second lieutenant in 
Cadet „VT pmen, | clerks of ad- BD 
et mi pmen, mi en, mi men, rks o - 
mir of pa and of officers 8 second 
and third assistant eers, master’s mate, and warrant officers.. 10.00 
All men, except warrant offers 2 8.00 
Rates and disabilities specified by law. 
Lodu of both hands. ...—- «<<. A: ensues neon 
Total disability in both hands. 
E008 nne. — aA 
Lons 06 both Gy Om ascot —LÄ—:T 


Total disability in one hand and one foot 
Amputation at or above elbow or knee. 
Loss of a hand or a foot -o-nnan nnee 
Total disability of one hand or one foot 
Inability to perform manual labor (second grade) 
‘Total deafness 


SSS SNA EE nnn 
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Tables of rates fixed by the n Jor certain disabilities 


Nearly total fness of one ear.. 
FN pray eee one ear 


Sligh 

Severe deafness of one ear and slight of the other 
Nearly total deafness of one ear and slight of the other 
Total deafness of one ear and slight of the other = 
Severe deafness of both ears 
Total deafness of one ear and severe of the other 
Deafness of both ears seen e ad 

Loss of of hand and all the fin, 


Loss of thumb, index, and 
0 AAA 
tacarpal bone =- 
Loss of all the rs, thumb and palm remaining. 
A idle, and ring fingers 
middle, ring, and little fingers. 


na 
g 8 
. 
S 
K 
E 

—— — 


dex finger 
any other without complications p 
O13 She Lome OF . aT 


maT 
3 
E 


i 
8 
E 
E 
E 
i 


grea 
Loss of great too 
Loss of any other toe and metatarsal 
Loss of er toe 


‘Well-marked varicocele --2.-esi siese iade dasini hen 2 

Inguinal hernia which through the external ring 

Inguinal bernia which does not through the external ring 1 
ble inguinal hernia each which passes through the external 


Dou 
Double inguinal hernia one of which passes through the external ring 
and the other does not . ne new oes c enon en nn enee 4i 
ble hernia neither of which passes through the external 


THOS. FEATHERSTONHAUGH, 
Medical Referee. 
Approved: 


WM. LOCHREN, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 


Commissioner Raum followed the general-law bya tes 
quoted in ining the measure of incapacity under the law 
of June 27, 1890. His Order 164 (October 15, 1890) on the subject 
is as follows: 


That all claimants under the act of June 27,1890, showing a mental or phys- 
ical disability or disabilities of a permanent character not the result of their 
own vicious habits, and which incapacitate them for the performance of 
manual labor, rendering them unable to earn a support in such a careo as 
would be rated under former laws at or aboye $6 and less than $12, 1 be 
rated the same as like disabilities of service o ; and that all cases showing 
a pensionable disability which, if of service o; would be rated at or above 
dib per month shall be rated at 312 per month. 

GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner, 
CYRUS BUSSEY, 
Assistant Secretary. 

In accordance with the ruling in the Bennett Case (supra) Sec- 
retary Smith, introducing a new principle into the administration 
of the pennon laws and establishing a novel system of rating, 
made the following order: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, D. C., May 27, 1893. 

Sin: Order No. 164, signed “Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Pensions,” 
and approved, “Cyrus Bussey, assistant secretary,” of date October 15, 1890, 
eo Fade fi of th rul d ti 

ou repare, for approval e Secretary, new rulesand regulations 
covering the proof of the Fi ht to pensions and rates of same in accordance 
with the provisions of ion 2 of the act of Congress approved June 27, 


Your attention is directed to the fact that the disabilities which are pen- 
sionable under this section must be of a permanent character, incapacitating 
for the performance of manual labor to such a degree as to produce inability 
to earn a support. You will observe also that the rate of pranan is fixed at 
not less than $6 nor more than §12 per month, proportioned to the degree of 
inability to earn a support. 

You will have an examination made to determine what pensions have here- 
tofore been allowed under section 2 of the act a No une 27, 1890, in dis- 
regard of the terms of said act and in conflict the ruling of this Depart- 
ment in the case of Charles T. Bennett this day transmitted to you. 


y, * 

KE Secretary. 
To the COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, sare ieuis tg we 
Here, then, Secretary Smith abandons the Raum rating, which 
was the same as under the old law, and orders that the bility 
shall be arrived at in some general at which has never been de- 
scribed—simply some kind of gen estimate—and orders all 

pensions under the law of 1890 to be examined, í 


This reexamination was made, Raum’s ratings overthrown, & 
great number of pensions reduced and stricken from the rolls, a 
great number of claims rejected which wonld have been allowed 
under the Raum rating; and this practice still prevails, and therein 
is the great oopan of the pensioners, 


This, then, is the contention. Whichiscorrect? Did Congress, 
by the act of June 27, 1890, provide for a new scheme of ion 
ratings, independent of all prior laws, or was it contemplated that 
that act should become a part of the pension system and be con- 
strued in pari materia with all prior laws? 

Of course it is the province of Congress, aside from this conten- 
tion, to fix by statute, as herein, these ratings and to say what 
shall hereafter be the rule under the act of June 27, 1890; but I 

urpose, Mr. Chairman, to show that the order promulgated by 
1 Raum was the law and is the law, and that it is the 
only way in which justice can be administered in these cases. 

To arrive at a correct conclusion as to this question we must 
examine these laws in relation to each other. 

The act of June 27, 1890, is a part of our pension system, and 
the various enactments must be construed 2 

There is no conflict of authorities as to this rule of construction, 
and relating to same subject-matter and being a part of our sys- 
tem of pension laws is in pari materia. 

Statutes which are not inconsisten to to 
the same subject-matter are in pari materia, and should be construed to- 


ng. and Am. Enc. of Law, 311.) 
cons! a statute regard must be had to other current legislation 
in i mai bl e to harmonize 
i A Ararat be given 
as will not conflict with the general principles of law, ich it may be Ë ping 
sumed the E nar ai would not intend to Garegard or change. (Manu vs. 
Manuel, 13 Ohio St., 464. 
The revenue laws of United States, though made up of independent 
tments, are to be od as one m. (Pennington vs. Coxe, 2 Cr., 


3 aay 
TT ect of soldiers’ bounty are in pari 
rs upon the: saniect t public lands a teria, neh to be 
aws e su o ands are ma and are 
construed together. 2 Atty Gen. , 46.) 

The sections of a referring to the same subject-matter are to be con- 


strued in pari materia. (Roberts vs. Briscoe, 44 Ohio St., 600.) 
The several statutes rela’ to the jurisdiction and practice of the district 


| com shone varying ior ti are in materia. (Gartner 
om 5 N. f. L. ) — p £ hy: 


Cohen, J. L., 

Where two acts of Congress are in pari materia it will be presumed, in the 
absence of anything to show a contrary intent, that if the same word be used 
in both and a m be given to it in the first act it was intended 
that it should receive the same interpretation in the second act. (Reiche vs. 
Smythe, 13 Wall., 162. 

en terms or modes of expression are heron dag ina new statute which 

had acquired a definite meaning and application in a previous statute on the 

same subject or one analogous to it, they are gen y su to be used 

in the same sense, and in settling the construction of such new statute re- 

should be had to the known and established interpretation of the old. 
Whitcomb vs. Rood, 20 Vt., 49.) 

It is the universal rule in the construction of statutes, and a settled maxim 
of the common law, that all acts passed on the same subject in pari materia 
must be construed together and made to stand if capable of being reconciled. 
There is no exception to the universality of this . (McFarland vs. State 
Bank, 4 Ark., 410.) 

Ifa contained in a su ent statute be within the reason of a 
former statute, it should be taken to be within the meaning of that statute. 
(United States vs. Freeman, 3 How., 564.) 


But not only did Secretary Noble and Commissioner Raum so 
construe this act, but the present Assistant Secretary so construes 
it, and continues to do so except as to ratings for disabilities. 

In the case of Adolph Burnstein (7 P. D., 229) Assistant Secre- 
tary Reynolds held: 

The act of June 27, 1 
like all similar acts in pari materia, The various statutes upon the subject 


ion laws, in the nature of a code, relating to one subject and governed 
construed comesher like our revenue 


wW g 
laws upon a peoia subject, and where the later statute fails to repeal a 
terms or by necessary implication such later statutes 
operate cumulatively and pon 4 
For the reasons sta 


certificate and paying the same depends upon the then existing laws. 

The Department sought the aid of the acts of March 3 and 6, 1873. in con- 
struing and ascer the scope and meaning of the words all persons,” 
used in section 2 of said act of June 27, 1890. 

So, too, the De t held that sections 4707 and 4708 were not repealed 
= 1 by the act of June 27, 1800, but are applicable to claims under 

ac 


also, sections 4702 and 4703 of the Revised Statutes, in reference to minor 
2 were relied upon in construing the rights of minors under said act 


of 

Again, the Department held in 1890 that while section 4716 was repealed b 
the act of June 27, 1890, the act of March 3, 1877, was not. and that 9 
was entitled to a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, notwithstanding his 
prior voluntary service in the Confederate army. 


How the Assistant Secretary could so Pinker 74 hold this act of 
1890 in pari materia with the pension laws for all these purposes and 
abandon it when he comes to the subject of ratings is a mystery. 
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But comparing the language of the act of June 27, 1890, to wit, 
“which incapacitates them for the performance of manual labor in 
such a degree as to render them unable to earn a support,” with 


the lan of former pension legislation, and noting its exact 
similarity to those statutes, the construction for which we con- 
tend is still more apparent. : 

In the Bennett case (7 P. D., 1) Assistant Secretary Reynolds 
says: 

Disabilities incurred during service and in line of duty are pensionable 
without re to erage Hs earn a support, and are graded without ref- 
erence to this condition. Disabilities resulting from causes other than of 
service origin are onl ionable when incapacity to labor dana with inca 

ity to earn a support, and the degrees of rating are dependent upon these 
wo conditions. 

On this erroneous reasoning the new system of ratings is based. 

Turning to section 4693 of the Revised Statutes we find the 
classes of persons thereunder entitled to pensions, as follows: 

First. Any officer or enlisted man disabled, without more. 


Second. 5 on a gunboat, ete., disabled * + or other- 
wise incapacitated * * * fo: 


r procuring his subsistence by manual labor. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion in regard to that section which he is on now? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. Would that apply to a pilot on an armed trans- 
port who was wounded in the line of service? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it would. 

Mr. TERRY. I have known of such cases that did not receive 


any pension. 

Mr. SPALDING. He would have to be an enlisted man in order 
to draw a pension. 

Mr. TERRY. This man was a pilot and served on quite anum- 
ber of armed transports. He was wounded while in the service. 
He was in the service in such a way that he was compelled to go 
whether he wanted to go or not. An armed transport, as I under- 
stand, is not a ooo within the strict meaning of the word. 

Mr. PICKLER. We provide in this bill for all those pilots and 
engineers who were pensioned under the general law to come in 
under the law of 1890, as they did under the last Administration. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not believe that would cover the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. I could not answer the gentleman intelligently 
without knowing the exact case. 

Now I will return to my argument. The fourth subdivision 
provides for— 

Any acting assistant or contract surgeon disabled. 

Fifth. Any provost-marshal, etc., disabled * * to procureasubsistence 
by manual labor. 

Now, we have these three distinct terms, to wit: (1) „Dis- 
abled,” pure and simple; (2) ‘‘incapacitated for procuring his 
subsistence by manual labor”; and (3) „disabled to procure a 
subsistence by manual labor.” Andassuming thatthe conclusion 
of the Assistant Secretary is correct, we would naturally seek in 
the ratings and rulings to find a marked distinction between the 
three. But we find it not. As matter of fact, the question had 
never arisen; they have all been treated as equivalent since the 
enactment of the laws composing the section until these days of 
refining on subtle refinements. 

“ Disabled” in the first class has the same significance and 
weight as ‘‘ incapacitated for procuring his subsistence by manual 
labor” in the second class, and either expression is equivalent to 
8 to procure a subsistence by manual labor” in the fifth 
class. 

The master who served on a gunboat is allowed the same pen- 
sion if “incapacitated for procuring his subsistence by manual 
labor” as the soldier of the same if “ disabled ”; and the pro 
vost-marshal with an empty sleeve, bene thereby disabled to 
procure a subsistence by manual labor,” draws the same pension 
as the enlisted man in the same condition who is merely dis- 
abled ” thereby. 

Capacity to procure a subsistence or earn a support by manual 
labor is the foundation, the very bed rock, upon which the entire 
fabric of ratings is based. Congress has never enacted a general 
law granting pensions to soldiers or sailors who are perfectly able 
to earn a support; it is only when infirmity sets in, whether from 
wound, disease, or old age, that the bounty of the Government is 
extended. It ts no pension for the wound itself, or the pain 
suffered therefrom, but it is its result that is pensionable. That 
result is measured by capacity to orm manual labor, and 
manual labor becomes a factor in the calculation only in so far 
as it is a means of support. 

Says Assistant Secretary Chandler, in the case of Henry Schmidt 
(February 11, 1876): 

A soldier is not allowed a pension for a wound received by him in battle 
unless such wound results in a disability and injury, so that the pension is 
granted, if at all, for the injury and not for its cause, the wound. 

The language of the statute is disabled.“ Disabled from 
what? may be asked. The answer is ready: Disabled from the 

rformance of manual labor.” But manual labor” is merely 

thing by which the result of the disability is measured, Itis 


based on manual labor because every man, when he enters the 
service, must be found to be capable of performing that kind of 
labor at least. Manual labor is merely significant as a means of 
obtaining a subsistence—a general mode of measurement which 
is applicable to every class of enlisted men without exception, 

Turning to the resolutions and laws upon the subject of pen- 
sions, we find that as early as August 26, 1776, the Continental Con- 
gress resolved, among other things: 

Whereas in the course of the present wars some commissioned and non- 
commissioned officers of the Army and Navy, and also private soldiers, ma- 
rines, and seamen, may lose a limb, or be otherwise so disabled as to prevent 
their 1 Sa the Army or Navy or getting their livelihood, and may stand 
in need of relief, etc. (1 Journals of Congress, 451.) 

In the first general statute enacted on the subject of pensions 
(act of March 23, 1792; 1 Stat., 244) the claimant is required to 
produce— 

_ The affidavits of three reputable freeholders of the city, town, or county 
in which he resides, ascertaining of their own 5 the mode of life, 
employment, labor, or means of support of such applican 

The act of February 28, 1793 (1 Stat., 325), requires— 

Every claimant shall be examined, upon oath or affirmation, by two physi 
cians or surgeons, to be authorized by co: on from said judge, who shall 
be Pi in writing their opinion, upon oath or affirmation, of the nature of 

d disability, and in what degree it prevents the claimant from obtaining 
his livelihood by labor. 

Again, by the act of March 3, 1803 (2 Stat., 248), granting pen- 
sions to Revolutionary soldiers, it is provided: 

Every claimant shall be examined, on oath or affirmation, by some respect- 
able physician or surgeon to be authorized by commission from said judge, 
who shall ree in Ne! his opinion, upon oath or affirmation, of the 
nature of said disability and in what degree it prevents the claimant from 
obtaining his livelihood. 

It will be observed that this provision is substantially the same 
as that contained in the law of February 28, 1793 (supra), with 
the exception that the claimant need not necessarily be prevented 
from obtaining his livelihood by labor. 

Carrying the matter a little further, we find in the act of March 
ion (2 Stat., 345), which was amendatory of the act of March 3, 


All persons in the service of the United States who, in consequence of 
their Risability by known wounds received in actual service during the Rev- 
olutionary war, = Sony 75 their commissions or took ges, or who, after 
incurring their disability, were taken captive by the enemy and remained 
either in captivity or on parole until the close of the war, and who, in con- 
sequence of known injuries received in the actual service of the United 
States; have at any 8 since become and continued disabled in such 
manner as to render t unable to procure a su by manual labor. 
The act of April 10, 1806 (2 Stat., 876), provides a peonon to 
any man inj in the service of the United States during the 
Revolution who— 
became and continued disabled in such manner as to render him unable to 


procure a subsistence by manual labor. 

Section 2 of the same act, as to the matter of evidence, provides: 

The nature of such disability, and in what di it prevents the claimant 
from obtaining his subsistence, must be proved by the affidavit of some repu- 
table physician or surgeon. 

And section 5 is to the effect that every claimant making appli- 
cation for increase of pension— 

Shall be examined by two reputable physicians or surgeons * * * who 
shall report, on oath or affirmation, their opinion of the nature of applicant's 
disability, and in what degree it prevents from obtaining a subsistence 
by manual labor. 7 

The act of August 2, 1813 (3 Stat., 73), pov for the payment 
of pensions to persons disabled during the war of 1812, and sub- 
stantially reenacts the provisions of the act of April 10, 1806 (supra), 
as to proof, etc. 

The act of April 10, 1806, which had expired by limitation, was 
subsequently reenacted and revived on several occasions (3 Stat., 
596, 650; 4 Stat., 307), and seems to be the basis on which all sub- 
soguent promon legislation was founded. 

ut if there were any doubt as to whether “disabled” means 
anything more or less than capac to earn a support,” we 
have only to look at section 9 of the act of May 8, 1792 (1 Stat., 273), 
containing the following express promise: y 

If any person, whether officer or soldier, belonging to the militia of any State 
and ed into the serviceof the United States be wounded or disabled while 
in actual service, he shall be taken care of and provided for at the public 
expense. 

That is to say, if the person so wounded or disabled while in the 
service is unable by reason thereof to obtain a subsistence through 
his own efforts he shall be provided with the necessaries of life— 
the means of 8 the Government, and in the fulfillment of 
this 1 the later statutes on the subject of pensions were 
enact 

In the text of the law of June 27, 1890, there is no new rating 
provided for; no direction that disabilities shall not be rated as 
under all previous laws, except that, whatever the disabilities of 
the claimant might be (because proof could not be made that the 
disability ori, ted in the service, or because it actually did not 
originate in the service), the maximum pension was to be $12. 
Now, with these ratings long established, based, as all of them are, 
on laws granting pensions for “inability to perform manual labor 


1896. 
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or “gain a subsistence,” the act of June 27, 1890, is passed with 
no repeal of these laws or PR , usin 88 same terms—inability 
to earn a living by manual labor—with no mention of different 
ratings in the doba in Congress, how can anyone arrive at a 
conclusion that different ratings were intended? 

Moreover, the executive officers to construe this law, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissionor of Pensions, being in 
office and knowing the intent of the legislators, place a construc- 
tion thereon, Order 164 (supra) giving ae same ratings to dis- 
abilities under the law of June 27, 1890, as are given to like disa- 
bilities under the general law. 

The will of the legislators and the contemporaneous construc- 
tion always have great weight in construing a statute. 


Statute law is the will of the legislature, and the object of all judicial inter- 
pretation of statutes is to determine what intention is conveyed, whether 
= ress]; 75 by implication, by the language used. (23 Eng. and Am. Ency. 

W. 207. 

A thing which is within the intention of the makers of the statute is as 
much within the statute as if it were within the letter, and a thing which is 
within the letter of a statute is not within the statute unless it be within the 
5 of the eer 26 1 i ey) 5 358; 8 Pu., 608; 3 Cowan, 89; 
80 N. V., 339; 521; è fa 

It is a canon of interpretation that the legislative purpose and the object 
aimed at are to be borne in mind, and that lan susceptible of more than 

construction is to receive that which bring it into harmony with 
purpose rather than that which tend to defeat it. (23 

and Am. Ency. of Law, 319, and cases cited. 
D ords in seat which have acquired a ee N are, in 

e absence of other con circumstances, when a 0 ect- 
matter as So whee Y tere 3 ay a 1 be taken in their 
technical sense. $ S., 440. 

In statutory Ge eee the feason and spirit of the law are above the mere 
cavil about words. (Spencer vs. State, 5 Ind., 41.) 

Courts, in construing or interpreting a statute, give much weight to the 
interpretation put upon it at the time of its enactment and since by those 
whose duty it — been to construe, execute, and apply it. (23 Ency. of 


W. 339. 

The 9 construction is generally the best construction of a 
statute. It gives the sense of the community of the terms made use of by 
the legislature. If there is ambiguity in the „the understan 
and application of it when the statute first comes into 8 sanction 
by long acquiescence on the part of the I ture and the judicial tribunals, 
are the st evidence that it has n rightly explained in practice. 
(Packard vs. Richardson, 9 Am. Dec., 123.) 


Chief Justice Marshall, in Cohens vs. Virginia (6 Wheat., 418), 
says: 
Great weight has always been attached, and very rightly attached, to con- 
temporaneous exposition. 
e contemporaneous and continued practice of officers required to execute 
ce of a statute is strong evidence of its true 5 
2 21 id., 35; 111 U. S., 53: 113 id., 
200; 12 Wheat., 206; 6 Pet., 29; 95 U. S., 700; 
14 id., 411; 124 id., 236: id., 85; 24 Ct. Cls., 209.) 
lature does not intend — 2 ar modify 
—.— ie goio y declares, or by unmistakable implication. 


Butit is unnecessary to cite additional authorities on this point. 

It remained the construction from ge of act, June 27, 1890— 
never questioned, never doubted, no dispute as to its construction— 
until Jan 7, 1893, although millions of dollars had been paid 
Hi undar ihia construction which would not have been under the 

ter one. 

But are the ratings of the general law practical when applied 
to the act of June 27, 1890, and are they reasonable? > 

I assert, Mr. i , that they are—more than that, such rat- 
ings are not only reasonable, but they are the only practical 


ratings. 

What are these ratings? What do they mean? What do they 
measure? 

These ratings, under the general law, are found on pages 18 and 
19 of Instructions to Examining Surgeons of the Bureau of Pen- 
sions, 1895. Certain of these ratings are fixed by law and others 
by the Commissioner of Pensions. 


These ratings measure the incapacity of the seen to earn a 
living by manual labor. A certain disease or disability represents 
a certain incapacity to orm manual labor, and the ratings of 


the Pension Bureau fix in dollars what the applicant ought to re- 
ceive for such disability under the statutes. For instance, the 
loss of any other than the index finger, without complications, is 
two-eighteenths—that is, $2. Now, this means, and can only 
mean, that, rated in dollars, the loss of such finger incapacitates 
the person to the extent of $2 per month from earning a living by 
manual labor. 

Again, when the rate of six-eighteenths, or $6 per month, is fixed 
for al hernia, it simply means that, rated in dollars, such 
disability incapacitates the soldier to the extent of $6 per month 
from earning a living by manual labor. 

The basis of all pension legislation, as we have already shown, 
being the incapacity to earn a support by manual labor, these 
ratings necessarily indicate and measure the extent which the dis- 
abilities incapacitate the pensioner from performing manual 
labor. And where the claimant is found, under the old law, to 
have more than one disability, they are all taken into consid- 
eration in fixing the amount that may be allowed him—they 
are added together until the maximum of $17 is reached, and for- 
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merly $18. To use the language of the present Assistant Secre 
(7 P. D., 150): 2 


Su ently, during the administration of Commissioner Black, it was 
held that where a claimant was found to be suffering under two or more dis- 
hich an allowance was made, the aggregate allowance 
8 per month under the provisions of sec- 


Under the general law all the disabilities are taken in the 
gregate up to $17. For instance, if the applicant lost his middle 

ger ($2) and had an inguinal hernia ($6) he would be allowed 
$8. Again, if he lost his middle finger ($2), had an inguinal 
hernia ($6), lost an eye ($17), and was totally deaf in one ear 
($10), he would be allowed but $17, unless it were found that his 
infirmities disabled him for manual labor equivalent to the loss 
of a hand or foot, in which event he would be granted $24. 

Icontend that the same rule should be pursued in regard to 
ratings under the act of June 27, 1890, with the restriction, how- 
ever, that for the total of all disabilities the claimant should not 
be allowed more than $12, the maximum fixed by that law, just 
as under the general law the claimant is allowed nothing in excess 
of $17 for the total of all disabilities until the next grade rating 
is reached, which, as before stated, is a disability equivalent to 
the loss of a hand or foot. 

This was Commissioner Raum’s interpretation of the statute, 
and is the only sensible and logical one. There is no other way 
of measuring these disabilities. The examiners ascertain the dis- 
abilities separately, and apply some rating to each of them. To 
ascertain the claimant’s incapacity under the act of June 27, 1890, 
the examining boards proceed on thissame theory. The disabili- 
ties are rated by them as under the general la w. As under the 
general law, they proceed in exactly parallel lines until it comes 
to fixing the amount, and then,in some mysterious manner which 
has never been explained, and which can not be explained, but 
which permits one examiner to designate one amount and another 
examiner to designate a wholly different amount for the same 
disabilities, a sum is arrived at which is finally allowed the pen- 
sioner. 

The difficulty of the Pension Office in endeayoring to carry out 
the provisions of that act in the abandonment of the ratings under 
the general law is made manifest by the first order issued under 
Assistant Secretary Reynolds's ruling discarding the old law rates. 
We find, under date of June 12, 1893, the following circular issued 
by the medical referee: 

MEDICAL DIVISION CIRCULAR. 
JUNE 12, 1893. 


In rating cases under act of June 27, 1890, the following directions will serve 
as landmarks only, and will be subject to such variations as each particular 


case may require: 
The ratings will be pa 0, $8, and $6. 
The rate of $12 will owed only in the following cases: 
1. cas pemen claimant is clearly disabled from performing any effective 


man i 
2. In loss of either hand or foot. 
3. In total deafness of both ears. 

es minimum rate will be allowed for a disability equivalent to anchylosis 

elbow 


oint. 
The ra’ between $12 and $6 will be given in proportion as claimant is 
disabled fines 2 b — 9 — tier 


man : 
If there are two or more Rlisabllities demanding a rate of $6 (each), the rate 


of $8 only s be allowed, and if there are two or more disabilities demand- 
arate of $8 (each), the rating of $10 shall be allowed. But two or more dis- 
abilities, each demanding a rating below $6, shall not be added to make a mini- 


mum avert f- and such cases 8 be rejected. 
All e ratings, as published in the book of instructions, have no appli- 
cation in claims under act of June 27, 1890. 
FEATHERSTONHAUGH, 


Medical Referee. 

While it is declared that the old ratings under the general law 
shall be abandoned and shall not apply to the act of June 27, 1890, 
and while declaiming against them and their application to this 
act of June 27, this circular of June 12, 1893, clearly shows that 
the old ratings were followed. For instance, the circular states 
that the 5 = shall be $12, $10, $8, and $6, which are ratings 
under the old law. There are no $7, $9, or $11 ratings under the 
old law, nor do they recognize any such ratings under the new. 

The order continues by giving the cases in which $12 shall be 
allowed, to wit: 

1. In cases where claimant is clearly disabled from performing any effective 
manual labor. 

2. In loss of either hand or foot. 

3. In total deafness of both ears. 

Assistant Secre Reynolds, in the Bennett decision, abandon- 
ing the old theory of ratings and seeking to establish a new one 
for the act of June 27, 1890, declares that— 

Disabilities resulting from causes other than of service origin are pension- 
able only when inca ty to labor joins with inca: ty to earn a support, 
and the grades of rai are dependent upon these two conditions. 

In this order, however, he ignores this distinction which he has 
drawn with so much effort, and declares that the highest rate 
under the act of June 27, 1890, shall be allowed where claimant is 
clearly disabled from performing any effective manual labor,” 
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utterly disregardin 
as he says, the whole difference between the two systems 


ing his second condition above stated, on wo 
depen: 

The circular fixes the rating at $12 where the claimant is disabled 
from performing any effective manual labor,” saying nothing of 


capacity to earn a support, although, according to his decision, 
“the grades of rating are dependent upon these two conditions,” 
to wit, ability to perform manual labor and capacity to earn a 


rt. 
But the strangest part of this circular is the following: 


If there two or more disabilities demanding a rate of $6 each, the rate 
of $8 only shall be allowed; and if there are twoor more disabilities demand- 
ing $8 each, the rate of $10 shall be allowed. 


In the list of disabilities under the old law there are eight rated 
at 1 Theoretically, an applicant could have all these disabilities 
and would yet receive only $8, whereas under the general law he 
would receive at least $17, and possibly 

in, by this circular he might have all the disabilities in the 
catalogue that are rated at less than $6 each and still get abso- 
Iutely nothing. 
Right here is the cause of the soldiers’ complaint. Althongh 
they may havesix-dollar disabilities aggregating $18, $24, or more, 
are allowed only $8, while the law clearly 3 that they 
have at least 812. Regardless of the number of eight-dollar 
disabilities they may have, they are allowed only 810. 

The Assistant Secretary argues that the ratings under the gen- 
eral law should not apply to the act of June 27, 1890, because a 
man may suffer the loss of a and have some inferior disa- 
bility, and yet be able to earn a living by manual labor. This is 
conceded; but it must be remem that the act of 1890 p- 
poses that he may have a two- dollar disability or a four- dollar dis- 
Ability and ye not be entitled to a pension, because he can earn 
his support by manual labor. However, when these disabilities, 
measured by the old law rates, as was the eviđent intention of the 
act, amount to $8 or more, then he should receive at least the 
minimum rate under the law of June 27, 1890, to wit, $6. 

Whilst pretending to rate the disability in proportion to the de- 
gree of inability to earn a support, three, four, or even more 
six-dollar disabilities are not allowed any more than two six-dollar 
disabilities, though it is apparent to the most eee e 
that a man with but two bilities is not as much incapacitated 
as a man with the same two disabilities plus two equivalent dis- 
abilities. Itis evident that with three or four disabilities he is 
less able to earn a support than with two, and hence he is not pen- 
sioned in proportion to his inability to earn a support by the terms 
of this circular, ; 

The inefficacy of this blundering order was soon apparent to the 
Bureau of Pensions, and on September 2, a little more than two 
and one-half months after its issue, it was withdrawn by order 241, 
which is as follows: 

[Order No. 241.) 


SEPTEMBER 2, 1893. 

The circular of June 12, 1893, is withdrawn. 

Hereafter in fixing rates under act of June 27, 1890, the medical referee 
or the medical officer in the board of revision shall 'h each disability and 
determine the degree that each or the combined disabilities disables the 
claimant for earning a 7 by manual labor, and a rate corresponding to 
this degree shall be allow 

In cases in which the pensioner has reached the of 75 his rate shall not 
be disturbed if he is receiving the maximum, and if he is not a pensioner he 
shall receive the maximum for senility alone if there are no special pension- 
able disabilities shown. 


From necessity there can not be a different rate for a disability 
allowed under This 


ery the same extent, all other 

lost a leg at the siege of Vicksbur; an 8 
finger shot off at Lookout Moun is not disabled to a greater 
extent thereby than the one who a month since had his anger shot 
off by accident. The disability is therefore constant, and is the 
same. It equally incapacitates the soldier, e of the place 
or time of its incurrence. So that when, under the general law, 
a rating is fixed for any disability it must be the same under any 
other law, because, as before stated, the disability is a constant 
factor. And as the ag; te disabilities are considered under 
the general law in ascertaining the total disability, there is no other 
way of ascertaining the total disability under the act of June 27, 
1890, than by following the same rule, namely, by aggregating, 
1 disabilities, as was done by Commissioner Raum. Itis 
true that the soldier can not receive more than 812 under the act of 
June 27, 1890, regardless of what these disabilities may amount to, 
and it is equally true that he can not receive more than $17 under 
the ee law, regardless of what these disabilities may amount 
to, if they are not equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot. The 
principle is precisely the same. 


But further hostili 


and unfairness to the pensioner are exem- 
plified by Order 245, 


ted November 2, 1893, which is as follows: 

[Order 245.] 

NOVEMBER 22, 1893. 

Pension certificates issued under second section of act of June 27, 1890, will 
no longer specify. prcur disabilities. In such certificate, where the maxi- 
mum rating of $12 is allowed, the certificate will state that it is for inabil- 
ity to earn support by manual labor.” Where less than the maximum rating 
is allowed, the cate will state that it is for partial inability to earn 
8 by manual labor.“ 

enever, in case of a pension ted under said section at less than the 
maximum rating, a higher rating is subsequently sought, the application for 
such — rating shall be considered and treated asa claim for increase 
and not as a claim for a new disability, and the in if allowed, will 
commence from the date of the medical on showing the 
increased disability. 


It is directed that the medical officer shall weigh each disa- 
bility and determine the degree that each of the combined disabili- 
ties disables the claimant,” etc. But how is it possible to“ weigh” 
disabilities without weights? All rates for particular disabilities 
are abandoned, and yet the order is that the disabilities must be 
weighed. How can these officers come to any correct conclusion 
as to the extent of claimant’s incapacity if disabilities are 
not considered separately and a rating given to each? Why should 
they be allowed to jump at a conclusion as to the sum the disa- 
bility entitles the claimant to receive unless these disabilities are 
considered separately? 

The fact is, it is Impossible to so do; nor do they pretend to 
carry this order into execution. Every one of these examiners, 
in examining a case and ascertaining the disabilitics, attach to 
each one an old-law rating which they claim to have abandoned. 
In other words, while claiming to have abandoned the old law 
and jumping at a rate for all the disabilities, thus putting it out 
of the power of the claimant to know for what he has been rated 
or to show that a mistake has been made in the rating of any 
particular disability, they still cling to the old-law figures. 

Moreover, the instructions to the 1 are ex- 
raged the same for examinations under both laws (Instructions 
to Examining Surgeons, pages 16 and 17), and the same directions 
are given, regardless of which law the application is filed under. 

The most conspicuous feature of the present practice is found 
in this Order 241, which commands the medical officer to lump the 
disabilities and fix the amount for all, withouta cular amount 
for any, thus rendering it e for the claimant to show 
wh he is im oi y rated, and rendering as many different 
conclusions possible for the same disabilities as there are different 
medical officers. It is a notorious fact that such is the case at the 
present time, and that there is no uniformity whatever in the rat- 
ings of these medical officers, because of the fact that it is impos- 
sible to obtain satisfactory results after abandoning the 8 
system and substituting nothing certain in its place. 

This same intent to confuse the claimant and to render it impos- 
sible for him to ascertain from his certificate for what he is pen- 
sioned, and also to make it difficult for him to obtain a higher 
ea is illustrated by Order 245, which declares that the pension 
certificate will no longer specify particular disabilities,” but will 
merely state inability or partial inability to earn a support; and 
likewise, when a higher rating is sought, it will be treated as an 
8 for increase and not as a claim for a new disability. 

e pensioner is thus deprived of the increase he would justly be 
entitled to by filing a new application, as in increase cases he re- 
ceives on from the date of medical examination only, which 
may take place a year or two after he has filed his claim, From 
his m certificate he does not know for what disabilities he 
is pensioned, and is therefore in the dark as to what new ones he 
might apply for, altho entitled to increase. Suppose the pen- 
sioner has rheumatism, hernia, and anchylosis of wrist; from his 
certificate it is rae ig for him to tell whether he is sioned 
for one or all of these See aoa therefore impossible for him to 
know whether justice has been done him. 

The fact is, the whole matter under Tan proren system is cha- 
otic, a jumble of distinctions without a difference and differences 
without the least distinction, by which it is intended that the 
claimant or pensioner shall not understand and can not under- 
stand the grounds upon which he is pensioned or anything else 
connected with it. Itis unfair and unjust, and it all arises from 
a strained construction of the law under which a new system of 
ratings va forced into 5 b different from oe in 
vogue at the of the and during two years and six 
months hereafter, 

The necessity of the enactment of this section into law is there- 
fore apparent. It restores the former practice of rating, which is 
the just and true one under a liberal interpretation of the statute. 

NEW APPLICATION NOT REQUIRED. 

Section 15 provides: 

That u the rejection of a claim for pension under said act of June 27, 
on the grou of no pensionable degree of disability, the applicant 


not be required to file a new or supplemental declaration, but on filing 
in his case the sworn statement of a reputable physician that a pensionable 
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d f disability does in fact exist, an order for the applicant's examina- 
tian. batoro another bord of if desired, shall issue; and in case the 
report of such board and the evidence show the existence of a pensionable 
amuy 3 se = filing, the pension, Unan awe — r enanos 
from the g app. ion rejected as aforesai it otherwise 

ity began to exist, 


from the date su uent to said filing at which the disabili! 


as shown by the evidence. 


This is weirs justice to 5 3 Sy itis 8 8 5 that, after 
filing one application an ving diligently soug prove u 
his alae, if the same is rejected, although wrongfull ee 
he must file a new application, and can receive a n, if it is 
allowed at all, from the date of his second application only. Prob- 
ably no greater source of complaint has arisen during the last few 
years than from this practice of refusing a claim after the appli- 
cant has for a long time tried to make proof, compelling him to 
file a new application, and then allowing it from the date of the 
second filing. If the first refusal is unjust or a mistake, it hardly 
needs argument to show that the ion should commence from 
the date the disability actually existed as shown by the evidence. 

A provision very similar to this is contained in the ion 
ropriation act recently approved, but there are several points 

eee ol more or less importance. ; 

Under the appropriation act it is required to file a new applica- 
tion. This, of course, would have to be in form, and in accord- 
ance with the rules of the Pension Bureau. It would also subject 
the applicant to the payment of an attorney’s fee. Under section 
15 of this bill the provision is that “ the claimant shall not be re- 
quired to file a new or supplemental declaration,” but can file 
merely the sworn statement of a reputable physician that a pen- 
sionable degree of disability does in fact exist. aa ; 

Under the present practice of the Pension Bureau it is required 
that each application shall be technically correct, and the claim- 
ant is held to the strict rules of pleading. 

For example, a soldier applied under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and was allowed pension thereunder. He is afterwards dropped. 
He wants a renewal. He executes an application alleging his dis- 
abilities, but merely states his service, without setting forth in 
terms the dates of enlistment and discharge or that served 
ninety days, In every case the application is held to be defective, 
and the applicant must begin anew, notwithstanding the fact that 
the term of his service is matter of record in the 


a 
0 


ension Office 


and War Department. nt oe 

This is equally true in regard to a second application when the 
first is rejected on the ground of no pensionable degree of dis- 
ability. 


The Pension Office abides by the record in any event, even if 
these things are alleged with exactness and precision. 

Moreover, the section under consideration gives the applicant 
the option of being examined by another and different rd of 
examining surgeons if he believes justice was not done him on his 
prior examination. $ $ 

And further, to obtain relief under the appropriation act, after 
filing the new declaration, the evidence must show that the disa- 
bility existed at the time of filing the first application. If the 
claimant fails to show this fact, he is without remedy, although 
he may be able to prove that a pensionable disability existed 
shortly after his first filing. Under this section, however, he may 
establish his disability at the time of filing or at any time subse- 
quent thereto, and the pension will commence accordingly. It need 
hardly be said that this is eminently fair to the Government and 
to the claimant—in truth, it more nearly approaches exact justice 
to them both. This section will prove a valuable supplement to 
the remedial and beneficial provisions of the pension appropriation 
1 THE INCOME OF THE WIDOW. 

Section 16 provides that the phrase without other means of 
support than her daily labor” in section 3 of the act of June 27, 
1890, shall be construed to mean without a net income of $300 
per annum.“ The mt Administration holds it to mean “ with- 
out an income of per annum,” and the former Administration 
was a little more liberal; but the whole matter is very well under- 
stood by the members of the House, it having been lately fully 
discussed. In regard to this section the committee says: 

While this amount must necessarily be arbitrary, yet it is believed to be 


better to establish a sum certain than to leave it to the whim or caprice of 
the officers who execute the law. 


After careful consideration this sum was fixed upon, and gen- 
erally, it is believed, gives satisfaction on all hands. 


RESTORING TO THEM THEIR PENSIONABLE STATUS. 
Section 17 gives a pensionable 
1890, to certain classes of 
to be within the letter an 
under a different interpre 
denied this right. 
The persons mentioned are on the same plane with the enlisted 


status under the act of June 27, 
who for several years were held 
irit of that law. Lately, however, 
ion of the statute, they have been 


man under the general law, and there is no reason why the 
should not receive the benefits of the act of 1890, if, as provid 


in this section, they otherwise bring themselves within the pro- 
visions of said act. 


These classes are as set forth in section 4693, Revised Statutes: 


An assistant or contract surgeon. 

í — — . deputy provost-marshal, or enrolling officer. 

COST OF THE BILL. 

From estimates from the War Department and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as to sections in regard to which numbers can 
be definitely ascertained, and approximating the number under 
other sections of the bill, the cost would be about $3,160,000. 
A a it would require, in connection with other business of 
the Pension Office, three years, as it probably would, to replace 
those heretofore wing pensions, together with claims which 
will be allowed in the first instance, the cost would be about 


$1 „000 per year. ‘ 
Now I = to the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I see that section 15 of your bill applies 
only to claims which have been rejected on the ground of no pen- 
sionable yh ees of disability. Now, why do you limit it to that, 
so long as there are rejections of applications which are on mere 
technical grounds? Many of the rejections have been on the 
ground that there was no pensionab 5 1 of disability, but 
others have had their applications rej because the declara- 
tions are sworn to before an improper officer. Why should you 
not include all of them in this provision? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the 3 will see that this section 
e iene ca e try to bring it back to the old 
ratings. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But it is section 15 I am speaking of. 

Mr. PICKLER (reading)— 

That upon the rejection of a claim for pension under said act of June 27,1890, 

e of ble di 0 x% 
on — m ano 5 = n applicant shall not 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now. why not let it apply to any rejec- 
tion, so that if a pension is eventually granted it shall be from the 
date of the filing of the first application? Why limit it to the 
rejection on the ground of no pensionable degree of disability? 

Mr. PICKLER. Can iyon do that with safety? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. rtainly you can. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose that the applicant alleged no dis- 


ability in his application? 
Mr. NORT AY. Very well; putin the limitation that if the 
roof shows that he was entitled to a ion from the date of the 
ing of his first application, he shall draw pension from that date. 


There is no harm in that, 

Mr. PICKLER. Ofcourse, I recognize the force of what the gen- 
tleman says. The committee in cr tiie, ge matter found the 
trouble as to the pensionable disability. e pensioner sends in 
an application that is defective, and if they do their duty they let 

i ow immediately that it is defective. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But they do not let him know. They may 
not reach the case for two or three Pe 

Mr. PICKLER. It is very hard to govern that. Then the 
question is, How will you limit it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If he makes one application for a pension, 
anda a is eventually allowed, it should go back to that date. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; we provide in this bill it shall go back to 
the time the evidence shows it to exist. A person might file an 
application and not allege that he is disabled. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. en that would not be an application. 

Mr. PICKLER. It would be an application, if he made it and 


filed it as such. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. If will read the examination of the 
Commissioner of Pensions before the subcommittee on Appropria- 


tions having in charge the pension appropriation bill, you will 
find that where a claim is rejected on The ground of no pension- 
able d of disability alone, and a new application is required, 
they will date it back; but if the application is rejected on the 

‘ound of some technicalities then they will not permit it to date 
back, even if the proof shows that he was entitled to a pension 


prior to the date of filing the application; and these are very 
men that et ought to help. 
Mr. PICKLER. I refer the tleman to the law lately passed 


on the pension appropriation bill—March 13, 1896. Let mè read it: 
That whenever a claim for on under the act of June 27, 1800, has been. 
or shall hereafter be, rej suspended, or dismissed— 
Isu that is what the gentlemen is referring to? 
Mr. NORTHW AY. Yes, sir, 
Mr. PICKLER (reading): 
and a new application shall have been, or shall hereafter be, filed, and a 
pension has been, or shall hereafter be, allowed in such claim, such pension 
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shall date from the time of filing the first application, provided the evidence 
disability to ave oxiated, Or to exist at 


the Department to the contrary notwithstan x 

That is under the pension app: iation act. This, which you 
ha ve in the appropriation bill, applies to the pension act of June 27, 
1890. The appropriation act covers your objection; but in the 


appropriation act you adhere to present ratings as to pensionable 
degree of disability. We supplement that in this act and go back 
to the old Raum decision. It will make the appropriation act 
effective and cover rejected claims, so it is not necessary to cover 
in terms rejected cases in this bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then it is all right. 

Mr. PICKLER. This supplements the appropriation act by ap- 
plying the Raum ruli e first had rejectionsin our bill, but 
concluded to change it in the manner that it is in the bill now, 
believing the former act to be all that is n 


ecessary. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iseein your old bill, 5549, section 10, you 
had, uon have not included it in the bill now under consider- 
ation. e following section (10) of the bill you before intro- 
duced, 5549— 

That, in the administration of the 
the military or naval service of the 
of soundness— 
is stricken out of the present bill, is it not? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why was that done? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, on further consideration of the matter 
by the committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Who considered it? 

Mr. PICKLER. The members of the committee and other gen- 
tlemen who are very warmly interested in the soldiers and in 


pensions—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam not quom on Brine 

Mr. PICKLER. The objection made to t provision was the 
fear that it would be criticised as showing that we wanted to 
pension men who were not sound when they went into the service. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Who would criticise in that way? Iwould 
like to know if there is anything wrong in applying to the Gov- 
ernment the same rule which the Government enforces among 
individuals? If the Government examines a man and accepts him 
and he serves it three or four years, is there any reason why it 
should not be estopped from denying that he was sound when he 
entered the service? 

Mr. PICKLER. Individually I do not think there is any objec- 
tion to that provision as it originally stood in the bill. I have 
always contended the Government should be estopped from deny- 
ing soundness after ting soldier as sound. 

rr. HEPBURN. Icallthe gentleman’s attention to this phrase- 
ology in section 15 of his bill: 

Shen the pround of no pensioaable degree of disaltity, the applicant shall 
‘ound of no onable de; „the a) 
roe y Sarron to file a new or supplemental declaration, ete. ie 

Will that apply to rejections other than those made hereafter? 
Will it apply to those that hav been made heretofore? 

Mr. P ER. Whether it does or not, I call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that under the pension appropriation act, 
which goes back to June 27, 1890, these cases will be provided for. 

Mr. PBURN. So far as this language is concerned, it seems 
to me rh ee only to future rejections. 

Mr. PI Let me say to the gentleman that if there is a 
rejection existing in that Bureau at the present time and this 
bill should become a law, then, while the rejection stands, the 
applicant takes the pension under the present law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this read, t upon the rejection of a 
claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, heretofore or 
hereafter made,” etc., the idea would be more clearly expressed. 

Mr. PICKLER. We thought there could not be any doubt 
about the meaning of the provision as it stands, and with what is 
included in the appropriation act and this taken together I do not 
think there will be any trouble. We want the rule to apply to all 
of these cases, of course. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, thanking members of the committee for 
their patience and indulgence, I yield the floor. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. McCLELLAN was Sg Capri 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding I should 
like to make some arrangement with the gentleman from South 
Dakota for the purpose of yielding to him at this time to move 
that the committee rise. I find that several gentlemen desire to 
continue the discussion upon this bill to-morrow, and as the hour 
is so late, within twenty minutes of 5 o’clock, I think Ican hardly 
conclude what I have to say before the usual hour of adjournment. 
I suggest, therefore, to the gentleman that he move that the com- 
mi rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman desire to 
occupy? 


msion la 


the first acceptance into 
nited States 


be conclusive evidence 


` Mr. McCLELLAN,. Ishall need from forty-five minutes to an 
our. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will not the gentleman go on for half an hour 
this afternoon? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I would rather not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to ask the 
ponnani to go on against his inclination, and I therefore accept 

2 RS and move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 8271) 
in relation to pensions, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled “An 
act to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, 
Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891; and 

An act (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock d, II., to Grant Park, in 


Galena, III. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
5 from the Speaker's table, and referred by the Speaker as 

ollows: 

A bill (S. 559) for the relief of Byt. Col. Thomas P. OReilly to 
the Committee on 8 $ 

A bill (S. 2508) to establish customs pore of delivery at Pueblo, 
Durango, and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 2593) granting to the American Invalid Aid Society 
of Boston. Mass., the abandoned Fort Marcy Military Reservation, 
in New Mexico, for the purpose of a national sanitarium for the 
3 of pulmonary diseases to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 


rted 
e fol- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Haron, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MCCLURE, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. HULL, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. KIEFER, for twelve days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. BARHAM, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Brown, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
rah DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
he motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 
o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7865) to allow the 
return free of duty of certain articles exported from the United 
States for exhibition purposes, rted the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1442); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred House bill No. 6178, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 8383) to establish a site for the erection of a peniten- 
tiary on the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and 
for other pu ,accompanied byareport (No. veg Biter: said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the ole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8282) to repeal section 61 
of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes, which became a law August 25, 
1894, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1444); which said bill and report were referred to the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7169) 


1896. 
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oviding that all judgments in civil causes in the District of 

lumbia shall bear interest, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1448); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 888) entitled An act to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,’ 
approved March 2, 1895,” reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 1449); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 272) to refer the bill (H. R. 6596) for the 


relief of George S. Ayre, with accompanying papers, to the Court 
1 reported in lieu of House bill No. 6596. (Report No. 


By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (House Res. No. 273) to refer the bill (H. R. 7550) for the re- 
lief of Nimrod D. Keneaster, with all 8 pepers, to 
the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House b O. 7550. 
(Report No. 575 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
2388) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. - 
berlain, of California. (Report No. 1445.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 

e bill (H. R. 7600) for the relief of Maria E. Mumford, widow 

of Ferdinand S. Mumford, late captain First Regiment United 
States Infantry. (Report No. 1446.) ; 

The bill (S. 923) entitled An act for the relief of Irving W. 
Stanton.” (Report No. 1447.) 


—— 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ore following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 8379) to authorize the improve- 
ment of the water power in the Mississippi River at Grand Rap- 
ids, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the Auditor 
for the War ent to audit the claims of the Stateof Mis- 
souri on file in his office—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE WITT: A bill (H. R. 8381) disposing of 6 condemned 
cannon and 48 cannon balls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8382) 8 4 condemned can- 
non and 4 pyramids of condemned cannon balls to General W. H. 
Ent Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Bloomsburg a .) Mon- 
umental Association, and 60 condemned muskets to C. B. Brock- 
way Camp, No. 270, Sons of Veterans, Bloomsburg, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ih 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8384) providing for 
an additional circuit judge in the sixth judicial circuit—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8410) to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8411) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8412) to revive 
and amend and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to 
encourage and promote telegraphic communications between 
America and Asia across the Pacific Ocean, from the western 
shores of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan, and 
China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 274) to 
set apart Tuesday, April 28, and April 29, for consideration of 
H. R. 8110, a bill to establish a uniform law on bankruptcy through- 
out the United States—to the Committee on Rules. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were Stet et from 
a consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 1871) to apply the unexpended balance of the 
amount heretofore appropriated for the relief of the captain, own- 
ers, officers, and crew of the late United States private armed 
brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, 


agents, or assigns—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The bill (H. R. 7955) to remove the charge of desertion from 


the naval record of William Kiernes—Committee on Milita: 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8385) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. A. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8386) granting a pension to Josiah 
Sykes, of Olathe, Kans,—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8387) for the relief of the Colum- 
bia Brewing Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.—to the Committee on 


Claims, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 8388) for the 
relief of William G. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 8389) to pension Lawrence 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 8390) granting a pension to 
Andrew Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Thomas H, 
Burns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 8392) to refer claim of Jessie 
Benton Fremont to Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8393) for the relief of Mark 
Guyton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8394) 1 a pension to John 
M. Jones to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8395) granting a pension to Sarah A. North 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8396) to grant a pension to Wil- 
liam Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8397) granting a pension to Eveline Pave—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) to grant a pension to William Kem- 
per—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A feel McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8399) for the relief of 
William Christenberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8400 to remove charge of desertion against 
R. A. Blount and to grant him an honorable discharge to the 
Committee on 15 7 Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of Emma 
H. Slamm, Addison Slamm, and Clara S. Mitchell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 8402) 8 an increase of 

ion to Marion W. Wildrick, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Abram 

. Wildrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8403) for 
the relief of Jacob Hobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8404) to pension Mrs. Marzey Col- 
lins, widow of Charles O. Collins—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8405) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8406) granting a pension to 
Miss Susan M. Baskett, of Fluvanna County, Va—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8407) for the relief of Jane McD. 
Armistead, widow of Samuel W. Armistead, late constructor in 
the United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R.8408) for the relief of Han- 
nah Howard, gg crashed of Francis W. Howard, late of Company 
D, Sixty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8409) for the relief of A. C. 
Landis, late lieutenant of Com K, One hundred and seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following peons and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Papers to accom House 
bill No. 7781, for register for barge Black Diamond— the Com- 
mittee onthe Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8247, 
for the relief of T. R. Mason, of Adairville, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee gon Claims. 5 7 e 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 8116, to grant a pen- 
ae to Mrs. Sarah D. Lightfoot—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, papera to accompany House bill No. 8117, for increase of 
pension of Charles B. Eades, of Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 
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By Mr. COWEN: Petition of Henry N. Rahn and 25 other citi- 
zens of Baltimore, Md., praying that religious rag eT be 


iven every advantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 1894, in 
eee through the mails to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. DE ARMOND: Resolutions of Bates County Post, No. 
58, Gia Army of the Republic, of Butler, Mo., to accompany 
bill for the relief of William G. Buck—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 
Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Loyal Lodge, No. 79, of 
Por praying for the 


d, Oreg.. on behalf of its 378 mem 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

, petition of Charles M. Davis and 35 others, of Portland, 
Oreg., t the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian 
und ings and for a constituti amendment against makin 
appropriations for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 


9 X 

y Mr. HALL: Petition of citizens of Triplett, Mo.; also of 
citizens of Linneus, Mo., for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws een Mer second-class matter, 
and bill No. 888, to reduce letter 1 cent per half ounce— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEMENW. 7 
Union of Evansville, Ind., protestin 
cut stone 
mittee on 


Washington, D. C., Baltimore, Må., and Newark, N. J., respect- 
the nette statue—to the Committee on the z 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of S. C. Woodhull, asking 


favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the laws 
rela to second-class and free matter—to the 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of pean League, Cha; 8188, of the Trinity 
Meth Episcopal Church, Merchantville, N. J., in favor of the 


passiga of resolutions to provoni the recurrence of outrages upon 
e Armenians and for the protection of American missionaries 
in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions indorsed by 70 members of the 3 
Church and 250 members of the Methodist Church of er, 
N. e for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 
8 lumbia—to the Committee on the District of 

um 


Also, petition of ee eos Dealers’ Association of Bayonne, N. J., 
. of House bill No. 6668, to raise the license fee 
in the District of Columbia from $400 to 8800 —to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House 
bill to remove the charge of desertion inst R. A. Blount and to 

t him an honorable discharge—to Committee on Military 


By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of Southampton, 
N. Y., in favor of better immigration laws—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of F. J. Lambeck and i4 other citi- 
zens of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the adoption of the metric 

tem of wegen and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, and Measures. 
Mr. POOLE (by request): Petition of citizens of Peterboro, 
Madison County, N. Y., in favor of the adoption of the metric 
tem of wean and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, and Measures. 

JJ ͤ Ä 
manufacture of elo agal passage of House 
bill No, $346, introduced by Mr. Surzxn—to tho Committee on 
Manufactures. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Remonstrance and petition of citizens 
of Albany, N. Y., asking for the removal of the Marquette statue 
from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Salem, 
Nebr., for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending 
the tal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of the New York 
Jewelers’ Association, relative to the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to 
the Committee on the J 3 

Also, resolutions of the New York Jewelers’ Association, favor- 
ing the bill which provides for the establishment of a ent 
of commerce and manufactures, introduced in the te on 


pes 9, 1896, by Senator Frye—to the Committee on Manufac- 
res, 

Also, resolutions of Order of Knights of Labor, Local Assembly 
No. 1562, recommending the restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


g | mouth o 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 23, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the pastors of 
sundry Presbyterian churches of Oakland, Cal., remonstrating 
against the passage of the Pacific railroad funding bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Boston and Philadelphia 
Steamship Company and 19 other vessel owners and transporta- 
tion N praying for the purchase of the jetties at the 

; iver, Texas; which was referred to the 
ttee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN 2 a petition of the Home Mission Board 
of the Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., prayi 
that the Government of the United States use its influence with 
the Government of Spain to effect the release of Rev. A. J. Diaz, 
imprisoned in Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on 


Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the memorial of A. Turner and 67 
other citizens of Newark, N. J., and the memorial of John B. 
Loder and 29 other citizens of Newark, N. J., remonstratin 

inst placing the statue of Pére Marquatte in Btatuary Hall: 
which were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lead- 
ville, Colo, , remonstrating inst placing the statue of Père Mar- 
gaeta in Statuary Hall; w: was referred to the Committee on 

e 


Library. 
He also presented a petition of Farragut Post, No. 46, Grand 
Army of the 8 of Colorado and Wyoming, of 
Denver, Colo., praying for the transfer of the Fort Lyon Mili 

Reservation to the Grand Army of the Republic of Colorado for 
a soldiers’ home; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Colorado, n intment of an inter- 
national board of arbitration een Great Britain and the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also 88 a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 409, 
American Federation of Labor, of Martins Ferry, Ohio, son 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver; which was o ered 
or BURROWS ted th rial of William 

* presen e memo: 0 iggins 
and 41 other citizens of Michigan, and the memorial of 6.4 Pur 
chase and 40 other citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against 
placing the statue of Pére uette in Statuary Hall; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying Co; 
to so amend the act known as the Harter Act, adopted 893, 
entitled ‘An act relating to navigation of vessels, bills of lading, 
and to certain obligations, duties, and rights in connection wit 
the carriage of property,” as to afford ample and proper protec- 
tion to shippers of produce or merchandise from American ports 
8 damage from negligence of shipmasters or other em- 
ployees of vessels engaged in the transportation thereof; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Journeyman Stonecutters’ As- 
sociation of North America, Kansas City branch, remonstrating 
against the employment of convicts to cut stones in the peniten- 
tiaries of the country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Home Mission Board of the Southern Baptist Con- 
vention, praying thas all proper efforts be made for the relief and 
deliverance of Rey. A. J. , an American citizen, now under 
ane in Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

ons. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the passage 
of House bill No. 4437, relating to the customs administration act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a passion of 2 citizens of Cooper 
County, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to reduce 
letter to 1 cent per half ounce, and also to amend the 
poste aws relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Free Home League, No. 8, of 
Grant County, Okla., praying for the ge of the so-called 
he ae bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
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Mr. HILL tition of sundry citizens of Herkimer 

eee Sloe „praying for the e of House bill No. 2626, 

roviding for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
unty; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Holyoke, Colo., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pèro 
Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Home Mission Board 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, of Atlanta, Ga., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Macon, Ga., praying for the release of 
Rev. A. J. Diaz, now under arrest in Cuba; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of W. P. Jacks, of Grand 
Island, Nebr., and the 3 5 ö 72 Holdrege, Sone 

raying for the passage o a i 0. , reorganizing the 
paying service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 7 

He also presented a memorial of the Aspen Consolidated Mining 
Company of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against the ado 
tion of the second section of Senate bill No. 2739, to confirm the 
Aspen town site in the State of Colorado; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committes on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2928) to 
extend the routes of the Ec n and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and of the Belt Railway Company of the District of 
oat and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6994) relat to the sale of gas in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were 

ned indefinitely: i 

A bill (S. 1886) to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1337) relating to the sale of gas in the District of 
Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 2339) to reduce the price of gas in the District of 
Columbia. í 

Mr, PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 915) for the relief of Sarah R. 
Dresser, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the bill 2 2892) to incorporate 
“ The National Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild,” asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 


resented a 


was agreed to. 
Mr. CALL. I am instructed by the Select Committee on 
Woman 8 „ to whom was refe the joint resolution 


S8. R. 100), proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 

nited States, introduced by me on the 23d of March, by request. 
to report it without recommendation, and I ask that it be p 
on the Calendar. I also submit, for myself and the Senator from 
Mississippi 175 GEORGE], the report submitted by the minority 
of the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and others in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session, June 5, 1882, expressing the views of myself 
and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. : 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
20th instant, providing for an appropriation to ger the amounts 
found due the States of Iowa, Illinois, Maine, Ohio, etc., for ex- 
pene incurred by them under the act approved July 27, 1861, 

tended to be pro to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it without amendment, and moved thatit be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
- was referred the bill (S. 2749) to establish the official survey of 
fractional townships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west 


of the sixth principal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north 


and west of the Niobrara River, and quieting the title to settlers 


thereon, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 22d in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, the amendment appropriating 81,021, 863.20 for the payment 
of claims adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the uch 
spoliation act of January 20, 1885, re it with amendments, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

PARTY WALLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom the subject was referred, to report a 
bill and to ask for its immediate consideration. It will but 
a moment. 

The bill (S. 3 in regard to pany walls in thə District of 
Columbia was r the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the terms, conditions, and regulations in regard 
to walls in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, estab- 
lished President George Washington October 17, 1791, be, and the same 
are hereby, extended to the entire District of Columbia, to have therein the 
same force and effect in all respects as in the city of Washington aforesaid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator state the object of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is simply to extend the law in regard to 
party walls beyond the boundary line of the si 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is where persons build on the same line? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. ATKINS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 296) for 
the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly commissary ser t, 
United States Army, to report it favorably without 8 
The beneficiary is a poor, deserving soldier, who is denied money 
which clearly belongs to him. There is an element of urgency 
in the matter, and I ask that the bill be considered at this time. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to 8 
H. Atkins, of St. Augustine, Fla., $145, the amount due him for 
travel pay and allowances from the place of his disc to the 
place of his enlistment, as an honorably discharged soldier from 
the United States Army, under section 1290, Revised Statutes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAN S. PLACE, 


Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, te whom was referred the bill (H. R. 951) to amend 
the military record of Dan S. Place, first lieutenant, Eighteenth 
Indiana Volunteers, to report it without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. This is a very meritorious bill, and it will take 
but afew moments. I ask that is be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 


mili record of Dan S. Place so as to show him honorably dis- 
= argo from the service as first lieutenant, Eighteenth 9 
olunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


FRANCIS W. SEELEY. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1287) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of the Army. 
It is a very short bill, and will give rise to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


Dp P 
ereof with that rank and „the retired list being th increased 
in number to that extent; and Ais aves fod ts of lawn ts — PASAIA 
are suspended for this p only: Provided, That from and after his a 
pointment under the provisions of this act no pension shall be paid to the 
said Francis W. Seeley. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT BOONVILLE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Boon- 
ville, Mo., to report it favorably, with amendments. I will ask 


for its present consideration. It is necessary that the bill should | P 


be passed upon now. 
r. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask if we have completed 
the order of morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
completed. The Senator from Missouri asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill reported by him from the 
Committee on Commerce. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the committee was, in section 2, line 17, 
after the word “bridge,” to insert and accessory works”; and in 
line 20, after the word “soundings,” to insert and direction of 
currents at medium high water”; so as to read: 

The said parties shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination 
and approval, a design of and dra for said bridge and accessory works 
and a mep of the proposed location, giving for the space of 1 mile above an 
1 mile below such proposed location the 9 of the banks of the river, 
with shore lines and soundings, and direction of currents at_medium high 
water, and such other information as may be required for a full understand- 
ing of the subject. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 9, in the follow- 
ing words: 

SEC. 9. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act by Congress at 
any time is hereby expressly reserved. 

Mr. VEST. That clause is in section 7, and this is a repetition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2929) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Berger; which was r twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a mE: 2930) restoring the pension 
of Theron Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2931) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas M. Stevens; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILLAN) introduced a bill 
(S. 2932) relating to the probate of wills in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
i, mF: referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2933) to provide for connect- 
ing the survey stations of the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, the United States Lake Survey, and the United States 
Geological Survey with the corners of the public-land surveys; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2934) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Lilly Middleton; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2935) for the relief of Col. 
G. H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, retired; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewis- 
ton, in the county of Ni agara, State of New York; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2937) granting an increase 
of pension to Orlando J. Hopkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of 
pasian to Anna B. S. Phillips, widow of Col. William A. Phillips, 

te colonel of Third ent Indian Home Guards; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2939) to amend An 
act providing for the public printing and binding, and the distri- 
bution of public documents”; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a joint 8 (S. R. 137) grant- 
ing a life-saving medal to Henry Adsit Woodruff, of New York 
City, N. V.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


socom peung papers, referred to the ittee on Commerce. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, 


Mr. SEWELL and Mr. WILSON addressed the Chair. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from South Dakota to allow 


me to call up a bill of public interest. It will take but a moment. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to get up the Indian appro- 
riation bill first. 
14 VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet con 
clu 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
pa , referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
5 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also submi an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
a. to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, 

RETURN OF PAPERS TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 

On motion of Mr. LODGE, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to return to the 
Secretary of State the papers contained in the memorandum transmitted 
to the Senate by the ent of the United States with his message of 


March 21, 1854, the return of which rs is mested by the Secretary of 
State in a letter dated April 3, 1896. acer ge A ý 


SARAH A. BOYD. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate ne House of R. ntatives concurring), That the 
mumittee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 


Co 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, by 
striking out the word “captain,” in line 5 of said enrolled bill, and inserting 


“first lieutenant.” 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of es orome yne by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3 execute the findings of the Court of Claims in 
. of the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 

8. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 2 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 pyramids 
of cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument and 
Memorial Association of Chicago, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 con- 
demned cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7945) to provide for the entry of lands in Greer 
County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other 
purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I renew my motion to take up the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. I make no objection to the motion of the Senator 
from South Dakota, but I ask leave, after that is done, if the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota will agree to it, and there be no debate 
upon it, to have the Senate consider joint resolution No. 119, in- 
troduced by me some time since, requesting the President of the 
United States to send a portion of the American Navy to Cuba 
for the protection of American citizens, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Dakota that his motion can not be entertained until 
the morning business is transacted. Then the Chair will enter- 
tain the motion. 
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Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
introduced by me, which is now lying on the table, requesting the 
President of the United States to send a portion of the American 
fleet to the Island of Cubafor the protection of American citizens, 
may be taken up and considered by the Senate at this time. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PLATT. It is very difficult to understand what is going on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to re- 
frain from audible conversation. 

at PLATT. To what measure does the Senator from Florida 
refer 

Mr. CALL. I introduced a joint resolution some time since. 
which lies upon the table, ae sr the President of the Unit 
States to send the fleet of the Uni States, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to the Island of Cuba for the protection of 
the lives and property of American citizens in thatisland. Iwill 
state to the Senator that I understand there is an urgent neces- 


sity— 

Ar. PLATT. The joint resolution is lying upon the table? 

Mr. CALL. It is lying upon the table awaiting action. 

Mr. PLATT. Does it require unanimous consent to call it 9 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. e 
Chair has submitted the request of the Senator from Florida to 
the Senate. Is there objection? : 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator from Florida would not press 
the request this morning. The Indian appropriation bill has been 
before the Senate now for many days. e Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEFFER] has a matter in charge in which he is extremel, 
interested and deems of great importance, and he very kindly an 
I think properly agreed to refrain from pressing it until the Indian 
appropriation bill is disposed of. If the joint resolution is taken 
up it will lead to discussion and consume the morning hour. I 
wish the Senator would withhold any request to consider it this 
morning or until the Indian appropriation bill has been disposed 
of. I do not want to interpose a formal objection, but I shall 
have to do it if he insists upon it this morning. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; I will withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. The 
Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from a 
previous day, which will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. WARREN, directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to rescind his order to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office suspending work upon the Union 
Pacific Railroad land list now on file, embracing lands along the 
main line in western Nebraska. i 

Mr. WARREN. In the interest of economy of time, as I think 
it will take less time, I ask that the resolution may lie over an- 
other day, without losing its place. p 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire the consent of the Senator from South 
Dakota to call up House bill 3719. It will take but a few moments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to proceed with 
the Indian appropriation bill. The Chair said he would recognize 
me to move to proceed to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair stated to the Senator that 
the motion could not then be entertained, not his request for 
unanimous consent. The Chair submits to the Senate the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota for the present consideration 
of the Indian od pears bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and lays the bill before the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6249) making . fox 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
* fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other poren 

Mr. SEWELL. Now, I trust the Senator from South Dakota 
will allow me to call up House bill 3719. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihope the Senator from New Jersey will 
not press that matter. There are a great many other bills in the 
same situation. I think we can dispose of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, so that we can go on with the Calendar, this afternoon if 
other bills are not now urged. There are several Senators who 
have made the same request, and I know we shall spend the day 
with those bills if we undertake to go into it. I very much hope 
the Senator will not insist upon it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I represent in this matter the Committee on 
Military Affairs with instructions to press this case. It will take 
but a few moments. We have probably, with the exception of 
the Committee on Pensions, the largest number of bills in charge 
of any committee of this body; and unless its members occasion- 
ally prue bills we shall not get anything through at all. I ask 
the Senator to give way. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. With the understanding that it will lead 
to no debate and that the consideration of no other bill shall be 
consented to, I will yield. 

Mr. WILSON. I rose at the same time with the Senator from 


New Jersey. Ifthe rule is to be departed from, I shall certainly 
ask to be accorded the same privil 


e. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair intends to`recognize the 


Senator from Washington at the proper time. The ir was 
first addressed by the Senator from New Jersey . SEWELL]. 
The Chair understands that the Senator from South Dakota has 


yielded to the Senator from New Jersey. Is that correct? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. With the understanding that this will be 
the only matter inte . Ishall not yield again. 

Mr. SON. The Senator will proceed more rapidly with 
his appropriation bill, I think, if he accommodates us in the pas- 
sage of small bills that will not lead to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for information. 

The read the bill (H. R. 3719) to provide sorap oint- 
ment by brevet of active or retired officers of the Uni tates 


Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported from the Com- 
ee on Military Affairs with an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5 strike out the word ‘‘shall” and 
insert the words ‘‘ at the discretion of the President.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know if the bill increases 
the compensation of these officers. 

Mr. SEWELL. It does not increase any pay one dollar. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not wish to interfere especially with the pas- 
sage of the bill, for I know nothing about its merits. It has been 
suggested to me that the Senator from Nebraska 12255 ALLEN 
desires to offer an amendment to the bill and lee y to be h 
uponit. Isuggest whether it might not be delayed until he comes 
in. He will be here very shortly. I merely suggest the matter. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from New York that 
the proposed amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is ridicu- 
lous in its character. He proposes that the President shall be 
authorized to brevet all privates and noncommissioned officers in 
the Army under the rank of colonel. That is about what his 
amendment amounts to. Ido not think it ought to receive any 
consideration in this body. The bill only applies, I think, to about 
68 officers of the Re Army. It absolutely leaves it to the dis- 
cretion of the President after the passage of the bill whether he 
will give the brevets or not. 

Mr. HILL. I will inform the Senator from New Jersey that I 
do not regard m as committed to any amendment that the 
Senator from Nebraska may offer to the bill, especially in the line 
indicated. I merely suggested as a matter of courtesy, as he 
desires to offer an amendment to the bill, whether it would be 
exactly the right thing to take up the bill in the morning hour in 
his absence and pass it. Having made that suggestion, I will 
interpose nothing further. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the statement I made in relation to it 
ought to be sufficient to cover that objection. 

Mr. KYLE. I think the bill had better go over until the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska returns. Therefore I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Objection is interposed to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill, notwithstanding the objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey, to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Indian appropriation bill is before the 
Senate. With the understanding that this bill would not lead to 
discussion, I yielded the floor to allow it to be called up, but it 
clearly appears that it will lead to discussion and take up the time 
of the Senate. Therefore to press it seems to me to be a violation 
of the understanding. Certainly it was not to be crowded in the 
Argel of an objection, Ivery much hope the Senate will do nothing 
of the sort. 

Mr. SEWELL. I donot think it will lead to any discussion. 
It may lead to a vote upon taking it up. I think the time of the 
Committee on Military Affairs is worth something, and that we 
. to receive consideration. I think our bills ought to be 

en up. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let us have a yea-and-nay vote, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey, to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr.SEWELL. Rather than delay the time of the Senate, I 
will withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that at the first opportunity 
to-morrow morning, or on Monday, if there shall be no session to- 
morrow, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
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Senate joint resolution 119, 3 sending ships of war of 
the United States to the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Allow me to ask whether the Senator from 
Florida gave notice that he would ask the Senate to take up the 
joint gang after the appropriation bill is finished, or to- 
morrow’ 

Mr. CALL. Whenever the opportunity shall occur. I do not 
desire to eee with the — from South Dakota in the 
passage of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. OHANDL: . Then I understand the Senator will defer 
his effort until the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of? 

Mr. CALL. I will do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. Was the request made by the Senator from 


Florida a request for an icular order? 

The VICE-PRESID It was not. 

Mr. PEFFER. It was simply a notice? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. simply gave a notice. The Chair 
now recognizes the Senator from Washin gton . WILSON]. 

Mr. N. I desire unanimous consent to call up a bill 
which will rs no time. 

Mr. PETTI . Ishall be obliged to object to the consid- 
eration of TSS bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 


Mr. WILSON. Knowing the temper the Senator from South 
Dakota is now in, I did not intend to renew my request. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
rea pill ( l. 12 — are ee. e 2 
. R. authorizing and directing 
the Navy to donate Fagg condemned cannon and 4 
of cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ 
and Memorial Association ae 810 11280 ceo = A mee 
jor C. A. Angel Post, No. 
blic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 


The bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and 5 for the govern- 
ment of Greer County, Okla., and for er purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The bill (H. R. 7945) to provide for the entry of lands in Greer 
County, Okla., to give e eee rights to settlers, and for other 
, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
on Public Lands. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) ap iations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Aer 


of 
yramids 
onument 


t and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year Sr eee 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 
Mr. P. GREW. I should like to have the pending amend- 
t read. 


men $ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT: The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut . PLATT], which 
will be again read, 
The SECRETARY. On page 69, at the end of line 8, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 
ited under acts of 


2, negotiate 
tory, the sum of 000, to be imm 
in aalen te the authority 
directed to 


determine 
tions in said Indian Territory, namely: The Cherokee, 
Greek 8 tribes or nations, and to 9 


be the true correct of entitled to the rights of citizens in 
said several nations. Such rolls be madein duplicate, attested by the 
one to be di ited with the secretary of the nation to which 

it relates and the other with the of the Interior. The said Com- 
joners make a full and complete roll of all those resid- 
treaty of A 2 4 Statutes, 769), wii — oe 
4 nations as ms 

5 nations at the date of the treaty of Fort 
descendants, heretofore held in slavery among said In- 
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d money shall 


d ” yaoa shall not be found by said Commissioners entitled to be enrolled 


as ci said nations; and the said Commissioners forward said 
roll as early as practicable to the Secretary of the Interior, with thei 
the: showing whether the stipulations prescribed in said treat: of april 


28, 1866, for the benefit of said persons have been fulfilled, with their recom- 


mendation for such action by Congress as in their judgment is uired, said 
report to be laid before the Congress by the Secretary of the —— with 
his recommendations thereon. 


When the rolls of citizens of — of one of said nations or tribes are fully com- 
pee and deposited as aforesaid, the President of the United States at 
discretion, order said commissioners to proceed to allot the occupancy of 
all the lands cf said nation susceptible of allotment among the citizens thereof 
as shown by said roll and to persons of Africay descent aforesaid who may be 
entitled, giving to each, so far as may be, his just and equitable share consid- 
ering the nature and fertility of the soil, location, and value of same and pro- 
viding, when practicable, that where lands are now occupied by citizens in 
excess of their share such allotments shall be from lands thus occupied, 
and where lands are now occupied by citizens amounting to less than their 
fair share such allotments s if desired by the occupants, include the lands 
so. cecupied. When such allotment has been by them completed, said com- 
shall make full report thereof to the Secretary of the Interior for 
d commissioners shall in said re also describe the lan 
F 


paid by the United States for such service. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] makes the pointof order 1 the ee amend- 
ment which has been discussed. The will any further 

ent if Senators desire to address the Chair on the question. 

. GEORGE. Mr. President, at some stage of the proceed- 
i I desire to submit a few remarks on the point of order. 

e interest I feel in a portion of the Indians who are affected by 
the amendment, the Choctaws and the Chickasaws, who were once 
the owners of nearly all of the soil of the State in which I live, 
and the fact that the point of order was made upon full consul- 
tation and deliberation between my colleague and myself induce 
me to submit some remarks in support of the point of order, 
although I believe that the side upon which I submit those 
remarks has been so fully presented to the Chair that very little 
if any further argument is needed. 

However, there are one or two points which need some elabora- 
tion, so that the Chair may fully understand the magnitude of the 
uestion involved in the amendment. Really, sir, for a 
disposition which 77 
i e rule of the u e subject i n- 
eral legislation on appropriation Ils, T Should feel that any Sdan 
ment at all would be unni $ 
This is an amendment of very sweeping and very broad provi- 
sions. It undertakes in the first place—and I desire to your 
attention, Mr. President, especially to this—to convert the com- 
mission, whose sole powers up to this time are ers of negotia- 
tion with Indian tribes, into a tribunal—I know whether I 
ought to call it judicial or not, but into a tribunal which has very 
large powers of adjudicating upon the property and the rights of 
citizens of the Indian tribes. e Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATI), who opened the discussion in favor of the amendment, 
seemed to think that Congress having once provided a commission 
to do certain ific work and having created it upon an appro- 
priation bill, therefore it might enlarge the powers of the com- 
mission to any extent. He made the very ingenious yet fallacious 
argument that this is no more than an appropriation of a certain 
sum of e Seed salaries, and then a direction as to how the 
expended. In that he is mistaken. There is no 
attempt and there could be no attempt in the amendment to make 
any disposition of so much of the money as goes to the salaries of the 
commissioners further than to pay itinto the hands of the commis- 
sioners. After the payment has been made the money becomes 
the absolute property of the commissioners, not subject to any 
provision of law which Congress might enact upon the subject. 
The provision, under color of an appropriation to pay the ex- 
penses of thecommission, converts the commission into something 
else. Ithas beenstated to the Chair that the commission originally 
had no powers, except powers of negotiation, to treat with the Indian 
tribes. That was pons sn executive duty. As has been pointed 
out by Senators who have discussed this point on my side, very 


large powers of a very different character are attempted to be con- 


al | f on the same commission by the amendment; and I wish the 


Chair to understand that when those commissioners were ap- 
pointed and confirmed by the Senate, as the law required that 
they should be confirmed, they had a specific duty and no more, 
the duty of negotiation. 

Upon that is attempted to be ingrafted by the amendment power 
to make for each a full and complete roll of all persons entitled 
to the rights of citizenship therein, and in the performance of such 
duties said commissioners, and each of them, shall have power 
and authority toadminister oaths.“ That is a quasi judicial power, 
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though it frequently is given to persons who have not judicial 
wers. They are to have power to issue processes. I believe 
t is exclusively a judicial power. Tam unacquainted with any 
provision by which a tribunal has the power to issue processes 
except the tribunal be a judicial tribunal. They have power to 
compel the attendance of witnesses. That is a judicial power. 
The compulsory attendance of witnesses of course means this, and 
nothing but this—the imposition of a pecuniary penalty and the 
collection of it in case of failure to attend. Let us see what it 
means to collect a fine. The tribunal first adjudges the crime, 
saage the default of the party, adjudges the amount that ought 
to be imposed on him as a ty, and then it has the power to 
enforce its judgment, which can only be done in one of two ways, 
either by confining in jail the witness or the party who refuses to 
attend on process until he pays the fine or entering a ju ent 
against him and issuing an execution to be levied on his lands and 
tenements. were 

Soright here in the beginning we have the most important judi- 

cial power. The commissioners are to have power to send for 
ons and papers. I do not know exactly what that means, un- 
2 means, so far as a person is concerned, to issue a process by 
which a person who is unwilling to come is 3 fore the 
tribunal. So far as papers are concerned, I do not know what it 
means, e tosummon the party in whose 
may be,and compel him to bring them he 
That is a yery high judicial power. The commissioners are to 
have power te punish any disobedience of their orders and proc- 
esses as for contempt, which of course is of the highest nature of 
fatica power. Iwill venture to say that in Anglo-Saxon institu- 
ions no tribunal eyer had, or now has, the power to imprison a 
man for contempt for disobedi of its orders unless that tri- 
bunal is a court. It is a judicial power. 

There is some trouble about the amendment which the framer 
of the amendment did not probably look into. All officers of the 
United States, and these are officers, are required to be sg 

the President by and with the advice and consent of Sen- 
ate, unless he is allowed by law to appoint them on his own re- 
sponsibility. These were appointed by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. Here arises a very serious question to 
which I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, as well as the attention of the Chair. Can Congress, after 
having created a commission of purely executive character, with 
limited powers of ~~ only, by subsequent act i upon 
it judicial duties, independent now of the question of power 
of Co to create a commission with judicial powers in the 
Indian Territory? I leave that out of the question. I admit, for 
the sake of argument, that it can do that; but when a law has 
been poe creating certain officers, giving them certain powers 
which are exclusively of an executive character, can Congress, 
after that, confer upon those individuals who have been thus ap- 
pointed under the law the extraordinary powers of a judicial 
nature which are named in the amendment? 

I am not going to express my opinion as to whether Congress 
can do so or not, for this reason: e example has been set to me 
by the Senators who have argued on my side of the question not 
to argue the merits of the amendment, but EERE to show what 
serious questions arise out of the attempted legislation, and how 
much those questions deserve the serious consideration of the 
Senate and its committees on rogna bills. I = perar 12 775 
out expressing it, a very decided opinion u e subject, bu 
„ ress it. But I will read to the Senate and to the 
Chair what the Supreme Court of the United States has said upon 
a similar question. The Supreme Court of the United States may 
be wrong or it nuy be nei I will not say anything about that. 
I hold in my hand the thirteenth volume of Howard’s Reports, 
and I propose to read a sentence or two from a very learned opin- 
ion contained in that volume, delivered with tke full consent of 
all the other justices of the court by Chief Justice Taney. To 
show how nearly the question inyolved in that case approaches 
the question involved in this, I will make a short statement. 

In our treaty with Spain of 1819, by which we acquired Florida, 
there was provision made for a settlement, adjustment, and pay- 
ment by the United States of certain claims of Spanish citizens 
against the Government. Congress passed a law on the subject. 
In fact, it passed two or three acts on the subject. Finally, how- 
ever, e Se this is the point to which I wish to call the 
attention of the Senator from Connecticut as well as the attention 
of the Chair—it a law by which the judge of the district 
court for the district of Florida was made the agent or commis- 
sioner to adjudge and settle the claims. The judge did, in the 
ease of Ferreira, adjudge the claim. He adjudged a certain 
amount to bedueto Ferreira. The district attorney of the United 
States was not satisfied with the adjudication of the judge, and he 
appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States. There these 
questions arose: If the judge in deciding upon the claim of Fer- 
reira acted as judge of the district court in his judicial capacity, 
and if the award which he made was a judgment of the court, 
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then the appeal would lie; if, however, he was a mere commis- 
sioner designated by the name of district judge of the district of 
Florida for the purpose of adjusting the claim, with no judicial 
wer, then there was no appa to the Supreme Court of the 
nited States. The court said: 
It is too evident for argument on the subject, that such a tribunal— 
That is, the one by which the judge acted— 


than that of a commissioner to adju: 
States; and the office of judges an 
ferred to in the law merely asa desi; 
ity is confided and the territorial 

There they decided that the judge was not a judge in the act 
which he performed, but was a mere commissioner. 

Here is what the court says, which will be found to be very 
pertinent to this case: 

A question ht arise whether commissioners 5 to pe these 

claims are not officers of the United States within meaning o 
stitution. The duties ipod ge ose my are entirely alien to the legitimate 
functions of a ju or court of justice and have no analogy to the general or 
powers ordi and legally conferred on judges or courts to secure 
t o due administration of the laws. Rodi ep are tobe: ed as officers, 
holding offices under the Government, the power of api tment is in the 
by and with the advice and consent of the and Congress 

law d te the persons to fill these offices. 

The district judge had been appointed judge by the President 
and with the advice and consent of the eae That was wont A 
But when it is attempted byan act of Congress, although approved 
by the President, as acts are usually, to make ont of the judge a 
commissioner with entirely distinct powers from those of judge, 
the courts say that the question arises whether os can ap- 
point a commissioner who ought to be appointed by the President 
of the United States. So now I ask whe these co ioners, 
ps opt by the President, confirmed by the Senate, with the sin- 
gle power of negotiation—it raises a very serious question—can be 
converted into a judicial tribunal by a mere act of Congress? You 
will read, Mr. President, and consider the decision towhich I have 
called the attention of the Senate and of the Chair, and find at 
least that it is a very serious question, and that is all I am going 
to say. I have avery positive, clear, decided opinion as to whether 
Congress can do that or not, but that is not the point here. The 
question is whether upon an amendment to an appropriation bill 
we can make such a provision, general legislation, which raises 
these important and serious questions. 

Another very serious question arises, and it is one to which I 
wish to call the attention of the Chair. Here is a provision to 
allot the lands of each of those tribes among the citizens of the 
tribes. There may be several views taken of the ownership of 
that land. If the land belongs to the tribe as a nation, and as the 
lands of the United States belong to the United States as a nation, 
then no individual, no citizen, has any interest in any of it. 
Every man who enters u the land, every Indian who enters 
upon the land, would be just like a citizen of the United States 
entering upon the ps land of the United States, a trespasser. 
If he cuts down a he would be liable to indictment and fine. 

In that view, Mr. President, you will see what a remarkable, 
what an i change it makes in the general law of this 
country. The amendment undertakes to divide out among the 
citizens of the country lands which belong to the nation as a 
nation. If we are to regard, which I think probably is the cor- 
rect way to view it, that the title to the land is in the nation, but 
for the use of the le in common, and that they are tenants in 
common thereunder, or rather joint tenants (because their title 
originates by one act and at the same time, and there is survivor- 
ship and all that sort of thing; but whether they be joint tenants 
or tenants in common makes no difference), then each citizen of 
the nation would have an undivided interest in every parcel of 
landin the nation. It would be a property interest, subject to 
division at the proper time and by the proper processes. 

Admit that to be the case, which I think probably it is. Then 
you come here with a judicial tribunal and pro to divide the 
ee rights of the citizens of the nation into several allot- 
ments, to destroy the right of each citizen in the common property 
and give him a sole and separate right in a particular piece of 
8 which may be allotted to him. I say that can not be 

one, or rather it could not be done—no, I do not like to express 
myself so clearly, because 1 am not discussing the merits of this 
question. But would it not be a little singular, would it not raise 
a very serious question, if a law were allowed to pass authorizing 
a judicial tribunal to allot lands held in joint tenancy or tenancy 
in common among the coparceners or tenants in common or joint 
tenants without giving notice to any single individual? 

Take that out and then let ussee. You divest by the judgment 


of the court—do not forget that—each Indian of his joint right to 
every parcel of the land and confine him to a certain allotment. 
Can you do that in any court in the world without giving the 
party notice, summoning him before the court, that he may object 
to the allotment? He has a right to say when he comes before the 
court, ‘‘ My allotment has not baan fair.” 


4300 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


Very serious questions are submitted to the commission. They 
are not to divide the land per capita, to each a certain number of 


acres. They are to adju: the value of each piece, so as to give 
as 5 may be to Indian the same value. Can you con- 
clude— is one of the questions, and one of the most serious 
questions—the right of any Indian in the joint property by setting 
off to him a part of that property without giving to him an oppor- 
tunity of contesting the question whether the division be fair? 
That is one of the questions, and I should like to hear the Senator 
from Connecticut uponit. I have very decided opinions about it, 
but I am not going to express them for the reason that I do not 
intend to discuss the merits of the amendment. I am going to 
show what the troubles are; Iam going to show what a large job 
we have taken upon our hands when we undertake to ingraft upon 
= appropriation bill this very remarkable and important legisla- 
on. 


It was said that this is all technical; that it does not amount to 
ee: The commission make allotments to this Indian, to 
that Indian, and to all Indians, and yet they are not bound by it 
until Congress approves it. Ishould like to know where there is 
authority for the Congress of the United States, without notice 
to anybody, to perform the judicial act of rendering a judgment 
in case of partition ba ar oak held in common or in joint tenancy 
or as co ers. t is one thing we can not do. Where we 
have jurisdiction we may authorize a proper tribunal to act, but 
we can not ourselves make partition. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall be very glad to be corrected if I am 
wrong about anything. 

Mr. PLATT. My view of land title in the Indian Territory is 
that the several tribes took the land under treaties and under 
deeds as trustee for the equal benefit of all the members of the 
tribes. That language is used in certain treaties. 

Mr. GEORGE. Verywell. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. PLATT. They were then bound to execute the trust fairly 
8 so as to give each citizen an equal benefit from all 

e lands. 

Mr. GEORGE. I agree to that. 

Mr. PLATT. Those who desire this legislation hold that they 
have utterly failed to execute the trust, and that therefore it be- 
comes the duty of the United States to step in and to execute 
the trust; and itis in furtherance of the duty and the purpose 
of the United States to execute the trust which those nations or 


e have utterly neglected and refused to execute that this legis- 
tion is pro 
Mr. G GE. Mr. President, I do not know that I differ with 


the statement the Senator from Connecticut has made. I do not 

ropose to discuss the merits of this question, but I am very glad 
fo made the statement, because it does nap the Chair to under- 
stand, and also the Senate to understand, if it pays any attention 
to this discussion, that this is general legislation of the utmost 
importance. What is it according to the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut? It is no more than a provision ingrafted 
on an appropriation bill for the p of compelling atrustee to 
execute a trust, or, which is probably the better phrase, adjudging 
that he has failed to execute his trust and to make other provi- 
sions for the execution of that trust. I suppose that would be 
the better statement. 

Mr. President, that is the great question; that is the question 
which the Senator from Connecticut says is involved in this amend- 
ment. Howgeneral; howimportant! First, we are to he 
breach of trust on the part of the trustee. Who does that? e 
Senate? The Congress? Thatis a judicial power. Have we a 
right under the Constitution of the United States to exercise a 
judicial power? I am not going to say we have not, for that 
would be discussing the merits of this controversy; but I will say 
that if you pass this bill into a law you will find lawyers, and 
plenty of them, too, who will insist before the courts of this coun- 

, and with great plausibility, that we have no such power. 

t is the next thing we do on the statement made by the 
Senator from Connecticut? We not only adjudge under this 
amendment that this trustee has been a faithless trustee, that he 
has not discharged his trust by giving to each one of these Indians 
a right to which he was entitled, but we go on and invest this tri- 
bunal, which we have created here, with the power to do that 
thin; g: Is not that general legislation? How much more peona 
could you make it? You can not getaround it upon theidea that 
you are atii conferring additional powers upon a tribunal al- 


ready established. The book which I read from in the hearing of 
the te will give you information upon that. I should like to 
show how that is. ‘ake the Se nt-at-Arms of the Senate, for 


instance, an officer of the United States, elected in 
the Constitution of the United States. Can we 

priation to pay his salary, and then in the same bill go on to pro- 
vide that he shall hold court in the Indian Territory, or in the 
District of Columbia, or anywhere else? Most certainly not. 
There would be some trouble about it. I hesitate to say we could 


ursuance of 
e an appro- 


not do it, because I do not want to discuss the merits of this mat- 

ter, but it would raise a very serious 8 and I should think 

my friend from Connecticut himself would think that it was 

. a serious question, if he did not say at once we could not 
o it. 

Here is another question. This proposition is as full of serious 
trouble from inning to end as it has lines in it. We have not 
only made out of a commission to negotiate a court with power to 
adjudicate upon titles, to divide property, to adjudicate upon who 
are citizens of a certain country—not only that, but the power to 
summon witnesses and to punish them—but we go on further and 
do this: We actually in this amendment undertake—I suppose it 
is special—to lay down the rules of evidence by whioh the tribunal 
is 8 ie governed. Let us see what the amendment says on that 
subject: 

In dete all said questions of citizenshi 
5 all the acts of the national 83 . 


That is evidence 


by 
ons made or papers issued suc) rsons 
A amidavite and other evidence 


Going into the general question of evidence. That is aa 
konee legislation, N important legislation, Ex parte - 

vits are made by amendment competent evidence to be used 
agamer the Indians, and the Indian has no right to appear before 
the tribunal and cross-question any witness that may be sum- 
moned. There is no provision here that he may have a witness 
summoned in his be or have a lawyer there. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that these are rather important con- 
stitutional questions to be decided in an amendment to an appropri- 
ation bill. I were not discussing the point of order to the Chair 
and not under the limitations upon which I put myself not to dis- 
cuss the merits of the case I should be very apt to say that the first 
principle of law that we learn is that you can not decide a man’s 
right unless he is present or has an opportunity to be present—has 
had notice. Youcan not decide upon people's rights and takeaway 
their pro from them without giving them either actual or 
constructive notice; but what good will notice do them unless you 
give them the opportunity of a ing before the tribunal and 
placing their rights before it? 1 these are very important ques- 
tions, and yet all of them are summarily disposed of by this 
amendment. 

I believe I have only one other thought which I wish to bring 
before the Chair, The case has really been so fully discussed by 
Senators who have sustained the point of order that but very 
little is left for anyone to say. But I understood the Senator from 
Connecticut to say yesterday evening that Congress had a right 
to make this allotment, not to order it. Thatis another ques- 
tion. I am not going to dispute but that Congress may have the 
power to order the allotment; but that was not the question to 
which I understood the Senator from Connecticut to speak yester- 
day evening, when he said he thought that Congress had power 
to make it. 

e 
Behe herd 3 by the commissioners shall be submitted by the Secretary 

What are we to do when the rt comes here? It is not stated. 
If the allotment has no validity for want of judicial power on the 
part of these commissioners to make it final, if itis still in fieri, 
still a matter in process of becoming final and perfect, how can 
the Con; make it perfect? 

Recollect now, Mr. dent, there is a very broad distinction 
between the power to order by proper judicial means the partition 
of property held in common or joint tenancy and the power actu- 
ally to go to work and make the allotment itself. ecan not 
escape from that upon the idea either that we have appointed 
machinery to make the several allotments but reserve to our- 
selves the power to make it final, because if we reserve to ourselves 
the power to make it final or to set it aside, we reserve to our- 
selves precisely the power of a judge who issues a writ from his 
court to make a partition in case of joint tenancy or tenancy in 
common and requires a commission to report to , to hear evi- 
dence upon both sides upon a motion to confirm the report and 
decide whether that allotment or that ition has been made in 
accordance with the law of right and justice, and if it has been 
so made to affirm it, and if it has not been so made to set it aside. 
What is that, if that be the process to which the Senator from 
Connecticut alludes in saying that Congress has the power to make 
it, but constituti the Senate and House of Representatives in 
e “bined assembled a judge to revise, to correct, to set aside, or 
to these allotments or partitions which have been made in 
the Indian Territory? : 

int simply that this 


Calling the attention of the Chair to the 
commission originally and now has only the power to confer, to 
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treat, to get the assent of these Indians to a bargain, to make a 
bargain— that is their full power at present now we take them in 
that shape, and under cover, as the Senator from Connecticut 
argued, of making an appropriation to these commissioners for 
their salaries for one year or more, we do away with the powers 


of negotiation. That is not only, as the Senator sup an 
enlargement of the powers of this commission, but an annulment 
of every power which they had up to this time, and conferring on 
them the extraordinary powers to which I have called the atten- 
tion of the Chair. I should like to hear now by what process of 
reasoning that is to be justified under an appropriation bill. 

In calling the Chair’s attention to the other extraordinary pro- 
visions, which others on this side have called to the attention of 
the Chair, I think I have said enough, and I shall not proceed any 
further with the argument. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it always interests me to listen to any 
discussion in this august assembly upon a point of order. How- 
ever interest may flag upon international subjects and great con- 
stitutional issues, a point of order is a call to battle and arouses 
all the analytical inquiry, the rhetorical elegance, and historical 
research of this body. 

It is equally interesting, not to say amusing, to recur to the 
precedents which the Senate has established upon points of order, 
and upon none so particularly as upon the one now under con- 
sideration—that of general legislation. During my twenty years’ 
service, or nearly that, in this body I think I have heard, within 
proper limitations, 500 definitions of general legislation, and I have 
never known but one that has been crystallized by the practice of the 
body, and that is, the Senate always finds what it does not want 
to do to be general legislation, and vice versa as to what it wants 
to do. 

Not to give more than one or two precedents which occur to me 
now, I remember that in the river and harbor bill of 1891 we 
created a crime, a violation of the laws of the United States, to 
be prosecuted by indictment, if any citizen should throw débris 
into any navigable river of the United States, and that was voted 
by the Renate not to be general legislation. 

Iheard a very accomplished lawyer, now dead, whom I con- 
sidered one of the most accomplished jarists I have ever known, 
declare in this body that general legislation meant such legisla- 
tion as existed after the appropriation was exhausted. It was 
suggested to him at the time, and I do not think he answered it, 
that there was, with the exception of a pymes of salaries, no 
appropriation which did not in its effect after the appropria- 
tion was exhausted. 

If I were disposed to go into a technical discussion and follow 
the Senator from Mississippi, I think I could very easily show 
that no judicial powers are to be vested in these commissioners 
under this proposed legislation, and that after the payment of 
$50,000 and the discharge of their duties, under the rule which I 
have stated as given to us once from eminent legal authority, this 
is not general legislation. i 

The nearest approximate definition to general 1 tion which 
has ever satisfied me—it may be entirely wrong, but I state the 
result—is that legislation is general which affects the whole coun- 

„but does not apply to a community or to one State alone. 
Obviously the meaning of this rule by the parliamentarians who 
constructed it was that in an appropriation bill, paying money 
out of the Treasury of the Uni tates, there should not be laws 
oon 2 the entire 3 . and al the people thereof 
simply under the guise of paying out so much money. 

This provision under that rule is not general legislation, but it 
is only—and to be frank, and every Senator knows it to be true, 
however he may argue—that the Senate has decided this question 
in every way possible, to suit its own wishes, and will always do 
so, without impugning the integrity of the individual members of 
this body, so long as any tribunal—legislative or judicial—is en- 
gaged in a work which applies alone to its own action. If a court 

making a judgment which affects the interests of other Po at 
than themselves, or, to speak more broadly, which affects the en- 
tire people of the country, it is safe to say that that opinion and 
that judgment is entirely disinterested. But if any tribunal is 
en d in making a decision which applies alone to its own ac- 
tion, you will always find exactly the same result which has hap- 
pened in this body, that that tribunal will do what it pleases, be- 
cause if assumes that, as the effectisalone upon it, it hasthe right 
to construe the rule as it pleases. I say that for fifty years this 
body has overruled the written text in cd seule pees! manual 
whenever it saw proper to do so or wished to do so; and I could 
stand here until my strength was exhausted and the patience of 
the Senate worn out in adducing precedents which every Senator 
here knows to have existed. 

I am not attacking the right of any Senator to oppose this legis- 
lation, but to oppose it upon the ground of a point of order is to 
my mind simply absurd, in view of the precedents we have estab- 
lished and what we have done. 

Mr. President, all at once we have discovered the sacredness of 


treaties with Indian tribes. When did this revelation occur tothe 
Senate of the United States or the Congress of the United States? 
When was it before discovered that the Con of the United 
States have no right to abrogate a treaty e not only with an 
Indian tribe but with a foreign country? We have placed upon 
the statute book now a law that no treaty shall be made with an 
Indian tribe, and the Supreme Court of the United States has sol- 
emnly adjudicated that the Congress of the United States can 
repeal any treaty made with any sori country, and certainly 
with any domestic dependency, as they have declared these Indian 
tribes to be. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. GRAY. I made that point myself yesterday afternoon as 
a test as to whether this proposed amendment was general legis- 
lation or no. I thought that its effect would be to repeal a treaty. 
I do not at all deny the proposition that Congress may repeal a 
treaty, as it may repeal any other of the laws of the land; but I 
ornina that legislation which repeals a law of the land is gen- 
eral legislation. 

Mr. T. We do not expressly repeal a treaty by this amend- 
ment. The effect of it may be to take away certain rights which 
have been granted to these Indian tribes. We have been doing 
that for one hundred years. 

With 1 respect to my friend from Mississippi, who is an 
eminent lawyer, and I concede his ability as such, I am rather 
amused by his argument as regards the rights of the Indian in 
courts of justice. He speaks of these Indians as if they were citi- 
zens of the United States, entitled, if I may use the expression, to 
the vested constitutional rights given to our own people. 0 
never so considered them. The Indians are sui generis; their 
position 5 been nebulous and uncertain; a most te 
tunate people, and, in a great many respects, an outraged people. 
The Supreme Court, in the Cherokee case which went up to t 
court from the Indian Territory, said these Indian tri were 
independent dependencies. What the Supreme Court meant I 
have never been able to understand; but that we have ever given 
them the rights that we give in courts of justice and under the 
law to our own le is absurd, 

Mr. GEORGE. the Senator will allow me, I wish to call his 
attention, and also that of the Senator from Delaware, to a state- 
ment made by both of them. I hope that neither of the Senators 
contends that Congress has the power to destroy property rights 
vested under a gg) 

Mr. VEST. Mr. ident, if the property rights, as the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi terms them, of an Indian—such as the prop- 
erty rights which were given to the Indians in the Indian Ter- 
ritory—come in conflict with the general welfare, to use the 
constitutional expression, the people of the United States have a 
right to destroy them. These 8 were put there, not with a 
fee- simple title to that land, as all the world knows who has ever 
examined it, but they are there with a conditional fee, dependent 
pean porr occupation of the Indian Territory and their autonomy 


as ’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Speaking of the decision of the Supreme Court 
upon the power of Congress to repeal a treaty, a treaty is both a 
contract and a law. So far as it is a law merely it may be re- 
pealed, but so far as it is acontract and vests property rights, the 
court never held that it could be repealed and never will so hold. 

Mr. VEST. When we wipe away the law all the rights under 
it go, and anything in contravention of that declaration is a bare, 
naked technicality; and, with great respect to the Senator, there 
is nothingin it. Ifwe have a right in the interest of the people of 
the whole United States, and it becomes with us a question of 
national preservation to change the treaties made with these In- 
dian tribes and the laws which govern them, that settles this whole 
question. Wehave come directly to that issue now and have been 
in front of it for years. 

Why talk about the rights of these Indians as claimed now, that 
we can not eee in regard to them on account of past treaties? 
What did we do in regard to the Cherokee Outlet? e attempted 
vainly to negotiate with these Indians, and finally the Congress of 
the United States, in sheer legal or parliamentary desperation, 
said to them: We — you so much for those lands; you 
may take that or you wi nothing; we intend to take those 
lands.” We took them, and then they accepted the money, and I 
think they have been very well satisfied ever since. 

Just so long as we tolerate the idea that these Indians can con- 
tinue to constitute themselves a national nuisance, just so long 
as they can make their country a harbor for criminals and thieves 
and men who live by violations of the law, just so long shall we 
continue to menace the . of the adjoining States, and in- 
directly of the entire country. I could stand here by the hour 
and recite instances in which we have torn to pieces and scattered 
to the winds stipulations, agreements, and treaties made with the 
Indians. Nobody has ever undertaken to gointoa court of justice 
under the technical learning of the Senator from Mississippi to 
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show that we had no right to pass such laws. The Indians have 
been called, as the negroes were at one time, the wards of the 


nation. Unlike the negroes, they have never received the rights 
of 3 except upon special ts of allotment of d 
under special acts of the Congress of the United States. In Ne- 
braska and other States there are Indians to-day who vote, but 
they vote because they have had lands allotted to them, without 
notice, by commissioners appointed by the Government of the 
United States. 

The Senator from Mississippi asks, Can we make this allotment 
without notice? We have done it, and the legal efficacy of snch a 
statute has never been successfully questioned in the courts, and 
never will be. We moved Indians across the river from Georgia 
and Alabama under a treaty. Does anybody suppose that it was 
then contemplated that the t conditions would supervene, 
and that this agreement should be eternal? Did anybody suppose 
that the Indian Territory would become what it is to-day—an out- 
wage and a menace to the prosperity of the whole Southwest? 

do not wonder that the Senator from Mississippi so scrupu- 
lously avoids discussing the facts, and confines himself to technical 
assertions in regard to the point of order. But, Mr. President, I 
3 . eee by so semon, 42725 in the south- 
ern of my a g upon the Indi erritory, property 
has been depreciated 33} per cent. Men dash out almost every 
week upon that e ee the Indian Territory, upon the towns 
and cities of Kansas, Arkansas, and Missouri, pistol in hand, rob 
banks, and go back to a harbor of ; and we are told that we 
have no right to interfere 5 notice and by contract with 
these people! We put them in dian Territory upon the con- 
dition that they should be law-abiding citizens. ey have now 
a close tion, with some twenty-five or thirty men owning 
the entire Territo „the Indians, every full-blood back from 
the railroad upon the ee 
. T 5 
these ies an w pay e people they are robbing 
under the pretense that they are protecting their rights. 

Senators say to us now, Put this legislation in a ate bill 
and we will vote for it.“ For twenty years I have tried to secure 
the passage of sucha bill. I have introduced a dozen such bills; 
but by some subtle process—I know not what—those bills never 
reached a vote in the Senate nor in the other House. We are met 
always with treaty stipulations, with technical arguments as to 
the right of notice, and as to the title which these ple have. 
Mr. President, if we were to come here with legislation of the 
same sort we should be then met by the same sort of argument 
that we hear now to-day. 

I confess, sir, that I listen with some impatience to these argu- 
ments about points of order. I have not greatest respect for 
the rules of the Senate, as I have had occasion uently to say; 
but when I see these points used or not used in o to meet the 
_— of Senators, I confess, I say, to some impatience in regard 
to them. 

I repeat that the nearest approximation to what is the real mean- 
ing of general legislation isin what I have said as to its effect upon 
the entire 5 upon individuals, communities, or States. As 
to the rule, which, as I stated a few minutes ago, was written in 
here by a distinguished lawyer, it is evident upon the slightest 
reflection that t can not be the test as to general legislation. 
But I wish to say in conclusion to Senators who do not appreciate 
the situation in the Southwest that if there ever has been a case 
in which a rule or a point of order should not be invoked against 
such legislation as we propose now it is found in the facts that 
exist in the Southwest to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I confess that I am 
not criticall e informed as to the rules. I ieve that the point 
of order e against the proposed amendment is not well taken. 
I have given the best attention I could to the question. I have 
talked with experts, with men who have carefully investigated 
these questions, and they tell me that at best it is a doubtful ques- 
= that no man can determine positively as to one way or the 
other. 

I sympathize with the feeling expressed by the Senator from 
Missourt [Mr. VEST] of some degree of impatience at the fact that 
whenever there is a proposition to change the condition of things 
existing in the Indian Territory it is met in the Senate by some 
technical complaint and technical objection; that no change- can 
be made in the condition of things that is crying aloud and de- 
manding a change and that is a disgrace to civilization to be 
allowed to exist; and I hope that the Senate will not allow aie 
nicalities to prevent it from entering upon the administration 
justice in this case. 

The very language of one of the treaties with these Indians is 
that their land is to be held in common, so that each and every 
member of either tribe shall have an equal and undiminished in- 
terest in the whole.” Yet what are the facts in the case? Has 


this Government, which entered into a solemn treaty with these 
Indians that every member of each and every tribe should have 


points, living upon the pittance doled | fro 


an equal interest in this land, maintained that treaty? Has this 
Government discharged its duty under the solemn obligations of 
that treaty? On the contrary, the exact reverse has been the fact. 

Only about three years ago I was personally in the Cherokee 
Nation while the council was in session, and was told by individ- 
ual Indians within a stone’s throw of where the council sat that 
they were practically without homes; that they had no land of any 
consequence; that the whole of the country was occupied by a 
handful of individuals, some of whom hold enormous quantities 
of land, and they were ing that the United States Govern- 


ment should see to it that their rights. 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the 3 from Arkansas allow me to 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the last fifteen years this has 
been the case and their rights have been demanded again and 
again by those people. en I asked those men why they did 
not stand up and say like men that that was the case, they an- 
swered because they would not live two weeks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

. JONES of Arkansas. Les, sir; I will yield to the Senator 
m i, 

Mr, GEO I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
what that statement has to do with the point of order? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Mississippi studi- 
ously refrained from discussing the merits of this case on the 
point of order, but every other Senator who has discussed the point 
of order on his side has discussed the merits of the case. I admit 
that it is 3 in the Senator from Mississippi to want to 
avoid the discussion of the merits of this case in determining what 
shall be done on the . order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I both my colleague and myself refrained 
m discussing the merits, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the Senator's colleague did. 
Mr. WALTHALL. I have not touched on the merits of the 


case. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the Senator’s colleague has 
avoided the discussion of the merits as well as himself. I believe 
that is true, but it has been the rule generally on the other side 
that they have discussed the merits. Itis as well for the merits 
to be und as the point of order as we go along, and that 
we should point out the reasons why no technicality ought to be 
invoked to prevent the of a law that ought to be passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator means by “technicality ” that no 
rule of the Senate ought to be invoked? 

Mr. PLATT rose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I said just now, the rule of the 
Senate is not clear on that point. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut wish to say anything? i 

Mr. PLATT. I was going to say that it seemed to me, while 
the Senator from Mississippi was every few minutes denying that 
he was discussing the merits of the amendment, he was foing 
pretty fully into a discussion of the merits of the amendment 
under those denials, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It did seem so, but I will frankly 
admit that I propose to discuss some of the merits of this case as 
we go along on the point of order. 

Ihave just stated that some years ago I was at the capital of 
the Cherokee Nation, and Cherokees not a stone’s throw from 
where the council was sitting then told me they were absolutel 
without homes and they co t no fair division of the — 6 
and when I asked the reason why they did not say so, they an- 
swered, because they would not live two weeks if they dared to do 
it. Ihave in my pocket now a letter from an Indian stating that 
in an effort he made a short time ago to provide a home for a 
younger member of his family, after a fence had been put around 
a piece of land the fence was cut down in the night by the emis- 
spea of a man =e vind mers aang m » 2 of the Senate, 
who is listening , and who been making argu- 
ments in private conversations with Senators to show that there 
should be no change in the status of things existing down there, 
that itis all meritorious. Of course the Indian winds up his let- 
ter by saying that I must by no means use hjs name. I must not 
let anybody understand who he is, because we understand that 
with the assassination that on and with that sort of rascality 
no man’s life is safe when it is known that he dares to open his 
mouth in opposition to any of those people. . 

There has been a little better condition of things, no doubt, in 
that nation by reason of the discussions in Congress in the last 
year or two. The very first instance that I know of a complaint 
ever being made openly and audibly by any of these Indians was 
in a petition sent to the Cherokee council, signed by 520 of their 
citizens, only a short time ago. It was absolutely ignored by that 
council. They pay no attention to the complaints of these peo- 

le, and when they transfer their complaints to the Senate of the 
nited States, stating that they have been robbed of their patri- 
mony, that they are entitled to some land and a place to live, that 
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— 9 are entitled to a home, we invoke technicalities and say we 
not give them what the treaties require that we shall give 
them. A part of the petition, as presented to the committee in 
the other House, reads as follows: 


Petition to the honorable council of the Cherokee Nation. 


We, the undersi citizens, beg leave to call your attention to the de- 
plorable and unsa ‘actory condition of our public domain,with which you are 
„and ask that you enact such law or laws as will correct 9 


the noncitizens on land claims outnumber the citizens. West of Grand 


cul 
to cut and ship out of the coun for 
to be leasing this land from ci 


r for ha 
For EIn Woks cont tsca of mints baa boar TACTA of @ DO bares 
fone fe ps a ag DEn 90 0 . few citizens, 
e are e their rights. Even hay 
wood are denied them. 

Denied to Indians by blood and denied by men who are not 
members of the tribes at all, simply because they hold under pre- 
tense of a right under Indians who sublet the inheritance of their 
fathers. 

A committee of this body made a report some years ago calling 
attention to the wrong and ow of this condition of things, 
which if I had time I should be glad to read to the Senate. I will 
not ask the Senate to listen to it er than to call attention to the 
fact. The Senator from Colorado . TELLER] was chairman of 
the subcommittee. I believe the tor from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] was on the subcommittee, and also the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Roach. They made the following statement as to 
the condition of things they found existing in that Territory as to 
the use of this land: 

Instances came to our notice of Indians who had as high as 100 tenants, and 
we heard of one case where it was said the Indian citizen, a citizen by mar- 
riage, had 400 holdings, amounting to about 20,000 acres of farm land, 

In a list of landholders given a committee of the other House by 
a member of the Dawes Commission sixty or seventy Indians are 
named who hold from 5,000 to 70,000 acres of land each; and yet 
a technicality in the rule is invoked to prevent the Senate of the 
United States from undertaking to eee the rights that are 
due to these le under the solemn obligations of treaty, that this 
land was to eld in common, so that each and every member 
of every tribe shall have an equal undivided interestin the whole. 

Mr. President. the complaint which has been made by Senators 
here that it is the p of the amendment to divide this land 
in severalty is not well founded. The proposition of the amend- 
ment is that a roll shall be made of the Indians by this commis- 
sion, and that when the President shall order it to be done, the 
8 of the land shall be divided equally among these 
people; that the man who has 70,000 acres shall be compelled to 

ive up his excessive holdings, and that the man who has no land 
Shall have the same rights to the inheritance of his fathers; that 
the land baron, the robber who has been exercising his power 
there for the last pty Pane in monopolizing all that comes 
within his reach, shall ut on the same footing with him. 
That is all the amendment directs. It proposes to do simple and 
equal justice to all members of this tribe, and nothing more. No 
complaint can be made, and no complaint will be made among 
the poorer classes of Indians, the rank and file of these people, 
who have been deprived of their homes. The complaints come 
from those who have made a monopoly of the rights of the nation 
for themselves. 

But some Senators have complained that for us to determine 
who are citizens is a great 1 When gentlemen make up 
their minds to find some cause o plaint they always find it. 
The truth is that the Department here has always determined 
finally who were those citizens. I sent this morning to the Indian 
Office to get a copy of a letter written some years ago that I hap- 

ed to remember, which has been the rule in the Department 

m then until the present time. I will read a part of it. Itis 

a letter addressed by the acting Commissioner to the United 

States Indian agent at Muscogee. It is dated July 20, 1880, and 
Says: 

This office is in receipt of a communication, dated the Sth instant, from the 


Cherokee delegation in this cit uesting that this Department cause the 
immediate remove from the pin, 0 Nation of all Samos not claiming 


Cherokee citizenship. With a view to eff 
requested the Cherokee authorities to submit to you a list of the names of all 
persons claimed by them to be intruders. 


The question of Cherokee ci and the rights of colored persons who 
claim to be beneficiaries under the th article of the Cherokee of 


‘tizenship, 
father or mo CCC ws and cus- 
on, if you are satisfied 
that they have, prima facie, a just to citize: p. you will permit such 
the t action in their hich 


persons cases, W. 
will be hereafter determined under such rules as may be adopted by the 
Department. 

That has been the rule of the Executive Departments from then 
until this hour. Whenever we direct that money shall be paid 
among those le how do we pay it? By the rolls that are made 
under the administration of the Indian Department. Again and 
again those rolls are made up and the money is paid out. Weare 
charged by our obligations under these treaties with paying cer- 
tain moneys to those people. Are we not compelled in the ver 
nature of things to determine to whom the money is to be paid? 
How can we do that except u the inment of who are 
those citizens. Mr. President, it is a fact 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and pee generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the absence of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], I ask unanimous consent that 
the unfinished business may be laid aside that the Senate may 
proceed with the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Senator from Arkansas will pro- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The letter from which I was read- 
ing proceeds: 2 

Your inqu in such cases will proceed only far enough to ascertain 
whether or not a prima facie case exists. You will notify all persons of 
either of the above classes and all other persons known 70 ‘ou or whose 
names are presented to you by the Cherokee authorities who have no writ- 
ten it from the Government or the Cherokees and who do not establish 
aprima facie right to remain to immediately remove from the Cherokee 
country. 

I simply refer to this to show that it is a matter of absolute neces- 
sity when the Government is undertaking to discharge its obliga- 
tions to these people that it shall determine who are citizens. I 
will not follow this discussion further than to say I believe the 
recommendation made by the subcommittee of which the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was chairman, and which made 
a report to the Senate several . ago, was wise and should have 
been acted upon long since. e Senator from Colorado in that 
report said: 

It is a) nt to all who are conversant with the present condition in the 
Indian Territory tnat their yg of government can not continue. It is 
not eyed non-American, but it is radically wrong, and a change is impera- 
tively demanded in the interest of the Indians and whites alike, and such 
change can not be much lo delayed. The situation grows worse, and will 
continue to grow worse. re can be no modification of the system. It 
can not be reformed. It must be aband and a better one substituted. 
That it will be difficult to do pa committee freely admit, but because it is 
a difficult is no reason why Congress should not at the earliest possible 
moment address itself to this question. é 

The propositions embraced in the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] are reasonable and mod- 
erate. It doesnot propose to interfere with the title to the land. 
It proposes simply to continue the powers that the present com- 
mission have, to allow them, if possible, to negotiate with these 
pap for a change in their situation; and in the meantime it 
authorizes the commission to purge the rolls of that country. It 
is an opn fact—it is notorious, and no one will deny it—that dane 
a number of ple were added to the roll of citizenship in those 
councils last fall, and that it was corruptly done. Corruption will 
not be denied; the proof can be brought here if anybody wants to 
see it, that these people simply hired the council to put them on 
the roll. It is equally true that men who were Indians by blood, 
about whose right there can be no dispute, were refused rights 
on the roll of the tribe simply because they had no money to pay 
corrupt councilors for their corrupt votes. These things are no- 
toriaus; they will not be denied. In conversation in the Territory 
Ihave heard members of the council openly laugh about it and 
boast of it in hotels at the capital of the nation. They do not 
make any secret of it. It is the most corrupt pretense of a gov- 
ernment that exists on the face of the earth. 

When the masses of those ple petition their council to divide 
the use of the land among them fairly, to give them some show, 
and they refuse to do it, and when we have the solemn obligation 
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of our treaty binding upon us it seems to me that we can not 
shirk the duty to appoint a commission to investigate these facts 
and to do what justice demands of us. I have in my hand pages 
of lists of men with the holdings they have in the Territory. 
Many of these men are really not Indians by blood; the most of 
them are either white men or mixed bloods. The Indians, scorn- 


fully and contemptuously called ‘‘ tubbies,” are pushed into the 
background and they have nothing of this inheritance of their 
fathers. It is these interlopers, these unjust and unfair men who 
are willing to take the patrimony of these people by blood and by 
force, who have got possession of that country and are holding it 
now. It is a disgrace to the Senate that it should beso. The con- 
dition ought not to exist another day; it is a shame thatit has 
existed as long as it has. If technicalities are to be invoked for 
the purpose of preventing justice being done in this case, I for one 
feel like the Senate ought at least to release the Committee on 
Indian Affairs from any further effort ever to do anything in this 
line. I am heartsick and disgusted with the efforts that have 
been made here and with the defeats that have been met on these 
same technicalities, which have been invoked in the advocacy of 
injustice and wrong and which never have been invoked in advo- 
ao of what is pe 
ere are a numberof Indians belonging to the Cherokee Nation 
holding lands in 15,000, 18,000, 12,000, 8,000, 4,000, and 10,000 tracts. 
Here are pages of names given. In another part of the report 
made by the Dawes Commission several pages of names are given 
of men who hold tracts of land ranging from 4,000 to 70,000 acres 
each. Such a condition of things ought not to be allowed to exist. 
Everybody knows well enough the advantages that. these people 
t. They have large wealth in their hands; they are here to be 
eard. The poor people who have no patrimony, the poor men 
who have no homes, are not here; they can not be here. There is 
no chance for them except to appeal to the sense of justice of the 
men who are in this body. Yet we find the shrewd, sharp, wide- 
awake robbers who have got possession of that country are actively 
ged all the time in pouring out the woes of the poor, miserable 
Indians to gentlemen who stand up here and invoke technicalities 
to proren, the enactment of a law that will bring justice to these 
e. 
r r. President, this condition ought not to exist any longer. I 
wish I had the power to make the Senate of the United States 
understand the facts as they exist; but it seems as gp to get 
Senators to pay any attention to these wrongs. e mere sug- 
gestion of a technicality by which there can be a refusal to do 
anything is considered enough, and they turn their backs upon 


pes | proposition to bring relief to these downtrodden, oppressed, 
and outraged people. Our treaty obligations require that we shall 
see to it that each man of them have his equal, undivided 


right with the balanceof his brethren. The amendment does not 
propose to divide the feeof the land. It simply proposes to divide 
the occupancy, to go these men in the occupancy of equal parts 
of the land, and then we believe that it will result in an agree- 
ment by which the fee of the land shall be divided among the 
members of that tribe. 

Mr.BATE. Mr. President, I thought it was conceded that the 

int of order should be discussed without much reference to the 
Facts, and certainly tosuch facts only as would be calculated to eluci- 
date the nature and show the effect of the law now sought to be 
enacted through the instrumentality of thisamendment. I donot 
8 to go fully into the merits, and will speak but a little 
while. I am, however, led, by the two speeches that have just 
been , to say 5 in regard to the facts, for I do not 
know what course the President of the Senate will take in regard 
to this motion, whether he will sustain the point of order, over- 
rule it, or refer it, as he has the right to do, tothe Senate. There- 
fore, taking a broad view of it, per „since Senators who oppose 
the motion have said so much about the facts, it may be proper 
that those of us who differ with them should likewise allude to 
them, so that the Senate may have a clearer understanding of the 
real, legal,and practical effect of this amendment than they other- 
wise would. 

The Senator from Mississippi pe GEORGE] purposely avoided 
discussing the facts, and for so doing the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones] criticised and ridiculed him upon the idea that he is 
seeking only upon the barest technical grounds to defeat the 
amendment. Technicalities, Mr. President, have often been the 
salvation of human life, asthey have been thesalvation of the rights 
of men and of governments. Technicalities should not be scouted 
from a trib like this Senate, judicial in its character althpugh 
political in its organization. Sir, we have a right to rely upon 
technicalities, and if there was ever a case in which technicalities 
should be invoked it is certainly where the downtrodden, the op- 
pressed, and 8 unfortunate Indian has been made the vie- 
tim for a hun years of our white people. I repeat, in a case 


of this kind, technicality should be invoked. I invoke it, sir. I 
invoke it in the name of justice, in the name of right, in the name 


of humanity, in the name of Christianity. If there is a techni- 
cality that will protect these Indians from imposition, from wrong, 
from the wicked course which has been pursued by our people, 
and which has destroyed their rights, whether of a mal or a 
proprietary character, let them have the benefit of it. As I con- 
ceive it, it is your duty, as it is mine, to invoke those technicali- 
ties to protect against wrong and injustice, and I do it without 
the fear of just criticism or of bringing the blush of shame upon 
any honest face. nie i P 

is commission was appoin or the purpose of “ negotia- 
tion,” not as lawmakers,or lawgivers, or law executors. Tt had 
no judicial faculty, no judicial power, conferred upon it in the 
ori appointment, 

[n 1890, I believe it was, there were three commissioners ap- 
pointed and subsequently two more, making the present commis- 
sion consist of five—against whom personally I have no criticism, 
but entertain the highest regard. What was the object of this 
commission? The sole object was to be on friendly terms with 
these unfortunate Indians and to appeal to them and to sati 
them thatit would be better for them to be in a different condi- 
tion than that in which they are now; and that the relations of 
the Government with them should be somewhat different. There- 
fore, they have pursued that line of policy, not once, but twice, 
yea, three times have the commissioners m among them on 
1 missions. Two or three times have or invoked these 

dians to enter into such further agreement with this Govern- 
ment touching their land tenure as would inure to their advan- 

But, sir, they have refused it. And now we are told by 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] who has just taken his 
seat that there is trouble in that country; that it is full of theft 
murder, and rapine, that human rights are trampled upon, an 
that citizens in the adjoining States dare not go in this Terri- 
tory, and that incursions are constantly being made into adjoin- 
ing States from this Territory, while it has been asserted by the 
Senator of Missouri [Mr. Vest] that this Indian reservation is a 
nest of robbers from which come all sorts of evils. 

That Senators may better understand the condition of affairs 
there, it is proper to say that interlopers, intruders, are there and 
they have gobbled up the land, at least to the extent of securing 
to themselves the benefits that come from its use. The real owners 
have been divested of its practical use and the Indians are mere 
“ subs” under these intruders while they are reaping the rewards of 
their greed. Let us see what our Government has said in regard 
to these intruders. Article 6 of the treaty concluded with the 
Cherokees December 29, 1835, soon after the beginning of the mat- 
ter of transferring the Indians to this reservation, says · 


The Cherokees shall also be protected— 
The very tribe which the Senator has just criticised— 


The 8 lso be protected against trusi 
from 9 — ih Unten St r who may * ution qnd ie . —— 
try without their consent; and all such persons be removed from the 
same by order of the President of the United States. But this is not intended 
to prevent the residence among them of useful farmers, mechanics, and 
teachers for the instruction of Indians, according to treaty stipulations. 

You see, therefore, it is the fault of the Government if there are 
intruders and outlaws there who are disturbing the peace of the 
neighboring States. 

We have, I think, but little right to complain of the treatment 
that has been given by the Indians to the white man in this Ter- 
ritory. We are the violators of the law. We are the poachers 
upon the rights of others. Indeed, we have trespassed upon their 
rights for a hundred years. We have ially trespassed upon 
the rights of those who, under sacred treaties, in 1830, 1832, 1834, 
1835, and 1836, left our borders, going from Mississippi, Georgia, 
Alabama, and Tennessee to the far West, where they could be 
from the disturbances they found at their then homes and free 
from the enforcement of laws of the white man, which were un- 
congenial and distasteful to them. They were promised that 
when they got beyond the Great River, in their own territory, 
they should be free from molestation, free from the intrusion of the 
white man, as Senators will see from what I have just read. 
Under this treaty there should be no intruders, but if there were, 
it became the duty of the President of the United States, even by 
the use of military force if necessary, to eject those who thus 
came among them and remained there improperly to their annoy- 
ance. 

Now, this commission was empowered simply to ‘‘negotiate,” 
and there is no authority upon the statute books that I have been 
able to find—and I have searched—which gives any commission 
power beyond that of negotiation in a friendly, peaceable, and just 
way. The amendment comes in, however, under the sheltering 
wing of this nays nagar bill, injected into its body that it may 
be saved from defeat. Other bills affecting the rights of Indians 
have frequently been introduced in Congress, but none so bold, so 
far- ing, and so vital as this; and now its promoters, so solic- 
itous for its passage, so fearful of its defeat, and so satisfied that 
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it can not stand alone and be passed on its own merits, they seek 
to ingraft it into the body of this appro, riation bill, knowing that 
Senators as well as members of the House of Representatives 
wouid hesitate long to vote against an appropriation bill which is 
to move the machinery of the Government and is absolutely neces- 
sary to carry on the business of the country although it has objec- 
tionable features in it. One of the reasons for and the beauty of 
this rule is the very fact that Senators do not wish to vote against 
a bill because it may have an objectionable section in it, when it 
= otherwise full of good features and known to be essential legis- 
tion. 

Although this rule which forbids general legislation on an ap- 
propriation bill has been the subject of ridicule and criticism by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Ar- 
kansas . JONES] in their presentation of precedents, its virtue 
and value can not be denied. Another difficulty attaching to 
such vicious legislation is when it has thus. the Senate and 
House and goes to the President for Executive action, the Presi- 
dent is necessarily embarrassed, because, under the Constitution 
of our country, he has no right to eliminate the objectionable fea- 
ture in an appropriation bill from that which is good; therefore, 
he must take it as an entirety and give or withhold his approval 
to the whole bill. This is one of the embarrassments that arise in 
legislation of this kind; hence the necessity for Rule XVI, clauses 
3 and 4. There is no more wholesome rule embodied in the rules 
of the Senate than this one, and I regret to see it violated. It is 
very rarely violated without turning back to trouble us. It has 
often proved a boomerang in this Chamber, as you know, Mr. 
President, and will continue to do so. 

Since so much has been said in this debate about the condition of 
affairs in this Territory, let us try and get at the truth and legislate 
accordingly. We have listened to much talk about treaties, and 
they have been made the subject of ridicule and pee of con- 
temptuously. Iam not going into a harangue on the abstractrights 
of Indians as shown in treaties with the United States, but I think 
after what has here been said touching them it is eminently 

roper that something should be said in their vindication. But 
Before I speak of them, permit me to say that the very context of 
the amendment, if adopted, although passed under the wing of 
the appropriation bill, will, nevertheless, be a law of equal force 
and virtue as if enacted in a separate and distinct bill. 

See the very face of the amendment. Look at it. Its terms 
have been read to you, and I shall not reiterate them except in a 
brief way, to illustrate and elucidate the fact that it is general 
legislation. Oneof the most objectionable features, and one of first 
importance, is that it clothes the commission with extraordinary 
powers. They are empowered as a judicial body, And what, 
pray,are these commissionerstodo? The are,among other things, 
to decide upon the citizenship of the Indians, notwit: nding our 
repeated pledges to them that they should not be molested, that 
they should have their homes and personal and uid gal rights 
secure and undisturbed. A treaty rises to a grade higher than an 
ordinary statutory law,as the legislative body that makes the law 
can repeal it at will. A treaty, however, is made by more than 
one party—there must be two or more governments, nations, or 
tribes that agree toit. Wecan make our laws and enforce them 
or repeal them, but we can not alter or annul a treaty at will. 
Wh F Because we have to consult all the parties with whom we 
made it. It rises to a higher and more sacred dignity than a con- 
tract, which our Constitution declares isinviolable. It is notonly 
acontract, but a treaty, with all the dignity and binding force of a 
treaty, and we must so regard it. Can we dare to put into an ap- 
propriation bill an amendment which uproots and changes the 
civil rights of tribes as well as the individual rights of the Indians 
who are parties to the treaty without their consent? 

Mr. GEORGE. Or anywhere else? 
Mr. BATE. Yes, or anywhere else. Even in an original and 

ate bill, or otherwise. 

ese Indians have no right totreat with foreign powers. They 
do not hold that dignity and strength of separate nationality to 
entitle them to do so, for they are a domestic nation, if I may so 
speak. Theycould not treat with England, Mexico, or any foreign 
power, because they are supposed to be under our care, isolated 

om other nations, and any intercourse between them and other 
countries would necessarily be through our Government. We are 
their protectors, so called, which is another reason why we should 
be sensitive of their rights and sympathize with their misfortunes 
and not take advantage of them or let boomers, land grabbers, and 
heartless speculators force themselves upon them, use their lands 
under unlawful leases, and grow rich at the Indians’ expense. 

Article 7 of the treaty between the United States and the Choc- 
taws and Chickasaws contains upon this subject the following 
provision: 

And all 2 not being citizens or members of either tribe found within 
their limi 


shall be considered intruders, and be removed from and kept 
out of the same by the United States agent, assisted, if 


se 


. necessary, by 
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Again, article 15 of the treaty with the Creeks and Seminoles 
contains this provision: 

And all persons not 8 of either tribe found within their 
limits shall be considered intruders, and be removed from and kept out of 
the same by the United States agents for said tribes, respectively, assisted, 
if necessary, by the military. 

The same, in substance, was entered into and now exists be- 
tween the United States and the Cherokees. x 

So you see it applies to all those nations known as the Five 
Civilized Tribes, : 

Now, Mr. President, what is proposed to be done by this amend- 
ment? The commission is to be granted, as I said, judicial power, 
and as such it has the right to chase down the victim and bring 
him by force, under arrest, before that august tribunal and com- 
pel him to submit to its process and its judgment, and upon re- 
fusal send him to jail and submit him to such other indignities 
and punishment as the law would allow in the case of any court 
of record. Yes, the commission would have the power to im- 
prison, to fine, and to do all that will enable it to effect its object, 
which is to allot their lands and have their holdings in severalty. 

Again, we are told by its advocates that the amendment does 
not affect the property rights of the Indians. I shall not trouble 
you, Mr. President, or the Senate to reread that which has been 
read twice by the Secre , and read.and commented on by Sen- 
ators who have preceded me, which clearly shows that pro 
rights are involved, that jurisdiction is granted over the lands for 
purposes that are vital to the Indian, and that $50,000 is appropri- 
ated to enable the commission to enforce its orders and 8 
touching ownership in their lands. The commission is granted 
jurisdiction over all the citizens of all the tribes, and having that 
jurisdiction it goes there empowered by authority of law with the 
instrumentality and machinery at hand to carry it into effect if 
it takes all the agents that are in the Territory or all the military 
force in the United States. 

Furthermore, would not the forced allotment of their lands and 
passing titles thereto from the tribal tenure to that of severalty 
seriously and vitally affect Rovere rights? And what is worse. 
they are practically denied the right of 8 constitutional 
right that belongs to every citizen of the United States. But we 
are told by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxes] that the action 
of the commission is subject to review by the Secretary of the 
Interior. But when we look to the terms of the amendment we 
find that the Secretary may review it as a whole, not as an appeal, 
but as a kind of perfunctory duty in passing upon the general 
official course adopted by the commission. This is, in fact, no 
appeal. It is a mockery of this right. No individual, no tribe, 
as a tribe, can appeal, however dissatisfied with the judgment of 
this court, to any tribunal. Then, from that departmental officer 
it can be taken to Congress and carried into effect. 

This is a judicial proceeding. Why would you appeal from a 
judicial proceeding to the Secretary of the Interior, a nonjudicial 
officer? Why should you not carry it to the courts where the 
rights of those Indians have been adjudicated since the date of 
5 and 6 Peters, when these Indians were in Georgia, and where 
they were ed as ‘‘a domestic nation,” to use the language 
of the Supreme Court in that case, and were entitled to an ap- 
peal? Why not allow them those rights? Those rights are taken 
away from them, sir, in the very terms of thisamendment. The 
matter is sent to the Secretary of the Interior to do what? Not to 
decide whether they are citizens, for the Secre will not go into 
the minutiz of it (no one man can take an appeal), but the Secre- 
tary is to review the whole matter, and then, 2 it will come 
to Congress. But that does not settle the right of appeal that every 
man should have when his rights are taken from by judicial 
or quasi judicial proceedings. 

Sir, I further say it may affect the property rights, in this indi- 
rect way, because when it is passed upon by the Secretary of the 
Interior those property rights are affected. It is a mere play upon 
the part of Senators to avoid that conclusion which was made 
so clear by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. But, 
Mr. President, there is a npa right then that sop ized by 
this proposed amendment. It is the right of citizenship. Is the 
right to . be compared to the right of citizenship? Ah, 

. President, those who immediately after our late and unhappy 
war were deprived for four or five years, as in my State, of citi- 
zenship know how to 1 it. We put a value upon it that 
is beyond all price. at which is higher than poverty, next to 
life and honor—citizenship—is taken charge of by the court or 
commission—I may call it an inquisition, because it is such. The 

mmissioners go there to inquire into the condition of these 
rights and to summarily dispose of them. They will inquire intoa 
man’s rights to citizenship. They pass upon those rights and say 
the judgment is final, from which the party has no appeal to any 
court. The word “final” as to the commission’s judgment touch- 
ing citizenship is the one used without qualification in the pro- 
posed amendment, 
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Then I am not to be told, without challen 
eral legislation, when it affects the rights of 
ing or denying citizenship that carries with it the exercise of the 


„that it is not gen- 
Indians by grant- 


ballot and all the personal rights that belong to the citizen. This 
right of citizenship is higher than if it were a property right, and 
any law affecting it alike in all the tribes is general le tion. 
The amendment denies such rights to whole tribes, to those who 
do not wish to give up the mode of their fathers in holding title 
to their lands. 

These Indians, for the sake of peace and quiel, gave up their 
hunting grounds, their forests and fields, their li and 
all that made life dear to them. The white man trampled upon 
them and drove them from those sacred 1 04 and under pressure, 
they left and 2 ee and homes in the West. But the same 
restless spirit of the Blo. Saxon, as shown by the earliest settlers 
in our country, and which somehow infuses itself into all our 
blood, seems still further to be encroaching upon the rights of the 
Indians in an attempt to interfere with what has been left them, 

„granted them under the seal of this Government. The very 
Ea n of the first cession to the Cherokees touching titles to the 
lands purchased by them uses the words fee simple,” and guar- 
antees to them fee-simple titles. In the very treaty itself which 
they signed with General Coffey, the words ‘‘fee-simple title” are 
used as to the land which was ceded them in the West. Yet we 
are told by the Senator from Missouri that there was no such title 


as fee simple“ given, and that it was held in abe, ‘to the 
wishes of the United States, subservient and of dou tenure. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Upon what ground, may I ask, can we enact a 
law such as is p inthe amendment? Can it be done other- 


wise than with the consent of the Indians in council? 
Mr. BATE. We can not, and I will read to the Senator the rea- 
son for it from the sacred treaties of this Government, which, I 


have already shown stand than a statutory provision. Ar- 
ticle 20 of the treaty from which I read, concluded between the 
United States and the Cherokee Nation on the 10th of July, 1866— 


even as late as that—provides as follows: 


Whenever the Cherokee national council shall tes Soper Paes the Secretary of 
the Interior shall cause the country reserved for Cherokees to be sur- 
veyed and allotted among them at the expense of the United States. 

Whenever they request it, and not before; and there is the sacred 
seal of the United States to it, Yet you have heard the charac- 
ter of speeches in urging the adoption of this amendment which 
have just been made by Senators in this Chamber. 

Mr. KYLE. Whose consent has been received? 

Mr. BATE. I will get to that point ina moment. I wish, in 
this connection, to read another treaty. It is found in the Re- 
vision of Treaties, page 293. I read the vision of the treaty 
concluded between the United States and the Choctaws and Chick- 
asaws (the treaty with the Cherokees I have just read) of April, 
1866. lating to this subject there is the following provision: 

It ishereby agreed that should the Choctaws and Chickasaw le, through 
their res; ve legislative councils, agree to the surve dividing their 
land on the system of the United states, the land af d shall be surveyed 
and laid off in ranges, townships, sections, and parts of sections. 

Never until when? To use the language of the treaty, article 
20, until they shall request the Secre to do it. Sodeclares the 
Cherokee treaty, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty says it 
is not to be done until it is done through their respective councils 
cs Prana nah That is the mode by which it can be done, 
and the o 


one. 

Mr. PEFFER. There has been no such request made yet, 

Mr. BATE. No, sir. i 

Mr. GEORGE. There is a protest. 3 

Mr. BATE. I hold in my hand, instead of a request, a protest 
by those Indians, passed in their legislativecouncil. There never 
‘was but one agreement to it,and that was by the Chickasaws on 
conditions, which conditions were not complied with. That Sena- 
tors may the better understand this conditional ent by 
the Chickasaws, I will state that the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
bear this relation to each other: The Choctaws made the original 
purchase of the lands occupied by the two tribes. The Chicka- 
saws became their partners in that purchase to the extent of one- 
fourth of the land. They hold one-fourth and the Choctaws hold 
three-fourths of the land conditioned that neither tribe can do 
anything affecting the title to the land without the consent of the 
other. This conditional agreement with the Chickasaws was ten 
or twelve years ago; but immediately thereafter when their coun- 
cil got ms scared they rescinded or repealed that conditional 
ment. e Choctaws, on the contrary, who have three-fourths of 
the land—a joint and common interest—holding the territorial pos- 
sessions in common with the Chickasaws, would not agree to it at 
all and never have. It never has been done, To the contrary, as 
I said, there is a protest from the council of the Chickasaws and 


Choctaws testing against this amendment and asking that 
they have 5 done them. Iustead of it being requested and 


agreed to by the nations, they are actually protesting to-day in 
solemn form against it. The Senator from 8 Mr. Vest] 


ridicules their standing around this Capitol, and says they are 
lobbyists, ete. 

Mr. President, why should not aman whose rights are imperiled 
stand at the doors and knock and ask to be heard in vindication 
of his sy isn These Indians did not come here through idle curios- 
ity nor for a bad purpose, but to let Congressmen know the true 
inwardness of this unjust and outrageous attempt to deprive them 
of their rights, ess of treaty stipulation; rights that are 
vital to their tribal existence. I have seen two or three of them, 
and find them intelligent and speaking with fluency our lan, x 
They are alive to the injustice and wrong that is sought to we 
epee upon them by the adoption of the amendment now 
under discussion. only recourse for the Indian in this em- 
barrassment is an appa to Congress, or to give up his rights, 
He seeks none other than a pacific and polite mode of protesting 
against this burning wrong. For one, I will lend him a listening 
ear, and if his cause is just and right I will stand by it. These 
Indians, in their capacity as delegates from their ve tribes, 
are here to speak in an humble but manly way for their interests, 
They have sorrow in their hearts and tears in their eyes for fear 
that this amendment ‘may be adopted, and as they believe, and 
have the right to believe, will be the crack of doom, if not the 
death knell, to their tribal relations. 

Indeed, sir, this is more fateful to these Indians known as the 
Five Civilized Tribes than any attempted legislation known to 
our statutes for half a century. 

I repeat, and say that no species of legislation has ever been 


enacted that was so fraught with fate,so pregnant with results to 
them, as this very amen t, shel under the wing of an 
appropriation bill. 


e, as a Government, stand, as it has been said, as guardian to 
them. If so, let us see that our wards are fairly dealt with. Let 
Sard Zee American Christian heart throb with sym for their 

isfortunes; let our love of justice and sense of honor forbid a 
wrong to these unfortunate and dependent red men, who are 
struggling under our guidance to rise still higher in the scale of 
Christianity and civilization. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question be- 
fore he takes his seat. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the Senator whether or not, in his opinion 
the difficulties which are intended to be cured by the pro 
amendment would not be cured quite as well and much better if 
the United States Government would remove the intruders from 
the Territory? 

Mr. BATE. Unquestionably; and it is the duty of the United 
States to do it under the treaties which they have made and the 
laws of the country. T have failed to do it, and the nest of 
robbers” spoken of would not be there if the United States did 
their duty. Furthermore, it is the duty of the United States not 
only to see that bad men are put out, but it is their duty to see 
that the individual citizens who have intermarried with 
dians, if they are good citizens, ret their rights also. 

Whence comes all this trouble? Is it not from those land grab- 
bers—those aggressive, and,in many instances, vicious, men who 
have gone among these Indians for no good to the Indian? 

It is true that most countries in their earliest settlement have 
more or less bummers and bad men to contend with, and this Ter- 
ritory is not an exception. Many of these intruders are mere ad- 
venturers who have gone in among the Indians to take advantage 
of them, and if they can not do it one way they will another. 
They are generally reckless of life and e of law. The 
are alike ready to boom a town or lease a ranch for one year an 
hold over longer, in violation of law. Where the carcass is the 
ano will gather. 

ereare rich pastures in this Territory to graze, and cattle are 
cheap. They have inspired this movement that they may, under 
the guise of law, get these lands. If once allotted and owned in 
severalty, as this amendment contemplates, these intruders will 
have an easy task in bg ing” them up. There is another 
class who hang around the ers of the Territory, expecting 
and hoping that soon some such bill as this amendment will pass 
Congress and open up the way to eject the Indian from his seat. 
This class of boomers is waiting for the Government to make a 
deal with the Indian or force upon him some such law as this, 
and when done, and the bell taps or the signal gun fires they will 
leap into the Territory with the eagerness of the hound unleashed 
for the chase, ; 

Having failed thus far to get this under the commission by 
negotiation, they now seek to add judicial powers to the com- 
mission and force the Indian, against his will, in the face of sa- 
cred treaties, to yield to the white man’s greed. I thank the 


ese In- 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4307 


Senator from Kansas 
these intruders. 

Now, Mr. President, is there in point of fact much lawlessness 
in the Territory among the Indians, and is not the lawlessness there, 
if it is there, confined principally to the interlopers and intruders, 
— 5 who are ready to grab the land when the occasion 

ers 

I have myself no experience to give like he Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Jones], who has been there, it seems, time and again, 
and who relates his own experience, which almost melted me to 
tears when he talked of the sadness of the condition of things 
there and the great misfortunes which individual Americans there 
have had visited on them. Well, if this is so, why do they remain 
there? I as never there, except as I have been on a passing train, 
and then I saw one of the most magnificent, beautiful , and attract- 
ive countries that my eyes ever rested upon, with outstretched 
plains and mountains in the distance; with S green 
with age; here and there streams draining rich valleys. Coal 
fields and mines of precious metals abound and are of easy access. 
This last fact is named in this amendment as an inducement, I 
suppose, to excuse, if not justify, this proceeding. 

As I said, I can not give the experience of my friend from 
Arkansas, for I have not san there, as he has, but I can call upon 
testimony that is as good as that of any man, I care not who he may 
be, and to that end Lask, Mr. President, the attention of the Senate 


[Mr. PEFFER] for his suggestion as to 


for a moment while, with permission, the Teads some- 
thing that bears directly on this point. Let me ace it by say- 
ing that if there are any persons who have better opportunities 


than others to know the exact condition of the morals and crimes 
of that country it is those who proide upon the bench and try the 
violators of law. The paper which I present first is from Judge 
Bryant, who has been holding court in that country, or rather 
on its border, with criminal jurisdiction extending over it or 

of it, for a number of years. I ask the Senate to listen to 
C there and as to the infractions of 


W. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE USITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE, 
EASTERN District OF TEXAS, 
Galveston, Tex., March 9, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: As you are aware, for nearly six years I hayn been on the 
bench, and among other places hold court at Paris, Tex. During this time 
my duty has led me toa careful study of the conditions existing in the In- 
dian Terri The courts at and Fort Smith have improved the Ter- 


ritory ve u comparison 
is made with an oining country, area and tion, it will 
be found that ene in the Terri Poen 


than any contiguous 
Territory or State of equal size. This isdue solely to fearless and certain 
bove courts. 


y 

as com; the Territory. Man: 
make the Paris and Fort Smith courts prefera! but the main reason is, 
juries are not ted with the ies or esses, are not related 
nor in in them, except to do duty firmly and fairly, and conse- 
quently the innocent are p and the ity punished. 

The recordsof these courts will compare favora oy eee 
any court on earth. The Indian is seldom a defendant in my court. The 


es are committed by white men nearly altogether, and they are gener- 
ally fugitives from justice from the States. 
nestion of 8 the Indian Territory is a simple one. If the 
United States will follow strictly its treaty obligations and all intrud- 
ers from the Indian country, the question is then settled. 
from the intruder, and when he 
wT commen coe gs ts the Indian Terri in 
pu 0 
ment, or takes the jurisdiction trom Paris 


The trouble comes 
removed, the cause is removed and the 


Territorial form of govern- 
h al tees it 
, crime will rule the ; Mte 


and 
+ tinctly understood as not re: on the ju 
They are gentlemen and officers an do all that anyone can do to 
The fault is not with them. If the juries are composed of 
will determine it, and the Indian 
of Indians the 


uries are com: 
white men esame. Ifthe j are com of both they will 
agree possibly in one case out of ten. In any event, either the white or 
Indian element will have no confidence that the verdicts are im Lou 
know there are many feuds in the country, and they play nosmall part in the 
enforcement of law. 

The Indiansand the law-abiding white men in country have confidence 
in the juries at Parisand Fort Smith, because they are not involved in the 
local feuds and local interests,not related to nor acq ted with the de- 
fendants, and Seager pone A can have no motive to do other than right. If 
the expel the intruder, let the tribal relations stand as they 
the question is settled and settled right. Many white men live in the 


enforce the law. 
white men, in many verdicts of fact fi 
will sincerely think it does in all. If the 
will think th j 


In country that are honest and good citizens, but they comply with all 
regulati are not in the criminal courts, and this letter does nut apply to 
them. Irefer to the largo class of white men in your country who live by 


I would write more fully, but I am very busy here and have not the time. 
3 add, personally, it would be to my interest to lose the jurisdiction at 
ris; it would relieve me of great labor and 33 but interest does 


not control me. I have given you my real convictions on question. 
Yours, truly, 
D. E. BRYANT. 


Hon. HOLMES COLBERT, 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. BATE. Iwill also ask the Secretary to read a short extract 
from the charge of Judge Stewart of December 1, 1894, which I 


pro by saying as to the letter which has just been read from 
udge Bryant, that he is the judge presiding over the court at 
Paris, Tex., which has jurisdiction over a certain part of the 
Indian Nation. Itis a part carved out of the peninsula between 
the white man and the Indian, which he presided over. Prisoners 
have been taken there and have been tried there for several years 
by him. He has made a statement touching thecharacter of crimes 
that are committed there. I ask now that a short letter from 
Judge Stewart may be read, and also another one following it 
from Judge Parker. These are the men before whom the crimi- 
nals are brought and tried, who understand their nature and who 
live in their midst. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Charge of Judge Stewart, December 1. 1894: 
= = = * = 


= * 

“And I now, and I say it everywhere, and I am proud to say it, that I 
lived on the border, right-on the of the Chickasaw Nation: for 
before I came to this country, and I say that there never has been a more 
law-abiding than thé people of this Terri Why dolsayit? These 
See ye were here for years Withont law; these white men who came in here 
with the the Indians had interco 


tha: 
and it is not true. I have seen it and I know it.” 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 20, 1894. 


SIR: 7. DOON OE geo re tig ref eee | 


were there as many as 53 murders committed there * September 
W. A. DUNCAN, 


part of October last, and no attempt to make arrests 
To Judge I. C. PARKER, Fort Smith, Ark. 


Fort SMITH, ARK., December 21, 189}. 


To Hon. W. A. DUNCAN, 
Cherokee Delegate, National Hotel: 
In reply to your dispatch of Istate four cases of murder reported 
to U States commissioners here as occurred in The d Cherokee 
. October last. Arrests in all cases, 


men attracted to that country b ment to the le of so large a sum of 
t —.— 2 murdi sant tod he 


<r of the statement to the committee. I do not believe 
any such statement is warranted by the truth, and I think a gross injustice 
is unintentionally done your people by such statement. 

I. C. PARKER. 


Mr.BATE. Mr. President, [havea statement here from the Rev. 
Walter P. King, a Baptist minister, who has gone over that coun- 
try with others, and also a statement of Dew M. Wisdom, United 
States Indian agent at Muscogee, in the Indian Territory. I will 
not ask that they be read, nor detain the Senate by ing them 
e but they are to the same effect as the statements which I 

ve read. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will insert the statements 


in his remarks. 
Mr. BATE. Very well. I will do that, if there be no objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Intheabsence of objection, leave will 


be ted. 
8 referred to are as follows: 


CHEROKEE ACADEMY, Tahlequah, Ind. T., January 15, 1895. 
HONORED Str: Ihave zoana with interest the ayapana report of your reply 


l; 
gether on common ground, and having traveled the le and breadth of 
S p nga that I 8 
1 the enforcement of law as effectnal, and the 5 and prop - 
e tatesin which 
I made my home for many — And this is especially true of the safety of 
annoyance 


our women from insult an 
for many, many miles ne ude 
or indignity 


Imay say also upon the grave question at issue, merely as the conviction 
of one who has the best interest of Ser people at heart, and who has no 
personal pn or loss in the balance, that any of the plans submitted for a 
change of government for the Cherokee Nation (I know nothing about the 
others) must be detrimental to the best interests of the Cherokee people, if 
TAS die pealnion ct TAE sa pony alona £0 be Cie daly correc 

ving the ion of yourself and your de ons e 
one in the face of the facts allow mo t wish yon godspeed tow success 
in your noble efforts for your people. 
WALTER P. KING, 


Principal under the American Baptist Home Mission Society. 


"Otprincipal Chie? f the O. N. 
0 . N., 
. Hotel, Washington, D. O. 


ae 
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UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, UNION AGENCY, 
Muscogee, Ind. T., January 3, 1895. 


Sır: Iam in receipt of “eed letter of December 18, 1894, in which you state 


that astatement was e on that day, before the House Judiciary Commit- 


tee, that 53 murders had been committed in the Cherokee Nation from the 
15th of September to the 20th of October, for which no one had been bid 
to justice. You also ask if I have any information to prove or disprove 
statement, or if I give it any credit. 

I would lly state that my information discredits any such state- 
ment, and I do not believe it to be true. 

I know that the Cherokees, as a rule, apprehend and punish all criminals, 
and their laws are reasonably well executed. 
Whenever I have called apon the Cherokee authorities to assist me in cap- 
turing outlaws they have always responded. 

ery respectfully, DEW M. WISDOM, 
United States Indian Agent. 
J. F. THOMPSON, 
Cherokee Delegate, care National Hotel, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President,in addition I may be permitted to 
say in conclusion, for I have but very few words more to utter, 
when you go into that country and pass along even on the railroads 
which permeate it you find in many respects a most happy con- 
dition. One would think, to have heard the speeches that have 
been made this morning by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], that these peo- 

le are savages, and that they dwell in a wildand untamed region, 
leading a barbarous life, but when you go there you find some parts 
of it, in many ts, almost a garden. It is cultivated, and 
cultivated by the Indians themselves. But we are told that the 
lands are leased out. While I amon that point as to the question 
of leases I wish to say it is claimed that there is exercised by a 
few individuals an ownership of 10,000 or 20,000 acres of land 
leased by the men who go there and monopolize the cattle business. 

Mr. President, it is said in the New Testament— 

Thou 8 rst cast out the beam out of thine own eye; and then shalt 
thou see ly to cast out the mote out of thy brother's eye. 

Look at the vast corporations in our own country holding mil- 
lions of acres of land—given them, too, by the Government, to sa 
nothing of many private individuals who own more than a mil- 
lion acres of land in our Western country. You have enacted no 
laws to stop the ownership of such enormous landed estates, but 

ou want to have us siop those of much less magnitude in the 
Indian Nation, over which lands, as the law now is, our Govern- 
ment has no control. If we allow such things to go on with im- 
punity in our own country, we should be consistent and not ask 
that it be denied elsewhere. 

These civilized tribes have modeled their respective forms of 
government after that of our States. Theyhave their governors, 
their legislatures, com: of senate and house, their judges, 
sheriffs, etc., all elec by ballot. They have their capitol, leg- 
islative halls, court-houses and jails, and their court trials by 
judges and juries, all Indians. These are exclusively for the In- 

ians. When white men have suits with one another or with an 
Indian, the United States courts have jurisdiction and try such 
cases. The Indians have their own hospitals and charitable insti- 
tutions, kept up at public expense. It is a singular fact, however, 
that while they have asylums for the blind and deaf and dumb, 
they have none for the insane, for the reason, it is said, they have 
no insane Indians, 

These Indians have churches and schools in that country. The 
spires of their churches ascend to heaven, showing that they are 
followers of that meek and lowly Nazarene, that of Galilee 
to whom we all bow. They have churches of all denominations 
there—the Presbyterian, the Methodist, the Baptist, the Episcopa- 
lian, and Catholic churches. Not only so, but they have their 
schools, fashioned after ours, the common schools, as we have in 
our precincts or districts. They have likewise their academies, 
their high schools, and their colleges, all kept up at the public ex- 


pense. They keep up, at public expense, an orphan school where 
every orphan in the tribe is educated. 

The Chickasaws annually N $160 per capita in the educa- 
tion of their children. I am asked how they raise the money. In 


answer I say if they are the lazy lazzaroni and worthless set of 
blanketed thieves that Senators have tried to make it appear, they 
would spend no money for such civilizing p 3 here do 
they get the money? I will tell you where the money for the 
schoolscomes from. The money comes from their lands that were 
sold and the proceeds invested by the Government of the United 
States. It is the interest upon that fund, together with certain 
taxes levied and collected that constitute this school fund. 

Then, as I said before, they have their churches. We are in- 
formed by a Baptist minister, whose letter you have just heard 
read, that three-fourths of these Indians are members of the vari- 
ous churches; and yet we are ridiculing and abusing them and 
saying that they are not progressive. Look at their condition 
when they went there and see their condition or Ichallenge 
history to show any people who have been eleva rom the say- 
age condition in which these Indians were fifty or sixty years ago 
up to the high point of Christian life and obedience as have these 


Indians. I say such progress in civilization and Christianity in 
so short a time can not be found in all aan 

Now we propose to give them a backset by doing away with 
their tribal relation; that relation, and the only one, which means 
success with the Indians. Permit me to say that the history of 
all the Indians, if I am not mistaken—Northwestern men like the 
Senator on my right [Mr. VILLaS] know more about these things 
than I do—but history teaches that wherever the tribal relation- 
ship of the Indian has been done away with the Indian has gone 
down. He has flourished for a few years, as did the Wyandottes 
in New York, as did the Oppene in Michigan, as did the Ossa- 
watomies out in the West; but, Mr. President, after a few years 
Mey nays begun to go down, down, down, and where are they 
now 
_ I have the history of it here, which shows that they have gone 
into di dation and infamy—have returned to ignorance and 
vice. They go into these sluices of dependence and gary, and 
are swallowed up. We have pushed them to the precipice, and 
now bid them leap. Truly, President, as it has been said, 
there will be no one left to mourn for Logan—no, not one. 


Poor race of man! Saida tying iri 
Dearly ye pay for Lari ö 
Some flow’rets of Eden ye still inherit, 
But the trail of the serpent is over them all. 


These discomfited Indians have arisen from an humble and bar- 
barous condition to one that is praiseworthy and has received the 
approbation of all Christians; and we, asa Chri people, should 
not put a stumbling-block in their way. 

Tribal relationship of the Indian is the ideal relationship for 
him. Deprive him of that and you make him a vagabond. This 
amendment strikes at that vital point. It means to allot the 
Indian's land and let him own it in severalty. It means to indi- 
vidualize him and to give him the power to sell his land to the 
white man who goes there and gives him liquor, if he wants it, 
or shows him gold or silver, if he wants it, or trinkets, or any- 
thing of that kind with which to purchase his land from him, 
What becomes of the Indian? He is then without a home, and 
falls back into the spurs of the barren mountains, without a 
Segre and almost without a God. Keep him from that; let 

tribal relations remain, and allow him to go on and on, as he 
is now doing. This amendment strikes at the root—the pith and 
marrow—of that relation and whether intended or not it will 
destroy him. 

You hold out to him a beautiful and peaceful picture. You say 
to him, when your land is allotted you will have your home; you 
will have your family around you; you will have the right to dis- 
pose of your property in your own way, and all that. This pleasin 
picture fascinates him. To him it is a blushing rose, but benea‘ 
that rose there is a serpent coiled to bite the hand that plucks it. 
This pleasing picture held out to himis but a dagger behind a 
smile; and that in the end will pierce the man’s heart. 
Let the tribal relations of the Indians remain. Do not allot their 
lands. Let them continue as they now are in their 82 civili- 
zation, and Christianity, of which we shall be proni , and in which 
we should be glad to give them a helping hand. 

You will pardon me, Mr. President, for having gone into the 
facts. I should not have done so, or said anything except simply 
in regard to the point of order made by my friend the Senator 
from Mississippi fae. WALTHALL]. He handled the subject so 
successfully, as did his colleague [Mr. GEORGE], that I felt it un- 
nece for me to say anything in regard to it, and I should not 
have uttered a word in this discussion by way of advocating the 
cause of these Indians and their rights had not the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas opened up the facts and 
talked so vigorously about murders, the nests of robbers, etc., in 
giving the condition of things in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, a question has been raised as to 
what the law now is in regard to the right to determine citizen- 
ship in any one of the Five Civilized Tribes. The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] rather surprised me 3 by sayin. 
that he did not recognize the right under the present state o 
treaty and law to exist in the several tribes themselves. It is 
enough for the purpose of showing that the amendment, were it 
enacted into law, would revolutionize the present treaty condi- 
tion, to show that one of those people, the Cherokee people, is now 
protected, beyond the least question or doubt, by the most ex- 
plicit stipulations. I should like to correct, if I am right and if 
the statement was somewhat erroneous which the Senator from 
Arkansas made, that view of it which he submitted. The ques- 
tion did not become important under the treaties which established 
autonomous government of those civilized tribes for a long time 

r those treaties were made. 

The treaty of 1835, by which the Cherokee Nation was estab- 
lished, or by which the former treaty made with them in 1829 was 
given its durable form, provided explicitly that the Cherokees on 
their part should endeavor to preserve and maintain the peace of 
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the country and not make war upon others, while in considera- 
tion of that it was added immediately: 


They shall also be protected against interruption and intrusion from citi- 
sonn ot the 8 States who may attempt to settle in the country without 
consen 


That was the origin of the intruder question and of the difficul- 
ties which have arisen in respect to the subject. That was prac- 
tically reaffirmed in the treaty of 1866, and there was little need 
for a considerable time for enforcement of that agreement on the 
part of the United States. Little or no claim was made by either 
of the nations or by the Cherokees until the settlement of the 
West began to expose their borders to intrusion from lawless per- 
sons, individuals who disr ded every sort of right and every 
sort of obligation which the United States had imposed upon their 
citizens. It happened at last that one of those nations claimed 
the exercise on the part of the United States of this guaranty to 
protect them from intrusion. Then Attorney-General Devens 
gara it as an opinion that the United States were at liberty to 

eci 


pate in their ee or to remain in their country. After that 


case, arising out of claims of the Eastern Cherokees to participate 
in the funds of the nation, etc., decided, as stated in the first head - 
note of that case, that— 

By treaties with the Cherokees the United States have 
a distinct political community, so far independent as to j 
negotiations with them in that character. 

There followed in the discussion of that case the further question 
of the right of the Eastern Cherokees to participate as citizens in 
the funds and property of the Cherokee Nation domiciled and set- 
tled in the Indian Territory, and to which as a nation a patent had 
granted the right of ownership of their lands in common, upon 
whatever implied trust need not be discussed, The Supreme Court 
said then that— 


The claim presented by the Cherokees of North Carolina to a share of the 
commuted annuity fund of $214,000, and of the fund created by sales of lands 
west of the Mississippi ceded tothe Cherokee Nation, resting as it does upon 
the di tion in the treaties of the lands originally possessed by the Chero- 
kees and ceded to the United States, or su uently acquired by them from 
the United States as the common property of the nation,” or as held for the 
<n use and benefit of the Cherokee people, no substantial foun- 

ion. 
Then follows what they add as the reason for that: 


If Indians in that State, or in any other State east of the Mississippi, wish 
to enjoy the benefits of the common property of the Cherokee Nation, in 
whatever form it may exist, they must, as held by the Court of ©) com- 
pri 7 — the 5 we — of the Cherokee Nation, and be readmitted 

In other words, the Supreme Court of the United States de- 

- clared, what to a lawyer was obvious without that declaration it 
seems to me, that the constitution and laws of that independent 
political 5 were the sole touchstone of the right to 
citizenship within that community. After that decision, which 
was made subsequent, indeed, to the ruling of Attorney-General 
Devens, the case was heard at the October term, 1885—after that 
decision, the Department of the Interior always regarded that the 
right to decide upon the status of a claimant to citizenship in one 
of those Five Civilized Tribes was exclusively vested in the law- 
ful authority of the tribes,to be determined by the constitution 
and the laws of the tribes. That decision was made by the hon- 
orable Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] a little before, even, 
when he was Secretary of the Interior. was afterwards fol- 
lowed by others in that office,and I myself had occasion, when 
occupying that office, to render a similar decision, although I 
insisted that when a person had been allowed to enter the lands 
of a tribe and remain there for years while the question of citizen- 
ship was depending undetermined by its authorities, if they suf- 
fered him so to delay, and while delaying to accumulate property 
and interests, that there remained in him a right which the Gov- 
ernment should poeci however tenuous that right was; that a 
final decision of the question against his claim of citizenship 
should be accompanied with sufficient accord to him of privilege 
to dispose of his property without taking it from him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Still their decision would be final. 

Mr. VILAS. Their decision was so recognized in the Depart- 
ment in a case to which I refer—the Kusterman case. The fact 
that they had found him to be no citizen was considered as con- 
trolling the Department upon that point. That has been ever 
since the ruling of the Department, as I understand it. 

But a few years ago Con established a commission to deal 

with this same nation for the extinguishment of the title, what- 
ever it was, whether to the use or otherwise of a large body of 
ana exceeding 6,000,000 acres in quantity, called the Cherokee 

1p. 
r. JONES of Arkansas. The Cherokee Outlet. 
Mr. VILAS. The Cherokee Outlet, sometimes also called the 


them as 
and require 


Cherokee Strip. That commission made a bargain with those 
Indians by which, after long resistance on their part and great 


reluctance to part with their title, they did finally agree to trans- 
fer it to the United States upon certain considerations. One was a 
consideration of money, but others upon which they insisted with 
the greatest pertinacity were considerations of another character. 
They were left with their original patented lands in their posses- 
sion, but for the protection of their government and exclusive 
enjoyment of those patented lands they made this stipulation in 
the see fies agreed to 

Mr. GEORGE. Concerning the Outlet? 

Mr. VILAS. Concerning the Outlet. 

For and in consideration of the above cession and relinquishment— 

Begins article 2, the cession being made in article 1— 
the United States agrees: 

First. That all persons now resident, or who may hereafter become resi- 


dents, in the Cherokee Nation, and who are not recognized as citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation by the constituted authorities thereof 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That has no relation to citizenship. 
That was the question about intruders. 

Mr. VILAS. I will repeat that, in order to answer by its own 
terms the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, which I think 
was rather hastily made: 


For and in consideration of the above cession and relinquishment the 
United States <i go 

First. That all persons now resident, or who may hereafter become resi- 
dents, in the Cherokee Nation, and who are not recognized as citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation by the constituted authorities thereof, and who are not in 
the employment of the Cherokee Nation or in the employment of citizens of 
the Cherokee Nation, in conformity with the laws thereof, or in the employ- 
ment of the United States Government, and all citizens of the United States 
who are not resident in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions of treaty 
or acts of Congress, shall be deemed and held to be intruders and unauthor- 
ized persons within the intent and meaning of section 6 of the treaty of 1835 
and sections 26 and 27 of the treaty of July 19, 1866, and shall, together with 
VVV 

on by the as rs, upon the demand oi p 
chief of the Cherokee Na 


Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of that agreement? 

Mr. VILAS. Iwill give it. That agreement was signed by the 
commissioners at Tahlequah, in the Indian Territory, on the 19th 
day of December, 1891, and was ma heir by the law of March 3, 
1893, with this qualification touching the particular clause in 
question: 

Amend th by ad to the first h of cle 2 of 
eee the followin words: And 9 That t before ago 
truder or unauthori: person occu ying houses, lands, or 5 
which occupancy commenced before t e Tith day of Augu, A. D. 1886, shal 
be removed therefrom, upon demand of the principal chief or otherwise, the 
value of his improvements, as the same shall be appraised by a board of three 
the President of the United States, one of the 


appraisers to be appointed 
same upon the recommendation of the a sg chief of the Cherokee Nation, 
for that p be paid to him by the Cherokee Nation; and 


urpose, u 
such payment such improvements shall become the e of the Cherokee 
Nation: Provided, That the amount so peid for sai 

exceed the sum of $250,000: And fi 
determining the value of such improvements may consider the value of the 
use and occupation of the land.” 

In other words, Mr. President, by the act of Congress confirm- 
ing and sealing that contract, by which we purchased the Chero- 
kee Outlet, we agreed that they should be considered as intruders 
whom that nation did not recognize as citizens, with the excep- 
tion of those particular cases specially named. 

I think that ar ent leaves no sort of question of the propo- 
sition that the right to determine the citizenship of the several 
nations, certainly of the Cherokees, is as solemnly vested by con- 
tract and by statute in the nation itself as it is possible for the 
Congress of the United States to accomplish it. 

The question then is presented whether by an amendment 
thrust in upon this appropriation bill we s trample down, 
hardly more than three years after that agreement upon which we 
obtained their lands, that right which we then declared to be 
theirs and covenanted to i 

Mr. President, I am by no means prepared to say what is the 
best thing to do with that disordered country. It may be neces- 
sary that the United States shall trample, as it always has in the 
past, upon its agreement with these Indian people. I believe it 
was General Harney who once testified before a committee of 
Congress that after Afty years’ service in the Army of the United 
States upon the plains of the West he had never known the 
Indians to be first to break an agreement which they made with 
the whites, and had never known the whites to k an agree- 
ment with the Indians; that no treaty of the Uni States but 
had gone unbroken in defiance of the obligation and good faith 
of the Government. 

The case must be, as it seems to me, a 1 2 one before we 
openly resort to the remedy of the club and the bludgeon in order 
to put down the disorders in the Indian Territory. I feel reluc- 
tant to resort to those extreme measures of violence, so destructive 
of the sentiment of repose upon the obligation of the United 
States, when I reflect that it is undoubtedly true, as was stated 
in the document which was read at the request of the Senator 
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from Tennessee, that the cause of the troubles in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, more than any other, is the unauthorized, unwarranted 
intrusion of reckless and lawless white men whom the United 
States has not removed, although it covenanted that it would pro- 
tect those tribes from such intrusion. That was the cause of 
their woes, for we must all be able to remember that up to the 
time when that intrusion became considerable they prospered, 


they grew in intelligence, until we pointed to the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indians as an example of what might be yet in store for 
all Indians. 

When I reflect upon that, I am unwilling to proceed to such 
extremities without the exhaustion of every remedy, of every 
effort; and when we do it, let us do it not by a measure half con- 
sidered put upon an appropriation bill, but let us take time fairly, 
deliberately, in the way in which we legislate upon matters of 
solemn consequence, to consider the whole question, and di 
of it with dignity and with justice to that people. If we can not 
but exert the power of the law to tear away them what it 
has bestowed, let us at all events apply as fair and comforting an 
anesthetic as it is possible to devise to accompany and assuage 
the violence. If this were not an appropriation we might 
offer many amendments and discuss it, but when the subject is 
presented in this way it becomes difficult to dispose of it with 
satisfaction. 

I do not feel myself 


This condition can better rest a SS ae Senate of 
the United States can be called upon to violate that rule which it 
has ibed to itself with such obvious advantage in principle, 
and which, as the distinguished Senator from Missouri Ar. VEST] 
to- day said, is asked to be disregarded upon every instance when 
there is a strong desire on the part of somebody to obtain some 
relief or advantage which the rule of the Senate denies. Let us, 
the highest lawmaking body of this country, proceed with 

to law; and if we can not, how can we expect our law to be 
observed by others? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I feel very much embarrassed in 
attempting to reply even briefly to the attack which has been 
made upon the legislation in this amendment. I feel 
that I am not justified in taking the time of the Senate which 
should be taken for a thorough, conclusive reply to the arguments 
which have been addressed to the merits of this case. I can not 
attempt to go into the merits of the case. 

But I want to say that neither in Russia nor in Turkey is the 
despotism of the so-called governments in the Indian Territory 
equaled; neither in Cuba nor anywhere else are the atrocities com- 
mitted in that Territory surpassed. If the Territory and those 
governments and this despotism and these atrocities were not in 
our midst every Senator in the United States Senate would be cry- 
ing out in the name of liberty and justice and humanity that 
something should be done to put an end to the condition of things 
in that Territory. It is in our midst, Mr. President, and there- 
fore there is resorted to every i ious technicality to prevent 
the consideration of this subject by the Senate, to prevent the 
remedy of these enormous wrongs and this flagrant injustice and 
inhumanity. We are asked to forget that we are under any obli- 
gation to the Indians. 

We talk about Indians, Mr. President. The objections, tech- 
nical and otherwise, which have been made to this proposed 
amendment are not in the interest of Indians; they are in the 
interest of white men; men as white as you or the Senator from 
Wisconsin or myself; men who have not one drop of Indian blood 
in their veins, yet who dominate those tribes and those nations 
with as heavy a hand as the feudal baron ever dominated the 
people of his barony. 

en the a is made here in behalf of the Indians I take it 
that it is not in the interest of the Indians that these objections 
are raised. When we are appealed to to observe the letter of the 
treaties which we have e, I reply that to observe them as we 
are told they should be observed is to violate them in their spirit, 
to transfer the interests of the wards of this nation, whom we are 
bound to protect, to the tender mercies of white men who have 
no regard for them or their interests. 

Mr. President, in that Territory, as large as the State of Indiana, 
as fertile in soil, richer, if ible, in mineral resources, 500 men, 
largely white, with y a half-blood Indian in the list, have 
seized, appropriated, and hold nine-tenths of the 
to the exclusion of those who are entitled equally as citizens of 
the Territory to the use and benefit of that land; and the moment 
any measure is looking to a remedy for that awful in- 
justice, that oly spoliation of the Indians, our wards, whom 
we are to protect, then Senators are shocked lest some rule 
of the Senate should be 


icultural land | erall 


Mr. President, Ican not exercise sufficient i i 
lieve that the zeal which has been shown here for 
Senate, the fear lest they should be transgressed, is born wholly 
of the desire that nothing should be done here except in the 
strictest order, according to the most technical construction of 
our rules. The course which the debate has taken, the argu- 
ments which have been brought forward here, the ap which 
have been made in behalf of the r Indian, the defense which 
has been put up here for the robbers and oppressors and cor- 
rupters of that nation, indicate to me that ms is somethi 
which influences the minds of Senators besides that just re 
which we all ought to have for the rules of the Senate. 

I think I know of what I speak, Mr. President. Ihave not only 
examined that country personally, but I have examined carefully - 
all that has been reported from that country. Ido not whistle 
down the wind the statements of the gentlemen composing the 
Dawes Commission. Ido not impute to men like the former hon- 
ored Senator in this body from the State of Massachusetts either 
ignorance or a desire to misrepresent, nor do I impute to his asso- 
ciates any such ignorance or desi crear eee There is no 
better friend to the Indian in the United States than Henry L. 
Dawes, who stood at the head of the commission. There is no 
man in the United States who would more scrupulously preserve 
the rights and protect the interests of the Indians; and concedi 
his honesty, the only answer which is made to the arraignment o 
the robbers and the corruptionists who have seized upon the Ter- 
ritory is that his powers are failing and that he has been imposed 
upon, 

Mr. President, filled with years and with honor, that ex-Senator 
has not lost his powers of observation, his sense of justice, his de- 
sire to protect Indians, nor his fearless honesty to expose the 
corruptions and wickedness of the people who are attempting in 
the Terri to despoil the Indians. . Thnk 
that hon ex-Senator has been imposed upon by reason of fail- 
ing powers let him meet him in debate and discussion of this 
subject. I could wish it were possible that for one day he might 
stand in the Senate in his old place and tell the Senate and the 
Amonoan people what he knows of the condition of affairs in the 

erritory. 

Ican not continue in detail what I would say or rey, that 
condition of affairs which demands the attention of the United 
States and its action, but I want to say here upon my own respon- 
sibility and knowledge, based upon my own observation as well 
as derived from the testimony and observation of others, that pre- 
tended self-government in the Territory isa failure. It is more 
than a failure; it is a shame, ees an intolerable nuisance. 
The 500 men who have seized the land control it by the corrup- 
tion of the legislatures, by the corruption of courts, by the terror- 
izing of those whose lands they have seized. Robbing the Indian, 
they either corrupt him with money or close his mouth by fear, 
and so represent themselves as being those persons who ‘Seas a 
Gp to be heard as to the condition of the Territory. 

eSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vras] said something about 
adopting desperate remedies; but desperate cases sometimes re- 
quire remedies, and until this Government awakens to a 
sense of its responsibility, to a sense of its duty, and is ready to 
adopt any measure which will enable it to discharge its duty to 
the real Indians and to take them out of the hands of the false 
Indians, their oppressors, this wickedness, this unholy condition 
of affairs will go on in the Territory from bad to worse. 

This is not a measure thrown in here to be adopted withont con- 
sideration and without discussion. The amendment has been 
here one month and more as the result of the deliberation of tho 
Committee on Indian Affairs, carefully considering the subject. 
It does not attempt to deal with the political conditions in the 
Territory. Itdoes not attempt to set upa Territorial government 
over the Indians. It does not attempt to deal with the great ques- 
tion of the title to those lands. It does not attempt to limit the 
powers of the Indian courts. In all those matters w. there are 

ific treaty obligations we have avoided the question whether 

e time has come when we must disregard the letter of the treaty 
in order to out its spi 

There is nothing to be derived from the argument that this is 
not a well-considered proposition; that it is not a well-considered 
report of the Indian Committee; that it is not fairly considered in 
the Senate; that it is anas and improper to attach it to an appro- 
priation bill because of the im of the subject. The same 
objections, the same technicalities, not perhaps on the question of 

but on the question of the provisions of the amendment, 

have met us and will meet us until this question is settled. The 
money which the Government of the United States pays out lib- 
y year after year to the Indian tribes is diverted from the 
Indians who are entitled to it and made into a fund to employ the 
best of lawyers and lobbyists to come here and endeavor to pre- 
vent any legislation whatever. I think I do not overstate it. I 
think I have information in my possession which justifies me in 
stating that never since I have a member of this Senate has 
there eyer been such fund of money raised to be spent in the 
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Territory. The ap that is made in behalf of the Indians is 
made in behalf of land grabber, the land monopolist, the leg- 
islature corrupter, and the court briber. 

This language may seem harsh, it may seem strong, but the 
condition of affairs as stated in the Dawes Commission report, 
as known to every person who has carefully studied the condition 
existing in the Territory, warrants and demands the use of such 
unqualified language. I undertake to say that no important 
measure passes through the legislative councils of the Territory 
without haying its way bought openly and unblushingly through 
those councils. Imeantosaythatas a 3 thing no important 
cause is decided in the Indian courts where bribery, either of the 
judge or of the jury, is not resorted to. Nobody denies it in that 
country. They laugh at it. They say, You do the same thing 
in your State legislatures and in your courts and with your juries.” 
The white men who have been admitted to citizenship in the In- 
dian nations because they have married Indian women, or women 
who have some Indian blood in them, have all the vices of the 
white man, all his methods of corrupting legislatures, bribing 
poa and eyery apos of * by which a man enriches 

i and others, and they are beyond the possibility of 
being interf: with except as the United States Government 
takes a hand and does what in the name of civilization and jus- 
tice and humanity it ought to do, restore the Territory to a con- 
dition which shall no longer be a di to us. 

Mr. President, one word with regard to the question of order. 
What is the meaning of the term “ general legislation”? The 
Senator from Mississippi discusses it as if it meant important 


endeavor to poron: any legislation which would affect the Indian 
the 


legislation. That is not the meaning of the term. There is noth- 
ing in the rule which prevents legislation on an a; iation bill 
because the word „ general” qualifies the word „legislation.“ 


The Senator from Mississippi given one definition of what 
eee legislation is. In my judgment no legislation is general 

5 which relates tothe nditure of money appropriated, 
which relates to the object to be attained by the appropriation 
of money. The clause general legislation” was purposely 
adopted in order that matters entirely foreign to the object for 
which money is appropriates should not be introduced and car- 
ried through as riders upon an appropriation bill. So whatever 
has reference either to money appropriated, as to how it shall be 
spent, or as to the object to be attained in the nditure of the 
money is not penera egislation upon an appropriation bill. The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] well remarked that when Sen- 
ators are op to an appropriation contained in an amendment 
they are quick to discover that the amendment is general legisla- 
tion on an appropriation bill, and vice versa that when Senators 
feel the importance of legislation they are equally quick to put a 
more liberal construction upon the rule, 

Under the rules and decisions of the Senate by the Chair, upon 
appeals from the decisions of the Chair, upon the submission of 
the question of order to the Senate for the last seventeen years in 
which I have had the honor to be a member of this body, d- 
ing amendment does not fall within the definition of general leg- 
islation. Ihave seen amendment after amendment much more 
open to the objection adopted by the vote of the Senate as not 
being within the inhibition of general legislation. General legis- 
lation is either that . which affects the whole country and 
all classes of its people, or it is that legislation which has no con- 
nection with the n with the expenditure of the ap- 
propriation, with the object sought to be accomplished by the 
appropriation, with the duties of the officers for whom the appro- 
priation is made. Judged by this test the amendment is not gen- 


eral legislation on an appropriation bill; and the importance of 
the subject, the solemn duty which rests n the United States 
now to do something without further delay to wipe off and to 


wipe out the foul blot and disgrace upon our national honorresult- 
ing from the condition of affairs in the Indian Territory would be 
a justification for a most liberal construction of the rule, if such 
a construction were necessary. 
Mr. President, the proposed legislation is not conclusive; it is 
not harsh; it is not severe. It is tentative; it is prelimi „and, 
in my judgment, if carried into law, it will result in the accom- 
plishment of the object for which the commission was origi 
appointed—the settlement of the difficulties and the complicated 
irs there by negotiation. Just so long as these technicalities 
can prevail to prevent action by Congress, just so long as the 
attorneys and lobbyists can prevent anything being done by Con- 
gress, just so long will this t wrong and iniquity continue, 
and every failure to act but fastens stronger upon that unhappy 
people, whom we are bound to protect, the grasp of the despoilers. 
I do not know that I need to say more. I could talk by the 
hour, and I could detail facts, I could refer to correspondence 
showing that all I have stated in this general way falls even short 
of the terrible reality. If it be necessary to override treaties, if 
in the opinion of any Senator there is anything in the amendment 
which by any construction or by any stretch of construction can 


be held as not living up to the letter of the treaties, then I am 
prepared to say that no more solemn obligation ever rested upon 
the Senate of the United States than to disregard those treaties. 
When we make a treaty with an Indian nation we make it not 
only for ourselves, but for the Indians. We make it with our 
wards. We make it with a people whose interest we are bound 
to protect, and when the letter of the treatyis used for the oppres- 
sion of those people by men who have thrust themselves into the 
situation for gain and for personal advancement it becomes our 
duty to see that the spirit in which the was made is car- 
ried ont. Five hundred people of the 60,000 so-called Indians have 
appropriated the property which belongs to the whole number. 

ivilization is arrested, progress is arrested, the real Indian is 
retrograding; he is goi to a state of sav: and barbar- 
ism, and all in order that the 500 robbers and despoilers may be 
kept in their unlawful possessions. I would not hesitate to dis- 
Te; a treaty if it were necessary to do so for that purpose. 

e are told that we have nothing to say about who are citizens 
there; that the 500 men who have thus usurped the power can 
decitizenize all the rest of the Indians, and we have nothing to 
say about it; that this Government has relinquished to the 
people who, through bribery and corruption and fear, control 
the tribes, to whoever = be in control the right to determine 
who are citizens there. we have we had better regain it, and 
the more quickly the better, for the 500 e who own the land, 
who control the courts, who control islatures, will very 
soon be solving the question, if they have the unlimited power, 
by wiping off the rolls of citizenship all the rest of the 

le there. The argument of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

ILAS] goes to that extent that whoever can control the courts 
and the legislatures of those nations can determine the rights of 
the people claiming to be citizens, and it has been done. 

the great payment of $6,000,000, which we gave for the 
Cherokee Outlet, was made, name after name of ms who had 
been upon the rolls as citizens was deliberately and corrupt 
wiped off in order that there might be a larger per capita distri- 
bution for the rest. Pitiable indeed is the condition of those In- 
dians, for whom we are in honor bound to look ont, if they are to 
be left to the tender mercies of those who control the courts and 
the legislature in those nations. No, Mr, President, there rests 
behind all treaties, there rests behind all statutes, there rests be- 
hind all the decisions of the Court of Claims and of the Supreme 
Court the solemn obligation on the part of the Government to 
protect the Indians in the Indian Territory, and there is no pro- 
tection possible for them unless we are to assume the right to 
determine who are the rightful citizens of the Territory. 

As I said, I shall not detain the Senate further. I feel that the 
amendment isin order. Ifeel that it is of the highest importance. 
I feel that no question of Armenia or Cuba or Hawaii, no ques- 
tion of foreign policy, is to be compared in importance and in obli- 
gation with the question of our own domestic affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, before this question is dis- 

of I desire to have printed in the RECORD a paper which I 
old in my hand. Several Senators have insisted that the Gov- 
ernment may properly disregard its solemn treaties, but I believe 
none of them has been bold enough toclaim that the Government 
may properly annulits own patents. I wish to have inserted in 
the RECORD a a pei a of the patents issued by the Government 
to these several tribes. The one I hold in my hand is a patent 
issued to the Choctaws. After the usual recitals and a special 
reference to a particular treaty, it proceeds: 
Now, therefore, ye: That the United States of America, in consideration of 
e and in execution of the 


said treaty, have given and granted and by these presents do 
unto the sald Gh a -i 8 


and 
live on it.“ liable to no transfer or alienation, except to the United States 
or with their consent. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paper indi- 
cated will be inserted in the RECORD, 

The patent is as follows: 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
To all whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

Whereas the second article of the treaty and held at Dancing 
Rabbit on the lith day of September, A. D. 1590 (as ratified by Senate 
of the United Stateson the day of February, 1531), by the 
on the of the United States, and the mingoes, chiefs, by e and war- 
riors of the Choctaw Nation on the part of said nation, it is provided that 
the United ae specially to be made betae Presiđent of the 

i be conveyed to the Choctaw Nation a tract of 
of the Mississippi River, in fee simple. to them and their de- 
scendants, to inure to them while they shall exist as a nation and live on it. 
Beginning Fort Smith, where the y crosses the Ar 
thence to the sources of the Ca n Fork if in the 


and down Red River to the west boundary of the Territory of Arkansas“; 
thence north that line to the beginning. Lat Wasbinatoo Cite sin the 
treaty made and concluded at Washin:; City “in the 
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Now, therefore, ye: That the United States of America, in consideration 
of the premises, and in execution of the agreement and stipulation in the 
afo: treaty, have given and granted, and by these presents do give and 
grant, unto the said Choctaw Nation, in the aforesaid “ tract of country west 
of the „to have and to hold the same, with all the rights, b prin: 


leges, immunities, and appurtenancesof whatsoever nature thereunto belong- 
ing, as intended to be conveyed “by the aforesaid article, in fee simple to 
them and their descendants, to inure them, while they shall exist as a nation 
and live on it,” liable to no transfer or alienation, except to the United States 
or with their consent. 


In testimony whereof, I, John Tyler, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent, and the seal of the 
General Land Office to be hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand at the sity of Washington, the 23d day of March, in 
see ear o our 1842, and of the Independence of the United States 

e e 

the President, 
By JOHN TYLER. 
DAN’L WEBSTER, 


Secretary of State. 
JOHN C. SPENCER, fe 
cretary o; 2 
T. HARTLY CRAWFORT. 3% 
4 1 i Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
Wann I. WILLIAMSON, 
Recorder of the General Land Office. 


This is to certify that the fore is a true and correct copy from the 
—— foregoing Saa of Indians by the U 
2 5 peat )) 
umma, the ca e w Nation. 
In testimon dere I have hereunto set ay er ge and affixed the seal of 
the Choctaw Nation, this the 14th day of March, A. D. 1896. 
[SEAL.] J. B. JACKSON. 


Nationat Secretary, Choctaw Nation. 

Mr. CHILTON, Mr. President, it is a matter of no importance 
to me, but I wish to correct the generality of one observation made 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I read from the 
RECORD, in which he says: 

isi taken fro: hi been 

tho committee, and as to f every member of the Indian Affairs S 2881: 
agr 

I believe that I am the junior member of the committee, and I 
did not happen to be present at the time the measure was consid- 


ered. Ido not wish to im iy any ticular opposition to a drastic 
measure in regard to the Inc erritory when the matter comes 
before the Senate in the or way, but I think it proper to put 


myself upon the record, as no doubt my absence at that time es- 
caped the attention of the Senator from Connecticut. 
. PLATT. The mistake into which I fell is a very natural 


one—— 

Mr. CHILTON. Entirely so. 

Mr. PLATT. Because I knew that every member of the com- 
mittee who was present did agree, and I was not aware of the 
absence of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, if the amendment shall be decided 
to be in order I propose to some observations to the Senate 
upon ‘it, but as there are very few Senators here, we had better 
have an idea with respect to what course the amendment will 
pursue, as to whether or not it is in order. 

I wish to state, so that my position upon this subject may be 
known, that I regard the proposed legislation as the most extraor- 
dinary that has ever been presented to the consideration of this 
body since I have been a member of it. Conceding all that the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has said to be true, admit- 
ting his propositions to be true, this body has no information 
upon which it can act. 

We can not proceed to take away the rights of these Indians, 

anteed by treaty, upon the opinion of individual Senators 
bak without any opportunity on the part of these people to main- 
tain by proof the contradictions which they have sent here of these 
statements, to maintain by proof the opposing declarations of 
judges who preside in that country, of ministers of the gospel, of 
men of high character. We should not be asked summarily to 
violate these treaty obligations, which are admitted by all, upon 
statements which are absolutely without any other proof or sanc- 
tion than the declaration of opinion of a few persons—Senators of 
character, it is true, whose opinions are entitled to respect, but 
not that conclusiveness, not that weight of evidence which should 
characterize the action of this body upon a subject so important 
as this. Therefore I say I earnestly hope that this proposition may 
not be entertained, because if entertained we shall have a pro- 
tracted debate of many days here. I for one shall insist upon 
going carefully over all the statements which are contained in the 
pamphlets presented by these Five Civilized Tribes. 

It is a matter of no importance whether there is a lobby here 
or not. Itis not to be presumed that any lobby can improperly 
influence or by corrupt measures influence any member of this 
body. If a lobby is here and presents substantial reasons, based 
in truth and logic and justice, why this legislation should not be 

passed, it is proper that those reasons should be considered, come 
Kom whatever source they may. 

But I observe one of the statements here is that this commission 

never went into the Territory except at one or two prominent 
, with the exception of a part of two days. I have here the 
statement that these people are prepared to negotiate if the United 


States will first fulfill its treaty obligations with them; and they 
appear before this assembly in this light to-day, denying these 
statements and saying, ‘‘Wearepre to negotiate if the United 
States will first keep its faith with us.” But, in view of the fact 
that the consideration of this amendment will involve many days 
of further discussion and debate, I hope that the point of order 
will be sustained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is EER nI 
the pending amendment that it proposes general legislation 
upon a penera appropriation bill.” 

The third paragraph of Rule XVI reads as follows: 

Noamendment which N general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or rele- 
vant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received, etc. 

The proposed amendment contains the following provision: 


And said commissioners, in addition to the authority already conferred 
upon them by law, are autho: and directed to proceed 


said Indian 8 namely, the Cherokee, Muskogee 


pt, ete. 

Undoubtedly this is general legislation of a most important 
character. In addition to the authority already conferred upon 
the commissioners, they are Bo: pending amendment invested 
with judicial powers. It can hardly be questioned that to hear 
and determine all questions of citizenship” as provided for in the 
amendment is to exercise important judicial functions. 

In the Mia ment of the Chair the proposed amendment is obnox- 
ious to the third clause of Rule XVI, and the point of order is 
therefore sustained. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There isa committee amendment on page 
59 which has not yet been disposed of. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e reserved amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, line 7, after the word ‘‘sites,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘one hundred and”; so as to read: 

For construction, purchase, lease, and re of 
chase of school sites! $140,000. RE Of ek RES ee ee 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am authorized by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 9, on page 21, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their allotments to make im- 
provements upon said allotments as fast as accepted, and to purchase seed, 

rain, and eee for said Indians, $5,000, to be immediately available. 

he sum of money now in the Treasury of the United States belonging to said 


Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon which the Treasurer 
cue Fog ee said Indians interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from 
* * > 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment, which is rec- 
ommended 0 15 Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of page 50 it is proposed to insert: 

That the homestead settlers on all ceded Indian reservations be, and they 
are 5 granted an extension of one year in which to make payments us 
now provided by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of line 3, on page 56, The amendment 
is recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 56, at the end of line 3, it is proposed 
to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to i Louis Magaw na, Louis D. Coteau, 


ascertain and pay to 
and James W. Lynd, of South Dakota, such sum as he shall find just! 
them for property lost and destroyed by the Sioux Indians on the Sioux 
Reservation during the outbreak in 1890. For the purpose of carrying out 
the provision of this act there is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in 
the jury not otherwise appropriated a sum of money sufficient to carry 
out the provisions of this act, not exceeding $550. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment, which is rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, to come in after 
line 11, on pa e 58. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, after line 11, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to A. J. Campbell, the son of Scott peg sears deceased, or his 
legal representatives, the sum of $10,000, as provided the ninth article of 
the treaty of June 19, 1858, with the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota 
of Dakota or Sioux Indians, and for which purpose the sum of $10,000 is here 
appropriated, out of any money in the not otherwise appropria’ 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment, which is rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, to come in at 
the end of line 15, on 49. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The ti lah At the end of line 15, on page 49, itis proposed 
to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
ascertain and determine the amounts due various merchants of Cloquet and 
Fond du Lac, Minn., from certain Fond du Lac Indians, not exceeding in the 

gate $6,600, for supplies furnished to said Indians, at the request of 
the Indian farmer, during the years 1888 and 1889, or upon orders approved 
Dy the Indian farmer drawn 7 45 and accepted by certain contractors for 

e purchase of pine timber on landsallotted to or selected by said Indians or 
claimed by them, and to pay said merchants the amount found due them, or 
each of them, their proportion of said sum out of any money on hand paid 
the United States by said contractors, or any of them, in settlement or satis- 
faction for pine timber cut upon such lands. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CHILTON. Iask that that amendment may be passed for 
a moment. I wish to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On page 57 there is a committee amend- 
ment which led to some controversy ee ing on line 
15. I think we have come to an agreement that amendment 
I now propose shall take the place of the amendment adopted. I 
have not had time to examine it carefully, but I think there is no 
objection to S gr zon ined ae 5 is i strike OTT ae line 14, 
on 57, down to and including line 11, on page 58. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In lieu of the amendment adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in line 
ies on page 57, down to and including line 11, on page 58, and 

rt: 


, and the interest thereon, be 
the rchase of the Cherokee Out- 
frcedinan against the Cherokee Nation for $405,201 with costa, and. the judg. 

en nst the Cherokee Nation for with cos e judg- 
court in favor of the Shawnee Indians residing in the 
Cherokee Nation against the Cherokee Nation for $149,604, with he 
having already paid the judgment rendered in said court said nation 
in favor of the Delaware in s ding therein for 

The Secretary of the Interior, after pana such payments, is hereby fur- 
ther directed, dut of the balance of said $1,660,000 and interest due thereon, to 
make payments in manner following: 

The sum of $400,000 to said freedmen, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to make them equal to Cherokees by blood, in capita payment of 
moneys derived from the sale of said Cherokee Outlet; and the sum of $53,- 
461.00 to said Delaware Indians, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
make them equal to Cherokees by blood, in per capita payment of such 
moneys; and the sum of $76,536 to said Shawnee Indians, or so much thereof 
as may b 8 make . 1 +n per oepa 

ent of such moneys; &pprop: ions for su ymen' ving been 
— 5 by acts of the national council of said Oberckes Nation, approved 
March 27, 1896, and March 30, 1896. 

He shall also pay out of sald money the attorney of record in the case of 
Moses Whitmire, trustee of the freedmen of the Cherokee Nation, against 
the Cherokee Nation and the United States in the Court of Claims, the fees 
provided by a certified copy of an act of the Cherokee national council and 
a stipulation for a consent decree filed in said cause in said court December 


. X 

And he shall pay to the attorneys of the Shawnees and Delawares, as they 
appear of record in the respective cases in the Court of Claims, fees at the 
same rate and in the same manner herein provided tobe = totheattorney 
of record of the freedmen: 88 after nen ip e payments herein 
referred to the balance of $1,666,000 ll be distributed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior per capita to the persons entitled thereto, 
members of the Cherokee tribe of Indians. 


The amendment was a; to. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that the payata of 

these great sums of money, which no one understan saynin 
Enow 


about, ought to beprovided for by some separate measure. 
antee that there are not a dozen Senators in this body who 
anything about the payment of this large sum of penae I pre- 

-sume it is probably correct, and that it may be in ts 


right and proper—I do not know whether that is so or not but I 
do not think such amendments ought to be put on an appropria- 
tion bill in this way without very mature consideration and very 
full explanation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, to come in at the end of line 11, on page 58, after the 
amendment just adopted: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to locate 
and establish certain Kansas Indians known as the Absentee Wyandotte 
Indians in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of articles 30, 31, and 37 of the treaty made between the Government 
of the United States and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, April 28, A. D. 
1866, and the sum of $15,686.80 appropriated at aot of August 15, 1894, made for 
the pu: of buying homes for the said Absentee Wyandotte Indians, and 
the additional sum of $6,000 appropriated by act of March 2, 1895, shall consti- 
tute a fund to be used by the Secretary of the Interior for the payment of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, according to the provision of article 37 
of the treaty of 1866 herein referred to, not less than 80 acres per capita for 
the said Absentee Wyandotte Indians, which said fund shall be paid to the 
national treasurers ot the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations in the proportions 
of three-fourths to the former and one-fourth to the latter, the tender of the 
same being equivalent to the payment thereof. And the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized and directed to carry out and enforce the said 
articles 30,31, and 37 of the treaty of 1866 in such manner as may be necessary 
and sufficient for the purposes of this act. j 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, at the end of line 23, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

The Lower Brulé Indians who were living on the Rosebud Reservation in 
South Dakota, south of White River, prior to the3d dayof July, 1890, are hereby 
allowed to return and select the allotments of land occupied by them prior 
to July 3, 1890, and said lands shall be surveyed and patented to said In 
under the provisions of the acts of Congress in relation to the allotment of 


I offer another amendment, which I send 


lands in e to Indians. 
That such of the Lower Brulé Indians as desire to do so may take allot- 
ments of land on the Rosebud Indian Reservation, south of Whi 


in South Dakota, the same as they might have done prior to March Rive: 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay to the Rosebud 
SUEDE ta AAKO PE PAYTON ta Daeeleeopcivaiinted ont or are ene te 
the Tr not OED EEA appropriated. = a Ren ee 

The amendment was to. . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. think that concludes the committee 
amendments to the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer an amendment to the bill, which I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. the word necessary,“ in line 25, on 
page 50, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That the time for the completion of said canal, or an 

t thereof, authorized by an act entitled An act penne 0 the Colum 

7 ew Company a 2 7 of way A e pe the Yakima Indian Reservation 
in Washington,“ be, and is hereby, extended two years from July 24, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. ILsubmit an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 68, line 12, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “one” and insert four“; and 
in the same line, after the word all,“ to strike out “twenty-seven” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so as to read: 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Sho- 
shone Reservation, Wyo., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of superin- 
pence’ of said school, $1,400; for general repairs and improvements, $4,000; 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment which has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The committee was 
not willing to rtitin that form. Afterwards I had a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which I think sets at 
rest all difficulties in the way. I ask that the amendment, which 
I send to the desk, may be inserted after line 8, on page 55, which 
is as convenient a place as any other for its insertion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

7 SECRETARY. On page 55, after line 3, it is proposed to 

To pay Josephine Lofland, an Indian woman, formerly assistant matron at 
the Seneca, Shawnee, and Wyandotte school, her heirs and representatives, 
such sum as the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain will compensate her 
for loss sustained by reason of the burning of the school building in which 
she was employed, not exceeding the sum of $20u. 

Mr. PEFFER. In connection with this amendment, I wish to 
have read a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 14, 1898, 

Sin: In accordance with your request, I have the honor to advise you that 
on March 28, 1894, a fire occurred at the Seneca Board: School, Quapaw 
Agency, Ind. T., which destroyed several buildin her property. It 
is stated yee Joseph- 


ugh the doors 
and windows, and in a few seconds it was too hot in every of the build- 
ing to remove any furniture or clothing. Superintendent Mateer, in his re- 
port to Agent Doane, states that Josephine Lofland, the assistant boys’ 
matron, lost all of her clothing and other valuable articles, besides $40 in 
money. Special Agent John Lane, on April 13, 1894, made a zee? upon said 
fire, and inclosed the affidavits of the assistant boys’ matron, 8 Lof- 
land, Supt. J. H. Mateer, and the farmer, Solon Perrin, which he states gives 
all the facts that can be ascertained in relation to the fire, loss of property, 
and the struggle made by the school employees and others to save the other 
buildings. Superintendent Mateer says that the assistant matron lost almost 
all of Dar privo property and $40 in money, but there is no exhibit or inven- 


tory on file among the papers relating to the fire which gives a list or inven- 
Hy oe what personal property belonging to Miss Lofland was destroyed or 
value. 
Very respectfully, D. M. BROWNING, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. W. A. Perrer, 
United States Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have that amendment 


again read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
ii Secretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr, 
FER. 7 7 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. The Committee on 
cussed and considered that matter and decid 
upon the deficiency appropriation bill and not 


3 dis- 
that it ought to 
m this bill. 
e, hope that the Senator from 3 not press it, 
but will again let it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas desire 
a vote his amendment? 

Mr. P . I do not see why the amendment may not be 
5 as the Senator naa a somewhat similar amendment in- 
serted a few moments 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 


Affai d. 

The VICE-P. . The question ison the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas, 

The amendment wis agreed to. 

Mr. 5 I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of 
5 o 
Bai Bhan debia e e 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, at the end of line 7, it is proposed 


to insert: 
That all deeds and instruments of writin 


— — — and the town of 
— dad ak the 1a town of by the clerk of the United States court 
Rand f or the r districtot „or his duly appointed 
deputy, in a book or books kept 


Mr, BAKER. I understand that there is no objection to that 
amendment on the part of the chairman or other members of the 


tbee. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. MITCHELL of I offer an amendment, to come in 


after line 13, 51. I will state that the amendment was intro- 
duced by me and referred to the Committee on Indi 
by that committee reported back favorably and referred to the 
ittee on A: — . —— I think there is no objection to it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. After Iine 13, page 51, insert: 
That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a 


commission, to com af pones not more than twoof whom 
shall be of the pos — x not more than one of whem shall be 
a resident of any one State, whose duty it shall be to visit and thoroughly 
investigate and del as tothe location of the boundary lines of 
the Klamath Indian Reservation, in the the location of said 
8 .... ner gr heretofore made 
with establishing said reservation; and when the correct loca- 
. reservation shall have been ascertain 
d def and determine, as nearly as 
practicable, the number of acres, 3t an ot the land, the character thereof, 
also the value thereof. in a state of nature, that have been excluded from 


oa treaty reservation by theerroneoussurvey of its out 

existing and as shown and reported to have been made in reports 
ian Affairs aa of the Commissioner of the Gener 

Office, submitted to the Senate by the Secretary of f the Interior, and as set 

out in Senate Executive uments No. -third Congress, second 


them 
facts found at repo by said 
mendations in the matter, 


dited u roper vouchers as other 
3 paid. And 1 . 
ary a not otherwise appropriated, ‘or such purpose. x: 1185 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer an amendment which was introduced by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. In lien of the com- 
mittee amendment at the top of page 51, which was ruled out of 
order, e ber 

e 


SS the Din 


FFF 
et upon the Uintah Rese: 
‘or 


and wit! Gheind 
tah. and with any other Indl 


such modification 
as may be od desirable yea fandinne and tho Secretary of the 
Interior, any agreement thus negotia to subsequent ratifi- 
cation by Congress, $15,000. 


32 BROWN. I move to amend the amendment, in lines 1 and |, 


a hes and My object in moving 
the contained the 
Idaho would seem to recognize that the Uncompahgres have some 
rights that ought to be treated with, whereas in fact, as has been 
explained to the Senate in the discussion of the question of the 
in any tan 5 Reservation, ae ve no rights in that land or 
whatsoever in the United States. Their lands were 
in Co ed with for them in 1880, they were 
is now in the of the 
It is there as a trust fund, 


Vide PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment proposed by the Sen- | 


ed | the Commissioner of In 


did not them as having any right to be treated for. I 
fear that the la in the proposed amendment would raise 
the implication that they have some right in those lands. I there- 


fore move to strike out the words. 

I will say further that I called the attention of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who introduced pe amendment, to this 
subj 725 and he is very familiar with it. agreed with me that 
the Taans haveno rights e and I understand 
has no 5 to the words I have indicated being stricken out. 

Mr. DUBOIS, I accept the amendment to the amendment, and 
with an agreement with the Senator from Colorado and the Sen- 
ators from Utah, after the word the,“ in line 2 of the amendment, 
where the words Uncompa tribe of Indians” are stricken 
out, Lask leave to insert In residing upon the Fort Hall 
Reservation, i in the State of Idaho.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment, will be read as 


modified. 
The read as follows: 


or for 
desirable by said Indians and ths Socrstary 
5 being subject to subsequen dee ee ee 
The amendment as modified was 
Mr. SHOUP. T inore fo ineert ANCAM A PAIS IS: 


Indian Reserva AEE F TE Are te te aA e 
ava ie. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I submit an amendment, to be inserted after 
Tine 14, on page 50. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


eine rn yaar a aerate parti we eR 
and dlans in tho State of Montana for . 
their ive reservations, to negotiate with the N. Chey- 


United States out of wh which tp peer She taxes enon all — — 
able all ts of lands to said Indians d. uring the time ee eee 
Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 72, 

after line 25. Iwil gsi aes Speer amendment is sent up by 
Affairs, with an indorsement, and it 

e be a very proper amendment, and one that ought to be 
The amendm ent was read and agreed to, as follows: 


To enable the mpi at Santa the Interior to provide additional school facili- 


ties for — ist Ag ta Fte N. Mex., and eg suitable ucy accom- 

modations Pueblo Jicarilla Agency, the abandoned med military reser 

vation 8 ert about 17.17 acres, and situato in the 
of Fe, N. Mex., which said reservation was, by Executive order of 


in accordance 8 the N of the act of 
e Stat. L., page „ is hereby withheld 
and placed’ er control of the Interior 


VCTF 
M. BA BACON, I spaide the amendments adopted as in 
FC agreed to in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The tor is correct. 

Mr, BACON, I trust the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment of the committee on page 7, which was agreed to as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be to the Senate. 

Per PETTIGREW. ene ant to be propost by tho 
enator from Georgia is to amend an amendment already 

to as in Committee of e 1 think the bill W te cen 

ported to the Senate firs 

oe sere 884 that the bill had been reported to 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill has not yet been reported to the 


Senate. 
Mr. BACON. Ibeg pardon. I understood the Chair to so an- 


nounce. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I was requested by an Indian to offer 
an amendment to the pending appropriation bill at a proper place; 
Li presume at the end of the bill. I do not know anything about 
T but, as everything seems to be going 


in, ee i that it shall 
The VICE-PRESID 8 The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Insert at the end of the bill: 


. directed to issu 3 — 
fee to © to Benjamin J. Clardy for all the lan heretofore allotted to 
TCT 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Pal rode eee I desire that the bill shall be reported to 
+. ate. 

Mr. PEFFER. There is another amendment that I wish to sub- 
mit. It is an amendment that was before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and I understood the chairman to say that the com- 
mittee were satisfied with all of it except the latter paragraph. I 
ask that it may be read. It can be inserted anywhere. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


i That any Indian of tribe who has heretofore allotment 


Provided, taken. 
of land in severalty, or who shall hereafter take allotment of land in sev- 
the laws of the United States, and who does not reside 
resident of another te 


included in such all t, and upon in of the State 
and Territory where said allotment a court of 
record of thedistrict and in which said Indian is a 


ict legal t. 

ting forth said facts, and that the same has been proven to the satisfaction 
of the court making such certificate, the said conveyance become abso- 
lute, and the title to such lands shall thereupon vest in the grantee therein 
named, and patent shall issue therefor, and the said land shall therefore be 
subject to taxation as other lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make a point of order against the amend- 
ment that it is general legislation. Worse than that, it has not 


been passed any committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. 177 the Senator from South Dakota will pardon 
me for a moment, I understood the chairman of the committee to 
say that the committee would be satisfied with all but the last 
paragraph. I have stricken ont the last paragraph, leaving the 
rest of the amendment to stand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall insist on the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or- 

. If there are no further amendments to be proposed as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PR. ENT. Without objection, the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. BACON. The question now is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore my proposition must be made now. 
An amendment p. by the Committee on eee 
which has been adopted by the Committee of the Whole, on the 
seventh e, is the one to which I ask the attention of the Senate. 
I trust the Senate will not concur in that amendment. It is 
found on the twelfth and thirteenth lines, on page 7. I will read 
it. The bill as it came from the House is as follows: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors at $3,000 per annum each, $15,000. 

That is the clause as it came from the House. The Senate com- 
mittee struck out 83.000“ and inserted 52,500,“ changing the 
aggregate from $15,000 to 812,500. The general law fixes the sal- 
aries of Indian rs at $3,000. It is found in section 2044 of 
the Revised Statutes, and is as follows: 

Each inspector shall receive an annual sala: 
traveling expenses, not exceeding 10 cents a 

The House in recognition of thatstatute appr 
provided in the statute as the salary of } 
inspectors, and I am at a loss to see upon what principle the com- 
mittee bases its proposed change. it were true t no fixed 
salary was specified as that to be paid to these inspectors and the 
committee saw pro’ to reduce their com tion below what 
had hitherto been given to them, of course there would beno right 
to complain; but it does occur to me that an Indian inspector 
whose salary is fixed by law is just as much entitled to have that 
amount of money appropriated for his compensation as any other 
officer of the Government, and that it would be just as proper for 
the Committee on Appropriations to say that any judicial or leg- 
islative officer should not have appropriated the amount necessary 
to compensate him, his compensation being fixed by law, as to say 
that the of an Indian inspector shall be reduced $500 below 
we ae of salary which the general law of the land says shall 


The general law fixes the amount of to be paid a judi- 
cial officer; it fixes the amount of salary to be paid to each mem- 
ber of the Senate and each member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and we who have conirol of the appropriations go forward 
and appropriate the amount provided by law. And yet when it 
comes to one of these officers, who has no voice in the matter and 
who has undertaken to represent the Government in conformity 
to the implied, or I may say the express, contract that he shall be 
paid theamount appropriated by law, arbitrarily and without rea- 
son, so far as I have been able to learn, he is reduced the amount 
of 8500, one-sixth of his entire salary. 

8 Soa sory of ye we have the power to os = I know 
t on the page o pending appropriation bill it is speci- 
fied that the amounts hereby appropriated shall be in full com- 
poum for all offices the salaries for which are provided for 
in; but that is simply the exercise of an arbitrary er. 
The question is, what is right? The only way, it seems to me, 


$3,000 his necessa: 

Se 9 By 
iated the amount 
these five Indian 


by which the matter can be properly reached is to c 

eral law. I insist that it hardly comports with the 

dignity of the Government to have upon the statute books a law 

which provides that an officer shall have a certain amount of sal- 

ary, and then when we come to ae money for the pay- 
u 


the gen- 
faith and 


ment of the salary arbitrarily to ce it by the amount of $500. 

I fully understand that the reply is e that the ropria- 
tion is for the next fiscal year, and if any one of these rs does 
not like to serve for that amount he is not compelled to do so. 
Bat that is not a good ar; nt. That argument would apply 
to any other officer of the Government. It might be said that in 
the judicial or legislative departments officers could be found who 
would serve at a much less rate than the 3 by law. 
That is not the question. The question is, t is the amount 
fixed by law as the proper compensation of these persons? When 
persons to serve the Government, especially in an office 
which calls them away from home, it is necessary that they 
should give 1 business. It so happens 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
question. I should like to know when the inspectors were ap- 
pointed to whom the Senator has special reference? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from South Dakota 
that I know but one of the inspectors. He was appointed durin 
the present inistration, and he is a citizen of my State. 
know as a fact that he was doing a good law business, but he has 
laid it down and gone into this business in the belief that his 
salary would be $3.000 a Pieces 

Mr. PETTIGREW. think we can obviate all difficulty of 
that sort. The fact of the matter is that he has been receiving 
but $2,500 a year. That is all that has been appropriated in the 
past for these officers. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave the appropriation acts of the last 
two years here upon my desk. 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500. 

Mr. BACON. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is the n act of last year, 
and here is the appropriation act of the year before. 
eee BACON. hat was the amount appropriated the year 

0 
Mr. PETTIGREW. For the year before 
For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500. 
The clause in the bill is an exact copy of the provision of the 
pen law. So the Indian i to whom the Senator refers 

as been receiving just $2,500. The Senator will find also that 
many of the surveyors-general of the United States have their 
salaries fixed at $3,000 in the statute, but for ten years Congress 
has never appropriated over $2,500. The governors of Territories 
have their salaries fixed at $3,000, but for fifteen or twenty years 
Congress has Se Fer only $2,600; so this is a custom of Con- 


gress well established by 88 
Mr. BACON. It may that it is well settled = precedent, 
but that does not change the justice of the case. at the time 


inted the law said they should have 
$3.000, they certainly had the right to assume in accepting the 
office that they would be paid that amount. As Iwas pr i 

to say, the acceptance of this office, unlike the acceptance o 
many other offices, requires the utter abandonment of a man’s 
private business. It takes him away from his home; it requires 
the surrender of all other emoluments. These persons have their 
arrangements made for the support of their families and for con- 
ducting their private business; and they have a right, it seems to 
me, to depend upon the assumption that Congress will a pri- 
ate the amount of money which the statute says shall be their 
lawful . If wrong has been done in the past I do not think 
that isa cient reason why it should be repeated in the future. 

I have felt it my duty at least to ask the te not to insist 
that these inspectors shall receive less than the law upon the stat- 
ute book ibes for their salary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on con ing in the 
residue of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand exactly what is the result 
of the vote on the amendment. The question, as I understand, 
was on concurring in the amendment which was made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. The Senate voted 
upon the amendment referred to by the Senator from Georgia, 
and refused to concur in the amendment. 
near me did not so under- 
anamendment. I did not 


these inspectors were ap 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall ask that the question be again put, 
because it was not so understood on this side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent the Chair 
will again submit the question on concurring in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VILAS. Lask that the amendment be stated, so that there 
will be no misunderstanding about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. An ‘“‘aye” vote is a vote to maintain the action 
taken as in Committee of the Whole, and a no“ vote of course 
has the reverse effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
agreed to the following amendment: In line 12, 7, strike out 
“three thousand” and insert two thousand five hundred,” and 
in lines 13 and 14 strike out the total “fifteen thousand,” and 
insert in lieu twelve thousand five hundred”; so as to read: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment which has been stated. [Putting the question.] The 


noes Fie to have it. 5 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not like to delay the eo of the 
bill, but I do not feel that that precedent ought to be established. 

Mr. DUBOIS (to Mr. PETTIGREW). Call for a division. 

Mr. BACON. The only precedent I know of that the Senator 
can refer to is not agreeing to the amendment of the committee, 
because there have been numerous precedents during the present 
session where amounts pro by committees have been raised. 
zao = know that there is any very great hazard in such a prec- 

en 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I call for a division. - 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 27; noes 
not counted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihope the Senator from Georgia will not 
insist further. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not at liberty to withdraw it, I will state 
to the Senator from South Dakota. I do not insist upon it from 
a captious spirit, but the circumstances are such that I can not 
withdraw it. I have no disposition to disclose the fact of the ab- 
sence of a quorum, and if I were otherwise circumstanced I would 
withdraw it, as I see what is the disposition of the Senate. Iam 
willing that the matter shall go over until to-morrow morning, if 
the Senator from South Dakota prefers, and let us take a vote 


then. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me the want of a quorum has 
been be es I therefore ask for a call of the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 5 will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
sweréd to their names: 


The Senate did not concur in the 


Allen, Chilton, Hawley, Pritchard, 
Allison, Clark, Hill, Proctor, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Shoup, 
Bate, Cullom, McMillan, Squire, 
Blackburn, Deva Martin; Parpis 
avis. ar 
Brice, Dubois, Nelson, Vet 
Brown, Elkins, Pasco, V. 
Burrows, e, Peffer, Wal 
Call, erkins, Warren, 
Carter, Gordon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Chandler. ray, Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. Upon the 
vote the ayes haveit. The amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole is concurred in. ; 

Mr, GORDON. On page57, after line 10, Imove to insert: To 
Stephen W. Parker, $5,000.” I do this by agreement with the 
committee, although when I gave notice of the amendment yes- 
terday it was $17,303.79. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. ae 

The SECRETARY. After line 10, on page 57, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To Stephen W. Parker, $5,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a statement in regard to 
this matter. I am willing to accept the amendment with the un- 
derstanding that it can be looked into hereafter, as it is a Senate 
amendment. I understand this man has no contract. However, 
if there is any merit in the claim I presume it should beconsidered 
and di of along with the other Old Settlers claims. There- 
fore I am willing that the amendment shall go into the bill with 
the understanding that we will investigate the merits, and if the 
man shows a contractthe matter will be di of properly. 

Mr. GORDON. I do not want to introduce the amendment 
and have it acted upon under any cloud. This gentleman has a 


contract. He has performed the service, and is as much entitled 
to his pay as any man whose name the committee has brought 
into the Senate. I hold in my hand the contract. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gor- 
DON]. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

f 1 offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
i ™ SECRETARY. At the bottom of page 47 it is proposed to 
insert: 

For salari d £ the commissi 
Comares approwst Sareh ist and Marek a TA vo Repinte Ws uns Fics 
Civi besin the Indian Territory, the sum of $40,000, to be immediately 
available; and said Commission is directed to continue the exercise of the 
authority 5 upon them by law and endeavor to accomplish 
the objects heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to time to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the t of the Senate, and Mr. PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. 2 were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: In the apoo namen of the 
conferees on the Indian appropriation bill I ask that instead of 
my name that of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). It will 
be so ordered, in the absence of objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N. H. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 131) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State 
of New Hampshire. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It props to appropriate 
$100,000 for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Nashua, N. H. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 7664, being the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Iowa understands that that 
will not displace the unfinished business? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not to displace the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa to proceed to the consideration 
of the billindicated, which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

e motion was to. 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted that the Senator from Iowa, 
the chairman of the 55 Committee, does not desire to 
go on with the sundry civil bill this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do desire to go on with it. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator to allow the bill to be laid aside 
for a moment while I ask the Senate to consider a little bill of five 


lines. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me for 
a moment, I will state that I am willing, if it is understood that 
to-morrow morning after the routine morning business I shall call 
up the bill without objection, to give way this evening for a few 
bills that will a i no special time. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope also for an executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield also for that purpose. 

Mr. VILAS. There are thirty or forty nominations which have 
not yet been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then I yield to the Senator from 
Missouri. 

ARTHUR P. SELBY. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 261) for 
the relief Arthur P. Selby. It will give rise to no debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Arthur P. Selby $946, being an amount paid into the Treasury 
by Selby, as clerk of the United States circuit court of the eastern 
district of Missouri, by mistake. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4317 


ADDISON A. HOSMER. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
siceration of the bill (S. 2503) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue to Addison A. Hosmer a certificate of loca- 
tion in place of certificate No. K 9, upon proof of ownership and 
loss of the same, as the Secretary of the Interior may deem proper. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. DE FREEST. 


Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

. Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield to 
me for a moment that I may call up a little bill which it will take 
butamoment to pass. Itisa bill that came from the other House, 
and I should be glad to have it passed. It is for the benefit of an 
old soldier in my State. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 
Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
pon of the bill (H. R.3852) to amend the record of William H. 


t. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to amend the record of the War De ent in the case of 
William H. De Freest, late second lieutenant of Company B, First 
Iowa Cavalry, so as to grant him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL W. PERKINS. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 308) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Daniel 
W. Perkins, late of East Saginaw, Mich., now of New York City, 
$1,045, in full for his services rendered as substitute district at- 
torney of the eastern district of Michigan from October 1, 1871, to 
June 30, 1875. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad indemnity lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN SIXTH CIRCUIT. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1200) providing for an itional circuit 
judge in the Sixth judicial circuit. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELLEN SEXTON. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 515) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information, subject 
to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Claims with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before I give consent for the consideration 
of that bill I wish to know if it is not setting the precedent of 
making the United States liable for all the costs in all criminal 
83 for violations of the pension laws. It seems to me 

t is opening a very broad and wide door; and while I beg the 
Senator’s pardon, I must be permitted to examine it a little fur- 
ther before we take it up. I have only glanced at the bill, but I 
see that it reads: 

To reimburse her for the expense she was caused in defending herself 

t charges of perjury in connection with her pension claim, on which 
ges she was acquit 

In case a d jury finds an indictment for perjury against a 
witness and that witness is acquitted the United States will be 
liable to reimburse the attorney’s fees and expenses and everything 
of that kind. I think that is setting a precedent which is too far- 


reaching. 

Mr. WARREN. I will only take time to state, first, that I do 
not consider that the bill sets such a precedent, and, second, that 
the bill as pro to be amended on the report of the committee 
does not reimburse the claimant except in part. I should only 
hope, if it did make a precedent, it would be one that would be 
followed in all cases so aggravated as this one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There isa long reportin the case, and I hope 


the Senator will allow the bill to pass over, without losing its place, 
so that we may examine it. 
Mr. WARREN. tore i it is so desired. 


The PRESIDING OFFI . The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. z 


OLIVIA AND IDA WALTER, 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Wal- 
ter, heirs and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. The bill 
has heretofore been twice passed by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 7, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
“ fourteen ”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Olivia and Ida Walter. heirs and children 


of Thomas U. Walter, d out of any moneys in the ‘Treasury notother- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $14,000, in sa’ ction of all against 


the United States for services rendered by the testator in connection with 
any of the public buildings belonging to the Government, whether as architect, 
designer, disbursing agent, superintendent, or othe: 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT SALT LAKE CITY AND OGDEN, 


Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2178) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and for the erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, 
the capital of the State of Utah, and at Ogden. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. L. Is there provision made for two public buildings 
in that bill? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. One at a time is about the average. 

Mr. BROWN. I know that is ordinarily true; but, if the Sen- 
ator will permit me, I will say in regard to this bill that these 
puen they been in States, would have had public buildings 

ong ago. 

Mr. HILL. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. Had these cities been in States they would have 
received public buildings before this on account of their size and 
the amount of business transacted; but it has not been the policy 
of the United States to erect buildings in Territories, and for that 
reason we are a little behind. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is making up for lost time by provid- 
for two gooie buildings in one bill. 

r. BROWN. In a certain measure that is true, but of course 
the capital of the State is entitled to a building. 

Mr. HILL. What is the size of the other town for which a 
building is 5 8 8 

Mr. BRO . It hasa population of 20,000. It is a railroad 
town and is growing 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported b 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be state 

The amendment was, after the words sum of,” in line 10 of sec- 
tion 2, to strike out three hundred thousand” and insert one 
hundred and eighty-eight thousand”; so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That the Secre; 

„nn!!! ⁊ͤ or OAE a alte ee 
8 ventilating a tus, elevators, and appr e ed Ta 
accommodation of the United States court, 8 ce, and other Govern- 
dee ee e d 
appr h es, complete, not exceed the sum of 000, etc. S 

Mr. HILL. One hundred and eighty-eight thousand dollars is 
to be the total cost? 

Mr. BROWN. Onehundred and eighty-eight thousand dollars 
is to be the total cost of the building at Ogden, 

Mr. HILL. For which $100,000 only is appropriated in this bill? 

Mr. BROWN. But $60,000 is now appropriated. 

Mr. HILL. What is the other building to cost? 

Mr. BROWN. Five hundred thousand dollars, and $100,000 is 
is to be expended during the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. HILL. Creating debts for some one to Hog 

Mr. BROWN. To an extent that is true. It is to cover a long 
period of years. It will take probably five orsix years to complete 
the building at Salt Lake City. Salt Lake City a population 
of nearly 60,000, and Ogden has a 5 of about 20,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


in 


thereon a suitable building, maudag 
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FORT SHAW MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1985) to provide for the disposal of the 
abandoned Fort Shaw Military Barrann, in Montana, under 
the homestead and mining laws of the United States, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

8 3 to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am authorized by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 270) to 
provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Ports- 
mouth, in the State of Virginia, to report it favorably without 
amendment. In making the report, I ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to consider bill at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Does it provide for only one building? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is only one building provi for in this 
bill. Portsmouth is an old Virginia town, with over 21,000 in- 
habitants, a deep-water terminus, with four railway lines, the 


site of a great navy-yard of the United States, and I believe in the 
true interests of the United States a Government building should 
be erected there 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
x Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read, subject to objec- 
On. 


. The bill will be read. 2 
Secretary read „which proposes to appropriate n 
777 ͤ TTT 
g, including va and v ap- 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, ce, and other Government 
offices, in the city of Portsmo and State of Virginia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
57 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 24, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 23, 1896. 
j PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 

Second Lient. John Moore Sigworth, Tenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, April 15, 1896, vice Tyson, Ninth Infantry, resigned. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Edwin E. Sluder, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be register of the 
land office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice John D. Bryan, to be re- 
moved, 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Caleb P. Organ, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Cheyenne, Wyo., vice Cyrus D. Kelley, to be removed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Frederick C. Billard, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed C. M. 
White, promoted. : X ; 

Bernard H. Camden, of West Vi a, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
O. S. Craig, promoted. : 

Benjamin M. Chiswell, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
George M. Daniels, promoted. RE 

Leonard T. Cutter, of New Hampshire, to be a third Heutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
F. S. Van Boskerck, fy promoted, 

Moses Goodrich, of New Hampshire, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed D. F. 
A. de Otte, promoted. 

Harry G. let, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed S. B. 
Rab snag ae promoted. s : 

James G. Hooker, of Mississippi, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed A. R. 
Hasson, promoted. 

Thomas L. Jenkins, of North Carolina, to be a third lieutenant 


in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Fred. J. Haake, promoted. 
Randolph Ridgely, jr., of Georgia, to be a third lieutenant in 


the Revenue - Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed James 
H. Scott, promoted. 

Ri M. Sturdevant, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieuten- 
ant in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
F, A. Levis, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas H. Tulley, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county 
of San E uan and State of Colorado, in the place of Daniel Flisher, 
removed. 


sion expired Fe 

R. L. Mortland, to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of Allen T. Under- 
i ed December 16, 1895; L. H. Boyds- 


wood, whose commission expir 
ton, who is now serving as under a peg deine com- 
i ving been 


postmaster 
mission ing the recess of the Senate, not 
nominated to ‘he Sere Senate. . ji - 

Charles E. Brady, to be paer at Sandwich, in the county 


of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
E. Brady, whose commission expired April 18, 1896. 
Edwin L. in, to be aster at Melrose Hi ds, in the 


i 2 R postmaster of 
Todd and State of Minnesota, in the place of William A. Miller, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Michael J. Toher, to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county 
of Steele and State of Minnesota, in the place of Charles E. Luce, 
whose commission expires April 23, 1896. 

Thomas M. ny to be postmaster at Anoka, in the county of 
Anoka and State of Minnesota, in the place of James A. Foote, 
whose commission expires April 23, 1896. 

Julia H. semua to be at Clinton in the county 
Oneida and State of New York, her commission haying expired 


April 12, 1892. 

Gharles E. Rose, to be postmaster at Patchogue, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of John J. Kirk- 
patrick, whose commission expired February 2, 1895, 

John T. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Hennessey, in the county 
of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Isidore 
McShea, removed. 

Charles L. Pohe, to 5 at Catawissa, in the coun 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jonas H. 
Geary, whose commission expired April 4, 1896. 

Boyce Rankin, to be postmaster at McDonald, in the county of 
Wachiaartan and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of David L. 
Williams, whose commission expired April 4, 1896. 

James A. Crow, to be postmaster at Plano, in the county of 
Collin and State of Texas, in the place of Robert L. Livingston, 
whose commission expired March 21, 1896. 

John L. Anable, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Hyon and State of Washington, in the place of Charles 
D. Kimball, whose commission expired March 21, 1896. 

George B. McCall, to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, in the 
county of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
Albert E. Pound, whose commission expired Janu 19, 1896, the 
nomination of Arthur Gough to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, 
re sent to the Senate March 4, 1896, having been with- 

wn. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
The following Executive nomination was withdrawn April 23, 1896: 
: POSTMASTER. 


Arthur Gough, to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, county of 
Chippewa, in the State of Wisconsin. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 23, 1896. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Fitzh Lee, of Virginia, to be consul-general of the United 
States at „Cuba. 
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POSTMASTERS, 
Oliver P. Kendrick, to be postmaster at West Brookfield, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Henry A. Pope, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
George B. McCall, to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, in the 
county of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 23, 1896. 
The Homse met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Henry N. Coupkx. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
ARREST OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CUBA. 
Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to communicate to 
the House of te tatives the far rere At — 2 eog eee 


SS hhins a citioca oF ths United States & ANANIN and the euparinsenoent 

J. a su; 

a aea work in Ouba of tbe Haws MIGA Boned of the Soathern 

Tapus Convention. 

8 ti poethder trial eee — 8 
or a 

been preferred him. 


Also, such u T information as may bo in the possession of the State De- 


by directed to communicate to 
information relative to the arrest and im- 
ay gs DARE e ah States, by the Spanish author- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has not a similar resolution of inquiry been 
ae by the Senate? . 

. T. Yes, sir; a resolution of the same nature. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any necessity for both bodies taking 
this action? The information which may be sent to the Senate 
will suffice for the two Houses. 

Mr. TALBERT. I think it should be sent officially to the 
Rote: in that way it will come to us in stronger form. That is 
my idea. 

. DINGLEY. All right. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; and it was adopted. 

REPRINT OF REPORT ON BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Task unanimous consent that a reprint of 
5,000 copies of the report of the Judiciary Committee on House 
bill 8110—the bankruptcy bill—be ordered. The copies already 
printed are exhausted, and members have been pressing me for a 
reprint. This report, I will state, contains the bill and also an 
index, all being condensed in one document. 

The SPE R. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] for eek 5,000 extra 
copies of the report of the Committee on Judiciary on the 
bankruptcy bill? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

_The bill, with the amendment of the Committee on the Judi- 


, was read. 
„The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 

Mr. MCEWAN. I reserve the right to object. I want to hear 
some lone ys 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the t to object be reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The gen from New Jersey . Mo- 
Ewan] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY |] reserve 
the right to object, pending an explanation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, in February, 1874, this officer 
was sentenced by court-martial to be dismissed from the service 
of the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For what cause? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For drunkenness. The President of the 
United States commuted the punishment to six years’ suspension 
from rank, and the officer was put upon shore pay. During the 
ponei of his suspension his place in the Navy was, by an error, 

led through the commissioning of another officer; so that at the 
expiration of six years there was no place in his grade for him. 
He was, however, retained upon the Navy ister until 1882, 
receiving his pay and being i as an officer of the Navy. 
22 year 1882 the Secretary of the Navy for some cause dropped 

name, 


gress a bill similar to this was favor- 

reported in both Houses. In the Forty-eighth Congress an 
act similar to this was passed by both Houses, but got to the Presi- 
dent only a few moments before the 8 that Congress 
and did not receive his signature. In the Forty-ninth, the Fiftieth, 
and the Fifty-first Congresses this bill was favorably reported to 
both Houses. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is the gentleman quite sure that the bill for the 
relief of this officer was reported favorably in both Houses? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I aum reading from the report of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, which states that the bill was favorably reported 
to both Houses in the Forty-ssventh Congress and was passed by 
both Houses in the Forty-eighth Con ; that in the Forty-ninth, 
Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses the bill was favorably reported 
to both Houses. In the third it was favorably 
reported, unanimously reported, by the Judiciary Committee of 
this House. This is the statement of the report of the Judiciary 
Committee at this session. 

in one of the courts 


In 1885 this officer instituted a 8 
r e ere of the to secure his restoration to 
the Official Register of the Navy. is matter was heard before 
Judge Bradley, of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
who, for want of jurisdiction, refused to grant the peremptory 
mandamus applied for. Yet the judge, in rendering his decision, 


In the Forty-seventh Con 


ably 


The correction of this error— 
That is, the restoration of the officer to the Navy Register— 


The correction which 
long suffered, would be a simple act of justice. It 
only as matter of righ 8 to injured an 
us a matter of honor on pas 


an d 
ot a great and powerful Government. 
remedy. however, is not in . The petition must 


, I believe that for Congress to pass this bill 

of justice, because the failure to do so im- 
poses upon this officer additional or double punishment for an 
offense. He has suffered sufficient punishment already inflicted 
upon him by the court as modified by the action of the President 

the United States. He should have been restored to his 

twelve years ago. He is now an old man. He wentintothe Navy 
when a boy. ined until 1874; he has no other occupa- 
tion; he has no means of support; his service during the war was 
of an honorable character, and his record, with the exception of 
the one habit, was a splendid record, that any officer 
of the Navy might well be proud of. I do not believe that the 
House will be willing longer to let him rest under this great disa- 
bility, under this second punishment for one offense. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I would like to aska 
13 It appears that this officer was dismissed under rather 

agrant circumstances for drunkenness by a court-martial—per- 
manently di and the President modified the sentence to 
a suspension for six years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, the question is whether the habits of 
the officer whom it is pro; to restore and place on the retired 
list have been such within the last ten or a dozen years as to 
justify this action? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there can be no possible doubt of it. 
Here are a dozen or more letters or certificates from his intimates, 
from the pastor of the church of which he is a member, and from 
other who have intimate acquaintance with him, all of ~ 
them testifying to that fact, and that there has been no such con- 
duct on his part since the period in question as would justify the 
bay to of this sentence. 

Mr. DERSON. I would like to add, with the consent of 
my colleague, that there are a large number of the best le in 
Washington who have interceded in behalf of the passage of this 
bill. He has children of the loveliest character who are sufferin 
under this blot upon the record of their father, and all good citi- 
zens in the District who know the man seem to be united in urg- 
ing favorable action upon this measure. 

. HEPBURN. Imightsay that during two winters I boarded 
in the same house with this gentleman, and have never observed 
anything in his conduct or habits not exemplary and correct in 
every respect, and I thank my colleague for the statement he has 
make with reference to the case. 

The SPEAKE2. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

5 Mr. HEPBURN. I hope my friend will not interpose objec- 
on now. 

Mr. WILLIS. I trust the gentleman from Texas will withdraw 
gte B Ens. Mr Speaker, I am not interposing an ob 

z 8 = er, I am not in ing an objection 
here without some knowledge of the facts connected owe the 
case. This matter was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, of which committee I was then a 


Now, Mr. Speaker 
is simply to do an act 
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member, and while many of the facts have passed from my recol- 
lection, yet I remember that when this officer was dismissed from 
the Navy for the offense alleged the President transmitted to the 
Senate the name of some officer to be appointed in his stead, and 


that nomination was approved by the Senate. Afterwards, if I 
remember correctly, the change was made from a permanent dis- 
missal from the Navy to a s nsion for a term of years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will remember that there is 
abundant evidence in the case showing that this was an error; 
that it was not the p of the President so to do, but was 
simply the result of an oversight. It is clear beyond all ques- 
tion that such was the case, and thé then Secretary of the Navy 
certifies to that fact; and I hope, therefore, my friend from Texas 
will not object. 

5 RS. Ido not believe the bill ought to pass—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is a good and righteous bill. a 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will permit 
me, the then President of the United States, General Grant, and 
his Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Robeson, both certify in the case 
that the nomination to the Senate and its confirmation was an 
erxor. 

Mr. SAYERS. At the solicitation of gentlemen around me I 
withdraw the objection. [Applause.] . 

But I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in reference to this bill, that I 
do not believe it ought to be passed until all of the facts connected 
with the his of this officer, which can be obtained in a few 
days from the Navy Department, are laid before the House. 

r. HEPBURN. They are all embodied in the report—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot think that the House should pass upon 
the bill without all the facts before it. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Iowa to take a unanimous con- 
e and let this lie over until Saturday morning, retaining 
its place. 

. HEPBURN. I would be perfectly willing to consent to 
that, 5 I shall not be here on Saturday morning. 

The SP . The question first is, Is there objection to the 


present consideration of the bill? š 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. S. er, I ask that the consideration of the 
bill go over until Sa morning. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to make it Friday, if it will suit 
the gentleman from Texas, as I can not be here on Saturday. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then say Monday. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let us make it Tuesday next; that will make 
it more convenient for me. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair understands that the gentleman 
asks consent that the consideration of this bill be set for Tuesday? 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, EVANS CITY, PA. 


Mr.PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 7216) donating one con- 
emned cannon and cannon balls to Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 578, of Evans City, Pa. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Secre! the Navy be, and he by, 
3 oa atna to deliver ng rag 573 of the Grand 83 
Republic, of Evans City, Pa., one condemned cannon and five cannon balls for 
the of decorating the soldiers’ monument in said place: Provided, 
That the same can be spared without detriment to the service, and that no 
expense is hereby incurred by the ‘ernment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. f 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PHILLIPS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


N. T. APPLEGATE. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R.7334) to increase the pension of 
N. T. Applegate, who served in Company B, Twenty-eighth Ken- 
tucky, in the late civil war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of N. T. Applegate, who served in Com- 

pany B, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Regiment, in the late civil war, be, and the 

is hereby, increased to 310 per month, the said soldier being entirely 
pless. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the 
following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place upon the pension roll the name of William T. Applegate, late 
private and second lieutenant in Company B. Twenty-eighth Kentucky Vol- 
6 and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension 

w recei š 

Amend the title bo as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 

William T. Applegate.” 


bane Ee aes Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the A 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has this bill been considered in Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. COX. No, Mr. Speaker, the bill has not been considered in 
Committee of the Whole, but I desire to make a short statement 
in regard to it. 

This bill is to increase the pension of this man from 812 to $30 
amonth. That is done by the committee amendment. I know 
this man well. He livesin my district. Heis utterly helpless. I 
prosecuted his claim as earnestly as I could, to try to get the pen- 
sion increased at the Bureau. He can not establish to the satis- 
faction of the Bureau that his disabilities were caused by his 
service in the Army. He is a man of upright character, of as 
good morals as anybody. He is utterly helpless. Ihave seen him 
time and time again. He has to be nursed by his wife as though 
he werea child. The committee recommend an increase to $30 a 
month. I hope there will be no objection to helping this old man 
to that little sum of money. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman if 
there is any evidence that would tend to show that this man’s 
present disability is the result of his service? 

Mr. COX. I will tell you what the evidence does show, which 
strongly recommends the case to me, This man enlisted in the 
Army. He was a second lieutenant. In the service he had his 
leg broken. He is now absolutely helpless. But the trouble is, 
he is paralyzed, and it is hard to trace that, as they tell me, to the 
results of exposure in the service. Now, if my friend could see 
this man for one moment he would not stop at $30 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, permit me to say, Mr. Speaker, that I do 
not believe Congress has mei ae to be charitable in matters of 
this character. There are, assume to say, 100,000 old vet- 
erans in this country who are totally disabled, and many of them 
feel that it is the result of their service; but if it does not appear 
clearly that it is the result of service, I hold that this son ee 
has no right and no power to pick out a special individual and 

nsion him above the rate allowed by law simply because he is 

isabled at the present time and is poor and in want. 

Mr, COX, the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for 
one moment, I will say that part of this disability and trouble 
pows outof having his leg broken in the service; but every other 

imb is nearly helpless. could not make pròof which was suffi- 
cient to satisfy the tment, because he could not find his old 
comrades; he could not find his physician. The evidence before 
the committee is full. Every mark and every point in regard to 
it has been taken with care, and if there ever was a case where 
an old soldier, under any state of facts, should have enough so 
that he can be fed, wh is that case. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman now, on his 
honor as a member of Congress, if he believes that this man’s dis- 
ability is the result of his service? 

Mr. COX. I will tell you what I honestly believe. 
was in part, and I have known him for years. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, I your don 

Mr. COX. Well, I think that I would not be disabled that way 
for any consideration on earth, 

Mr. LOUD. You would hardly assume that the breaking of a 
leg resulted in paralysis thirty or thirty-five years after the war, 
or that the paralysis was the result of the service, would you? 

Mr. COX. Well, I would hardly presume that, if you state it 
in that way; but he has been stricken with alysis for quite a 
number of years. Let me appeal to my friend. Iknow what Iam 
talking about. This man had his leg broken. His health is ut- 
terly broken down, and he has no sort of assistance in the world 
except that of his good wife. I do think that if there ever was a 
case which appealed to the conscience of my very warm personal 
friend, this is such a case. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I will ask the gentleman why he does not, 
with all his vigor, advocate the granting of a pension of thirty, 
or forty, or fifty, or seventy dollars a month to every man who 
served in the late war and who is at present disabled? Why not 
do justice to all of them? , 

. COX. Iwill answer my friend by saying that I have never 
objected to wa pent cnm of an old soldier that I saw was thor- 
oughly disabled and could not help himself. I left it to the com- 
mittee tosay what they would do, knowing that they would be fair 
in regard to the matter. I did not press the matter with the com- 
mittee as to the amount to be allowed. Now, you know as well 
as I know that I am as cautious about these appropriations as the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand. Every gentleman is prejudiced in 
favor of his own claim. If this House should do this in one case 
why should it not do it in a great many others? I shall make no 
objection to the consideration of this bill. If it is on the Calen- 
dar it would be if it carried a thousand dollars. [Laugh- 
ter.] Isimply desire to call the attention of the House to whatis 


I believe it 
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done in these individual cases. If it were shown that the 

ben 's present condition was the result of service I should 
raise no objection, but this House has passed bills granting pen- 
sions where in the reports they have stated the present disability 
was not the result of service. : 

Mr. COX. There is no such statement as that in this report. 

Mr. LOUD. Is not the inference about the same? 

Mr. COX. The inference is the other way, in a unanimous re- 
port of the committee. : : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. h 

The amendment to the title recommended by the committee 
was agreed to. i 
On motion of Mr. COX, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


` JOHN J. SHIPMAN. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up and the bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman 
against the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit etc., That the Secre of the be, and he is hereby, 
e ges directed to pay to Jh x 8 any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $17,811.95, the same being 
the amount found by the Court of Claims to be dne to the said John J. Ship- 
man from the United States for stone furnished and delivered by the said 
Shipman to the United States and used by it in the construction of a lock on 

y River near Louisa, Ky., the said findings of the Court of Claims 
ving been made ina 8 and trial in said court authorized by reso- 
lution of the Senate of the i6th day of January, A. D. 1889, transmitting said 
claim to the Court of under the provisions of an act approved the 3d 
day of March, A. D. 1883 (22 U. S. Stats., 485), and an act approved the 3d 
day of March, A. D. 1887 (24 Stats., page , to be institu said court 
against the United States. 


The . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until we can hear 
a statement. I do not see why this has not presented to the 
proper accounting officers for payment. : 

. MEREDITH. Mr. S er, if my friend will permit me, 
the report is very short; I will state the substance of the report. 
There was a contract entered into with the United States Govern- 
ment to build a lock in the Big Sandy River, in the State of Ken- 
tucky. The contract was entered into 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to have the report read, as we can 
not hear. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California demands that 
the House shall be in order. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will 
take their seats and cease conversation, and gentlemen desiring to 
converse will retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will state that this bill passed the Senate 
and has been favorably reported to the House. The reporton the 
House bill will give all the information that my friend may desire. 

The rt (by Mr. Mon of Wisconsin) on House bill 1030 was 
read, as follows: 


[House Report No. 1695, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7076) enti- 
tled “A bill to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of 
the claim of John J. Shipman,” ly submit the following report: 

A contract was entered into by t. James C. P for the Government 
of the United States, with David B. ipley for the delivery of stone for the 
construction of a lock in the Big Sandy River. By an agreement between 
said Shipley and said John J. oo the latter furnished the stone required 
by the contract. This agreement was known by the Government officers, and 

the 8 of the latter were with Mr. Shipman. The 5 stone 
required by the contract was delivered, but orders were given to . Ship- 
man under which he delivered stone and made in cuttings ired 


excess above alluded to, and, as Mr. Shipman was in no De year to enforce 
claim av! 


to Con for 
to gress 
filed court, and th 
hoant ing resulting in a finding that there is due to Mr. Shipman the sum of 
Your committee have examined the record and find that the matters in- 
volved were carefully and exhaustively considered. Much testimony was 
taken, and the case was carefully prepared and tried on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, with the result above named. There seems to be no reason to ques- 
tion the accuracy of the findings of the court. 
The Government has received and is now enjoying the benefit of the mate- 
rial and labor, and Mr. Shipman should be paid therefor without delay. 


Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do 
Court of Claims are heretoappendel. 


[Senate Miscellaneous Document No.103, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 
COURT OF CLAIMS, CLERK'S OFFICE, 


Washington, February 28, 189l. 

Pursuant to the order of the court, I transmit herewith a certified 
copy of the finding filed by the court in the aforesaid cause, which case was 
refe: the resolution of the Senate of the United States 
* the acts of 8 and of 5 1887. 

am, very y, yours, ete., 

` JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Hon. ApLAI E. STEVENSON, 

President United States Senate. 


the Court of Claims. Congressi No. 6653. John J. Shipman, claiman’ 
Us vs. The United States f 9 * 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 


This claim in the above-entitled case was transmitted to the court on the 
16th day of January, 1889, by the following resolution of the Senate: 

“ Resolved, That the bill (S. 2081) entitled A bill for the relief of John J. 
Shipman,’ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in 7 
suance of the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitled 
An act to provide for the bringing of suits nst the Government of the 
United States,’ approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the Senate 
the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, including the loyalty of 
the claimant and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said act.” 

Messrs, Shellabarger, Wilson, and Hoehling appeared for the claimant, and 
the Attorney-General, by Felix , esq., his assistant, and under his 
pera Dek pele for the defense and protection of the interests of the 

The cana was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 28th day of Febru- 

e court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and argu- 
ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following - 
FINDINGS OF FACT. 
I. 


On the 23d day of July, 1883, David B. Shipley entered into a contract with 
Capt. James C. Post, United States Army, of the Corpsof Engineers, on behalf 
of the United States, for the delivery of stone for the construction of a lock 
on the Big Sandy River, near Ky., and which said contract was duly 
1 the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on the 10th day of 

;, 1883. On the Ist day of September, 1834, a supplemental ment 
was ehtered into, which was duly approved by the Secretary of War on the 
17th day of September, 1884. 1 


On the 23d day of August, 1883, the claimant entered into a contract with 
the said David B. Shipley, whereby the said Shipman agreed to deliver stone 
contemplated 5 Epic first contract named in the finding, in accordance with 
the requirements contained therein and at the prices fixed by the contract. 
The second contract was subsequently entered into by Shipley with the assent 
of the claimant. m. 


After the making of this contract between said 3 and Shipman, Shi, 
mested that the name o 

accom- 
n of 


with full notice of said arrangement with Shipman, recognized him 
throughout the entire execution of said contracts as the party who, in fact, 


execu the same, and who delivered all the stone in the execution thereof. 
IV. 


After the foregoing arran ent was reached the claimant proceeded, with 
full knowledge and approval of the defendant's officers having charge of the 
work, and, under their orders and directions, fully performed all the uire- 
ments and conditions of Shipley’s contract, to the satisfaction of the officers 
in charge work. v. 


From time to time during the of the work payments were made 
by drafts or 1 38 to the order of Shi eh and which were in- 
dorsed by Shipley. and by him delivered to the said Shipman, who received 
the proceeds thereof, amounting in the aggregate to $06,385.22. 

VL 


The contractor, David B. Shipley, has disayowed and disclaimed all right 
and interest in the compensation, both that paid and that unpaid, and has in 
this case 5 declared and testifled that he is not interested in the claim 
here sued for, and that he had no connection with the execution of the con- 
tracts, and that he did not furnish any money for the e 
same; and he has filed in this case his written disclaimer of all interest in 
the compensation due under the contract, and has ordered and requested 
that any such compensation remaining due, if any, may be paid to the claim- 
ant, Shipman. VIL. 


The contracts between Captain Post and Shipley, before referred to, con- 
tained, among others, the following provision: 
Ga poaa ion of the engineer officer in charge as to quality and quantity 

The assistant engineer in of the work was satisfied with and 
approved the aaae of work performed by claimant, but a dispute arose 
as to the Pipe posed of stone furnished, and the mode and manner of measure- 
ment, and of ascertaining the quantity where it could not be ascertained by 
direct measurement. The decision of the assistant engineer was that the 
claimant had furnished the following quantities: 


Out stone: dressed DAON- oscinina (TT—T—T... an 1, 552.46 
Cut stone, quarry face. - 803.42 
Squared stone -- 2, 002. 66 
Backing stone. 6, 042. 58 
LD v . a ES Lae 785. 40 


The whole of which aggregated, at contract rates, the sum of $66,285.22. 
VIII. 


The contract also contained. among others, the ö 
“If at any time during the prosecution of the work it found advanta- 


geous or necessary to any change or modification in the project, 
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this change or modification should involve such change in the specification 
as to character and quantity, whether of labor or as would either 
increase or diminish the cost of the work, then such change or modification 
must be agreed upon in 3 by the contracting ties, the ment 
setting forth fully the reasons for such Soy and giving panes quan- 
tities and prices of both material and labor thus substituted for those named 
in the contract, and before taking effect must be a 
Secretary of War: Provided, That no payments shall be 
supplemental or modified agreement was signed and approved before the 
0 ion ari trom such modification was incurred. 

“ No claim whatever shall at an 

the party ol meee) of the secon 
material performed or furnished or alleged to have been performed or fur- 


— 5 heres Prog ps first agreed upon 
the contracting Loe bows and approv e Engineers.” 

ut 8e claimant not * tha 

tracts that is to say, he did not procure an 
to the extra stone furnish: 

of the quantities 


the contracts, 
IX. 
The quantities of stone required by the contracts were stated as follows: 


The court find from the evidence in the irrespective of the f. 
i antities of — TOFAIAN 


restrictions of the contracts, that the quan 
and delivered by the claimant for the use ts were, at contract 


rates, as follows: 


—— —ͤ—————:˖.— 


17, 811. 86 


Filed November 6, 1893. 
A true copy. 
SEAL.] PrE F JOHN RANDOLPH, 
b Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Mr. DINGLEY. From the reading of the report it seems that 
the War De ent made a contract with a certain gentleman 
to furnish the material for a river improvement in Kentucky? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this was stone furnished outside of the 
contract, or rather an additional quantity? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It became necessary, in order to complete 
the work, to have this stone. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, my inquiry is this: According to the 

rt the De ent accepted this stone and used it? 
3 MEREDITH. It was used by the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, my inquiry is, Why, under the circum- 
stances, the War Department did not audit the account and pay 
it in the usual manner? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It seems to me that that ought to have been 
done, but they failed or refused to do that on account of the fact 
that the contract was made with Shipley by the Government and 
not with the man who furnished the stone. The gentleman who 
has this claim has been waiting for twelve years furnishing 
this stone, at the instance and request of the Government officers. 
It was i by them, and say it was necessary for the 
completion of the work; but Sey say they were unable to pay 
him, because it was not em in the contract. The Govern- 
ment officers say that this work was done. A court that has been 
established ct this Government has found that every dollar he 
claims is justly due to this petitioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why did not he bring a suit in the Court of 
Claims, instead of bringing the matter before Congress? 

Mr. MEREDITH. He did not have the contract himself 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the point. 

Mr. MEREDITH. And therefore his case was sent to the Court 
of Claims, and we have its findings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you know whether the Law Department 
presented any facts in defense? 

Mr. ITH. There was noobjectiontoitanywhere. The 
War Aree would be glad for it to be paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask this becausethe claim seems to be an 
entirely just one on its face, and because I do not see why the 
War artment did not audit the accounts and pay them. 

Mr. OR of Wisconsin. I made the report in that case. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I yield to the gentleman who made the re- 


port. 


Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman from 
Maine that Shipman was substituted in the place of Shipley, who 
originally had the contract; but it was not done in writing, and 
Major Post, in charge of the work, said he had no authority to 
pay the money to Shi 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the Government could have corrected 
that at the War rer redeem 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. That is just the way it occurred. 
They failed to do it. The Government used this material in 
this work, and it has met the entire satisfaction of the engineer 


in le 
Mr. G ROUT. Is there anything from the War Department 
F 2 
33 on of Wisconsin. I have found nothing from the War 
ent. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The Department ought to have been called 
2 for ap explanation of what appears to be a dereliction of 
uty on their 5 
oie MINOR of Wisconsin. They appeared in the Court of 
aims. 


Mr. MEREDITH. They defended the claim in the Court of 

Claims; but the testimony shows that this work was done and was 

approva: by the Government officers in charge and accepted by 
em. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course gentlemen understand that when a 
bill is sent to the Court of Claims fora finding of fact, that is done 
only for the assistance of Congress. The finding of the court is 
ae 8 ee Now, I wona 5 to kow what 

e War Department have to say in explanation of what appears 
to have been a dereliction of duty. = 

Mr. MEREDITH. Well, I can say with confidence, though not 
officially, that the Department would have been glad to pay this 
claim if they thought they could do it legally; but, for the reasons 
stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin, they did not feel that 
they could do so. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. This claim is a just one. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

The Dil was cotveod vo u third reading; and ding 

e was o to a thi ing; andit was according! 
read the third time, and y 

On motion of Mr. EDITH, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS, ALABAMA. 


Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2461) to grant 
lands to the State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial School 
for Girls of Alabama and of the Tuskegee Normal and Industrial 
Institute. 

The bill was read. 

xh 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? A 

Mr. PICKLER. I must call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota calls for 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the pension bill. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordi gly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. PAYNE in chair. 


PENSIONS, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8271) relating to 


pensions. 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, the Republican has so 
often made the claim that it has been in the past, and is to-day, the 
only party that is friendly to the old soldier that gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, who on nearly every other subject are in- 
clined to be comparatively fair, have, from constant reiteration of 
this claim, almost persuaded themselves that it is true. They have 
constituted themselves a sort of * Old Soldiers’ Friendshi *. 
to the exclusion of all the rest of the world. During the short ses- 
sions of Co this Old Soldiers’ Friendship Trust ” is very sel- 
dom heard from, but toward the close of the long sessions, before 
the commencement of 5 and more especially of Presi- 
dential, campaigns, this Old Soldiers’ Friendship Trust” springs 
again into life and great activity. 

It is an open secret that the bosses of the 5 party have 
decreed that no bill carrying on its face any large appropriation 
shall be allowed to pass during the present session. They have at 
the same time recognized the necessity of 3 the country 
some guaranty of good faith that the Old Soldiers’ Friendship 
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Trust” is not dead, but has been only sleeping. Hence this Pick- 
ler bill, warranted by its authors to confer a maximum of benefit 
upon the old soldier at a minimum of cost. 

At the commencement of the present session a majority of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, with most commendable indus- 
try, began to draft a general l ponsin bill, On the 11th of Feb- 
ruary it was reported to the House and placed upon the Calendar. 
It was proudly referred to by the majority members of the com- 
mittee as ‘‘our general pension bill.“ It was guaranteed by them 
to cure all the ills and to right all the wrongs of the old soldiers. 
It was the little ewe lamb of my friend the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PickLER}, who from that time until quite recently 
never ceased to clamor for the blue ribbon of recognition from 
the Chair wherewith to decorate his little pet. [Laughter.] Un- 
fortunately for the gentleman from South Dakota, the bill was 
critically examined by the bosses who preside over our destinies. 
It was too bad foreven them. It was returned to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and, under the lash of party discipline, recast 
and reintroduced on Friday last. The little ewe lamb of the gen- 
tleman from Sonth Dakota has been shorn of some of its 
features, but many of its worst remain. 

It is proposed in this bill to pension certain classes of undeserv- 
ing survivors of the late war, to the prejudice of the deserving 
Union veterans. It is not the economical bill it was su to 
be by the bosses on the otherside. It calls foran annual expendi- 
ture of, at the very least, $5,000,000. Moreover, it seeks to criti- 
cise and to reflect upon the present excellent and just administra- 
tion of the Interior Department in its adjudication of pension 


THE PRESENT ADMINISTRATION THE FRIEND OF THE OLD SOLDIER. 


During the time that I shall occupy I propose, first, to show 
wherein the indirect charge contained in this bill that the present 
administration of the Interior Department has been unfair to the 
old soldier is false; and that, on the contrary, it has been one of 
the fairest, justest, and most friendly to the honest old soldier 
that we have ever had; and, secondly, to show wherein some of 
the provisions of this bill, enacting present rulings of the Depart- 
ment and reenacting existing law. are unnecessary, and wherein 
other of its provisions are scandalous. 

When the present administration of the Interior Department 
began, on March 4, 1893, it was confronted by a of rulings 
and decisions which represented the practice of the 3 
in the enforcement and execution of the pension laws during the 

ing administration. Some of those decisions were so unjust 
the old soldier, were so unfair, were so extraordinary and so 
much in violation not only of the spirit but of the letter of the 
law, that it became necessary, without delay, to virtually reor- 
gre the practice of the Department in so far as the Pension 
ureau was concerned. The Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
is the court of last resortin pension appeals. His decisions, there- 
3 the practice of the Department in reference to the 
pension code. 

For Torpa of convenience, the decisions of Assistant Secretary 
Reynolds which change, modify, or overrule former decisions may 
be divided into two Spee or i 
previous departmental decisions and rulings have been rendered 
more liberal to the old soldier; and second, decisions whereby im- 
pope and illegal practices in the adjudication of pension claims 

the Pension Bureau have been corrected and decisions by which 
former illegal, erroneous, and absurd departmental rulings have 
been set aside and overruled. 


1. LIBERALIZING DECISIONS.—_HONORABLE DISCHARGE.—DEATH IN SERVICE. 


It had been held by the previous administration of the Interior 
Department that where a soldier served one enlistment, from 
which he obtained an honorable discharge, and then reenlisted and 
died in the service, that for pensionable pornoso his widow did 
not come under the operation of the act of June 27, 1890, because 

death was not considered an honorable discharge. Secretary 
Reynolds overruled this narrow and unjustifiable decision, and 
held that in such cases death in the service of the United States 
shall constitute an honorable discharge. The proviso of section 
13 of this bill in effect pays a well-deserved compliment to the 
N and fairness of Secretary Reynolds by 1 into law 

is decision rendered March 1, 1894, in the case of Mary E. Walker. 
(7 P. D., 197.) 

AMPUTATIONS AT THE KNEE AND ELBOW. 

The act of August 4, 1886, providing a $36 rate of pension for 
amputations at the knee and the elbow was so liberally construed 
by Secretary Reynolds in an opinion rendered April 6, 1894, that 
more than 300 maimed veterans have in 805 ence had their pen- 
sions raised from $30 or under to $36 a month. By means of this 
decision a fixed rule, entirely defensible in surgery, was for the 
ae. . 3 a Ae terms, ae th just and 

iberal in defining the intention o wi t to — 
sions to be allowed in this class of cabak e 


: First, decisions wherein 


ARMY NURSES. 

On March 1, 1893, there were 53 army nurses on the pension 
rolls under authority of the act of Angust 5, 1892. 

On the 27th day of June, 1893, in response to a request from the 
acting Commissioner, instructions were given to the Bureau of 
Pensions (7 P. D., 8) to govern the adjudication of claims arising 
under this act. As the effect of these instructions,on March 1, 
1896, the number of army nurses on the roll had increased to 520, 

The following letter is self-explanatory: 

NATIONAL WomMAN’s RELIEF Conrs Home, MADISON, OHIO, 
Office of the Chairman, Sanatoga, Pa., October 10, 1893. 


the arm 
and was unanimously chosen by 
making out their claims. You have 
sien. e and generous rendering of the law greatly helped me in my 
AETA REINS eee 
Hon. JOHN M. REYNOLDS, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
A MILLION DOLLARS TO PENSIONERS. 

Perhaps the most important liberalizing decision that has ever 
been rendered by an Assistant Secretary of the Interior in refer- 
ence to pension claims was that in the case of Adolph Bernstein 
(7 P. D., 229) decided on May 19,1894. The previous Adminis- 
tration had held that the act of June 27, 1890, was legislation of 
an independent and special character, not to be construed with 
the rest of the pension code. As the result of this holding, section 
4718 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for the payment of 
accrued pensions to the widows or minor children of joners 
under the general law, was not held to be applicable to the act of 
June 27, 1890. Secretary Reynolds held that the act of 1890 was 
merely a of the pension code and should be construed when- 
ever possible in pari materia. 

This ruling authorized the widow of a deceased soldier who had 
died while his application for pension, under the act of June 27, 
1890, was pending, and who had served his country loyally and 
faithfully through his entire term of enlistment, to prosecute his 
pendi ig olata to 9 and to receive the accrued pension 
to the date of the death of such soldier. 

It has not been practicable to ascertain the whole number of cases 
founded upon the act of June 27, 1890, which have received the 
benefit of the ruling in the Bernstein decision; but between Octo- 
ber 1, 1894, and February 29, 1896, inclusive, accrued pension was 
siewen in claims under the act of June 27, 1890, to the number 
of 6,243. 

Assuming that these claims would carry an average rating of 
$12 per month each, and that but one Guarterty qoran was 
due in each case, as intervening last payment and death, and we 
reach an expenditure, in favor of claimants under the June 27, 
1860, act, by reason of the decision in the Bernstein case, to the 
amount of $224,748, or nearly a quarter of a million of dollars dis- 
bursed among pension claimants which had been denied them 
previous to the decision in the Bernstein case. 

As a matter of fact, since section 4718, Revised Statutes, applies 
its benefits to pending claims as well as adjudicated claims, and 
the Bernstein decision applies section, 4718 Revised Statutes to 
claims under act of June 27, 1890, pending claims under the latter 
act would carry arrears from the date of filing the declaration 

erefor. : 

As the Bernstein case was not decided until May 19, 1894, there 
was likely to be due on each pending claim, under the June, 1890, 
act, from one to three years’ pension, at rates varying between 
$6 and $12 per month, running through t years. 

Assuming that 1,561 claims, or one-fourth of the accrued pen- 
sions allowed between October 1, 1894, and February 29, 1896, 
carried arrears from date of filing (and that would not be an ex- 
travagant estimate), and that the rate would be $6 per month, or 
$72 per year, for, say, three years, making $216 per claim, we would 
thus reach the amount of $337,176 paid out on 1,561 claims by vir- 
tue of the Bernstein decision, and one quarterly payment each in 
the remaining 4,682 claims at $12 per month, as accrued between 
last payment and death, would make an additional payment of 
$168,552, or in all the sum of $505,728. Should the accrued pen- 
sion on the 1,561 claims referred to carry arrears for three years 
at the rate of $12 it would increase the amount so of pe by $337,176, 
making a total of $842,904, almost a million of d. id out in 
behalf of June, 1890, claimants by reason of Secre eynolds’s 
nasio in the Bernstein case, which had previously been denied 

em. 4 

If the figures were accessible to show how many accrued pen- 
sions under the June, 1890, act were allowed by virtue of the 
Bernstein decision between May 19, 1894, the date when it was 
rendered, and October 1, 1894, when the statistics of the Pension 
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Bureau take hold of the subject, it would beseen that the amount 
expended would be, covering about four and one-half months, 
at least one-third greater than is herein enumerated. 
REIMBURSEMENT. 
Under the decision in the Bernstein case the right to reimburse- 
ment in June, 1890, claims, which had before been denied, was 
likewise conceded in invalid claims. It appears from the records 


of the Treasury Department that 1,151 reimbursement claims 
were allowed between May 19, 1894 (the date of the Bernstein 
decision), and March 2, 1895. 

As the registry of reimbursement settlements in that Depart- 
ment does not disclose the classes“ and laws under which such 
settlements were made, it is of course impracticable to present 
the number of reimbursement claims under the act of June 27, 
1890, allowed and paid by virtue of the decision in the Bernstein 
case; but it would be conservative to put the number at one-third 
of all claims allowed, or in the vicinity of 400 claims in which re- 
imbursement was paid out as a direct result of the decision in the 
Bernstein case. 

The act of March 2, 1895, providing for reimbursements of de- 
pendent claims, was dr: by a Democratic Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, John M. Reynolds, passed by a Democratic Con- 

, and signed by a Democratic ident. As the result of 
fiat act up to March 23, 1896, 5,562 claims have been allowed. 
THE FRIEND OF HELPLESS CHILDREN, 

Secretary Reynolds held, in the case of the minor of Jacob Loeb 
(7 P. D., 163), March 24, 1894, that the act of 1890 was retro- 
active in effect; and as a result of this decision, while before only 
80 minors had been placed on the rolls, we find that on March 1, 
1896, there were 248 pensioned in their own right. 

It has also been held, in the case of Thomas H. Strange, decided 
December 21, 1893 (7 P. D., 36), that the adverse presumption 
arising from long de yain alleging new disability as the basis for 
Tantoa is rebuttable by the testimony of officers, comrades, and 


bors. 
nite act of March 14, 1890, and the act of July 14, 1892, provid- 
ing for periodical and regular aid and attendance, have been 
more liberally and generously construed. 

It was held by the last Administration that if the minor children 
of a deceased soldier can have no valid right to pension during the 
life of the soldier’s widow, and at the date of her death had 
attained the age of 16 years, no title can vest in them to receive 
the additional ion not paid to her, because theirs was only a 
contingent right which could not mature during her life, and the 
accrued pension can not vest in them after they have passed the 
age of 16 years; in other words, that the conditions on which 
the child or children of a deceased soldier who leaves a widow 
may be D must arise during the 5 minority of 
the child or children. (Fitzpatrick, 5 P. D., 248.) 

On April 17, 1895, it was held by the present Administration, 
in the case of the minors of Thomas W. Baugher (7 P. D., 433), 
that the— 

Exception contained in the to the second section of the act of 
March 3, 1879, which declares that ie limitation therein contained “shall 


not a to claims by or in * children under 16 years of 
age,” be dert 


tive of a class of claims wherein title has accrued by reason of 


mney at the date of the father's death, and does not limit the pensionable 
period during which said minors must appl . Such claimsare excepted from 
all limitation, and are not forfeited by to apply during the period of 
pensionable minority. 


While the exact number of minors’ claims that received benefit 
under this construction of the law has not been definitely ascer- 
tained, it is reasonable to believe, from data at hand, that not less 
than 1,000 of such claims received that benefit. 

On March 30, 1896, the artment ruled and held, in the case 
of the minor children of Eli Phipps, that there is nothing in the 
statute that can be construed to indicate that the contingent right 
of the minors to the same pension which the father would have 
been entitled to receive, had he been totally disabled, must be 
asserted during the poson period of the minor; and, if this 
be so, the right to file an application after that period may be 
recognized by the artment, as has generally been done, and as 
stated in the case of the minors of Thomas W. Baugher. 

It is not detinitely known how many claims have received the 
immediate benefit of the last-named decision, but it is known that 
not less than 50 and perhaps very many more, involving the same 

int, have received the immediate benefit of the doctrine of stare 

ecisis growing out of these decisions. 


CARE FOR THE DEPENDENT AND HELPLESS. 


All of these holdings serve to show the consideration which has 
been bestowed by the present Administration of the Interior De- 
partment upon the weak and helpless, upon the widows, the 
minors, and helpless children. Nor has this generous care been 
confined alone to such cases as I have mentioned. 

An i dag e was found for liberalizing the rules gov- 
erning the filing of declarations. It was held by this Adminis- 
tration that minors may file declarations and prosecute claims in 


person, by ee or next friend, thereby saving arrears and 
setting aside the previous technical practice to the con and 
that claims for insane persons may be filed and prosecuted by an 
competent , as of next friend, guardians being appoin 

to receive the amount due upon certificate. 

Where a widow has forfeited her title to pension by adulterous 
cohabitation it has also been held that the minor children of sol- 
dier take title as if the widow’s right had terminated by death or 
remarri Where the minor is insane or helpless, the two-dollar 
increase is continued during the insanity or helplessness of the 
child; the entire pension is continued to the insane or helpless 
minor so long as such disability exists. The two-dollar increase 
provided by law will be paid to the widow under the present 
rulings, where the stepchildren are being maintained, in whole or 
in part, by any educational institution or any institution organ- 
ized for the care of soldiers’ orphans, and all former decisions to 
the contrary have been overruled. 

Where there is nothing to indicate that the disability was caused 
by vicious habits, claimant’s affidavit, setting forth the circum- 
stances, together with the testimony of witnesses, will be accepted. 
If these show that claimant, prior to and after the incurrence of 
disability, was a man of good habits, vicious habits, in application 
under the act of June 27, 1890, will not be presumed. (See case 
of John Martin, 7 P. D., 578.) 

Dependence upon the soldier at date of his death has been held 
to relate to the needs, wants, and necessities of the father, mother. 
or minor brother or sister of the soldier, and not to the ability of 
the soldier to furnish support; and prior holdings to the contrary 
have been overruled. 

Where a soldier at the date of his death leaves a divorced wife or 
children over 16 years of age it has been held that his mother has 
a pensionable status, other statutory requirements being shown. 

THE MAIMED SOLDIERS’ LEAGUE. 

The statements of a soldier, made immediately after an accident 
which caused death, have been held to be a part of the res geste 
and therefore admissible in his widow's claim. 

This last-named ruling met with prompt 
bation on the of those most interested, and especially on the 

of the United States Maimed Soldiers’ e, which, through 
its board of officers, in expressing its appreciation of the action 
taken, took occasion to say that— 

The board of officers of this association have read with pleasure your deci- 
sion [Secretary Reynolds's] in the Rebecca Maness case. No former Secre- 
tary would so rule. It is correct, equitable way to look at such cases, 
Your various decisions on — cases have done justice to the sol- 
dier and his widow and orp! 

In a very recent case, that of Clement B. Guchess, it has been 
held by this Administration that the act of June 27, 1890, was 
intended to confer a benefit, and for that reason where one is 
receiving a general-law pension at a given rate and is entitled to 
a higher rate by virtue of an application under the act of June 
27, 1890, he may receive the allowance due upon the general-law 
certificate up to the date when the June 27, 1890, appicamon was 
filed, after which, in order that he may receive the benefit of the 
June, 1890, act, a new certificate shall issue to him thereunder, at 
any rate an excess of that allowed by the general law; and that 
when the rating under the act of June 27, 1890, shall reach $12, 
the benefit under that law being thereby exhausted, the pensioner 
noz if he so desire, apply for and obtain pension under the gen- 
eral law at a higher rate, if he be entitled thereto, than $12. In 
other words, the legal consequences of the doctrine of election are 
held not to apply in such a case. 

It will be seen that the policy of this Administration, from be- 
ginning to end, has been one of watchful care and anxious con- 
cern to administer the pension laws in the liberal spirit that 
ought to characterize a nation’s dealings with its preservers and 
their survivors. 

If any further evidence were necessary it would be sufficient to 
add that, out of 5,611 original appeals disposed of by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior during the year ending June 30, 1895, 1,208 
were reversals of the action of the 8 thus extend- 
ing benefit in many cases often upon the principles announced 
that overruled former decisions, and these were cases not simply 
covering the practice during the past three years, but extending 
backward through many years. 

2. DECISIONS OVERRULING FORMER ILLEGAL RULINGS. 

I shall be ps oe in considering the bill under discussion to 
mention at length several of Secretary Reynolds’s rulings under 
this head. I shall, therefore, now only consider the decisions not 
affected by the Pickler bill. 8 

LINE OF DUTY. 

Very many indefensible rulings and decisions were made during 
the last Administration on the subject of line of duty. 

It may be instructive to note some of them. The decision in the 
case of Zenas Hamilton (3 P. D., 3), April 11, 1889, overruled one 
in the same case tember 15, 1888 (2 P. D., 217), and holds that 
aman hurt by a of seats in a circus which he was attending 


tion and appro- 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4325 


= a 8 was injured in line of duty and was pensionable 
erefor. 

In the case of the widow of Alex. McNeil (3 P. D., 26) it was 
held that a soldier injured in a wrestling match with a comrade 


was in line of aniy, 
In the case of A. Helmer (3 P. D., 111) it was held, over- 
ruling a decision of h 1, 1889, in the same case (2 P. D., 385), 


that injuries received by being thrown from his captain’s horse, 
which the soldier was riding solely for his own pleasure, and 

t the warning and direction of his captain, were incurred in 
line of duty and were pensionable, 

In the case of Lewis Summers (3 P. D., 372) it was held that 
injuries received by accidental shot from a pistol (which was no 
part of his military accouterments, but his own property and car- 
ried at his own risk) while out foraging, and o attempt to 
shoot a hog belonging to a citizen, were within the line of duty 
and pensionable. 

In the case of James A. Pearl (3 P. D., 375) it was shown that 
instead of returning directly to his command, as directed by his 
superior officer, the soldier stopped on the way at a hotel to get a 
private supper and drinks, and on coming out fell down a cellar 
and was injured; notwithstanding which it was held that his in- 
juries were incurred in the line of duty and were pensionable, 

In the case of Alfred C. Taft (5 P. D., 110) it was held that disa- 
bilities incurred while soldier was absent from his command in 
desertion were incurred in line of duty and were pensionable. 

In the case of William F. Wescott (6 P. D., 226) the soldier, who 
was an infantryman, was wounded by a pistol (his private prop- 
erty and not a part of his propa arms and accouterments) while 
engaged in shooting at a mark for sport, was held to be in line of 
duty and pensionable, if by the authority of his commanding 


officer, 

The untenability of such holdings is so apparent as to require 
no elaboration. The lain duty devolved on this Administration 
to check and correct the abuses necessarily incident to such a per- 
verted view of the conditions on which a claim for disability in- 
curred in the service line of duty must rest. 

On October 31, 1894 (7 P. D., 376) the De ent overruled the 
previous decisions in the Helmar case, before mentioned, holding 
that as the soldier was, when injured, en in a private matter 
for his own pleasure or gratification, and was not engaged in the 

formance of that which the law required of him as a military 

uty, he is not pensionable. This decision likewise overruled that 
in the McNeil and Pearl cases, and all similar cases. 

In the case of James E. Harrison (7 P. D., 97) the Department, 
on December 22, 1893, reversed and overruled General Bussey’s de- 
cision of July 29, 1892, under which the claim was admitted, the 

roof showing that the claimant had received permission to hunt 
kor his own recreation, and while hunting was shot in the hand 
by the accidental discharge of his gun. The claimant himself 
testified that at the time of the injury he was not on duty or act- 
ing in pursuance of orders from his superior officers, but was 
acting in this particular instance on his own volition. 

In this case the Department, in order to return to a form of 
sound doctrine, in the matter of line of duty, laid down the rule 
that— 

While in the 
a military dut; 

In cases involving the line ot duty, the vital 
disability a 


orman things which the law requires of him 

per rnane of inthe line of ‘au T. med az: 
uestion is, Was the cause of 
urtenant to, dependent upon, or otherwise essentially connected 
with the claímant’s duty as a soldier, or was the disability incurred while the 
soldier was scany in a personal matter independent of, or adverse to, his 

duty? the disability was incurred under the latter circumstances 
the r would not be pensionable as one in the line of duty. 

Here the rule is succinctly stated. While no harsh technicality 
should defeat the generous intention of a grateful nation to pen- 
sion those who were disabled while discharging their duty in its 
defense, at the same time no maudlin sentiment should be per- 
mitted either to deflect the course of justice or, by ignoring the 
law of cause and effect, to apply a different rule from that which 
both law and usage has shown to be just and proper. 

ACT OF AUGUST 7, 1882.—OPEN AND ADULTEROUS COHABITATION. 


Under this head decisions were rendered by General Bussey 
which arg axe overturned the construction formerly put upon 
the act of August 7, 1882, holding that it was in the nature of a 
criminal statute and must be strictly construed; that it applied 
only to a widow who was actually in receipt of a pension and who 
was living with one man and being supported by him as a mis- 


The result of such a holding was to place on the rolls in many 
instances women of notoriously immoral character. 

To illustrate: In the case of certificate No. 32698 the evidence 
established the fact that the claimant was the keeper of a house 
of ill fame, or an assignation house, in Oakland, Cal., and the 
chief of police swore that she was under the surveillance of his 
men. Other witnesses testified that she was a lewd woman and 
a prostitute, and her name was dropped from the roll, for viola- 
tion of act of August 7, 1882. Yet, under the rule laid down in 


the case of Sarah E. West, she was not shown to be supported by 
a paramour, and therefore, on appeal, her name was restored to 
the pension roll. 

In the case of certificate 36141 the pensioner’s name was dropped 
from the roll. The son of her paramour had sworn that— 

When I was at home two years ago this winter (1883) they were living as 
man and wife. TT WOS not then married, and I never heard of their being 
married. * ey slept ther except at times when they had com- 
pany or there was sickness. t's own son knows it, but, like me, does 
not like to speak of it. 

And yet, on appeal, the Department held that— 

The evidence does not establish the fact that claimant is supported by 
as a paramour, 

And thereupon her name was restored to the roll. 

In another case it was not only held that the adultery which 
constitutes a forfeiture of a widow’s pension is her living with a 
paramour as a substitute for her deceased husband and Nag Reg 
ported by him, but it was likewise gravely announced (5 P. D., 
195) that— 

The adulterous cohabitation which the law thus makes the ground of for- 
feiture is a living together in the ap nt though not lawful relationship of 
husband and wife, involving the voluntary sexual intercourse of a married 
person with a person other than the offender's husband or wife, the theory 
the kegel ARAME LE TTT 
clause of section 2 of the act of August 7, 1882. z 

This absurd and remarkable proposition was but the logical out- 
come of the line of reasoning resorted to in sustaining the West 
and the Lingers decisions, and others of like nature, and served to 
show how imperious was the demand for a return to the age of 
reason and law. . 

Accordingly, on February 28, 1894, decisions were rendered in 
7 P. D., 205, and 7 P. D., 207, which overruled the decisions in the 
cases hereinbefore referred to, and returned to the doctrine held 
and announced by all administrations before the last one. 

In the case reported in 7 P. D., 205, claimant not a pensioner, but 
an applicant, the evidence showed that she was married to the sol- 
dier in 1863, lived with him about six weeks, and then deserted 
him; and from that time until 1892 led the life of a prostitute. 

One witness testified: 

She is nothing but a prostitute of the lowest kind, consorts with negroes 
and anyone else. She had two children during the past seventeen or 
eighteen years, and she is now living with a man named . 

Under the doctrine of the preceding administration this woman 
would have been held pensionable, use promiscuous inter- 
course was not held to be within the rule which made a regular 
paramour necessary, and because she was notand never had been 
a pensioner, and the construction given to the act excluded her 
from its operation. 

But the present Administration held that where a widow, at the 
time of filing her claim for pension, was living in open, notorious, 
adulterous cohabitation, the act of August 7, 1882, is applicable 
and the claim should be rejected. For the moment the claimant’s 
name is placed on the rolls she is a pensioner, and the act of 
August 7, 1882, provides that the pension of a widow who is a 
pensioner shall be terminated from the commencement of the 
adulterous cohabitation. If the claim should be allowed the fact 
would remain that the adulterous cohabitation commenced before 
and existed at the very moment her name was placed on the rolls. 

In the case reported in 7 P. D., 207, the evidence showed that 
the claimant married the soldier in July, 1883. She had not borne 
a good reputation for chastity before her marriage to him, and 
upon his death in 1885, leaving children be former marnage; 
but none by her, the children were taken by his relations, and she 
went immediately to Madison, Ind., where she engaged at once in 
prostitution, which continued up to 1889 (when her claim was 
examined), at which time she was living with one as his 
mistress. She was indicted by the grand jury of Jefferson County, 
Ind., January 8, 1887, for keeping a house of ill fame in Madison, 
Ind.; was arraigned, pleaded guilty, and was fined. escent he 
under the rulings of the former Administration, as hereinbefore 
cited, she would have been held pensionable. 

But in this case the present administration held that— 

The open, notorious, and adulterous cohabitation of a widow who isa - 
sioner, or an applicant for pension on account of the service and death of her 
husband, will work a forfeiture of her pension, or her right toa pension; 
and such cohabitation may be proved by her conduct in habitually, openly, 
and notoriously consorting with one or more persons of the opposite sex, 
under circumstances which would lead the guarded discretion of a reason- 
able and just man to infer from such relation, as a necessary conclusion, 
that it was illicit. 

This rule, which is founded in the very elements of the law of 
evidence, was not a novel construction, but simply a return from 
the realm of vagary into which the late administration had wan- 
dered to the domain of reason and law from which it had de- 
parted. It had long before been held, during the first Cleveland 
Administration, in 1 P. D., 427, that— 

A review of the whole body of the la Co 
remainder of the act itself (August 7, 1882), and all the circumstances 


rounding its passage, leads the Department to t 
words open and notorious adulterous cohabitation,” used in said act, 
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intended as d 


escriptive merely of 
pension. In other words, Congress intended and did say by said act that 
any widow pensioner who d doe? of immoral and licentious acts of an 


acts which would deprive a widow of 


open and notorious character should forfeit her pension. * * * To hold 
t the term adulterous should be taken in its strict legal signification would 
exclude from the o on of the pension act the very parties whom it was 
intended to reach, at la w it is for an person to be 

guilty of the crime of adultery. 
were asserted not only in 1 P. D., 427, but also 


These doctrines 
in 1 P. D., 171; 2 P. D., 119, and other cases which raised the same 


issue. 

The holding of December 22, 1893, by the present administra- 
tion in 7 P. D., 134, and in 7 P. D., 207, and 7 P. D., 205, before 
named, was really a reaffirmation of the doctrine which had al- 


ways governed the Department previous to the innovations and 


ics resorted to by the late administration. 
And so a shameless and undeserving class were excluded from 
the ion rolls, who, but for such timely action, would still be 


fattening upon the spoils obtained thro a relation to the sol- 
dier whose memory was being dishonored every day, 
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

Some astounding doctrines concerning the marriage status of 
parties were promulgated by the late administration. 

In the case of A. Garman, the facts showed that she was 
married to the soldier, Jonas T. Boynton (as whose widow she 
pinoa Lene) September 11, 1852, at Manchester, N. H. She 
separated from him in 1856, and then married William M. Stevens, 
in Hookset, N. H., in 1867, and lived with him until he died, in 
1876. One later she heard that her husband was alive. On 
the 9th of he died. On May 23, 1884, she married Elbridge 
G. Garman, at Manchester, N. H. 

It was held in this case (3 P. D., 179) that the volun’ separa- 
tion of Mary A. Garman and the soldier was equivalent to and 
constituted a divorce, 

In the case of Margaret J. Anderson (4 P. D., 67) it was likewise 
held by the late administration that a husband or wife who will- 
fully abandons the other for seven years is barred by statutory 
limitation in the State of Pennsylvania from returning after that 


time and erent any marital rights, and the other is fully 
and completely released from all obligations and duties growing 
out of the marriage 


The origin of such extraordinary doctrines is necessarily involved 
in obscurity. They do not commend themselves as familiar prin- 
ciples of law. They wer not even be said to be old friends with 
new faces. When a grea tof the Government, giving 
loose rein to its fancy, en such daring innovations upon the 
law as these orn foal is high time that 
should be resorted to to correct and check such 5 

In the case of Lavanchia L. 5 P. D., 247), this admin- 
istration, on June 2, 1894, overruled the Garman case and all 
standing upon a common plane with it. This claimant, in her 
declaration for pension, alleged that the soldier to whom she was 
married June 5, 1868, at Salamanca, N. Y., died January 2, 1888. 
Further, that she had been previously married to Langford Hall, 
which iage was dissolved apse Br 
rejected, and the appellant said that she would not have filed the 
a lage’ the opinion of the Department expressed in the case 


In overruling the M: Garman case it was held by the Depart- 
ment (June 2, 1894) that— 

It is not necessary to enter into an extended discussion of the question in- 
vor as it is fully determined by a reference to the well-settled doctrine 
that w: nt or desertion of one party by the other is quite com- 
monly a cause for divorce, it does not dissolve the lati 
relation remains in force until the death of one of the parties, or until it is 
annulled by the decree of a court of competent jurisdiction. (Stewart on 

and Divorce, sections 165 and 167; Bishop on Marriage, Divorce, and 
section 1778.) 

e; RERATING OF WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

From April 15, 1890, under the doctrine announced in the case 
of Rowland M. Jones (3 P. D., 433), it was held that under the pro- 
visions of section 4718, Revised Statutes, a widow had the right to 
file and prosecute an original claim for the rerating of her deceased 
ete 8 3 Wena r N such a claim aos 

etime, an no ding an unadjudicated in the 
Pension Bureau at his death. a 


This doctrine was so palpably re t to the plain provisions | party 
of the law, as cents sc Ars. Revised Statutes, that on 


September 2, 1893, it was distinctly overruled in the case of the 
widow of Rowland A. Colby (7 P. D., 24), and the practice was 
made to conform to the original holding in the Rowland M. Jones 
ease (3 P. D., 72), in which it was declared that section 4718, Re- 
vised Statutes, gives to the widow such accrued pension as may be 
due upon of sarge actually in ion of the husband at the 
date of his ths cer Sor V left 
paning and undetermined at said date, and which she is permit- 

to complete after his death; but manifestly confers no right 
upon her to assert or te a claim for any invalid pension or 
for increase of invalid pension after his death for which he had 
not made claim in his lifetime. 


Not only is this doctrine believed to be the true construction of 
section 4718, Revised Statutes, which makes the widow of a pen- 
sioner or claimant for pension the residuary legatee, as it were, 
of the fruits of his actual pension or of a claim asserted by him 
in his lifetime, and therefore pending (in the sense that it has not 
ye been adjudicated) at his death, but any other holding would 
have the effect of nullifying the law, for the law simply author- 
izes the pensioner himself to receive payment upona claim made 
and by him; and section 4718, Revised Statutes, simply be- 
stows upon his widow the right to convert to her own use what- 
ever ce may be found to be due to him, upon a claim pre- 
sented in due form of law, in his lifetime. And to allow any other 
holding would confer superior rights upon the soldier’s widow, by 
enabling her to do what he could not do, if living, to wit, to re- 
ceive allowance upon a pension for which he never made a 


STATE MILITIAMEN, 


It was held by the former administration, in the case of Louisa 
S. Norris (5 P. D., 42), that a person who served as a member of a 
GE edhi y tar yoia woegen aa Y hs os War Does 

ni an never been ar 
ment occupied a pensionable status. z 

This erroneous holding was corrected by the decision 
delivered October 26, 1893, in the ease of Alvin West (7 P. D.,74), 
in which the distinction was clearly drawn between those ns 
who served in the militia organizations which were included in 
the peed of the United States by a pronnan of the Presi- 


dent, an incorporation into of the United States, 
and those who were never even ily in the military sery- 
ice of the United States. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
ee 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If it is not very x 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No; a very one. I want to 
ask the gentleman a question with reference to the State militia. 


gen 
Is it not a fact that the last Congress passed a law retaining about 
10,000 of the State militiamen who, under the ruling referred to, 
would have been dropped from the rolls? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I should have said, if I have not already 
done so, the State militia who had not been in the service of the 
United States 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is it not a fact that the militiamen of 
Missouri did not come under the law as cons and were not 
entitled under the ruling to remain on the rolls, and the Adminis- 
tration recommended and the last Congress passed an act which 
affected about 10,000 of them and placed them on the rolls, but 
did not extend the same privilege to the militiamen of the other 
States who were entitled to the same relief? y 
Nr. McCLELLAN. I understand that an act was and 
1 ce on the roll all of these State militiamen. 

Mr. CURTIS of 


And onght to pass. 
THE PICKLER BILL. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I did not intend to discuss this bill in de- 
tail or by sections at this time, but I have been informed, and I 
trust it is not acourate information, that it is proposed later onin 
this debate to apply the gag rule and not permit amendments or 
discussion of any of the paragraphs of the bill under the five-min- 
ute rule. I trust it is not true 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to e oe colleague for 
a question: Do I understand you to say that gag rule is tobo 


applied? 
W. McCLELLAN. Isay that I have heard it rumored, but 
trust it is not true. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Pardon me; I understood you to assert that 
such was the case. 
Mr. MeCLELLAN. Section 16 is much-needed legislation, 
strongly recommended by seo ige TEO 
Section 10 is existing law (act of h 13. 1896), and section 15 
is a reenactment of a ye of the last pension appropriation bill. 
oe 2, 5, 7, and 12 are the present rulings of the Depart- 
men 
Sections 6 and 9 are unnecessary, but harmless. 
The proviso of section 4, described in the report 


as allowing the 
affected by all 


ons of fraud to be confronted by his ac- 
cuser in the light of day, as in ordinary tribunals of justice, is 
most misleading, as it is intended to be. The pr i which 
it reaches are the preliminary proceedings under a charge of fraud 
against a pensioner—proceedings analogous to those before a grand 
jury. Ihave A be to hear of any State where a grand jary notifies 
the accused thirty days prior to its investigation of the crime 
charged, and before indictment, and permits him to examine the 
evidence and to cross-examine the witnesses. I may say that the 
present practice of the Pension Bureau, after a prima facie caso 
of fraud has been made out, is to give the accused a full and fair 
opportunity to defend himself. this proviso is enacted it is 
needless to say that no ponpon oron though obtained by the most 
glaring fraud, can eyer be revoked, 
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Section 8 is apparently drawn in the interest of pension attor- 
neys. It permits them torun ae in the 2 — and to 
ransack every scrap of paper in the ion of the Department 
for the purpose of Ending possible clients and ching possible 
fees. This section, besides putting the Government at mercy 
of the pension attorneys, would require at least double the num- 
ber of clerks in the Pension Office to serve the interests of the 
attorneys. 

TO GALVANIZE EX-CONFEDERATES. 

It is in section 1 of the bill to practically overrule the 
decision of Secretary Reynolds in the Osterhont an ilar cases. 

It was held by the late Assistant Secretary that the pensionable 
status, as prescribed in the second section of the act of June 27, 
1890, was regardless of section 4716, Revised Statutes. The effect 
of such an interpretation was to allow pension for disabilities of 
whatever character, including gunshot wounds received in a 
prior service in the Confederate army, as was done in the case of 
one George W. Coffee (4 P. D., 285), wherein it was held that the 
fact that the claimant served in the Confederate army prior to 
his enlistment and service in the United States did not impair 
his pensionable status under said act, nor under any other act, 
and that the only inquiry on this point that can be raised was 
whether or not, subsequently to his service in the Confederate 
army, claimant served ninety days in the Army of the United 

States and was 1 discharged 

In the cases of Russell S. Cole (4 P. D., 141), John R. McCoy 
(5 P. D., 360), and Louis Pereles (No. 571677) it was held that 
where a soldier in the Union Army, who had been captured and 
was held as a prisoner of war, deserted to the enemy and ed 
the Confederate army, and afterwards returned and ed in 
obtaining a discharge from his previous service in the Union 8 
his own unsupported statement that his desertion and joining 
ranks of the enemy was intended as a device or plan to escape 
from prison and rejoin his original command should be ted 


as ciently explaining or excusing his conduct, and avoid the 
inhibitory provi of section 4716, Revised , and give 
him a pensionable status. 


In the case of Ezra Reed (7 P. D., 95), decided December 13, 1893, 
and particularly in the case of Milo Osterhout, decided July, 1894, 
the 5 the decisions cited and others rendered 
by the preceding Administration, which led to such anomalous 
results. 


In the case Milo Osterhout (No. 491797) the facts were as fol- 
lows: He deserted while a prisoner of war and joined the Con- 
federate army; he was recaptured in arms against the 
Government by the Union forces and held for some time as a 
Confederate prisoner of war, and released in June, 1865, on taking 
the oath of allegiance to the United States. He applied for pen- 
sion on account of disability contracted daring his first Union 
Service. It was held by this Administration that his right to pen- 
sion was barred under the circumstances of the case by the pro- 
visions of section 4716, Revised Statutes, which prohibits the pay- 
ment of pension money to those who have voluntarily engaged in 
rebellion. This decision overruled all adverse decisions: by the 
former Administration and returned to the rule which had been 
followed in all similar cases by Secretaries Usher, Cox, Delano, 
Chandler, Schurz, Teller, Kirkwood, and Lamar, and, in fact, by 
every Secretary of the Interior since the war, saving only Secre- 


tary Noble. 

The theory upon which the decision setting aside his ruling was 
based was that the desertion of a prisoner of war and his enlist- 
ment into the forces of the enemy was to be construed as a plan 
and device for escaping from imprisonment to enable him to re- 
turn to his command, and was not voluntarily engaging in or 
aiding or abetting the rebellion. . 

While it was not denied in the Osterhout case that in some ex- 
ceptional instances such a theory might be sound, yet it was held 
that the act of desertion and joining the enemy is of such a sus- 
picious character that the bona fides of the must be conclu- 
sively established, not only by direct testimony but by all the 
facts and the circumstances of the case, before it could be accepted 
as an excuse for what would otherwise be the vest and most 
inexcusable military offense that could becommitted. The pariy 
advancing such an explanation of his conduct, in order to obtain 
the bounty of the Government whose cause he had apparently 
basely deserted, should not only be required to establish by positive 
proof that he acted in d faith, but his own actions must show 
that he really intended to return to his command by doing so, or 
attempted to do so upon the first opportunity presented, and with 
reasonable promptness. 

In not one of cases admitted under the decisions of the last 


it appear that the applicant for ion had rejoined or attempted 
to E e his command in the Binion 1 0 


either direct or circumstantial, going to show the bona fides of 
the applicant, except his own statement that he had deserted and 
Janea Da forces of gs sneng o 5 ma the eiB but to 
avoid the hardships of prison life, and for the apop eseapi 
and rejoining his command. In other sok , the 5 
statement of this class of applicants for pension was accepted as 
sufficient to countervail the prohibition of the statute and place 
them in line of duty while serving in the ranks of the enemy, 
when, at the same time, the man who had served his country 
faithfully and well, without a stain upon his military record, was 
required by the rules of the Department and the Pension Bureau 
to estab! every material fact in his claim by evidence other 
than his own testimony or fail to obtain his ion. 

The adoption of the theory of an attempted escape to return as 
an explanation for the desertion to and service in the Confederate 
army of these applicants for pension necessitated the holding 
that they were in line of duty for pensionable purposes during 
the whole time; that their plan, scheme, or method of 
escape or return was in even while bearing arms in the 
ranks of the Confederate army. So the late Assistant Secretary 
was driven by the position he had taken to decide in the case of 
Louis Pereles (No. 571677), on October 4, 1892, that the rejection 
of this claim by the Pension Bureau and the affirmance of said 
rejection on appeal by the Department on January 25, 1888, was 
error, and to set aside and overrule such action and direct the 
admission of the claim and the allowance of pension, although it 
was sr grag Sages by the record, and so admitted by the 
applicant, that disability for which he claimed a i 
incurred while he was ee e en in the C 

Here we have an instance w pension was ordered by depart- 
mental ruling to be granted for disability incurred while actually 
serving in arms against the Government by which the pension 
was bestowed. It is safe to say that no administration had ever 
before so construed the law as to render possible such a monstrous 
anomaly. 

It was likewise held, in the case of Daniel B. Garrison (6 P. D. 
289), that the act of June 27, 1890, being legislation of a special 
nature, is independent of the i idding pension to those 
who aided and abetted the i 

A single additional instance may be cited. In the case of Sarah 
C. Hutsell (5 P. D., 58) it was that taking the oath of alle- 
i Confederate States was not voluntarily aiding 


section 4716, Revised Statutes. 
It is noteworthy that the War Department records contain the 
following statement with regard to the husband of this claimant: 


Notwithstanding this record, this widow claimant was on ap- 
peal held, on 24, 1891, to be pensionable. 
The act of June 27, 1890, was, undoubtedly, controlled by sec- 
tion 4716, Revised Statutes, and the act of March 3, 1877, which 
provided that— 


No on account of be to 
2222 ee Sell bo sald to any poteoa, ot te the 
tarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against th 
of the United States— 
and which denies pension, under the act of 1890, as well as under 
the general law: in the case of persons who, after — 
ticipation in the rebellion against the authority of the United 
States, voluntarily enlisted in the Army of the United States, and 
who, while in said service, incurred disability from a wound or 
2 received or di contracted in the line of duty (act of 
a n 8, 1887)—to those who voluntarily aided and abetted the 
rebellion, 

Now, which construction ought to prevail—a construction in 
harmony with the law which grants accrued pension to the widow 
and children of a soldier who dies with a pending application un- 
der the act of 1890, who served his country withonta stain on his 
record, or in case of his death without widow or children allow 
the unpaid portion of his pension to reimburse the person who bore 
the e of his last sickness and death and burial, or that con- 
struction which denied this justice to the widow and children and 
placed on the rolls instead of them those who served the Confed- 
eracy for a while and then, when the fortunes of war were found 
to be against them, enlisted and served merely for ninety days in 
the Union Army, as many did, just before the collapse of the re- 
bellion, a construction which in the case of Job ite (7 P. P., 
312) placed this man on the rolls under the act of 1890 for inability 
to perform manual labor, when the facts in the case showed that 
the disability producing his inability to earn a support by manual 
labor was incurred in the Confederate service? 

It does not seem as though need exists to further demonstrate 
he 3 i the ruling in the Osterhout case and others of 
similar import by the present Administration in order to pre- 
vent the bounty of a generous Government from being misdi- 
rected to such persons as lifted their hands against it in actual 
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warfare, and compelling them, as well as those who claim that 
they were conscripted, by the strictest method of proof compati- 
ble with the case, to demonstrate their bona fides before they may 
be permitted to acquire a pensionable status under the act of 
June 27, 1890. 

I believe that entire justice is already accorded this class of 
pecs under the broad and liberal ruling of the Department 

— 


he n 
She rebalan con salt bs ͤ vv 
accepted to overcome such presumption. 

The first section of this bill has been greatly modified since it 
was originally drafted, but it still rae the ‘‘ galvanized” Con- 
federate, the man who waited until the close of the war and then 

_ deserted the flag he had sworn to map rt and went over to the 
Union Army mainly for the purpose o: Dr g service in the West, 
away from the fire of the enemy—permits him to be foisted on the 
pension roll of the country and placed on an equality with the 
man who never deserted the flag, but who fought for the Union 
from start to finish. 

* GIBSON. Let me inform the gentleman from New 
ork 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I decline to yield. 

Mr. GIBSON 3 That there were thousands as good 
Union men as ever served the cause of the Union from Tennessee 
who went into the Army under such circumstances. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I decline to yield 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York can not be 
interrupted without his consent. 


COMMON-LAW MARRIAGE. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Section 11 is 5 4 intended to enact 
the common-law rule of marriage. t it virtually does is to 
make section 4705 of the Revised Statutes universal in its applica- 
tion, and the section would be commendable if the wording were 
somewhat to accomplish the result evidently desired. 

The proposition to make section 4705 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States universal in its application to iage, extend- 
ing it to i between white persons, I believe to be unwise 
and that it would not subserve the purpose intended. 

Section 4705 was an act of public policy—a remedial act—and 
in its nature was akin to the laws enac by most of the South- 
ern States, remoying or remedying the inconsistencies and mat- 
ters of injustice incident to a change of status from slaves to free- 
men of a great class of residents in these States, the whole 
necessity for such legislation being the desire to remove these dis- 
abilities. When, therefore, pensionable status was conceded to 
the widows of colored or Indian soldiers or sailors who had died 
or should hereafter die by reason of wounds or injuries received 
or disease contracted in the service of the United States, it was 
found necessary to make some provision by which the relation of 
these persons, not matrimonial in its inception, could be brought 
within a universal provision relative to the establishment of mar- 
riage. The foundation of this act lies in the inability of the slave 
to contract—it extends only to slaves and to Indians. Itis, in 
fact, an adoption of the law governing common-law marri in 
force in every State in the Union save three, namely, Massa- 
chusetts, Maryland, and Kentucky. y 

Section 4705 applies only to negroes and Indians, excluding 

e under the common-law rules in the three States above 
indicated. It will, therefore, readily be seen that the widows (in 
fact if not in law) who have resided in Massachusetts, Maryland, 
or Kentucky are denied rights which never would be disputed had 
they been residents of any of the other States. In these three 
States— Massachusetts, Maryland, and Kentucky—the widow of 
a colored soldier is afforded by section 4705 the facility for estab- 
lishing her marriage and title to pension, while the widow of a 
white soldier, married under the common-law rules, could estab- 
lish neither, = 

A case in point will illustrate this: Eliza Kelly claimed pension 
as the widow of John D. Kelly, late of Company K, Third Mary- 
land Infantry, claim No. 301,288. The evidence mesg showed a 
marriage contract by mutual ment in the State of Maryland 
on the 7th day of July, 1842. is claimant and the soldier con- 
tinued to reside together as husband and wife until the 12th day 
of September, 1877, when the soldier died. During these thirty- 
five years of continuous cohabitation together many children were 
born, and the evidence shows that the soldier and claimant were 
respected and universally regarded as husband and wife by their 
friends and neighbors; that they so conducted themselves at all 

imes, bei ted and received accordingly. A satisfactory 
reason for the absence of ceremony was given and the claimant's 
title in any other save the three States indicated would be con- 
ceded to be clear and wellfounded. But under a law enacted 
more than three hundred and fifty years ago in England (July 1, 


1540; reenacted 1712-1732, peer VIII, chapter 38), this woman’s 
marriage must be held to be void. 

It would seem to be neither consistent nor advisable to adopt 
this remedial slave legislation in order to give title to the widows 
of soldiers residing in these three States, and it is believed that a 
provision of law to the effect that for pensionable purposes mar- 
riage established under the common-law rule, per verba de præ- 
senti, the parties being required to show that they were universally 
known, reco; , and respected as husband and wife prior to 
the death of the soldier this law being made to cover all the States 
of the Union, and it being indicated that it would in no way repeal 
or modify section 4705 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
would accomplish the result desired. 

The first part of section 18 is so framed as to p pension to 
bounty jumpers, who, having deserted, afterwards enlisted again 
for bounty, and perhaps repeated this, but finally had a service of 
ninety days and honorable discharge without discovery. The 
second proviso in this section enacts a rule established by this 
Administration contrary to a preceding holding. 

PENSIONS NONCOMBATANTS. 

One of the sections of this bill (No. 17) seeks to overrule Secre- 
tary Reynolds’s decision in Shannon's case. 

In the case of Richard Mace (5 P. D., 16) it was held by General 
Bussey that contract surgeons, having been made pensionable b 
the acts Spproved March 3, 1865, and March 3, 1873, are likewise 
pensionable under section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890. 

The doctrine herein contained was overruled November 24, 1893, 
in the case of Andrew J. Shannon (7 P. D., 64), in which it was de- 
clared that the pension provided by section 2 of the act of June 
27, 1890, is limited to such persons as ly enlisted, or were 
mustered into the military or naval service of the United States: 
and service by a provost-marshal, deputy provost-marshal, en- 


rolling officer, and contract 3 is not such military service 


as is contemplated by section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890. Such 
persons are neither officers nor enlisted men; and having been 
employed in the civil branch of theserviceare not included within 
the terms of said section, and are not pensionable thereunder. 

The general doctrine was laid down that none of the classes of 

rsons for whom special provision is made by the second, third, 

ourth, and fifth subdivisions of section 4693, Revised Statutes, 
can be considered as having been arly or legally in the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States, or included within the 
terms of the second section of the act of June 27, 1890, or pension- 
able thereunder. This doctrine has been reaffirmed in later de- 
cisions; but the decision in the Shannon case marked the turning 
point in the history of this class of cases and corrected a practice 
that was without foundation of law. 

It is now sought by this bill to place these noncombatants, men 
who never saw a gray uniform, except that worn by a prisoner; 
men who had never faced the enemy, unless the enemy was a pris- 
oner and were under a strong guard—it is sought to place them 
on the same basis under the act of June 27, 1890, as the men who 
went to the front and fought for the flag from the very begin- 
ning. 

r. MILNES. What section do you refer to now? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Section 17. This section relates to non- 

combatants, and I have stated what it proposes to accomplish. 
NOTORIOUS ORDER NO. 164, 

The worst feature of this bill, however, is contained in sections 
8 and 14. It is sought by these sections to undo the work of the 
board of revision, so ed, and to enact the illegal Order 164 of 
Green B. Raum, countersigned by Cyrus Bussey. 

From the passage of the act of June 27, 1890, until September 
26, 1890, when the adjudication of claims under this act was be- 
gun, there was no rule formulated to govern such adjudications. 

On September 26, 1890, the Pension Office issued Order No. 162, 
which plainly declares— 

That pensionable status under the act of June 27, 1890, is based upon the in- 
8 the claimant for a support by manual labor on account of 
disabilities of a permanent o r not the result of vicious habits. 

This order, which was a correct interpretation of the act of June 
27, 1890, was published for the guidance of the Pension Bureau in 
the adjudication of claims arising under said act. 

For some reason not definitely made known, just nineteen days 
later, about three weeks before election day, and, if my memory 
serves me, about the time of the annual encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, on October 15, 1890, Order 164 was issued 
by the Pension Bureau, This order provides that— 

Disability under the June 27, 1890, act, such as would be rated under 
former laws at or above $6 and less than 812. shall be rated the same as like 
disabilities of service origin; and that all cases showing a pensionable disa- 
bility which, if of service o; „would be rated at or above $12 per month, 

be rated at $12 per mon 

Here was a strange departure from the proper construction of 
the act, as set forth in Order 162, in which the rate was fixed 
wholly by the degree of incapacity to earn a support by manual 
labor, to a rule wholly diverse in its character, established only 
nineteen days later, without adequate reason, so far as appears, 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4329 


whereby the rate was fixed by the rule for measuring the degree 
of disability of service origin. 

To illustrate the workings of Order 164, it may be said that if a 
man were suffering from slight deafness of one ear, and the deaf- 
ness were of service origin, he would be pensioned at the rate of 
$10 a month, utterly regardless of whether it incapacitated him 
from the performance of manual labor. Under Order 164, if a 
man suffering from slight deafness applied under the act of June 
27, 1890, he would still be rated in the same manner as though the 
disability had been of service origin, and pensioned at $10 a 
month, which would be equivalent to saying that slight deafness 
of one ear rendered him ten-twelfths, oralmost wholly, incapac- 
itated from the performance of manual labor, a proposition so 
preposterous that it is difficult to conceive of any sane man for a 
moment supposing it to have been the intention of Congress. 

The practice authorized by Order 164 continued without abate- 
ment until January 7, 1893, when Assistant Secretary Bao msa 
called upon to decide an appeal in the case of Henry H. Weike. 
(6 P. D., 193.) Referring to Order 164, he said: 


The foregoing order has governed the 1 of your Bureau in the mat- 
ter of rates under the act of June 27, 1890, since the date of its issue. It 
appears, however, that said er, as understood th t when 


e Departmen 
ed our Burea far as it has 
3 sot schedule rates allowed 


the old law to combine these rates where the total does not exceed seventeen- 
to the correctness of that ce is not now 
ent for decision. It is deemed groper. to state that the 
Department approving said Order 164 did not inten small rates 
should be added together, 5 ae example, three or more rates of two-eight- 
een’ in order to make arate under visions of said act. The 
basis of rates under the act of June 27, is inability to earn a sup; — 
reason of incapacity for manual labor due toa permanent mental or physi 
disability not the result of vicious habits. * * 
It is directed that the views herein expressed be observed in future adju- 
dications of claims under the act of June 27, 1890. : 
When this conclusion was reached the Department found that 
over 350,000 claims had already been adjudicated upon the errone- 
ous basis set forth in Order 164. It proposed to change its meth- 
ods for the future, and approve a construction hitherto employed 
in violation of the law for the adjudication of over 350,000 Patma 
already allowed, and to lay down a new rule, in accordance with 
the law, in the adjudication of the 200,000 and more claims unad- 


judicated and stil pading; 
With the ruling in the Weike decision before it, the present ad- 
that if Order 164 was illegal for ding 
an 


ministration hel 

200,000 claims, it must necessarily be illegal for the 350, 

more claims already adjudicated, and therefore came the decision 
in Bennett’s case, which directed that all claims should be placed 
upon the same footing, And yet the Bennett decision was not 
reached until the admission had been obtained from the chief 
medical officer of the Department, who, by the bye, was a Re- 
publican and a member of General Raum's inistration, that 
in gg . claims under the act of June 27, 1890, disability 
for the performance of manual labor was never taken into con- 

on. 


siderati 
WORK OF THE BOARD OF REVIEW. 


The result of the Bennett decision was the formation of the so- 
called board of revision. It is now proposed in this bill to undo 
all the work of this board of revision, to place these men upon 
the pension rolls, and afford the right of review to the men whose 
pensions have been discontinued or reduced, and not to afford that 
12 to ge men whose pensions have been allowed at just and 

ra 

e board of review was in existence from June 9, 1893, to June 
80, 1895. I desire to be perfectly frank with the committee. The 
number of pensioners cropped from the rolls was 6,329; the num- 
ber of ioners redu was 23,702; the number of pensioners 
dro under the act of June 27, 1890, and renewed under gen- 
er: W, 3,366; the number of ioners continued was 187,273. 

Now, assuming that this bill mes a law, and assuming that 
the reductions in the cases of the 23,702 pensions reduced amounted 
to one-half—and I am sure gentlemen on the other side will con- 
cede that that is a very moderate estimate—we find that the an- 
nual expenditures for the restoration of these claimants alone 
without considering the claims that may hereafter be allowed 
under the working of this bill, amount to $2,617,920 per annum; 
and when we add to that the claims that will hereafter be adjudi- 
cated, and also the deserters, the bounty jumpers, and the gal- 
vanized Confederates who are placed upon the rolls under this 
bill, I think the estimate is very moderate when I say $5,000,000 
will be required to meet its requirements. 

I may say that every estimate in the history of Congress 
that has ever been made of the probable cost of a pension act has 
fallen short of the ultimate expenditure. 

The Senate Committee on Pensions estimated that the act of 
June 27, 1890, would not require an annual nditure of more 
than $36,000,000. As a matter of fact, during the past ear nearly 
$60,000,000 were expended under this act alone. ask leave 
at this point to insert in my remarks in the RECORD two tables 


it, may have been 
oe ib may to add the separate 


for the information of the committee, illustrating the work of the 
Pension Office during the present Administration. 
TABLE No. 1.—<Act of June 27, 1890. 


June 27, 1890, claims allowed or to and during the week ended June 10, 
1893 (the order establishing the of revision is dated June 7, 1893): 


Original 895 

With pen . Seeley SS as Ee Pa en tee 16, 955 

With rej BO ER Soe ͤ TTT... IAC RY 3,499 

With certificate widows, not pending 202... nesces 800 
TOGA Canin — wr. . beter upansieceestoe 81,149 
IPRS CORN ind 0 aae NSR 299, 296 


Statement of work performed by board of revision from June 9, 1893, 
June 30, 1895: 


Number of pensioners dropped from rolls 6,329 
Number of pensioners reduced =... 23, 702 
Number of pensioners dropped under act June 27, 1890, and renewed 
E ccc 3.800 
Number of pensioners continued ence enne- 187,273 
Total number of cases revised one cncenccncnccens 220, 670 


TABLE No. 2.—Statement showing the various causes for which pensioners 
were d from the rolls between March 1, 1898, and March 24, 1896, inclu- 
sive, number dropped for each of such causes. 

Allowance erroneo! 


Sete dea ak 
er ependen —— 
el to obtain msion. 


RB recor e NSS 


Not dependent parent .-.- 
Not father or mother of soldier 


2 
ER 


Other means of support than daily labor (widow, 1890) 5 
Pensioned for disability—law provides pension for wounds only (old 


AEN 


pen 


0 

Remarriage prior to 1890 (act June 27, 1890) 
Soldier rendered no service 
Bolder CCC soos oous Aaaa ane OA wees 
Soldier left widow or minor (dependent parent) 
Soldier's adopted child (minor ------ -=-= -== 
Soldier not identical with one who rendered service 


(Indian war)... 
Violation of act of Angon „1882 (Widow) co 
Widow declared table person to have custody of minor children. 
Disability existed prior to enlistment......................2-.------ 2-2... 
Not ly enlisted 

Nondependence of minor 
Not mustered into service. 
Soldier not 3 son of pensione: 
Disability self-inflicted 


ed . 


J onle SNA 


Inyalids, cause unknown 
Widows, cause unknown 


THE PRESENT CONGRESS THE ENEMY OF THE TRUE SOLDIER. 

The present Congress has refused relief to the regimental and 
camp nurses, a class of most self-sacrificing women who should 
lon: have been placed on the pension rolls. They have been 
pus aside by this bill. The present Congress has up to this 
time turned a deaf ear to the uest for a moderate increase in 
the pensions of the armless and legless, the maimed veterans of 
the late war, a class of soldiers who carry with them evidences 
of their gallantry. Their bill has not thus far been considered 
it has been laid aside for this. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, when the Republican party was in 
control, instead of ing a service-pension bill that would have 
been just and equitable, it passed this act of June 27, 1890, with 
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all its inconsistencies. The Republican party is again in control. 
As I understand it, several service-pension bills have been intro- 
duced. They have all been laid aside for this, and now the ma- 
jority of the House submit for your consideration this bill that 
gives no relief to those soldiers who most need it, drawn for the 
purpose of protecting a class of men who are not worthy of the 
ample provision it makes for them. No thinking, fair-minded 
man, in any part of the country, and least of all, to its honor be it 
said, in that part of the country that constituted the Confederacy, 
beer usages for one moment one cent of the magnificent appropri- 
ations that are annually made for the payment of sions; but I 
think, andI believe that my opinion is in line with that of the vast 
majority of old soldiers, that the old soldiers of the Union Army 
should be pensioned in accordance with the service that they ren- 
dered, and in recognition of the wounds and disabilities that they 
received while fighting for the Union, and not as an indirect 
method of bribery against election day. 

The self-respect of the old soldier should be maintained. He 
should not be brought down to the level of men he would be 
ashamed to call his comrades. The pension roll should be kept a 
roll of honor. It should be kept free from the names of deserters, 
of bounty jumpers, and of the men who, influenced by motives of 
revenue only, deserted the flag of the lost cause.” ith all its 
professed friendship for the old soldier, constituting, as it does in 
its own estimation, a sort of “ old soldiers’ friendship trust,” this 
bill is the best that the Republican party of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress is ap mtly able to produce. e mountain has labored 
and brought forth a mouse! This bill should not pass. 

A SERVICE-PENSION ACT THE REAL SOLUTION. 

I send to the desk and ask to have read in my time a bill which 
I should feel inclined to offer as a substitute for this bill, but, 
unfortunately, I understand no such opportunity will be given 
me. It is a service- ion bill in substance similar to one that 
was submitted d g the debate of the act of June 27, 1890, in 
the Fifty-first Congress, which was called the “Grand Army” 
bill. It represents only my own ideas upon the subject; it is only 
my personal opinion, but I think that if some such legislation 
could be enacted it would a long way to solve the vexed 
problem of pensions. It is, Í think, a bill that would meet the 
approval of every fair-minded man and the approbation of almost 
every honest soldier. I ask the Clerk to it in my time, 

Mr. RAY. Do you offer that as a substitute now? 

Mr. McCLELL No; I have no opportunity to offer it. I 
ask that it be read, as representing my own views on the subject. 

Mr. POOLE. Why do you not offer it? 

Mr. McCLEL. . Ican not offer it now; it would not be in 
order at this time. This bill is submitted merely as a suggestion. 
I do not pretend that it is perfect. It is only a step in the right 
direction. It would be far less expensive than the present act of 
June 27, 1890, which it is intended to I firmly believe that 
were some such legislation enacted it would tend toward taking 
the pension question out of oe which should be the purpose 
of every true friend of the old soldier. [Applause on the Demo- 


cratic side. 
read as follows: 


The Cler 
A bill providing for the ting of per diem service pensions to veterans 
of civil War inl hate widows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the act of the Congress of the United States, a 
Sori June g, 1890. ae “An act gran ions to soldiers and bad- 


ance or ent of any such pension, cease and be dete: upon the 
a roval of this act, except 3 provided. 
EC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to eee the United States the name of 
any person ed in the following section, and grant to such person a 
pension as hereinafter provided. 


Sege. 3. That the 
titled as beneficiaries hereunder, are as follows: An 


who shall have served in the Army. Navy, or me of the United 
States, 8 and volunteers, su uent to 12th day of April, 

and prior to the Ist day of July, 1865, and who shall have been honor- 
ably disc from such service. officer 


30 the widow of any deceased 

or enlisted man who shall have served and have been discharged as afore- 
said, The provisions and benefits of this act shall apply to any officer or 
enlisted man who shall heretofore have been granted or who may hereafter be 
anes a pension under any other law for or on account of wounds or dis- 
abilities incurred while in the line of duty. 

SEO. 4. That the rate of pension to be allowed and paid to any person whose 
name shall be placed upon the pension rolls under the provisions of this act 
shall be at the rate per month of 1 cent par day for and every day such 
officer or enlisted man may have served in the Army, Navy, or Marine S 
of the United States, and any widow entitled to pension hereunder shall 
allowed and d at ee month of 1 cent per day for each day her 
husband shall have served as aforesaid. 

Sxc. 5. That the period of service shall be computed from the date of en- 
listment into the service of the United States to the date of discharge there- 
from: Provided, That when any officer or man 
under more than one enlistment and shall have received more than one hon- 
orable the rate of pension shall be fixed and determined by the 
aggregato of the time of such cumulative of service. 

EC. 6. That the said Secretary of the Interior iy teeny directed imme- 
diately upon the approval of this act, and without any additional application 
or proofs otber than the proofs now on file in the office of the Commissioner 
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of Pensions and the records of the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army, 
to ascertain the length or period of service of each and ev: officer or en- 
listed man to whom a pension has been allowed under the act approved 
June 27, 1890, or to whose widow any pension has been granted thereunder, 
and to continuo the name of such officer, enlisted man, or widow upon the 
pension rolls of the United States, and to cause such officer, enlisted man, or 
widow to be paid a pension thereafter at the rate specified in this act. 
SEO. 7. That any oficer or enlisted man of the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States, having served as 3 and widow of 
any officer or enlisted man who may have served as aforesaid, may avail 
themselves of and have the benefits of this act without any formal applica- 
tion therefor. The with the Commissioner of Pensions of an honora- 
ble disch: from the y, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States, 
which d rge shall show service within the period aforesaid, together 
with satisfactory proof of the identity of the person claiming pension here- 


under as the named in such discharge, or as the widow of the person 
named the: and of her 1 be deemed and held suficient 
application and proof to entitle suc rson to the benefits of this act; but 


granted to an cer or enlisted man who shall have de- 
serted from the Army, Navy, or Sensis Corps of the United States, nor to 
officer or enlisted man, until the record of such de- 


isc covering the od of enlistment from which such offi 
charge. ig whe ess w. such officer or en- 

Sec. 8. That no fee or compensation shall be allowed or paid to any attor- 
ney or agent for any service in procuring or aiding in procuring the allow- 


ance of any pension under this act, and it shall be unlawful for any person 
to solicit, accept, or receive any com gratuity, or reward an 
applicant for m 9 for any or pretended service relat- ` 
ing to the app or allowance of 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to insert in my 
remarks certain decisions of Secretary Reynolds in illustration of 
what I have said. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


mous consent to insert in remarks certain decisions, 
Mr. PICKLER. What is the request? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. To insert in my remarks some decisions of 


Mr. PICK EN In the Bennett case? 


Mr. McCLELLAN, The Bennett and two or three other de- 


cisions, 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that leave will be given. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. PICKLER. I yield ten minutes to the tleman from 
Michigan, mt coll on the committee, Mr. Woop, being out. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, it had not been my in- 


tention to take any part in the discussion of the bill now under con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. Not that I do not feel an 
interestin the welfare and happiness of the old soldiers of the civil 
war, for Ido feel a deep interest. In fact, sir, no service that I have 
rendered during my brief i asa tor has been ren- 
dered more y than which has given to the old 
a of — — 1 Isat silent while the vag pauses were for- 
mulating this bill, feeling every confidence and expectation that 
they would report a measure that would be entirely satisfactory to 
the loyal veterans of the civil war and to those in this Chamber 
who wished fitly to recognize their honorable service, but I am 
obliged to dissent from a portion of this bill, and my reasons for so 
doing are these: Many of the abuses that have crept into the ad- 
ministration of the Pension Department and that we have sought 
to remedy have arisen from leaving too much discretion to the 
Pension Department, and I find that this bill fails to remedy that 
evil. Indeed, in the second section of the bill, in line 4, I find a 
startling concession to the ee that has prevailed for several 
years in the management of the Pension Department. Section 2 
ofthis bill reads as follows: 

S. 2. That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore 
granted or which may hereafter be ted under the pension laws shall be 
reduced or discontinued except for fraud, clerical error, mistake of fact, or 
recovery from d ty. 

I give notice now, Mr. Chairman, that when we come to con- 
sider this bill under the five-minute rule for amendment I shall 
move to strike out the words “mistake of fact” and ‘‘ the recov- 
ery from disability.” I believe that those six words will have a 
far-reaching effect, and that they will be interpreted by the pres- 
ent officers of the Pension Department in a way calculated to react 
upon the pensioner and to prevent him from obtaining and en- 
joying that which is his right at the hands of this Government. 

istake of fact! Why, Mr. Chairman, what mistake of fact can 
Sep into a pension that has been granted to an old soldier of the 
civil war? Any man who runs the gauntlet of Government 
scrutiny and the ju ent of the officers of that Department is 
certainly entitled to have the facts of his case foreclosed against 
reopening by any later officers of the Department. In a court of 
law such a proceeding is deemed to be res adjudicata, and it should 
be so re; ed in the Pension Department of this Government. I 
know of no reason why there should be always dangling over the 
head of the pensioner the possibility that some new fact will de- 
velop which will set aside the honorable ion that he has re- 
ceived, and I object to the matter being left open so that any 
future administration of the office can cause the pensioner trouble 
and annoyance. Therefore I repeat, when the proper 4 — in the 
consideration of this bill is reached, Ishall move that the language 
I have indicated be stricken from it, Then, as to “recovery from 
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disability,” who is to say when the pensioner has recovered from 
his disability? Is he to be obliged to crawl through life exhibiting 
his suffering and distress for fear that some sneaking spy may 

im and seek to deprive him of the bounty which the 
Government has given him? 


because I want to relieve and force into more honorable mane 
ment that band of meddlesome tattle tales who have gone mt 
this country during the last three and a half years of ] tic 
Administration trying to find some pretext upon which to drop 
pensioners from the roll. nS 


Kot mA path Z want nomore of it. When the onis 


stant Loni . 
the world. 

leave it open to the d 
sufferi of the old veterans. Why, our gallant friend the gen- 
tleman Eom lowa [General HENDERSON], who sits upon this floor, 
went back into ba! after his leg had been shot off at Corinth 
and rendered ties’ service to his country in the campaign that 
followed in Tennessee. Recovery from injuries! I say a man 
never can recover from such injuries. There never will be atime 
in his life when he will beas a man as he was when he entered 
the Union Army, and I do not want any officer of this Government 
or anybody else to have the right to say that he has recovered, 
when he himself knows that he not, and is not in any t 
so good a man as when he entered the service in defense o the fag. 

. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 5 

Mr. MILES. Suppose a person who has been upon the pension 
rolls at $72 a month for insanity should recover his reason, would 
the gentleman have the pension continued at $72 per month? 

Me ge e of Mi y ae I will anawa the 3 from 
Mary . MILES] in this way: If any man is upon pen- 
sion rolls fg Sheer and is held by some officer of the Govern- 
ment to hava recovered his reason, I ask the gentleman, as a mem- 
ber of this House, to tell me what the likelihood is of that man 
being again afflicted with the same calamity; and if he should be 
so afflicted when all of his associates sl have passed away, 
when the cause of his distress and suffering shall pe keene ouy 
by secondary evidence, I ask how such a man could be reinsta‘ 
so as to draw the pension that he 3 

Mr. MORSE. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. Does not the gentleman think that the defects of 
which he complains in connection with the administration of the 

ion laws would wholly spel er under a Republican Admin- 
Etration with its just and liberal construction and execution of 
the pension laws? Under such an Administration would there 
be any danger to the ioner? 

Mr. SMITH of Michi The gentleman is undoubtedly cor- 
5 rete drut eee e ee 

of heart of the American voter. ey are sometimes 
off to do strange S XXX and in or- 


the 
ps | field S. 


der that there may be no opening left for a possible reversal of 
their good judgment again, I would foreclose the question by an 
ace 35 Congress and let the pension be guaranteed to the pensioner 
or life. a 
Mr. MORSE. My friend knows that tho American people 
yout not again go after strange gods during the next twenty- 
ve years. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Iam hopeful in that respect, as the 
18 is. But in order to provide against such a possibility 
would make this bounty which goes to the pensioner a boun 
for life, so that it may never be disturbed while he shall live an 
shall wish to receive it. 

Mr. Chairman, this morning on my way to this Capitol I passed 

ificent monument erected to the memory of Gen. Win- 
Hancock. It will soon be unveiled upon Pennsylvania 
avenue leading to this Capitol. It was but a quarter of a cen- 
tury ago that the soldiers who hel maintain Hancock's col- 
umns at Gettysburg marched up that street; and while you are 
putting into monuments and upon tablets the memory and glory 
of the achievements of Hancock, I ask you not to forget that 
thousands of veterans who walked up that avenue bleeding and 
wounded after the close of the war are still haun the Pension 
Department of this country asking that justice ma; done them 
in their old age. eee And I say to you that 500, 000 ap- 
plications are still undeci and soldiers who believe that they 
were injured to a ionable degree are waiting at your doors. 


They helped to the ng of Hancock memorable. It 
was upon his ri 3 is left that the soldiers filed into 
. their comrades fell and made it 


impossible for the foe to successfully pierce that line of living 
i al district and State thou- 


ling for 


they may be from the on roll without even 
the formality of a public i In interest of those men 
who saved country, who did so much that we younger men 


use.] 
.MORSE. Icertainly hope that my friend from Michigan did 
not understand me as making any apology for the present admin- 
istration of the Pension Office. I believe it is contemptible. [Ap- 
lause on the 3 side.] I believe that the Commissioner 
overridden acts of Co and assumed legislative as 
well as judicial functions, and t he has done great wrong to 
8 of this country. I am making no apology for him. 
. SMITH of Michigan. I would not ascribe any hostile mo- 
tive to the gentleman from Massachusetts, but call the attention 
of this House to the fact that those six words mistake of fact” 
and recovery from disability“ leave it open to any future admin- 
istration of the Pension 5 to drop these veterans when 
it is impossible, owing to the death of their comrades, for them 
to furnish the new testimony that would reinstate them; and I 
believe it to be our duty to close this door now. 

In another part of this bill I find that for fraud a public hearing 
shall be given; that for fraud a man shall have the right to face 
the witnesses and to be represented by an attorney. t where 
in this act is the authority for the pensioner to meet face to face 
the man who sneak around and peer through the window of 


Mr. ES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. à 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman will find that the first part of sec- 
tion 4 meets the objection he urges. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Not at all. 

Mr. MILES. I think if the gentleman will read it he will find 
that it does meet exactly the objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That relates only to cases where ob- 
jection has been raised on the ground of fraud. But it is our duty 
that is what Lam claiming—to shut this door now against the 
opportunity of depriving these men of their pensions on mere 
PESEE grounds, and give to the veterans the right in old age 
to feel secure in the poao which the Government has seen 
proper to give them. Icare not who formulated this bill; I care 
not who revised the first edition of it; I would be in favor of over- 
riding anyrule adopted here that will not leave the pensioner abso- 
lutely secure in his title from the Government. Lrepeat that it is 
our duty to doit, and itis our duty to do it now. Let us do it thor- 
oughly and co usly, so that there may be no misapprehension 
in future. We do not want any further rulings that will set aside 
the express will of 

Mr. MILES. If the gentleman will allow me, I want again to 
call his attention to the fact (and parenthetically I may say that 
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I do not stand as 


ather for this bill) that I think he is labor- 
ing under a e in the objection he is urging to this measure. 
If he will permit me, the first part of section 4 provides— 

That hereafter, in the administration of the pension laws, all investigations 
into the merits of any pension previously allowed shall be by question and 
answer, under oath, in open session, after due notice to the person or persons 
who may be affected thereby to be present personally or by attorney. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Present where? 

Mr. MILES. Well, of course, that is, I suppose, a matter to be 
left to the discretion of the artment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I repeat the question, Where? Are 
yon pang to oblige a soldier to come all the way from Michigan 

ashington to answer a claim or charge against him? 

Mr. PIC Oh, that would not be required. Under the 
rules and regulations of the Department they go to where the 
soldier lives. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There is nothing in this bill that 
makes that pec 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the practice of the ent now. 

Mr. MILES. That is a matter of practice in the office, of course. 
This Administration, and all Administrations, have always gone 
to the ponar home and conducted the examination there, and 
this bill provides that this examination shall be conducted in open 
session, in the presence of all persons interested and in the pres- 
ence of the attorney for the claimant, if desired. So that the ob- 
jection of the gentleman really has no force. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. the fourth section of this bill it is 
provided that where fraud is alleged there shall be an investiga- 
tion at the county seat in the county in which the pensioner re- 
sides; and I make the claim that you should make that section 
apply in every case where the pension is questioned. I do not 

ieve the pensioner should be called to go a distance from his 
home, to go to a remote part of the country, perhaps to come to 
Washington, to establish a right the Government has accorded to 
him after due examination. 

Mr. PICKLER. This applies in every case where the pension 
is questioned. 

. SMITH of Michigan. Where there is fraud alleged. But 
suppose a man is held up by the Pension Office under the spy sys- 
tem, and is claimed to have recovered from the disease from which 
he was suffering, then where is the examination to be held? 

Mr. PICKLER. The only difference is that where fraud is 
charged they go to the county seat and conduct the examination 
or hearing, but where other things are charged it has been the 
practice to go to the soldier's home and meet him and his wit- 
nesses there and conduct the examination. The trouble has not 
been there, but in the rating and in the medical examinations. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In answer to the gentleman from 
South Dakota, whose loyalty to the soldiers all will admit, I will 
say that this is a mere regulation of which he speaks. But we 
are now formulating a law, and we ought to make it mandatory 
on every Commissioner of Pensions who questions the disability 
of the soldier to go to his home and find out the truth of the alle- 
gation and enable him to meet the charges and to present his own 
witnesses face to face. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the case now; that is the practice. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Under what law? 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no statute providing for it. It is sim- 
plx a practice or rule of the De ent. 

. SMITH of Michigan, That is just the point; there ought 
to be a rule of law for it. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). If the gentleman will allow me, 
in case of fraud they go to-day, and have always done so under all 
Administrations, and make the examination at the home of the 
soldier, taking his statement, and he gives the names of the wit- 
nesses he wants to call, and he is informed of those that the Gov- 
ernment proposes tocall. This bill provides that in cases of fraud 
there shall be a more formal examination; that the pensioner shall 
be cited to the county seat; that he shall have the privilege there 
of being represented by his attorneys. 

Mr. of Michigan. I admit what the gentleman says in 
the case of fraud. I want to make it obligatory in all cases where 
hostile action is contemplated. 

Mr. MILNES. Let me ask the gentleman from South Dakota 
if a soldier who is drawing a pension is deprived of it for any rea- 
me 4 he not hurt just as much as if he was deprived of it for 

au i 
Fae PICKLER. He can not be deprived of it except for 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The language of the bill is: 

Except for fraud, clerical error, or mistake of fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is borrowing a great deal of 
trouble about those words ‘‘ mistake of fact.” e words ‘‘mis- 
take of fact” have a technical meaning in the Pension Office. 
a do not refer to anything which the gentleman has in mind. 

. SMITH of Michigan. I understand there has been an ad- 
judication on that language, and I understand it is held to apply 


in this one case, that it would be a mistake of fact if a pension 
was granted at $10 a month and actually put in the certificate at 
$16 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is a clerical error. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is a clerical error and a mistake, 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman think that is right? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it is right to correct it. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all they do here. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But I would not leave such general 
lan to apply to such a technical question. 

T ICKLER, Neither have we. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I would strike out that general lan- 
guage, or else I would ify after the l age what is intended 
to be meant by it, limiting its force and effect. 

Mr. PICK Let me put a case to the gentleman from 
Michigan The gentleman gives a good instance of a clerical er- 
ror. Suppose the Pension Office, r an adjudication, allows a 
man $10 a month, and the clerk, in making out his certificate, 
gets it $16. We want to correct that. That is right. Now, in 
regard to a mistake of fact. Suppose a woman married a soldier 
five years ago, and that soldier dies, and she continues to draw 
the pension, and it turns out that this soldier had a legal wife be- 
fore he married her, and that that wife comes in now for her legal 
poa: That would be a mistake of fact that ought to be cor- 


rec 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, I say this 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). Or suppose the case of a wrong 
man. Suppose there is some man drawing a pension under some 
other man’s name. Suppose John Jones, of Tennessee, is draw- 
ing a pension in the name of John Jones, of Illinois, and it is a 
clear case of that kind—a mistake of fact. 

Mr. SMITH of Michi No, sir; thatis a fraud, and it should 
be so denominated, and this law provides for it. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a mistake of fact as well as a fraud. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; itis nota mistakeof fact. Itis 
a fraud, and it is open to review. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will not detain the gentleman any longer, 
because I appreciate his earnestness in behalf of the soldier; al 
this matter of allowing anybody to draw a pension, where it 
becomes known that it is a mistake, does more to create prejudice 
= ne the pensioners than anything that can be brought about. 

ow, what the gentleman complains of, the words mistake of 
fact,” are a technical term, and do not refer to ratings or anything 
of that kind. Under this bill the pensioner will absolutely 
safe in his pension. Pass this bill, and he will be absolutely safe. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How will he be safe under the lan- 

that follows, “ recovery from disability ”? 

Mr. PICKLER. Iagree with the gentleman from Michigan to 
this extent—that there will be very few pensioners in the United 
States who will recover; but we have had such instances brought 
to the attention of our committee; for instance, where a man had 
been pensioned at the rate of $72 for blindness, and he seemed to 
be totally blind for a time, but afterwards recovered his sight al- 
together. Now, I do not think the gentleman can say that it is 
fair to anybody that that man after recovery should continue to 
draw $72 a month for his whole life. The burden of proof, of 
course, is on the Government to show that the soldier recovers, 
and I have no idea that anybody will suffer injustice from this 
provision. : 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Sup itis claimed by somebody 
that a blind man has recovered, and he denies it. Where are you 
going to oy that issue of fact, and upon what kind of pleading? 

Mr. PIC . You would try the issue as you would any 
other case before the Pension Office. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Why not on sworn complaint, as 
in cases of alle fraud? 

Mr. PIC In such a case as that the man has the phy- 
3 He can be examined by the physicians. The whole thing 
is all open. 

Mr. Chairman, now, if the gentleman will allow me, I would 
like the attention of the gentleman from Missouri. I want to call 
his attention to the fact that the bill covers everything in the 
language of section 4: 

That hereafter in the administration of the pension laws all investigations 
into the merits of any pension previously allowed shall be by question and 
answer, under oath, m session, after due notice to the person or per- 
sons who may be affected thereby to be present personally or by attorney. 

Now, I defy any member of this House to make any objection 
to this section. : 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That section is good, and Iam not 
complaining of it. ö 

Mr. PI ER. We first 3 putting in every inves- 
tigation, whether the pension was allowed or not; but, after con- 
sideration, it was concluded that that might possibly bar, the 
allowance of pensions by having them to go into this rigid exam- 
ination before the ion was allowed. Now, any attack on 
earth, any charge t can be made against a on that has 
been granted, this bill covers it; and the investigation has to be 
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in open session, where the pensioner has the right to be present in 
person or by attorney. 

Mr. SP ING. What is meant by open session”? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman certainly 
understands the practice of the Pension Office. In every Admin- 
istration these special examiners goto where the soldiers live and 
take the testimony there. They must go to the claimant. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Very well. You require when 
fraud is all that the allegation shall be reduced to writing and 
sworn to. ow, in case some one claims that the pensioner has 
recovered, why do you not require that that allegation of recovery 
shall be reduced to writing and sworn to? 

Mr. PICKLER. Toep would have to do that. That isa med- 
ical question, and would depend upon the peoo 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. And yet I to hustle around 
down in my district and get up affidavits to prove that the man 
was still blind. 

Mr. PICKLER. You did not have to do that. 

Me PAER 5 But I did. E 

3 KLER. wascertainly unnecessary. special 
examiner goes to the neighborhood where the Gleithant Hye and 


takes the proof. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The examiner did go to the neigh- 
borhood. 


Mr. PICKLER. Did he not examine the witnesses? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. And did he not take the testimony of oray 
body that the soldier gave him the names of? Now, while I do 
not admire the present Administration in its conduct of the Pen- 
sion Office, the special examiners are required to take all the tes- 


timony offered. 8 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Well, the claimant did not know 
sig ASL): about it. 
. PICKLER. He received notice, and he must have known 


about it. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Very well. Where it is alleged 
that a man has recovered and the Government is required to go 
into this inquiry I want the statements to be made under oath. 

Mr. PIC It must be made under oath, because the bur- 
den of proof is on the Government to show that he has recovered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. Chairman, what I com- 
plain of particularly in this bill is this: That in section 2 the 
words mistake of fact or recovery from disability” leave a door 
open where this pensioner’s right to his pension may be questioned 
arbitrarily by the Pension Bureau. 

And it does not do what the report of the committee says it does. 
For instance, the report of the committee says: 

This guarantees to the old survivor of our great le, whose ave’ 
ages now nearly 60, that security and peace of mind which should come 
e aed aie Very TON AAA thas few DAOA axe cae 
drawing pensions who et not entitled to them. 

It does not guarantee to the pensioner that“ peace of mind”; 
and I think he never will have that peace of mind,” after the 
sad experience of the past three years, until these three words are 
stricken out of the law and no opening left for any future Com- 
missioner to override and drop his pension. 

If there is any citizen in this Republic that I honor more than I 
do another it is he who took the gun at the first fire on Sumter, 
and, turning to the gray-headed mother with pale and trembling 
lips, or to the wife whose moistened eyes could little tell the 
feeling of her heart, or to the child perhaps but newly cradled, 
leaving all, only turned back to say, Good-bye; 5 calls; my 
country is in danger, and I go forth to do its battle.“ I honor the 
soldier who bled and died in such a cause, and I love the avin: 
It is the duty of this House to minimize all the bilities cal- 
culated to deprive the soldier of this little mite of bounty that has 
been guaranteed to him by this great Government; and I give 
notice that I shall urge and insist that these three words 
stricken from this bill and that the further possibility of dropping 
the pensioner shall be forever foreclosed to future Commissioners 
who may be placed incharge of that Department. [Loud applause 
on the ublican side.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few remarks 
upon this bill. It is not a question of sentiment that we are con- 
sidering here; it is a question as to whether we shall give our 
attention to a practical measure to cure some defects in the ad- 
ministration of the pension laws. It is not my desire, being a 
member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to offer any amend- 
ment to this bill. I shall support it as a measure that will perhaps 
remove some of the causes of eee chan against the present ad- 
ministration of the pension laws. I will more cheerfully vote for 
it if some amendments are made, which I trust some gentleman 
will offer, and which I hope will be adopted by this Committee of 
the Whole. 

The pension laws now in force are not generally unfair or un- 
just to the pensioner. If gentlemen will recall discussions in this 


House on the subject of pensions they will recognize the fact that 
the great cause of criticism has been found not in the laws them- 
selves, but rather in the manner in which they have been admin- 


istered. We have already an act, introduced by my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PooLE], and we 3 in this bill to supplement it by prescrib- 
ing arule of evidence in regard to death. We have in this 
bi ta porien 55 5 to Al sa 55 evidence 5 i 
. Neither is necessary. was e power, an 

it was the duty, of the Secretary of the Interior to have adopted 
these pro rules of evidence independent of any enactment 
by Co: The statutes of the States have generally recognized 
the presumption of death after an unexplained absence of the per- 
son for seven years. t was the common-law presumption 
adopted by the courts without any statutes. The presumption of 
legal marriage by man and woman living together, holding out 
each other and being recognized in the community as husband 
and wife, has 8 been indulged in by the courts of the coun- 
try in matters quite as grave as that of the allowance of a pension. 
It is somewhat remarkable that the Secre of the Interior should 
not have adopted these same reasonable rules. So I may say that 
after this bill becomes a law, an unfair, or a narrow, or an unjustly 
strict construction of it will practically undo all the work that 
we may do here. 

I desire now to call the attention of the committee to two or 
three other sections of this bill. All of the fourth section after 
the fifteenth line should be stricken out. Lask the attention of the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] to this point. There- 
is entirely too much machinery, . too great expense and 
trouble to the pensioner, provided for in the latter part of this sec- 
tion. The taking of depositions invariably requires the aid of a 
skillful attorney. If counties were all of small size, andif the 
pensioner was see fe found to be living near the county seat, it 
would not be very objectionable to require the examination to be 
conducted at the seat of justice; but many counties, particularly 
in the Western States and Territories, are very large. One within 
my knowledge has quite an important town, where old soldiers are 
living, 250 miles from the county seat. 

i S. In the same county? 
Mr. WOOD. Inthesamecounty. That county is represented 
by my friend from California, Mr. BOWERS, 

This section gives the right to the pensioner to rebut or sub- 
stantiate any facts alleged. He must do that by testimony; and 
to make a journey to the county seat with his witnesses, and to 
support them during the time they are there, might practically 
work as great hardship to him as to absolutely cut off his pension. 
Considering the mse and trouble, would it not be better, after 
we provide that charges shall be made under oath with notice 
and with a copy of the charges to be given to the pensioner, to let 
the place of examination be left to the Commissioner, with the 
hope and the expectation that a fair and just Commissioner will 
be in charge of the Pension Bureau? Leave the matter as it is 
now. Let me state one thing further. Whenever charges of fraud 
are required to be reduced to writing and sustained by the oath of 
the person making them there will be very few pensioners dropped 
from the roll on the ground of fraud. Occasionally, of course, 
some worthy man may have the made i him, and 
with this section as it stands in the bill it practically amounts toa 
denial of a fair hearing in such cases. we strike out all of this 
section after the fifteenth line it will then be a good section, and 
we may trust toa fair Commissioner to execute the law fairly 
and with due regard to the interest of the old soldier as well as to 
the interest of the Government, 

I wish now to call the special attention of the committee to sec- 
tion 6. This section is aimed at Order 229. The chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, the gentleman from South Da- 
kota . PICKLER] has shown to his own satisfaction, but not 
to mine, nor, I think, to the satisfaction of the House, how this 


be | Section of the bill abrogates that order. It does not doit. It in 


fact substantially approves that order, and is a virtual indorse- 
ment of it; it really enacts the more stringent part of that order 
into law. Let gentlemen scrutinize this section carefully. All 
the objectionable features of Order 229 are retained, or at least are 
not prohibited, The requirement of the preparation of testimony, 
the reducing it to wri or typewriting, the preparation and 
forwarding of the same without“ needless delay —the Commis- 
sioner being the sole judge of what is ‘‘needless delay“ are not 
forbidden by this section. Order 229 did not require the affidavit 
to be in the affiant’s own language as this section does. This sec- 
tion, by necessary implication, prohibits any oral prompting or 
questions suggestive of answers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not at all. 

Mr. WOOD. I think it does. Order 229 does not prohibit oral 
prompting or leading questions for the purpose of wing out 
the facts. It only requires that any printed or written state- 
ment or recital” which aids the recollection of the witness shall 
be attached to the affidavit. Mr. Chairman, I submit that no 


statute of the United States, or of any State, norany rule of court, 
can be found which requires so great a of particularity and 
strictness in the preparation of affidavits to be used in courts of 
justice in the disposition of business involving important conse- 
uences, Injunctions are issued on sworn bills of complaint. 
Mente hands are tied in the conduct of their business, or dis- 
position of their property. junctions are dissolved on motions 
and answers supported by affidavits. Receivers are apycinted on 
verified bills of complaint. 3 is taken from the hands of 
owners and from the process obtained by creditors, and turned 
over to the hands of receivers or officers of courts, and there re- 
tained, perhaps until eaten up in fees and costs. Property is taken 
from defendant and turned over to plaintiff under replevin writs 
issued after affidavitisfiled. Writs of attachment are daily issued 
from our courts and property seized under them and, if perishable, 
sold before judgment. 8 $ 
This ing, in which execution precedes judgment, is 
JFF 
new trials are gran an imony pe suit upon 
arrested on criminal charges 


affidavits. Men are on based on com- 
plaint under oath. In any or all of these instances of daily oc- 
currence in our courts, involving frequently important interests, 
has any gentleman ever heard of requiring from the affiant a 
statement that the affidavit ‘‘ was prepared in his or her presence, 
at his or her dictation,” and is in t's own language”? And 

et we require in this order from an old soldier more particu- 
n an affidavit to establish a six-dollar- a- month pension claim 
than courts and statutes generally require to takeaway from credit- 
ors and out of the hands of owners a hundred or a thousand miles 
of railroad. Take the average comrade of ordi intelligence 
upon whom the old seldier must depend for his evidence. I sub- 
mit that if an affidavit must be obtained from his or her dicta- 
tion,” or must be ‘‘in affiant’s own oo eas nine out of ten 
would be defective and would be reject send to the Clerk's 
desk to be read as part of my remarks a substitute for this sec- 
tion. If some member does not offer a better provision, I give 
notice that I shall offer this at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

laws an afflant shall be 


. e to be 3 Ada it shall be consid i i 
of the claim and such weight be given to it as it may be justly entitled to. 
Mr. WOOD. That is not very much different from the ordi- 
nary jurat that is attached to a bill in chancery where a discov- 
ery is sought. It is about the same that is attached to an answer 
which may be introduced as evidence, and in default of answer 
the bill might be taken as confessed and regarded as evidence 
under the statutes of some States. 
It may be insisted, and I believe it is claimed by the Commis- 


sioner, that pensions are granted on ex parte evidence, and there- 
fore there should be great i used; also that affidavits 


in pension cases are ex parte, and that to adopt this section would 
n wide the doors to fraud. This, I believe, is the insistence of 

e present Commissioner. I deny that any affidavit of a material 
fact in a pension case is ex parte except in form. If affiantisa 
comrade, whether officer or enlisted man, his affidavit, if to a ma- 
terial fact, is not considered until the records of the War Depart- 
ment are searched to ascertain if affiant was present at the time 
with his command. Even if e corroborated there, it does not 
suffice. The postmaster is wri to, or a ial examiner re- 
ports whether the man is credible; then he himself is written to, 
to get a version in afflant's own language” of the facts about 
which he testified. Next it frequently happens that a special 
examiner is sent to examine him under oath. If his examination 
or affidavit discloses that some one else knows the same facts, the 
consideration of the claim is generally stayed until such person is 
written to and his reply is receiv to ascertain whether the 
affiant may not be contradicted or may not be mistaken. Lastly, 
if the allowance of the claim would carry any considerable amount 
of money, it is generally resolved that a special examination is 
required to determine the merits of the case. Thataction is good 
for a year’s delay, and generally for a much longer period. 
course of pr: ure is well known to every member of the com- 
mittee who has examined claims in the Pension Office, and he 
knows, as do I, that no material affidavit filed in support of a pen- 
sion claim is in effect an ex parte affidavit. 

Mr. Chairman, no harm will ever be done to the Government by 
the adoption of thissubstitute. The Commissioner or the Secretary 
of the Interior will still be the sole judge of the weight to be given to 
every affidavit. The present method of determining its truthful- 
ness is not abrogated. If affiant makes a statement on informa- 
tion or belief, he will still be obliged to state the sources of his in- 
formation so that the reasonableness of his grounds of belief may 
be determined. If he fails to do this, no weight would be given to 
his affidavit; it would go merely for what itis worth; and it would 
be worth nothing. 
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The administration of the pension lawsis wholly in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Interior. There is no appeal save to Con- 
gress. Iam aware that there is a pretty theory indulged in by 
unsophisticated claimants and their attorneys, and I believe by 
my colleague from New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN], that there is an 
appeal from a decision rejecting a claim or cutting down or dis- 
continuing a pension. t is a great mistake. The Interior 
Department is charged with the inistration of the ion 
laws. True, there is the Commissioner of Pensions; but he is prac- 
tically the head clerk of a bureau 1 An appeal 
is said to lie from his decision. That appeal is decided by the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Interior, another head clerk in the same 
office or the same Department. It is an appeal from Philip drunk 
to Philip not yet sobered up. 
After this act is passed old soldier will still be in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Interior; he will still feel the effects of the 
licy of the Administration. If that policy be that the pension 
aws shall be fairly construed, to carry out in fairness and good 
faith the purpose of their enactment, he will have no reason to 
8 Everyone whom the policy of the law has declared to 
be proper recipient of a pension will have no serious trouble 
in 3 , on the contrary, the policy of the Administra- 
tion shall be to admit none to the pension whom it is possi- 
ble to prevent and to cut off every pensioner where some excuse 
may be invented, then the same complaint will meet the next 


Congress. 

The policy is not to be settled here or in the Interior Department 
or in ite House. A ter than Secretary or or 
President must determine it. The appeal is to the peo; On 
them we must wait for the final judgment in November. 
Now, there is one thing in regard to a suggestion made by my 
friend the gentleman from South Dakota, the chairman of the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to which I will allude briefly and 
then Iam done. He that I select some section of the 
bill with which I am satisfied. I have criticised, I trust, in all 
fairness, two sections of this bill. I think the criticisms I have 
made are not at all unjust. I think it due to the Pension Com- 
mittee and this side of the House that we perfect this bill, if it is 
possible for us to do so, so that after it becomes a law it be not 
worse than the present law, or the construction which has been 
given 855 the present law. There are many parts of the bill that 
are good—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. May I ask the gentleman if he is a member 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. WOOD. Lama member of that committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, 
you have liberalized the bill in one respect by a provision per- 
mitting the oath of a private to have as much weight as that of 
the commissioned officer, and I indorse what has been done in that 

ard. But why not go further and permit an applicant him- 
self, in this matter of pension cases, to be heard as a witness in 
his own behalf, as he would be heard in the courts of justice? 
Let him appear under oath and let his evidence be taken to prove 
the facts connected with his claim. 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I think the ordi- 
nary rules of pleading in courts of justice, that the allegations of 
the claimant should be taken most poring li, iron him, are not 
unfair in their application to a man who is ing a pension. 

Mr. NORT. AY. But if, in a court of justice, a can go 
and be sworn in his own behalf, and his testimony is received just 
as the testimony of any other witness, why should not the same 
rule apply in pension cases? Why, in other words, should not a 
claimant, when he makes his application to the De t, be 
heard in a peson application the same as he would be heard in 
a court—of course his interest being taken into account? 

Mr. PICKLER. But he can do that now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Not at all. You do not it aclaimant 
for a pension to prove by his own evidence an independent fact. 
He must call cient witnesses to establish the fact, either two 
privates or one commissioned officer under the present law. 

Mr. PICKLER. The claimant may make his statement; the 
only difference is that more testimony is required in support of it. 
But let me ask the gentleman from Ohio if he thinks it would be 
a safe policy to enact a statute whereby an applicant for pension 
should be allowed his claim upon his own unsuppo testi- 
mony? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; I would not claim that. But I claim 
that he should have the same right to introduce testimony in his 
case that he would have in a case in a court of justice. 

Mr. PICKLER. He can do that now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. He 
can not. I have known cases myself where the principle has been 
applied. I have one case now, the case of Captain Goodwin, a 
resident of Norfolk, Va., who was the captain of a Massachusetts 
regiment during the war, who filed his application, and it has 
been pending for a long time. I secured him a pension of $12 a 
month under the law of 1890, but he has an bes rox for a pen- 
sion pending under the old law. He is absolutely and entirely 
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helpless, He was wounded in one of the battles, a bullet ruptur- 
ing his intestines, and he took from his own the bullet. No 
ponam was near; no one was able to testify as to the facts. 

e has an abscess arising from the wound formed in the intes- 
tines, and yet no human being can swear but himself that the 
bullet passed through. The Department refuses to listen to his 
testimony. Now, that is a case absolutely in point 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to 
section 5 of this bill, by which it is provided that the oath of a 
person who has served as a noncommissioned officer or private 
shall not be of less weight than that of a commissioned officer. 
It provides as follows: 5 

SEC. 5. That in the administration of the pension laws the oath of a person 
who has served as a noncommissioned officer or private shall not have any 
less weight than if such person had served as a commissioned officer: Pro- 
vided, no claim be rejected because of claimant's inability to fur- 
nish, as to any material fact in the case, the testimony of more one 
credible witness having knowledge of such fact. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is equivalent to saying that he must 
furnish one credible witness bead es himself. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, not at all. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has held that a man’s own testimony may be taken, and it 
has been held that the statement of the claimant is good in sup- 
port of the facts set forth in the application. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I was about to make an inquiry 
for information as to who had the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman has. 

Mr. WOOD. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Nortuway] that the affidavit of the pensioner and his statement 
are received, and when a pension examiner goes out hunting up 
fraud, or when he goes for the purpose of assisting the claimant 


or pensioner in making out his case, as he many times does, the affi- 
davit of the J e is erally taken. That affidavit, so far as 
my attention been ed to it—and I have examined a great 


many cases—seems to haveno weight whatever unless there should 
be some word or in it that could be construed into an ad- 
mission against the claimant. If that should happen, then it has 
t weight and will overturn a great deal of other testimony. 

t in this case let me say that the claimant is not treated very 
much worse than his witnesses. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That may be. 

Mr. WOOD. As I have endeavored to show to the committee 
and I think the facts will justify me—no statement of material 
facts by a witness or claimant is considered at the Pension Office 
unless it is verified to some extent. Iam not complaining about 
that. I think it is no more than right that it should be verified; 
but with that practice of verifying those statements, and with the 
orders that are made requiring a special examiner to go and cross- 
examine the witnesses, with the practice in vogue of writing a 
year or two afterwards to the witnesses, who may be unlearned, to 
put down in writing their recollection of the facts in the case— 
with that in mind, I do not think it may be said that pensions are 
allowed upon ex peto affidavits or ex parte evidence. 

One thing further. The Commissioner of Pensions, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior or the Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is absolutely his own judge as to the length 
of time he will take to consider a case. It may be one year, it 
may be five yart and there is no power, so far as I know, that 
S copal im to expedite a case. There is absolutely less dan- 
ger or ana creeme into a pension claim than there is in a pro- 
ceeding in a court of justice as exemplified under the practice of 
the Pension Office in a large number of cases that I myself have 
examined; and I presume other members of the committee will 
also bear me out in that. 

As I said before, I have criticised only two sections of this bill, 
Whether these should be amended as I have suggested, or whether 
they should not be, will make no difference in my support of this 
bill. I believe it would be better to amend in these particulars, 
but the bill is a step in the right direction. 

Let me state another thing to the committee. The gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], the very efficient and able 
chairman of this committee, has spent no small amount of time 
in the perfection of this bill. is opinion should have great 
weight; and yet, after all, this bill which is introduced by him, 
and which bears evidence of his research and examination, is not 
altogether sacred. It should be treated as any other bill. If we 
can perfect itin this or that particular it is only right that we 
should do it. By section 6 we open a trap to catch the unwary 
pensioner or claimant. That is also the case with the latter part 
of section 4. 

I thank the gentlemen of the committee for their attention. 
[Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Prrnry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military 


record of Dan S. Place, first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Vol- 


unteers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bill of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, 
of the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of 
naval merit with the white distinction mark, in recognition of 
services rendered to the officer and sailors of the Santa Maria who 
were injured by an explosion on that ship; 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers. : 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House eee concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, 


out the word captain.“ in line 5 of said enrolled and insert- 
py Sent oue bhe mo m ies 


AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr, PAYNE in the 


chair. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am to the 
of this bill for several reasons. In the first place it is vi indeh. 
nite. No man has been able to tell anywhere in the neighborhood 
of the amount which the passage of this bill will carry in appro- 
priations. Therefore I am opposed to it, because I have no idea 
of the amount of appropriation which it will necessitate. 

In the next place it seems to me that the bill is a misnomer, be- 
cause it misstates and conceals its real object. It is stated in the 
report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that this bill adds no 
new class of pensioners to the pension roll. Then by a careful 


perusal of the bill you will see that it enumerates numbers of per- 
sons who will come in as new ioners under this bill who are 
not now drawing pensions. ence I say the very name of it is a 


misnomer to begin with, and hence it is deceiving and hypocritical. 

In the very first section of the bill it is provided that a number 
of persons who did service on the Confederate side in the late war, 
but who, toward the close of the war, for some reason or other, 
saw proper to desert the flag under which they had been fighting, 
to turn their backs upon their own country and to seek shelter 
under another flag—the first section of this bill proposes to put 
that class of soldiers along with other soldiers who went into the 
Union Army and fought for four long years amidst snow and 
storm and sunshine and rain. It proposes to pension a class of 
citizens who were loyal to no flag, who were loyal to no country, 
who were loyal to no principle at all. For that reason again I 
shall be constrained to vote inst the passage of this bill. Ido 
not think such a class of people deserve any such consideration at 
the hands of any nation. That is another reason why I shall vote 
against the of the bill. 

Mr. PI ER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? The country has forgiven the Confederate soldier for 
everything else on earth, I think, except for being a Union soldier 
afterwards. Does not the gentleman think it is time that we 
should forgive him for being a Union soldier after having been in 
the Confederate service? 

Mr. TALBERT. That is not relevant to the subject at all. I 
am not discussing the question of pardon, or anything of that 
sort. Iam just discussing the merits of the bill upon which the 
gentleman from South Dakota came yery near killing himself on 
yesterday afternoon. paumie] I think the gentleman’s widow 
should be cared for if he does kill himself speaking. Isay that 
the man who will desert his flag in time of distress, in time of 
war, who will deliberately walk out from under his flag, can not 
claim to be loyal toany country, and is not deserving of a pension 
at the hands of any nation. 

These men, seeing the declining star of the Confederacy, delib- 
erately and went over to the Yankee Army, showing 
themselves to be cowards, without principle, without patriotism, 
and withont love of country altogether. For this reason, I shall 
vote against the passage of this b 

Then section 2 goes on, and upon its face it seems to be very fair. 
It is very well that we should have ‘‘rest” from anxiety and per- 
turbation among the old regular soldiers who are now enjoying 
their F ore and that they should be undisturbed, that they 
should have “rest and quiet.” I have no objection to that, but it 
goes on to say— 

No pension heretofore granted or which may hereafter be 
the pension laws shall be reduced or discontinued except from 
error, or mistake of or recovery from disability. 

That is all very well; but why is it that you do not go further 
and designate and say to whom this section would give advantage, 
to another class of citizens, the remarried widows? 

Mr. ERDMAN. They cut them out by the proviso. 

Mr. TALBERT. I suppose they are cut off by the proviso, 
owever. 


ted under 
ud, clerical 


As to sections 8 and 4 I have 5 say. 


Then we come down to section 5. e report says: 
The of this section is to abolish the distinction between the oath of 
a co; oned officer and that of a noncommissioned officer or private. 


That is very well. Why do not you go further and do away 

with this discrimination in favor of officers’ widows as against the 

widows of private soldiers? It seems to me that if you had in- 

tended to do justice you would have gone a little further, and 

ote inserted that in the bill here. And the report says further 
t— 


While the 8 allows large latitude to the Bureau of Pensions in the 
matter of evidence, 771 it prescribes that no claim shall be rejected use 
of claimant's inabi to furnish the testimony of more than one credible 
witness as to any material fact in his case. 

That is breaking down the rules of evidence, and leaving it so 
that not only do we do away with affidavits, but let ve owt come 
in, and on his ipse dixit a claim for pension shall be allowed with- 
out any testimony whatever. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that 
is not right; it is wrong; and that is another reason why I shall 
vote against the bill. 

As to sections 7, 8, and 9 I have nothing in particular to say. 

Section 10 provides that the common-law presumption of death 
after lapse of’: seven years without news or tidings of the missing 

rson shall obtain in the administration of the pension laws. 

e committee says this will— 
of long standing in the o courts of justice and lighten 
8 the labors of this — — i üg 

It seems to me that this opens up a field wide for fraud, where 
men desert their families, and run off, and after seven years they 
ought not to be considered as dead. I think that is wrong. But 
I make no particular objection to that; at the same time no woman 
is a widow with a living husband. 

Section 11, the committee says, introduces a new rule into the 
Pension Office, the common-law rule, in the matter of proving 
marriages on failure of the best evidence, and they say it is— 

Substantially in accordance with the rule for establishing common-law 


It seems to me that the usage in the Pension Office at present 
in that regard should not be interfered with. 

As to section 12 I have nothing to say. 

Section 13 provides that under the act of June 27, 1890, desertion 
or 8 discharge from a prior service shall not be a bar 
to pension if the soldier has a subsequent service of ninety days 
and honorable disc from the same. Now, it seems to me 
here that this section, if passed, will add a number of new pen- 
sioners to the rolls. It opens up a wide field for granting pennone 
to bummers, coffee coolers, and deserters, men who eserted 
and received bounty after bounty whenever they enlisted before 
the close of the war. I think that is wrong, and not justice, and 
it is not right to the old soldiers who are drawing pensions to- 
day. That is another reason why I shall vote against this bill. 

These are some of the reasons, Mr. Chairman, which actuate me; 
and in the next place I submit that any further pension legislation 
is unnecessary and extravagant and unjust to the great mass of tax- 
payers. I contend, sir, that the pension laws of the United States 
are just as liberal toward the old soldiers as they ought to be. I 
do not object to them as they stand. I do not stand up here and 
oppose the pension policy of our Government, because I know that 
it is just for every government to have a liberal pension policy 
toward the soldiers who stand up and fight for their country. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I submit that all of this talk and all of this 
oratory about the old soldier is mere claptrap. It is mere hypoc- 
risy upon the part of a great many who talk of their love for the 
old. Siner, unattended by anything but love for his vote. It re- 
minds me of the love of the vultures for dead bodies, because they 
feed upon them; and these gentlemen feed upon the old soldiers 
by getting their votes. I say it is unnecessary to have any fur- 
ther pension legislation, and it is 1 to become a heavy 
burden upon the soldiers as well as the people. 

I just want to call the attention of the committee for a few 
moments to some figures which I have collected in regard to the 
amount of pensions that have been paid to the soldiers of the 
United States. There was paid in pensions in 1888, $83,167,500; 
1889, $76,312,400; 1890, $81,758,700; 1891, $98,587,252; 1892, $135,- 
263,085; 1893, $147,064,550; 1894, $166,831,350; 1895, $162,631,570, 
and in 1896, $142,000.000. 

In 1887 there were paid $86,667,500, and so on down until 1894, 
when the amount was $166,531,350, peta in all about $2,000,- 
000,000. I think that speaks well for the United States. I think 
that the laws giving pensions are liberal enough. 

The army of Germany, which is in the neighborhood of 800,000, 
costs less our pension roll, with all her wars and troubles. 
Think of this enormous sum of money yearly extorted from the 
toiling masses, and then upon the top of that you would increase 
the amount. Russia, with an army of nearly the same number as 
Germany, expends less than a hundred millions. France, with 
an army of 550,000, spends but $120,000,000, including the pensions 
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FTT with the other na- 
ti pain, Great Britain, Italy, etc. ə comparative figures 
go to show that we have been extremely liberal in granting pen- 
* to the Unong soldiers, E 7 
Ir. Chairman, in opposing the passage of this bill I am not 

posing en ing that would Kiro the benefit of the old oldan, 

submit that bill, if it becomes a law, will not do justice to 
the old soldiers, but will rather detract from them by placing upon 
the rolls the names of men who never ought to be on a roll of honor, 
thus ing it instead a roll of dishonor. A t cry is raised 
here about the men who saved the Union. Well, sir, they deserve 
credit for it, of course. But who saved the Union? A great over- 
ruling Providence saved the Union. I would like to hear some of 
the members of this House * more credit to Providence and to 
God 3 than they do for saving the Union. I recall an 
anecdote of the war of 1812-1815, that s on providential in- 
terposition. On the evening before the battle of New Orleans a 
British and American picket came near enough to hold a collo- 
quy, when the Britisher ventured the prediction that a battle 
would result the next day. Forecasting events, he said: On our 
side we have General Keane, General Gibbs, and Lord Pakenham, 
and we will be bound to whip you.” 

The Kentuckian replied: ‘‘ Well, on our side we have the Lord 
God hty, the Lord Jesus Christ, and Old Hickory Jackson, 
and if we don’t whip you, III be damned!” 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, it was the t overruling Providence, 
which controls the destinies of nations as well as of individuals 
that saved this Union, for it is pan if the war had not ended 
when it did there would have n little left, as nearly every 
soldier is either wounded or dead. 

Now I say, gentlemen of the other side, if 285 propose to go 
any further in this pension legislation yon might just as well turn 
over the whole Treasury at once to the old soldiers. Let them 
have it all and then adopt the plan that we are told they have 
adopted at some of the Soldiers’ Homes out West; let fhe old 
soldiers take pones of the Treasury, and then set up beer sa- 
loons and sell them beer in the name of the Government, and 
make them all drunk and set up Keeley cures to cure them, and 
in that wa t all the money back again into the Treasury. 
1 say we have gone far enough in granting liberal 
pensions to the soldiers of the civil war, and while some may criti- 
cise my motives because I am a Southern man and stand up here 
to protest against this legislation, I propose to do what I conceive 
to be my duty in the premises, regardless of fear or favor from 
ang source whatever. 

Ir. MAHANY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHANY. You say that Providence was responsible for 
the Union victo Have you any objection to a pension being 
granted to Providence? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, if it were granted Ido not think my friend 
would get any of it. There is not much Providence about him, I 
think. p eughur] Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, let me 
say that I only spoke of the overruling hand of Providence (which 
I do not think the gentleman from New York ever has recogni 
properly, judging from his question) in order to direct the attention 
of members of this House to the fact that whenever a nation for- 
gets God and turns her back upon Him and goes out after false 
gods, calamity comes upon that nation. When the top and the 

ttom of the map fell out we had our civil war. It amounted to 
nothing more than that the United States, after whipping Great 
Britain and whipping Mexico, turned around and whipped herself, 
It was a providential thing that the Union was saved. Now, we 
do not pro to go back and dig up the dry bones of the past. 
We are living men, living and acting in the present. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Of course, if I can answer it. If I can not I 
will not, for it is said that a certain class can ask questions that 
another class can not answer. [Laughter.] 

. MAHANY. Will you tell the House how you got 
commission to as a special agent of Providence on this floor? 

Mr. TALBERT, I did not understand the gentleman's remark. 

Mr. MAHANY. I should judge from your remarks that you 
ae the special instrument of Providence here. Now, will you 
tell us-— 

Mr. TALBERT (interrupting). Oh, no; but I am instructed 
in the Bible, and its teachings have directed me not to cast pearls 
before swine, so I will not say anything more to the gentleman. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Ihave now no more to say on the bill, but shall vote against its 
enactment, and hope it will not pass. [Applause.] 


aly” KIRKPATRICK addressed the committee. See Appen- 


our 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I listened the other day to 
the eloquent and beautiful eulogy pronounced by the gentleman 
from Mamachusetin [Mr. Moopy] in honor of the memory of 
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General Cogswell, a Representative of that State. One particular 


struck me as peculiar] 
younger generation to ponder when 
the questions affecting the relations 
It is this: 


Though we stand here reapin, ; where we have not sown, though we under- 
stand little of the agony oF the seedtime we can, at least, measure the 
abundance of the harvest. 


Andas a man of this generation, not knowing from experience 


appropriate for the men of a 
t af presume to speak upon 
and results of the civil war. 


the fury, the sufferings, the hopes, the irations, the disap- 
pointments, or the glories of the civil war, I felt an especial and 
painful surprise on listening this morning to the opening speech 


made by a colleague from my own State, my equal in years, but 
having the added advantage of bearing the t name of one who 
once led the armies of the United States. It was an astonishing 
thing to me to behold the son of George B. McClellan standing in 
the path of the justice due to the men father led. 

I have no need here to place myself on record as a friend of the 
Union soldiers of the civil war. I have no political or selfish 
interest animating the words I now utter, for the people of my 
district fully understand and appreciate my position upon these 

uestions; but as a patriotic man, as one who is an inheritor of 
the splendid and inspiring possibilities of this Republic, preserved 
to me and to all other men of this 33388 to all the gen- 
erations that are to come I should be recreant to my own sense 
of gratitude if I did not stand upon the floor of this House in pro- 
test against the policy which seems to harass and hound and ob- 
struct every step of the aged and ern veterans whose sacrifices 


made free government a verity. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

I 1 believe, Mr. Chairman, that we who, in the lan- 
guage of Lowell 


Sit hexe in the promised land 
That flows with freedom’s honey and milk 

are not sufficiently conscious of the heritage which we enjoy. I 
imagine the prosperity in which we are 157 7 5 and the magni- 
ficence of our political and personal possibilities have a tendency 
to dull that appreciation which should be the first instinct of every 
American to-day, and ially of the representative Americans 
who occupy seats in this Chamber. [Applause.] Were it not for 
the heroic faith of those men who were the pillars in the uphold- 
ing of the best Government the world has ever seen, a Government 
freighted with all the hopes and dreams of human kind, the gen- 
tleman who dared with fli panay to speak regarding the merits 
and deservings of these soldiers of an immortal struggle would 
not to-day hold citizenship in the foremost of nations nor have 
the opportunity open to him to be honored with a stat upon the 
floor of this House. 

When we picture to ourselves the historical significance of their 
accomplishment, when we see the Asiatic despotisms and the sul- 
len monarchies of Europe galling the necks of subject peoples, and 
when we picture the slayes of old oppressions looking across the 
severing ocean to this fairyland of human liberty and human hap- 
piness, we can appreciate the better the deathless debt of gratitude 
we owe to the men who made such a Government possible; yea, 
es dig more than that, perpetuated it to all generations. [Ap- 
plause. 

I remember five or six years ago when I made my first visit to 
this city, the capital of this nation, I sat in the gallery of the Sen- 
ate of the United States and I saw a new Senator from the State 

- of Texas make his firstentry into that Chamber and I beheld Sen- 
ators from the North and Senators from the South crowd about 
him and give him a reception which might well have made any 

European monarch grateful. When Iinquiređ who the distin- 

ished personage was, they told me it was Mr. Reagan, the 
ator from Texas, the ex-postmaster-general of the Southern 

Confederacy. And then, Mr. Chairman, beyond that stately scene 
at the other end of this Capitol, my mind went out to the crippled 
and decrepit veterans of our civil war, dying neglected aud forgot- 
ten in the almshouses of the country they had helped to save, and 
it seems to me a monstrous thing that Senator Reagan in his dig- 
nity, and the gentleman from South Carolina in his absurdity, 
should be in a position in these halls to vote away the bread from 
the mouths of the men who made the triumph of their treason 
impossible. {Ap lause on the Republican side.] 

: . TALBERT. I challenge the gentleman to cite a single 

instance where I have opposed the ting of a pension which in 

my Joe ent was due to a meritorious Union soldier. 

T. MAHANY, I may say to the gentleman from South Car- 
olina that I would be A E loath to accept his judgment 
fess me merits of a pension claim or on any other subject. 

ughter. 

_Mr. TALBERT, I have never opposed the granting of a pen- 
sion in any meritorious case, and I am responsible for every posi- 
tion that I have taken here, but I am not responsible to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MAHANY. I should judge you were irresponsible. 
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Mr. TALBERT. My record shows that I have only opposed the 
giving of pensions to deserters and bummers and coffee coolers 
and camp followers, and I shall continue to do that as long as I 


have a seat here. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, as the Thersites of South Car- 
olina has brought up his record, I will quote from the modest 
encomium he passes upon himself in the Congressional Direct- 
ory: 

In all relations of life, as neighbor, friend, and public official, he has been 


faithful to every trust, zealous as a urch member and Sunday-school 
worker, legislator, and Alliance man 


aughter. 

fing 3 satisfied with my indorsenient? [Laughter.] 
Mr. TALBERT. I want to state to the gentleman that Iam 

not the author of that biography, but he is obviously the author 

of his, and I propose to read it: 


He was born in Buffalo 


Mr. MAHANY. Iobject, Mr. Chairman. Thegentlemanfrom 
South Carolina will pardon me if I am too modest to permit my 
own 1 ey oe to be read on this occasion. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is in this discussion a seriousness not 
suggested by the personality of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. The question before us rises, in its dignity and sublimity, 
far above any interchange of personal recriminations or personal 
amenities. Itisa consideration affecting the interest and the well- 
being of the saviors of that Republic which is the hope of human- 
ity and the pledge of its future. It concerns the duty and obli- 
gation of this Commonwealth to the men who, from 1861 to 1865, 
went forth in the morning of their years, in the glory of their 
nop; in the fullness of their powers. It involves our dignity 
and our honor and our integrity as a nation, and I say, as one 
young American, standing here not in my character as a Repre- 
sentative on this floor, but simply as a citizen of the United States, 
enjoying the benefits and largess of their unequaled and heroic 
sacrifice, that I for one am proud to support this bill, and m 
only regret is that we can not throw better and closer safegu: 
around the rights andinterests of those who in their day deserved 
so well of the Republic. [Prolonged M 

Mr. HAGER. Mr. Chairman, the bill now being considered b 
the committee recalls events in our country's history that it pits 
be well for the generation of men who have appeared on the scene 
of action since the close of the war to contemplate with care and 
much thoughtful attention. To those men who took an active 
part in that great contest for the preservation of all that is dear 
to us as a nation, or to those old enough at the time to compre- 
hend and appreciate the services those men rendered the country, 
humanity, and the cause of freedom throughout the civilized 
world, the necessity for the character of the legislation now pro- 
posed is anything but flattering to the justice and fairness and 
appreciation of the men who are responsible for the administra- 
tion of the pension laws as ony. now appear upon our statute book. 
The condition of affairs at the Pension Office for the past three 
years causes one to wonder whether or not if republics are not 
altogether ungrateful or totally forgetful of services rendered. 
During my brief service in this body I have closed my lips and 
held my peace when pension questions were being discussed, and 
have attempted in vain to reason myself into the belief that the 
pension laws were being justly administered by this Administra- 
tion, but I have been 1 2 forced to the contrary conelu- 
sion, and, after exercising the broadest charity for the men who 
have made necessary the enactment into law of the pending meas- 
ure, I have been forced to the conclusion by their open, continu- 
ous, and notorious acts that they are guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt of doing everything in their power to make it difficult and 
almost impossible for a claimant to receive justice before that 
Department. 

I do not intend to be severe in my criticisms, and desire to be 

rfectly fair, charitable, and candid in what I may say, but I 
judge there are few members of this Congress who may have been 
called upon to examine pension cases during the present Adminis- 
tration who could not cite case after case and instance after in- 
stance coming under his personal notice where the evidence 
demanded from the claimant was of a character that was perfectly 
frivolous and absurd, and I know of no court in Christendom 
that would not hold much of the evidence demanded as irrelevant, 
immaterial, incompetent, and not a little of it impertinent. 

In the name of reason, of common sense, and common justice, 
why is it that a rule of evidence obtains in the Pension Depart- 
ment as now administered that resolves and determines every 
doubt against the claimant for a pension instead of adopting the 
correct and charitable and just rule of giving to every old soldier 
the benefit of every doubt and aiding him in every proper and 
just way to secure a ion if he is fairly entitled thereto. The 
road to the Pension Office, Mr. Chairman, should be made as free 
from technicalities and legal obstacles as ible, and the doors 
to its entrance as broad as the courage and loyalty and sacrifice of 
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condi- 
Were I 
President of the United States (and if my ambition in that 
direction can not be gratified I should be abundantly satisfied to 
have the next Executive of this blic chosen from within the 
borders of my own loved State), I would do all in my power to 
make the Pension mt of this Government a great object 
lesson of loyalty to all the people of this country, and would demon- 
strate the fact to the people of every nation and of every tribe 
throughout the whole world that the greatest of all of the b- 
lies was not ungrateful and infinitely prouder to remember and 
care for its defenders than to boast of its wealth, its intelligence, 
its manufactories, its standing armies, or its strength upon the 
land or upon the seas; for, after all, Mr. Chairman, the best test 
of a nation's strength is not in its standing armies, its trained sol- 
diery, its iron-clad navy, or its flying ons, but in the willing- 
ness and readiness of its citizens to respond to its call and to come 
to its defense in times of need and danger. [Applause.] 

In the administration of criminal laws in all our State and Fed- 
eral courts, whenever the Commonwealth accuses one of its citi- 
zens of violating law the presumption of innocence at once obtains 
to shield and protect the 5 against the accusations brought 
against the citizens, and the State, in the trial of the defendant, is 
required to convince the jury beyond a reasonable doubt of the 

er's guilt or they must it him. The law of reasonable 
„ of crime commends itself to the 


the men who are, by force of circumstances and chan 
tions, compelled to seek entrance thereto. [ use. 


accused of crime has not been reversed by the Pension Depart- 
ment in its treatment of claimants for pensions before that 
tribunal? Every doubt, so far as I have been able to discover, is 
resolved against them. Every shred of evidence in their reach or 
in the reach of their friends, I care not how broadly scattered, is 
demanded; and the common presumption of eee 
. men generally has been reversed, the evidence furnished by 
the soldier himself, or by those who may have known him, is not 
accepted by the De ent, and a new and modern use has been 
made of the 1 ted Democratic of this 
Administration, and those men are finally called upon as a court 
of last resort to pass upon the character of the soldier and the 
credibility of the evidence furnished to the Department by the 
claimant. Whatan outrageous proceeding is this. What utter 
nonsense. What a violation of the spirit that should pervade and 
prevail in the just administration of that great ent of this 
t nation. The ingenuity exercised in devising rules of evi- 

ce for the express purpose, it seems to me, to prevent or post- 
pone the allowance of just and valid claims is certainly worthy 
a better cause, and the Administration that has made possible 
such a condition of affairs will most surely be overtaken by the 
righteous wrath of an outraged and aroused public conscience, 
and be swept from power and ition, and its acts be remem- 
bered only to be condemned by a patriotic and fair-minded 


le, sx sony al i ° 

Su Chairman, in the State which I have the honor in part to 
resent we have alaw providing that the head of every family 
have exempt a oe that poe pons of every family 1 
have certain personal property exempted from execution, and the 
same law provides that the laws of homesteads and exemption shall 
be liberally construed by the courts of the State. ‘The law is cer- 
tainly a just one and recommends itself to the judgment of can- 
did men; as it protects the family and seis, Ses home building. 
If laws of such a character should be li y construed, then 
with what ter force can be urged a broad and liberal inter- 
pretation of the laws passed in the interest of those men who by 
their valor and courage saved the nation and made it possible, or 
desirable even, for men to make and own their own homes. A 
vast majority of the men who responded to the call of duty in 
1861 and 1865 came from the ranks of the common people, from 
the hills of New gh Se Sp from the valleys of the Mississippi, 
from the prairies of Northwest, and, as Lincoln so tru y 
said, God must love the common people, He made so many of 
them.” They most certainly were not tempted to leave every- 
thing dear to them from sordid motives, but the vast majority, 
and with scarcely an exception, were as ra by patriotic motives 
and a love of our free institutions. And if there is any class of 
men in the world whose statements could be accepted and relied 
upon without rt and corroboration, it is most certainly the 
men who were ve enough and loyal enough and unselfish 


enough to ond to the command of A In, men who 
wore baptised with the spirit of true patriotism and to whosesery- 
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ices we are justly indebted for a united and indivisible union of 


States. 

Mr. Chairman, from my experience in the Fifty-third ess 
and from what I have observed in this session, I am sati that 
I hold views on the question of pensions to private soldiers and 
their widows that would fail to receive the indorsement or ap- 
553 of quite a large number of members of this Congress. 

owever, my views are well grounded and, in the district which 
I have the honor to represent, fairly well understood and, I am 
satisfied, very generally indorsed. I gladly take advantage of 
this opportunity of expressing my views in the presence of such 
a representative body of men, and under circumstances when 
what I may say will reach beyond the sound of my own voice. 

Ihave ever been willing and ready to accord to each and every 
man who tock a part in that great contest for the preservation of 
this Union his just deserts, and on this occasion I willingly and 
gladly accord to all the officers of the Union Army all the praise 
and honor that their bravery and ability deserve. I would cer- 
tainly withhold no laurel that their valor or leadership won, but 
it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, in di ing a measure that, if 
enacted into law, will affect so large a class of men, we should see 
to it that equal and exact justice is meted out to all alike. 

This committee will certainly with me that during that 
terrible contest from 1861 to 1865 was not a day nor an hour 
when the life of this nation depended upon any one man, or upon 
all of our generals, or upon all of the civil officers of the Govern- 
ment, but it did depend, from hour to hour, from day to day, and 
year to year, apoa the valor and the courage and the loyalty of 
the rank and file, the boys who carried the musket and the rer: 

the 
d 


sack, the men who tented upon the open field and were in 
sron t of every battle, and met death and carnage in ten thousan 
orms. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was such an army of men since 
creation dawned as marched and fought and died under the Stars 
and Stripes from 1861 to 1865. [Applause.] They were as brave 
as any army that Napoleon Bonaparte ever led to victory or to de- 
feat, as patriotic as any Spartan who ever offered his life a sacri- 
fice to his country, and had a more thorough comprehension of 
the principles for which they pe kn and a more thorough real- 
ization of the awful results of defeat to themselves and to their 
5 than any army ever before marshaled on the field of 


With such an army as Grant commanded there was little need 
of leaders, They neither asked nor expected wip Spee to go in ad- 
vance of them to battle. They were enlisted for three years or 
during the war; were there at their country’s call and to defend the 
flag, with a full knowledge of what our independence had cost of 
blood and treasure, and with love of country stronger than love 
of life, they were at the front to remain until every rebel had laid 
down his arms and acknowledged allegiance to one country and 
to one flag. At the call of Abraham Linco, the most majestic 
. te: the SAI DAN a the Gia 
spon as thoug u y the mighty i 
otent. They waited for no second call, for the issuance of no 
draft. They knew that armed treason was assaulting the flag, 
and they went to the front to make treason and secession odions, 
and there they remained for four years of war and suffering and 
death and until the cause for which the South had fought went 
out in everlasting midnight at Appomattox, never to have an 
Easter, never to have a resurrection. The rank and file who re- 

mded to the call of country and duty were in no way responsi- 
for the war. They met at the point where the lightnings 
burned and the thunderbolts fell, and when the shock came they 
were at the front to meet its terrible force and stood between us 
and all danger like a wall of fire and as firm as the everlasting 


hills around J: 

F the flag as it floated over 
Sumter in April of 1861 had scarcely died away until England 
and France and Germany were casting lots for our garment. 
The once proud Republic was in their estimation soon to be scat- 
tered to the four winds, and they hoped amid the crash and 
crumble and ashes of its ruins to forever establish the divine 
right of kings.“ But, Mr. Chairman, they were not acquainted 
with Lincoln and they had not heard of Grant. They were boast- 
ing of a great standing army and of a trained soldiery, but uay 
had no comprehension of that great army of men who came fort 
as if by magic and rallied around their leader when the proud em- 
blem of the nation was assaulted and the Union was in danger, 
They were judging our institutions and form of government by 
their own, and a nation of freemen by a nation of subjects gov- 
erned by kings and emperors. The sequel must have convinced 
them that the comparison could not standin either case. Thecause 
for which our soldiers fought, the unity of a nation and the freedom 
of a race, Was as d, was as noble, was as laudable, as when at 
Lexington the em ed farmers fired the shot whose echoes re- 
sounded around the world and made every throne in Europe totter 
as r earthquake, 


1896. 
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The men who made up that vast army arrayed in defense of the 
nation’s honor, the nation’s integrity, and We 
volunteers; and from the very nature of the case the vast majority 
were compelled to serve as privates in the ranks, although it will 
not be questioned by the members of this House that thousands, 
yea, tens of thousands, of the men whoserved in that capacity were 
as well equipped and qualified to serve as offigers as those who 
were really in command. During the war the officers received 
greater honor and praise and more emoluments than did the private 
soldier, but now that the war is over it a to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that officer and soldier should stan: absolutely equal before 
the law [applause], and the Government that they saved, in pass- 

upon their claims for a pension, should see no but the 
honorable service that each rendered during the war the hon- 
orable discharge that each received after performing every duty 
asked of him by his Government. 555 

Let us not forget for one moment t this is a government of 
the people, and in my judgment the time has come when men 
sitting in this Chamber as the re tatives of all the pemi 
should see to it that the interests of the common people are looked 
after and cared for as well as the interests of those who occupied 
higher official positions during the war. Itshould be remembered 
that it costs just as much money and labor and thought to care 
for, support, and educate the children of the man who served as 
a private in the ranks as it does to perform the same service for 
the children of those who occupied higher itions; and we 
should not forget that she grio of the wife of the private soldier 
over the death of her loved husband is just as sacred and just as 

ignant as the grief of the officer’s widow over the loss of her 
Pend husband; and that it requires the same amount of en 
and care and concern to support and maintain the orphans of 
private’s widow as it does the orphans of the officer’s widow. 

Mr. Chairman, I am now and have been for years 3 op- 
posed to four-dollar and six-dollar and eight-dollar monthly pen- 
sions to private soldiers and as unalterably opposed to fifty-dollar 
and seventy-five dollar and one-hun: monthly pensions 
or one-thonsand-dollar yearly i to officers and to officers’ 
widows. [Applause.] Let us abolish the twoextremes and adopt 
a happy mean, with all deserving soldiers upon a perfect equality. 


A use. 

[ FI had the power I would with one stroke of the pen scale down 
all these large pensions we are now paying to officers and to officers’ 
widows and at the same time would raise to a higher level the 
pensions we are now rag to private soldiers and the widows of 
private soldiers. And, Mr. Chairman, the time is not far distant 
when such a will take place, as the people are already de- 
manding it, and when they make their demand earnestly ose 
their voices will reach the innermost recesses of this Chamber, for 
if there is any place in the world where equality before the law 
should mean something more than theory it should be in this 
Chamber, where the 1 5 8 representatives are assembled. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the road tothe Pension Office should be 
made so plain and easy that the humblest soldier who served in the 
ranks could not i e eee e e, 
claim, or, 5 e did err, that the administration of that 
great Bureau should be such, so just, so broad, and liberal, that his 
error would not be taken advan’ of, but that the servants of 
this great Government would stand ready to extend a friendly and 
a powerful hand to aid and encourage and direct him, and make 
it every whit as beret for an old and worthy veteran to get his name 
upon the pension rollas it was for thesamesoldier thirty-three years 
ago, then young and strong and patriotic, and when the nation 
was in dire n of defenders, to get his name upon the muster 
roll [loud applause]; andif these conditions do not exist now, then 

i mgress should not adjourn until such conditions were en- 
acted into law, and I think we may safely trust the common peo- 
ple of this great country to elect a President in this year of grace 
1896 whose first duty will be to place aman at the head of the 
Pension Bureau who will see to it that the laws we enact shall be 
fairly and oa construed and enforced. | pplause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I shall never forget, I think, an instance that 
happened in my experience while present at a reunion in my own 
district in the of 1895. I had attending a reunion of the 
veterans of the late war, and after finishing some remarks I had 
the honor to make on that occasion, I was approached by one of 
the veterans whose hair was whitened with the frost that never 
melts, whose cheeks were furrowed with lines of care, and whose 
general 1 at once indicated that he was far down the 
western slope of life. He took my hand and thanked me very 
earnestly for the words that I ken and asked me why it 
was that it was so much more difficult for an old veteran to get 
his name upon the pension roll than it was for that same soldier 
thirty years ago to get his name upon the muster roll. Mr. Chair- 
man, I stood dumb before my questioner, unable to answer or to 
give any explanation, and 1 now refer that entire matter to this 
Administration and to the thoughtful consideration of the hon- 
orable Commissioner of Pensions. I do not believe that we should 


e nation’s life were 


forget the debt we owe to those men. They willingly gave their 
services when the nation was in great need, and, now that condi- 
tions are reversed, I see no reason why the Government for which 
they suffered should not as willingly and as freely come to their 
help and see to it that those old and worthy veterans are looked 
after im their last days even as a father would care for his own 
children. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we are living in peculiar 
times. A spirit seems to be abroad in the land inspired from very 
high sources seeking to bring reproach upon the veterans of the 
war. Mr. Chairman, you may have heard it, and I know that the 
veterans throughout the length and breadth of the land have felt 
it, as it railed and proclaimed inst the ion roll with hypo- 
critical pretenses of “purging ” it and making it ‘‘a roll of honor,” 
but, thank Heaven, our pension roll is the most honorable roll 
ever held up for the 5 of 70,000,000 of people whose liber- 
ties were preserved and whose nation was saved by the brav 
and valor of the men whose names appear upon that roll, and 
am truly thankful of this 3 to say to the men who 
made up that vast army for the preservation of our institutions 
that they need not be ashamed of that roll, neither need they be 
ashamed to have their children or their children’s children inspect 
it, for the most searching and pai ing investigations made by 
the present Administration have demonstrated fact that the 
pension roll is almost absolutely free from fraud and misrepre- 
sentation, so far as soldiers themselves are concerned, and every 
true American citizen, however exalted or however humble his 
station in life may be, should rejoice in the knowledge that this 
rigid and exhaustive investigation has not only refuted the state- 
ment that every community has its well-known cases of pension 
frauds,” but has demonstrated the fact beyond any hope of dis- 
pute that the Pension Department, so far as the claimants them- 
selves are concerned, is infinitely freer from fraud than any other 
of the great Departments of the Government. 

During my seryice in this body I have received letters from 
hundreds of old soldiers calling my attention to their claims pend- 
ing before the Pension 8 and with the rarest exception 


an 
jected. I have been surpri 
these men, but I ju that the erings through which they 
from 1861 to 1865 gave them a philosophy and a view of 
ife that I can not fully understand, and strengthened, and broad- 
ened, and purified them and made them grander and better men 
than they otherwise would have been. I regret to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I have not been able to write them many encouragin 
letters in answer to their appeals, but have encouraged an 
cheered them as best I could, and have assured the boys that if 
they could hold on to life a few months longer light would break 
through the clouds that were now hovering over the Pension 
t; that the Democratic could already discern the 
handwriting on the wall; that this Administration had been 
weighed and in the judgment of the people been found disquali- 
fied to conduct the affairs of this great nation and unworthy the 
trust confided to them on the fatal 6th day of November, 1892 
2 „and that on March 4, in the year of our Lord 1897, 

ere would be inaugurated as President of the United States a 
man who would have patriotism enough to see to it that full and 
complete justice was meted out to the saviors of this Republic. 
{Loud applause. ] 

Mr. 8 , if the committee will bear with me I would like 
to recall a brief chapter of American ny ee vividly portrays 
the circumstances and conditions under which men were placed 
when they gave their names to their country and were enrolled 
among their country’s defenders. This Administration and the 
men selected by the ident of the United States to administer 
and interpret the pension laws deserve to have their attention 
called to that remarkable iod in our country’s e OA 
tested the experiment of government as it had never before 
been tested, and we most earnestly trust as it may never be tested 
again- As I glance around this Chamber I see many members 
of this body old enough to readily recall the time in the history 
of this country when slavery was a despot whose every wish and 
desire was obeyed. At its command we were forced into an un- 
holy war with Mexico and robbed that country of a vast empire 
now forming the magnificent State of Texas; we wrote into our 
statute books that most infamous and abhorred of all the laws 
that a republic ever passed—the fugitive slave law. Under its 
devilish provisions we drove the black fugitive e F. from bond- 
age and the lash back into slavery, ignorance, and degradation; 
we sealed the lips of our press and demanded the silence of our 
churches; in the eloquent language of another: We became the 
instruments of torture and revenge, and we hissed Phillips at Bos- 
ton, imprisoned Garrettson at Baltimore, and murdered Lovejoy 
at Alton.” Though but a mere lad, I can recall the threats t 
were made prior to and during the campaign of 1860. When the 


atience and forbearance of 
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rege of the North realized that the threats made by the leaders 
of the South would be carried into effect fear and frenzy seemed 
to seize the nation’s heart. Incompetency reigned at the White 
House, while traitors’ hands sowed the — of discord and scat- 
tered the nation’s strength and plundered the nation’s Treasury. 
A rope of sand, cemented os by loyal affection, seemed to be 
holding the States together, and they were fast falling asunder.” 

Already in the Halls of Congress lips of treason poured forth 
the Nery poison of its eloquence, as with scoff and scorn they bade 
their fellows and the nation farewell. Butin the mighty heart of 
him who had been chosen our leader- there breathed the spirit of 
loyalty and devotion to God and to man and country that feared 
nothing save dishonor and knew no course of conduct save that 
of duty, and around him in that supreme hour of the nation’s 
pan gathered the noblest manhood and the supremest courage of 

e nation’s best; men seemed to realize that the time had come 
when their souls were to be tried as if by fire. A cloud had set- 
tled on the horizon more awful in its blackness than any that had 
yet overcast the sky. Then came the shots like lurid in 
upon Sumter’s walls, and the old flag, torn and dismantled, bowed 
in shame and disgrace. A shock like that which follows a blind- 
ing flash left men for a moment stunned and dazed. It was at 
such an hour as this, it was under such circumstances as these, 
Mr. Chairman, that the men who are now so anxious to get the 
names of these old veterans off of the pension roll were then pray- 
ing with blanched cheeks and whitened lips that those same men, 
then young and strong, patriotic and determined, would place 
their names — the muster roll, and as in answer to a nation's 

rayer, in willing obedience to a command that came to them 
m across the century, from Lexington and Bunker Hill, from 
Trenton and Valley Forge, and a hundred battlefields of the Revo- 
lution, a million swords lea from their scabbards, and a mil- 
lion men rushed to defend the insult to that old flag, and in that 
hour of heroism and self-sacrifice and devotion, thank God, the 
Union was preserved {avplanse] , the honor of the old flag main- 
tained, and an indivisible Union of indestructible States cemented 
by the blood and the courage and the loyalty of those men was 
e upon a foundation so strong and lasting that all of the 
armaments of all the flying squadrons in Europe could not shake 
a stone in its foundation. [Loud arian | 

But, Mr. Chairman, a generation since then, and we 
find that same class of men who were then so anxious to get the 
names of those men upon the muster roll now quite as anxious to 

et their names off or to keep them off the on roll. But, Mr. 
Ghai , I have never lost faith in the 1 of the people of 
this country, and I believe that there is oyalty and patriotism 
enough in the hearts of the people to see toit that substantial jus- 
tice is done in this question of pensions; and i? I can read the 
history of the times correctly they point to the repudiation and 
the utter annihilation of the vilifiers of the old veteran. [Ap- 
plause.] This question of pensions, Mr. Chairman, will not trouble 
us long at most. The old soldiers are being rapidly marshaled 
on the other side of the “mystic river.” The last report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions shows that nearly 30,000 were “called 
out of the noise of time” during the last fiscal year, and it seems 
to me that the death roll is ciently long to satisfy the most 
enthusiastic in their demands for reduction of pension appropria- 
tions. The debt that we owe these men is the only part of the 
national debt that we shall never be able to repay. Iam one of 
those, Mr. Chairman, who believe that the men who loaned their 
lives to the Government should be paid quite as freely as the men 
who loaned their money to the Government, [Loud applause. 
And the generation of men who have come upon the scene o 
action since the close of the war will see to it that those men and 
those d ding upon them are looked after and cared for. 

Mr. i „While the bill which the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has presented for the consideration of this House is not 
a ect product, it represents the best thought of one of the 
ablest committees of this body, and I sincerely trust that it will 
receive the votes of a large majority of the members on both sides 
of this Chamber, will pass the Senate, receive Executive sanction, 
and become a part of the law of this land. 

Iam under obligations to the committee for their forbearance 
and thank the members very earnestly for their attention. Loud 


applause. 
4 8 MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss all 
the features of this bill, but I do want to say some things in 
ard to a certain section of it. I should be satisfied to have the 
bill go through without amendment; but if it is to be open to 
amendment I should like to see a substitute adopted for section 2— 
not that Iam dissatisfied with the bill, but I believe that such a 
substitate as I would like to propose for the second section would 
tend to perfect the bill and provide for wuna better care of our 


nsioners. Iask to have read this bill, and then I will make a 
ew remarks upon it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That from and after the of this act no heretofore ted 
or that may be hereafter under the laws shall be reduced or 
discontinued, except for 3 clerical error, of fact, or recovery 
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from disability. Where a pension has been allowed by a clerical error or by 
mistake the same may be suspended until the case is investigated anda de- 
cision thereon had. 

Sec. 2. That in any case where fraud or recovery from disability is alleged 
the person making the charge of fraud or recovery from disability shall file 
his or her statement of fraud or recovery from disability in writing, settin, 
forth fully and in detail all the facts in the case, said statement to 55 signed 
by and sworn to by the person making the same. When said statement is 

ed in the Pension Office the Commissioner of Pensions may suspend, and 
not before, the bp Farag of the pension until said is proven or dis- 
missed. Within t days from the date of filing said statement with the 
Commissioner of Pensions, notice of not less than thirty days shall be given 
to the pensioner of the time and place the testimony in support of and in 
denial of the 3 ol fraud or recovery from disability will be taken, 
said testimony to be taken within twelve months from the time said state- 
ment is filed as aforesaid; and said notice shall have attached to it a certified 
copy of the ieee whos fraud, which said certified copy shall contain the name 
of the person g the charge. 

Src. 3. That the pensioner or his attorney, or both, shall have the right to 
be present at the taking of the testimony, and to cross-examine all witnesses 
88 by the Government. The pensioner shall have the right to pro- 

uce witnesses in denial of the charge, the Government having the ht to 
cross-examine witnesses ee by pensioner. The testimony of all wit- 
nesses dg within 50 miles of the county seat of the county wherein the 

yensioner lives, or within 50 miles of the city of Washington, if pensioner 

ves in the District of Columbia, shall be taken at the county seat wherein 
the pensioner lives, or in the city of Washington if the pensioner lives in the 
District of Colum! ` The evidence shall be taken by an examiner appointed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions; said examiner is hereby authorized to 

minister the oath to witnesses. The testimony of all witnesses residin; 

50 miles from the county seat, or city of W. n, shall be by de — 
tions taken before said examiner, under such rules and regulations as the 
Commissioner of Pensions shall make, said depositions to be in the usual form 
and manner of taking depositions by interrogatories and cross-interroga- 


es. 
Sec. 4. That all testimony taken shall be reduced to writing and filed with 
22 ee, of Pensions within thirty days from the time the evidence 


Sec. 5. That the pensioner or his attorney shall be allowed to examine all 
pepers and evidence in the case. If the p iam of fraud or recovery from 

isability is sustained, the pension shall be annulled and vacated. If the 
charge is dismissed, the suspension shall be removed and payment of pension 
be made from date of last payment, the right of appa to remain as now 
allowed by the Pension and Interior Departments by the courts hav 
jurisdiction in such cases: Provided, however, That nothing herein contain 
shall be construed to entitle any pores to more than one pension, or as allow- 
ing more than one pension for the same service, nor to affect or enlarge the 
pen rights of widows and others under sections 4702, 4706, and 4708 of the 
5 — e of the United States and acts supplemental to and amenda- 

ry thereof. 

SEC. 6. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith and repugnant 
to the foregoing act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that has just 
been read is proposed to take the place of section 2 in the commit- 
tee’s bill. In my judgment it is a much better provision. It is 
fuller than the one in the bill, and will give better results. It 
provides that all soldiers living within 50 miles of the county 
seat, having a charge preferred against their pension, shall have 
all testimony. taken at the county seat. When they live 50 miles 
away from the county seat, the mode of taking the testimony is 
changed to depositions, and the amendment also provides for 
poo as testimony in the case, so that there shall be no unneces- 
sary delay. 

he head of the present Administration has adopted a policy of 
hostility to the pensions of Union soldiers. Since the 4th day of 
March, 1893, about 20,000 men have been drop from the rolls 
who were put there after a fair, honest, and legal investigation 
of their claims. The first thing a pensioner must do is to file 
his Se in the Pension Office, setting forth his e 
record and his disability. If his military record is not verifi 
by the examination of the records of the War Department he is 
required to correct it, and if the records disclose the fact that he 
was a deserter or was not in the service that is an end to the 
case. I state this fact, Mr. Chairman, to deny the charge made 
by the Democratic party and their leaders that the sion rolls 
are full of men who were deserters or had no military record. 
That statement, coming from whatever source it may, is an abso- 
late falsehood without any possible reference to the truth—a false- 
hood in every respect, except in those very rare cases where men 
may have been put upon the rolls through a mistake. 

17 @ man gets on the pension rolls who was a deserter or not in 
service, the fault is in the Pension Department, because they have 
failed to examine his war record. So this charge of deserters and 
men who were never in the service being placed upon the rolls of 
the Pension Office has nothing whatever in it. The man who has 
no war record, or the man who has a record with desertion ap- 

nded to it, can not geta pension through the Pension Office if 

e officials are careful and diligent in the exercise of their duties. 

What is the next step that is required of the applicant for a 
pension? The next step is to ascertain whether the disability ex- 
isted as alleged in his application. During the Harrison Admin- 
istration the medical boards throughout the country had on them . 
two Republicans and one Democrat representing the Democratic 
minority, they being given one member of each board. The pres- 
ent Democratic Administration refused to give the Republicans 
representation, and the boards were made solidly Democratic. 

ith the selection of the board of examiners the pensioner has 
nothing whatever s 8 — me cretan of the enmon Caon 

y experience, and I suppose that that is the e. ience of ever 
member of Congress, is that the gentlemen eased Gk these 
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are physicians of experience, men of reputation and intelligence 
in their business. Pensioners are ordered before the board of ex- 
aminers, whereupon they are examined carefully, with the appli- 
cant before them in 5 8115 and after a careful examination a report 
is presented either that the man was disabled to a certain extent, 
or was not, according to the circumstances. Upon that examina- 
tion and other evidence the pension is granted. It is an exami- 
nation conducted by the officers of the Government. During the 
resent Administration, however, permit me to say again, nearly 
20,000 pensioners who had filed their application under the law, 
who had proved their disability before the board selected by the 
Government, and, after a full hearing, had been placed on the 
rolls, were dropped from the rolls without cause, without any 
notice; they were arbitrarily dropped. To prove that an infa- 
mous out: was perpetrated upon these men it is only necessary 
to state that the Pension Office restored all of them except about 
15 per cent. ' 
ow were these men dropped? The present Democratic Ad- 
ministration appointed a board of review.” That board of re- 
view is composed of men who are known as “‘ sun-down doctors,” 
men who are clerks in the Department during the day, and who 
attend the medical colleges and practice medicine after office 
hours, and who are willing to work at salaries ranging from twelve 
hundred to fourteen hundred dollars a year. y, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have veterinary surgeons in my district who would not 
enter the service of the Department at that price. These young 
gentlemen—inexperienced men—take the medical testimony of 
the board of examiners and review it, and on that review the 
pensioner is dropped from the rolls. A more dastardly outrage 
Was never perpetrated upon a class of men who have just claims 
against the N { 

This bill is intended to stop such outrages in the future. All 
over my district Democrats openly denounce the whole business. 
I had men in my district who were suspended from the rolls who 
had been for six months confined to their bed by illness before they 
were suspended, and before they could be restored to the rolls they 
passed from time into eternity. Notice was sent to them that 
unless satisfactory reasons were given within thirty days their 
names would eee Bs from the rolls. If a man is on the roll 
fraudulently, let the person who makes the charge file his state- 
ment, put his name to it and swear to it; let a copy of that notice 
be served upon the pensioner. Let him know who his accuser is. 
Why should the pensioner be deprived of that right? 

I examined a case about ten months ago in my district where I 
found an old soldier who had been refused a pension. Upon the 
examination of his papers in the Pension Office, I suppose I got 
hold of the case before it was ‘‘stripped.” They have a process 
in the Pension Department which they call“ stripping the files 
that is, taking out cane anger information, taking out the report 
of the postmaster and all other private information which the 
get. After the Department have stripped the files, they are will- 
ing to hand them over to the member of Congress or to the attor- 
ney of the claimant for examination, but not before. Somehow 
I got hold of that case before it was stripped, and in the case I 
found a blank filled in by the postmaster of the place where ap- 
plicant lived, in which he stated that he would not believe one 
physician who testified in the case on oath, and the other physi- 
cian, who also testified, he might believe, but it would be a very 
close case. Those two physicians are reputable physicians, men 
who had practiced medicine for many years, and men who stand 
high as physicians and citizens. I was told that this very post- 
master called both of those gentlemen to his house when his 
wife or child was sick. These menno doubt had 9 5 many long 
and weary hours of the night to minister to the sick in his family, 

but unlike most men he failed to pay their bills, and because these 
men compelled him to pay what was honestly due them he sent 
that untrue report to the Pension Office about them. The result 
of that report was that the pensioner was refused his pension. 

Mr. Chairman, postmasters are used by the Pension Office as 

spies upon the old soldiers of this country. Ihave seen the blanks, 
and no doubt all you gentlemen have seen them, The Pension 
Office sends these blanks to postmasters to obtain information 
about claimants and about their witnesses; and upon informa- 
tion given by postmasters, not sworn to, these pensioners are 
suspended. 

Of all the men in this country who should be trusted with work 
of that kind, the tmasters, as a rule, are the last that should 
be employed, and for the following reason: There is scarcely a 
person holding a position of postmaster in a village or town to-day 
who did not secure his place after a contest. Other persons were 
applicants for the same office, and woe betide the pensioner if any 
man has testified in his behalf who signed the petition of some 
one who was au applicant inst the fellow who got the office. 
Many of these men are prejudiced, and I would advise pensioners 
to be on the lookout for postmasters who ply.them with questions 
about their pension. : 

I stated in the Fifty-third Congress, and I state it here again, 
that when the great State of Pennsylvania rolled up her majority 


of 183,000 for my venerable colleague, the Hon. GatusHa A. 
Grow, I am satisfied that 50,000 of that majority came from the 
ranks of soldiers and their friends who were Democrats. I know 
of Grand Army of the Republic posts in my district in which a 
few years ago the Democratic members predominated, and to-day 
you could not find a Democrat in one of them if you should go 
through it with a microscope. [Applause on the Republican side. 
Do you wonder that these men, after all these years of fidelity an: 
loyalty to the Democratic , have finally come to understand 
that the ot party in this country that ever was, is to-day, or 
ever will be their defenders and protectorsis the Republican party? 
E on the op gee side.] 

y young friend from New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN], in his 
e stated that the Republican party set up a sort of friend- 
ship trust” for the old soldier. I will read some few statistics 
from the records of Congre to show him tħat perhaps some 
things have happened in this country during the past thirty years 
that he knows nothing about. 

I Se pa that the gentleman who to-day sits in the White House, 
Mr. Cleveland, when he was in that office before, did not dis- 
guise his o ition, hostility, and prejudice against the pen- 
sioners of this country. He has never changed hi ition or 
policy toward the Union soldier; and let the feelings of the mem- 

rs of the Democratic p. be as they may in this respect, he is 
the head and front of this business of dropping pensioners from 
the rolls and reducing their pensions. A few weeks ago the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, Hon. Hoke Smith, made a speech in the 
State of Georgia. Hesaid, in substance, if the Democratic party 
was entitled to any credit, one thing they were entitled to credit 
for in their financial management of this Government was 
that they had taken from the soldiers of this Union, by reduction 
and s msion of ions, $25,000,000. Well, the Department 
over which he presides has filched from the old soldier millions 
of dollars and have succeeded in sending many of them to the 
5 but I now venture the assertion that the child is not 

rn in this country to-day that will live long enough to see 
anamer Hoke Smith in the Interior Department. 
aughter. | 
. Chairman, I ask the House to bear with me. I want toget 
some facts before the country, in order to show that the Democratic 
party, or atleast alarge portion of it, has — 75 been hostile to pen- 
sions. I will not go back of 1878, because I have not the time. 
The most important pension legislation of this Government was 
su uent to that date. Let us see who passed the great pen- 
sion bills under which most of our soldiers are pensioners. In 
1878 a bill was passed by the lower House of Congress repealing 
all limitations of time in which orobo nons for arrears of pen- 
sions should be made. Upon this the vote stood: Democrats for 
the bill, 48; Democrats against the bill, 61; Republicans for the 
bill, 116; Republicans against the bill, none. 

Subsequently a bill increasing the pensions of widows from $8 
to $12 was voted on, with the following result: Democrats for 
the bill, 80; Democrats against-the bill, 66; Republicans for the 
bill, 118; Republicans against the bill, none. 

The amputation bill, passed August 4, 1886: Democrats for the 
bill, 75; Democrats against the bill, 51. Republicans for the bill, 
91; Republicans against the bill, none. . 

The widows’ arrears bill, giving arrears of pensions, from the 
death of their husbands, to widows entitled to pensions, passed 
the Senate by the following vote: Democrats for the bill, 1; Dem- 
ocrats against the bill, 20. Republicans for the bill, 22; Repub- 
licans against the bill, none. 

The disability pension bill (piva pension to all disabled soldiers 
and to dependent parents and children), passed June, 1890: Dem- 
ocrats for the bill, 28; Democrats against the bill, 56. Republic- 
ans for the bill, 117; Republicans against the bill, none. 

Same bill in the Senate: Democrats for the bill, 3; Democrats 
against the bill, 18. Republicans for the bill, 31; Republicans 
against the bill, none. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress a dependent pension bill was voted 
onin the Senate, with the following result: Democrats for the bill, 
7; Democrats against the bill, 14. Republicans for the bill, 27; 
Republicans against the bill, none. 

nthe same Congress a similar bill was voted upon in the House 
of Representatives, with the following result: Democrats for the 
bill, 66; Democrats inst the bill, 76. Republicans for the bill, 
114; Republicans against the bill, none. 

This bill was vetoed by President Cleveland. An effort was made 
in the lower House to pass the bill over the veto, with the follow- 
ing result: Democrats for the bill. 37; Democrats against the bill, 
125. Republicans for the bill, 188; Republicans against the bill, 
none. 

Showing that 29 Democrats who had originally voted for the 
bill hastened to avail themselves of the opportunity afforded b 
the President’s veto to vote against it, thus testifying their r 


[Applause and 


sentiments, while 20 others who had dodged the first vote came 
up promptly to the A art of the veto. 3 
vote upon whic 


the dependent pension bill was finally 


3 Congress, of which Tom REED was 
oo te bill 12 Republicans f tho bail as; 

e ‘or the 

5 against the bill, none. 

ee eee idiy oppose and pass the bill 
PT, but the Democrats soli a motion to sus- 
the rules for that purpose, ree effort failed. Shortly 
Pena this, however, a second effort met with success, the vote 
standing: Democrats for the bill, 38; Democrats against the bill. 
71, ss etn eee for the bill, 141; Republicans against the bill, 


This bill was, as the old soldiers well know, promptly approved 
Harrison. 


Miho next z legislation of importance the bill to 
pension n of im was pen- 

sion prisoners — 1 war, and giving them each $2 for every day they 

were held by the Confederates. When it came up in the lower 

House the following vote was had: Democrats for the bill, 24; 

Democrats against the bill, 78. Republicans for the bill, 119; 
ublicans against the bill, none. 

o sum up, the following gives the totals of fourteen votes in 
Congress upon the most im t of the various pension measures 
presented since the war, viz: Democrats for the bills, 417; Demo- 
crats against the bills, 648. Republicans for the bills, 1,066; Re- 


6 Lease apoieens an De Barai 


de.] 

So you see that since 1878 all important 1 by which 
the pensioners are now on the pension rolls was written by Repub- 
lican statesmen and voted into law r Republican legislators. 

The following statement, prepared from official records, shows 
the number of pension bills ak each 1 President since the war 
has refused his signature: 


naa lause. | 

also see that said laws were signed by Republican 
858 with the exception of five private bills vetoed by Pres- 
ident Grant. 

Mr. PICKLER. Two more yesterday. 

Mr. MAHON. Two 3 and more to follow. This 
is the record I want to put the young from New 
York [Mr. MOCLELLAN] who stated that Republican party 
set themselves up as the friends of the soldier. The record quoted 

ves d all controversy that the Republican party is the 
iend of the soldier. If the soldiers of this Union had had to 


the war was over, on eyery yea-and-nay vote in this House, 
not one solitary Henican cut) his vote against a general 
bill. I bring this to your attention, and I hope that the 5 
Den r iad of this willkeep up therecord. [Renewed 


“Baring ln war the Democratic through its representa- 
tives in gress, opposed and t nearly every measure 
intended to ‘maintain the honor and integrity of the nation. It 


ocrat was, 
iven all 


again took charge 


consume a week of the time of this ouse, instead of the half hour 

— me, in up their record. Any vote would show 

the determined and t hostility of the Democratic party 

toward the men who saved the Union. Now for the record show- 
ederates voted. 


1 1879, a bill by te of 140 to 81 
ebruary a was passed by a vo pro- 
viding for the issue of bonds to be sold for the payment of the 
arrears of pensions. Of the votes against it 78 were Democrats, 

d 69 of those were from the South. Of 67 votes cast 
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„ 1879, 61 were from the 


South. 

Of 66 Democratic votes and two pairs 
widows’ pensions by the enormous amount o N I regret 
to say that all but two were from States lately in rebellion, and 
they included a remarkably representative group of ex 
ates. That historic vote, in the 
House, shows that of the men who aad up here and 


increasing the 


granting thatlittle increase of $48 per year, not to widows who had 
married since 1870, but to widows of Union soldiers, who died by 
3 as I find by the Congressional 


commander, 5 ex-Confederate brigadi dier-generals, 7 ex-Confed. 

erate colonels, 2 ex-Confederate lieutenan’ 2 ex-Confed- 

erate majors, 7 ex-Confederate lieutenants, 1 ex-Confederate 
midshipman, and 4 ex-Confederate privates. 

On the final iat tie Tien 1890, ee Spates 

pension 0 1 votes against came 

On Janomey & 1885 8 bill, with the Sen- 

uary on can pension wi 

ate’s Union soldiers amendments, under of the rules, 

there were—yeas 129, nays 85; 67 of the nays being from the late 

8 States. No Republican cast his vote against suspen- 


8 Chairman, not only the private soldiers of the Union Army 
encountered their hostility, but our ed generals Sa 
oe ON opposition. My time will only permit me to give you 


On February 12, 1885, oon Gegen bill een, of 82.000 
e of wich g E Thomas 


58, nays 47, of 


On March 8, 1885, of 78 Democratic votes cast against putting 
en eee S. Grant upon the retired list 58 were from the 

u 

Mr. Chairman, I have only given you a F 
but it is true, and a fair i ustration of the whole record. It 
shows beyond all doubt that the Democrats from the South, aided 
by some of their Democratic ee e , e ee have ever 
since the war been waging a guerrilla warfare upon the crippled 
and enfeebled old soldiers a and their widows. And this contempt- 
ible business is still go on mE, the leadership of President 
Cleveland and his m Hon. Hoke Smith, a gentleman 
from the Southland. 1 the em of the 2.850.132 me men who 
offered their lives in defense of the Union, in the name and over 
TTTFFFFFFFTVTCVTCTC TOM TOO Nie Die Sey to death 

y disease contracted in the service and in the hell of battle, in 
te name of the tens of thousands of atom sons of the North who 
were many long and weary in Andersonville, 
Libby Prison, and other rebel prisons, all veritable hells on earth, 
I do most solemnly protest against a cruel taking away from 
our old soldiers the small pensions n to them by a grateful 
Government by the votes of Pf Republic members of Congress. 
Southern Democratic votes have always been cast against eee 
legislation in favor of the Union soldier; against the ws of 
men they starved to death, shot to death over the dead line, and 
tore to death by bloodhounds in Southern prison pens. 
But Southern votes were ready to , and did open, the pension 
roll for their own kind, so that y the “ men who manned the 
dead linein ee eee eee eee the fiendish 
who shot down the starving maniac who crawled a yard across 
that limit to snatch at a decaying bone, these human blood- 
poant” have had, if they had service in the Mexican or Indian 

. rolls of the nation. 

“Th have but little of the time assigned me left, and can give you 

ct ATON AAE O a eg nine icine aed PN 


EX-CONFEDERATES ON THE PENSION ROLLS. 


I find that Samuel Cooper, colonel and adjutant-general of the 
United States Army, resigned in March, 1861. That gentleman 
served throughout ue whole rebellion, I believe, as the adjutant- 
on | See of General Lee's army of northern Virginia. He used 
the great talents that had been cultivatedat West Point in trying 
to compass the military overthrow of the United States Govern- 
ment. P is political disabilities under the fourteenth amendment 
had not . removed at the date of his death. A Democratic 
Commissioner of Pensions, however, ruled that the fact that he 
was brevetted colonel for meritorious ee ee never 
left W. during the Mexican war—brought 
the requirement of the act which says: 


Or personally named in a resolution of Congress for specific service— 


as his brevet had to be confirmed by the Senate. It was also 
ruled that his widow was not, at the date of the passage of the 
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act, herself laboring under the disabilities referred to in the four- 
teenth amendment. So the widow of Gen. Lee’s Confederate ad- 
jutant-general throughout the war has been drawing a on 
om the United States Government since June 6, 1887, under cer- 


tificate No. 116. 

Gen. Thomas J. Jackson. He was a first lieutenant in the First 
United States Artillery. He ag oats a long time before the re- 
bellion to take a professorship in the Virginia Military Institute, 
and commanded its cadets as a part of the military guard at the 
execution of John Brown, December 2, 1859. On the 2istof April, 
1861, he marched with his cadets to Richmond in response to the 
call of Governor Letcher. A few days later he was commissioned 
as colonel of Virginia Volunteers, and his service as a leader in the 
armies of the rebellion are well known. His widow is not yet on 
the pension roll, but her application is on file, and just as soon as 
the age limit is reached the widow of Stonewall Jackson will be 
drawing a Mexican war pension from that United States Govern- 
ment against which he advocated hoisting the black flag. 


STONEWALL JACKSON'S PROPOSAL TO HOIST THE BLACK FLAG. 


I hold in my hand another remarkable book—a volume not of 
Northern origin—the Life and Letters of Stonewall Jackson, 
by his wife; and this reveals another phase of the kind of war- 
fare to which our soldiers were subjected. I will not stop to read 
at any length, but will incorporate in my remarks some portions 
8 astonishing contribution to the history of that great 

e. 

Mrs. Jackson, in the chapter headed ‘‘The raising of the black 
flag, says that the statement would be received with the great- 
est reserve did it not come from his own brother-in-law, 7 5 
(afterwards Gen.) Rufus Barringer, who might be supposed to 
in his confidence.” General Barringer’s statement begins by say- 
ing that General Jackson sent for him by a letter to Gen. J. E. B. 
Stuart, and that he visited General Jackson in the middle of July, 
1862, and spent the night with him. He says that General Jackson 
said he desired to with him about a new policy of organizing 
movable columns to attack important cities in the North, After 
giving his yiews of the origin of the war, General Barringer, on 
page 310, quotes General Jackson as saying: 

With these convictions I have always thought we ought to meet the Fed- 
eral invaders on the outer verge of just righè and defense, and raise at once 
the black flag, viz: No quarter to the violators of our homes and firesides!” 
It wouldin end have proved true h and mercy. The Bible is full 

such wars, and it is the only policy that would bring the North to its 
Senses. 

He went on to state that he had not been able to get the black-flag 
policy ad „but that he had been talking to General Lee about 
a more radical military policy; that he gave him frankly certain 
outlines of my own plan of waging the contest, which he consid- 
ered favorably, and which he promised to lay before Mr. Davis 
and try to secure his approval in whole or in part.) He says Gen- 
eral Jackson then proceeded to state his views of a new plan of 
operations, as follows: 

I have always said, my own first would have been the black 
toll comers yin de the — of our homes. fag 

Then he proposed to organize two, four, or more movable col- 
umns to assail the enemy as they entered our borders“ 


as hostages for All the rank I would parole, 
but only at the risk of life if the parole was violated. All this, just as Pope 
is doing in northern Virginia. And so I would make it hot for our 
friends at their homes and firesides all the way to Kansas, bleeding Kan- 
sas,” and doubly so for Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

The results of military operations changed all these plans, but 
General Barringer says: 


ine toatl “Failing the black dng, bis pina oe by 8 
e ailing the „ his plan was to organize sep- 
arate columns and divide them and fire and sword into 
some of the great cities of the North. It was a sort of variation 
of the policy attempted of secretly applying the torch and intro- 
ducing into New York and other of our populous cities. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been reading history. It is useless 
to shut our eyes to it. There is nothing gained by making believe 
that we do not see it, 

Dabney H. Maury, second lieutenant United States Mounted 
Rifles, was dismissed June 25, 1861, for going over to the enemy. 
He was admitted to the pension rolls and now draws a pension 


under a ruling of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior in the | tha 


Cleveland Administration that service until the close of the Mex- 
ican war constituted an ‘‘honorable discharge” under the act of 
January 29, 1887. 


We have heard men inveigh here by the hour against granting 
a pension to a Union soldier who had not received an honorable 
discharge, although he might have rendered years of gallant serv- 


ice at the front. Here is the case of an officer from the 
Regular Army in 1861, put on the pension roll by Democratic legis- 
lation and ruling after fighting the Government throughout the 
rebellion. 

Sidney Smith Lee, commander in the United States Navy, was 
dismissed April 22, 1861, for similar cause. His widow draws a 
pension under certificate No. 6328, under the same ruling, that 
the service of a man until the close of the Mexican war was equiv- 
alent to an honorable discharge. 

S. B. Maxey, second lieutenant Seventh United States 
resigned in 1849, before the war, but served, I believe, 
throngh the war of the rebellion on the Confederate side. He 
was United States Senator from Texas from 1875 to 1887, and an 
able man. The docket shows that this claim was received at the 
Pension Office Monday night, May 23, 1887, jacketed Tuesday, 
24th, called up by Commissioner Black’s chief clerk Wednesday, 
25th, submi: to the board of review for allowance on the same 
day, and the certificate was issued Friday, May 27. Pretty rapi 
work! I hardly think this will be cited among the cases of 
of which we have heard complaint. 

Francis T. Bryan, captain United States Engineers, resigned 
June 10, 1861, and now draws pension under certificate No. 8466. 

Richard C. Gatlin, major Fifth United States Infantry, resigned 
20, 1861,and now draws pension under certificate No. 1738. 

Claiborne, captain United States Mounted Rifles, re- 
ao May 14, 1861, now draws pension under certificate 

o. 9125. = 


JAMES Z, GEORGE, United States Senator from Mississippi, late 
colonel in the Confederate army, draws pension eraa certificate 
No. 17214, issued two days after he was 62 years of age. 

Alfred H. Colquitt, late United States Senator from Georgia, 
formerly major- in the Confederate army, drew pension 
under certificate No. 19199. 

I could give you similar examples, which include other mem- 
bers and ex-members of the Senate and Houseof Representatives, 
who have found the United States Government generous enough to 
eee, marca ts in order to put them on the 
ponni roll. Should not that gratitude that should fill every man's 

reast at least give them a kindly feeling toward the brave men 
who conguered them in battle? 

Mr. Chairman, I can not discuss all the features of this bill. 

The present Administration has been and is to-day urging a 
malignant” and treacherous warfare upon the 5 
whose courage and loyalty saved this Republic. President Cleve- 
land Union pensioners with undisguised hostility, and a 
large miy of his party heartily sympathize with him. Noth- 
ing that his Administration could do to ive veterans of hard- 
won pensions has been left undone. Nọ subterfuge has been too 
mean, no pretext has been too trivial, for his chosen agents to use 
in robbing the old soldier of their just dues. 

The suspension of a soldier, once pensioned legally, without 
notice of hearing, is unprecedented as well as unlawful. Such a 
course is unworthy a grret Government which was preserved 
through the services and sacrifices of its volunteer army. There 
is no good citizen who desires that an unworthy person should 
have a place upon this honorable roll of the nation, and while 
this is true, there is no good citizen who will not condemn the 
striking down upon Sr pario testimony and statements of post- 
masters, not sworn to, of any soldier who has been judicially de- 
termined by a previous Administration worthy of his place there. 
Every soldier on the pension roll to-day is there after trial and 
2 tion of his case. He is there because, in the judgment 
of the issioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior, 
he has fully met every requirement of the law granting ions 
$ò 8 pice there, he is 5 5 until it is sho 

y com) testimony, to whi s ve an opportunity 
to reply, that he is there by fraud and has no place — — the 
honorably disabled soldiers of the war. No man should be con- 
demned without a hearing. No soldier should have the taint of 
fraud put upon him without an opportunity to meet his accusers. 
It is like opening a judgment once rendered by a competent court. 
The burden of proof rests upon him who charges fraud and assails 
the integrity of the judgment, and he can not set aside that judg- 
ment upon ex partetestimony. The simplest and the most funda- 
mental principles of justice require that a man should have an 
opportunity to confront his accuser and the witnesses who testify 
against him. I understand that in the cases suspended the sus- 
pended pensioner has no access to the testimony, to the letters, or 
the information furnished by those who lain against the va- 
lidity of the pension. All that is denied him. Hesimplyis advised 

t his pension is suspended, and he is required to show why he 
should be restored to the roll. The Government should be re- 
uired, in the first instance, to show why his name should be 
doped feoms the soll and it should be by clear and unmistakable 
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and conclusive evidence. The pensioner is dropped, and, without 
knowing why he is dropped, he is required to show that he ought 
not to have been dropped, and he is required to show that the 
judgment heretofore had in his case by an authority as compe- 
tent as that now passing upon his case was justified. 

After the conduct of the Pension Office during the past two 
years, if there is a solitary soldier who served in the war and who 
still has faith in the Democratic party, he has more faith than 
Abraham ever had. Les, sir; he has more faith than a bald-headed 
man who would step into a barber’s shop and buy a hair restorer 
from a bald-headed barber. [Laughter.] He has more faith than 
a fellow who would eat old chestnuts in a darkroom. [Laughter.] 

I do not believe in a system which its the Government to 
thus treat the defenders of the flag. I condemn with all the ear- 
nestness of my nature asystem that puts this stigma of fraud upon 
my comrades in that great war which preserved the Union. Thou- 
sands of as brave men as ever wore a uniform have been summar- 
ily dropped from the rolls and di before the eyes of their 
fellow-citizens, and the work of the executioner still goes on. 

If an undeserving soldier is on the pension roll ay, and the 
Administration has reason to believe he is there unlawfully, let 
the Administration confront him with the evidence in its hands 
and permit the old soldier to meet his accuser, a privilege which is 
religiously accorded the most depraved criminal in the land. He 
is permitted to meet his accuser in open court. Shall the veteran 
have less consideration at the hands of the Government which he 
papag to save? Grant him this plain, legal right, and if upon 

trial it is the judgment of the Administration that he has no 
right to receive a pension and does not fall within the provisions 
of the pension law, every soldier and every other patriotic citizen 
will respect the verdict. 

I protest against the presumption of fraud being put upon the 
men who preserved this country by a member of an Administra- 
tion who had no part in the great work of its preservation. I pro- 
test against this cruel stigma being placed upon them. I protest 

inst this disgrace being put upon their wives and their children 
— have esteemed the honorable record of their protector as the 
dearest heirloom of the generations to come. These men who 
were willing to die for their country must not be left helpless and 
defenseless by their country. The patriotic people of the country 
have not thought of deserting them, and will not permit their 
honor to be impeached. 

The amount paid for pensions matters little. The soldiers of 
the Union did not count the cost when they offered their strength, 
their manhood, and their lives as a free gift to thgir country. 
The nation which owes its existence to their valor and their devo- 
tion should not make return with a niggard’s hand. The poopie 
have decreed that no veteran and no veteran’s widow s want 
for the necessaries of life or tread the stony path that leads to the 
almshouse. The Administration whose constant aim is to lessen 
the veteran's bounty and whose proudest achievement is the 
snatching of a sion from an old soldier’s trembling hand has 
earned the condemnation and contempt of every loyal citizen. 
[Applause. ] à af 

In ancient days the man who saved the life of a Roman citizen 
was entitled to wear, as a badge of honor, a laurel wreath. The 
soldiers of the Union saved the life of the Republic; and the pen- 
sion voted by a grateful country is their of honor. e 
men who seek to take it from them by tricks and quibbles, who 
garb their malice under the cloak of hypocrisy and cover their 
treachery with the pretense of patriotism are guilty of baseness 
which makes the crime of the highway robber seem honorable by 
comparison. The nation reveres the veterans who preserved it. 
The American oopis will neither forgive nor forget injustice to 
the defenders of the American Republic. 

At the national review of 1865, stretched across the walls of the 
Capitol in bold letters to be read by the returning Army, was this 
motto: 

The only debt this country can never pay is the debt it owes the brave men 
who saved this nation. 

This noble sentiment may be temporarily disregarded or ignored, 
but it will be only temporary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word. There is no court in this 
land, there is no court in Christendom, that would not indorse a 
proceeding set forth in my amendment. It is fair for the Govern- 
ment; it is fair to the pensioner. It is simply a provision for a 
fair hearing where fraud is alleged, and certainly no man should 
be deprived of a hearing in this country, whether he be a citizen 
or a soldier, under the pension laws. Upon this amendment 
we can all stand irrespective of party, and I believe its adoption 
will put an end to the bitterness now existing between the pen- 
sioners and the Pension Department, because under its pro- 
visions all will be, all must be, treated with candor and honesty. 
The rights of the Government, as well as the rights of the pen- 
tga will be fully protected. What more could either party ask 

or 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we-have heard here a great deal of. talk 
about the amount of money that these pensionsrequire. It is true 


that they require a large amount of money, but do gentlemen put 
against that the sacrifices the soldiersof the Union made? Many 
of my comrades around me know that when a man entered the 
Army in 1861 he had to be as near as could be a perfect man. Hehad 
to be *‘ sound of eye, sound of tooth, sound of lung and of limb; he 
had tomeasure a certain height; he had to measure so many inches 
around the chest.” Other men who failed to come up to that 
standard could not enter the service. A man defective in these 
respects might stand in the market. He might stand at the bar 
and plead the cause of his client. He might stand in the pulpit 
and preach the love of Him who came to save all men. The man 
who became a soldier of Uncle Sam had to be a perfect man, but, 
as was eloquently said by the gentleman from Michi to-day 
[Mr. Surry], hardly any man, no matter how sound and strong he 
was when he entered the service, could stand the hardship and 
exposure and come out of the service a sound man. 

am in favor of this bill. I do not know what the chairman of 
the committee will think of my amendment. I hope he will con- 
sider it favorably. I do not want to interfere with his bill. Iam 
satisfied with it as it is. If, however, he thinks this amendment 
improves the bill and will give better protection to the old soldiers, 
I hope he will not object to having it made a part of his bill. 

It simply makes the examination easier for the old soldier. That 
is all. testimony is to be taken a long distance off let the Gov- 
ernment pay the expense. The old soldier ought not to be com- 
pelled to take his witnesses more than 50 miles. This Government 
is rich and strong, and it ought to give the veteranachance. If 
the bill becomes a law I am satisfied that the Commissioner of 
Pensions will enforce it fairly and for the benefit of the old sol- 
diers. I thank the committee for their attention. [Loud ap- 


plause. 
Mr. BURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be recognized for the 


pu of giving notice of an amendment which I propose to offer, 
The € CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order at the pres- 
en e 


Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that, but I wish to give notice 
of my intention to offer this amendment, so that it may go into 
the RECORD. x 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add as an additional section: 

That in the administration of the Pension Bureau all 
be construed liberally in the interest of the claimant, and in no case shall the 
claimant be required to furnish a measure of proof that excludes all reason- 
able doubt, but he shall only be required to establish his claim by a fair pre- 
ponderance of proofs.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The citizen soldiery is the 
glory of a republic, and the nation thus blessed is doomed if it 
condemns or improperly disregards their interest. 

As has been well and beautifully said by the prose poet Gardner: 

When the emaciated Union prisoner at Libby or Andersonville in his de- 
lirium saw a vision of home, and in his mad rush esca; the bullets of the 
guards at the dead line and reached the swamps, the bloodhounds that were 
turned loose upon his weary trail were less pitiless than the sleuthhounds 
which a Democratic Administration has set upon his faltering track thirty 
years afterwards. 

EE 

do not desire to influence the passions of party or draw invid- 
ious distinctions, but are any so blind as not to see that every ob- 
stacle is offered by the Bureau of Pensions and the Democratic 
1 i 5 tion to the allowance of the just claims of the worthy 
soldier 

Why are the gentlemen on the other side so silent when a bill 
like the one under discussion, against which they offer no cohe- 
sion, is up for consideration and passage? Does their love for the 
old soldier” restrain them? Or, rather, do not considerations 
of settled opposition and indifference prevail? 

In law, as in logic, a principle prevails that to remain silent 
voen 2 is a duty to ESR is conclusive evidence against the party 
affected. 

It remained for the gentleman from New York to allege, with 
a smile upon his face, that the administration of the Bureau of 
Pensions is admirable. I presume the veterans of the country 
and those who have interested themselves in their behalf are the 
best judges; and I assert, without danger of successful contradic- 
tion, that their voice is unanimous in absolute condemnation of 
this Bureau for its delays, injustice, and positive exhibitions of 
unfriendliness. 

The sag es the veteran is fast passing to a close. The eye is 
dimmer day by day, the steps more faltering and unsteady, and 
the vital current less ebullient as the days pass and go. His soul 
is gazing on eternity; his earthly shadow is gathering apace out 
of time and touch. Shall we then, in this solemn period, longer 
stay that justice which the universal sense of right and justice 
proclaim and approve of? 

Justice demands that the meritorious soldier shall be as securely 
assured of his pension as the owner of chattels or lands in his 
muniments and title. [Loud applause. ] 


msion laws shall 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4345 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. : 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, topora 
that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 8271) ting 
to pensions, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
members may have leave to print remarks upon this bill or to 
extend their remarks made on the floor for ten days after the 
close of the debate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


There being no objection, the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
discharged from further consideration of the bill torevive, amend, 
and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to encourage 
and promote tele hic communication between America and 
Asia across the Pacific Ocean from the western shores of the 
United States, etc.,and it was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. a 

To Mr. Lackx, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn, - 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
- o'clock p. m.) adjourned. 


— — 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a reply to the House resolution of 
March 11, 1896, asking for information relating to the purchase 
of minor coinage blanks by the superintendent of the mint at 
Philadelphia, together with accompanying papers, was taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. sated 
for the protection of yacht owners and shipbuilders of the Uni 
States, 5 the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1451); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2022) entitled An act tc 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the protection of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska,“ reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1452); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. - 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5486) to authorize the 
Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to con- 
struct and operate a line of railway through Oklahoma and the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1453); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on biked and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7257) makin 
Pueblo, Colo., a port of entry, and for other a Si report 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1454); which said bill and report were referred to the Committed 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, from the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4068) to 
enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue 
bonds to construct a water and sewer system, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1456); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6186) to provide for the 
condemnation of allotted lands in Oklahoma Territory, reported 
the same with amendments, accom ed by a report o 1457); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STEW ART of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: The bill (S. 361) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Silas 
P. Keller.“ rt No. 1450.) 

By Mr. CROW THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
7255 pu as R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster. (Report 

0. 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
{ et Ke 1803) for the relief of Nathan Plummer. (Report No. 

461. 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
5 2 A An act for the relief of E. R. Shipley.” (Report 

0. 8 

The pill (H. R. 6861) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah 
Hall and their heirs and assigns all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by the full 
depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493 in the city of Washington, 
D. C., as laid down on the original plan or plat of said city. 
(Report No. 1460.) 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: 

5 per (H. R. 4945) for the relief of James Grace. (Report 

0. Xf 

The bill (S. 1546) entitled “An act for the relief of Levi Stoltz.” 
(Report No, 1458.) 

The bill (S. 290) entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and 
pra for supplies furnished thè Indian service.” (Report No. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ie following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 8413) to confirm certain cash 
entries of public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

ay Mr. S: A bill 5 R. 8414) to regulate the use of a 
uniform flag in the Army and Navy, its proper suas, and location 
of the stars in the union or blue field—to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8415) to au- 
thorize the purchase of a steam launch for use in the customs col- 
lection district of New London, Conn.—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8416) to provide for the con- 
struction of a system of munici subways in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8417) to refer 
to the Court of Claims the war claims of the State of New Hamp- 
shire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 8418) to permit Rene C. 
Baughman to lay pipes in a certain street in the city of Wash- 
in —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8419) to authorize the Mus- 
cogee or Creek Nation of Indians to sell and assign their right and 
claim to $400,000 of the money set apart and remaining to their 
credit in the Treasury of the United States by virtue of ‘‘An act to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek 
Nation of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
ba ea March 1, 1889—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8420) to secure 
uniformity in the names of streets and roads in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 176) authorizing 
and directing the President to invite the commercial nations of 
the world to join in an international monetary conference—to the 
Committee on Coi , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 177) author- 
izing the President of the United States to make overtures for 
the establishment of an international court of arbitration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A resolution (House Res. No. 276) to in- 


vestigate the extent to which Federal patronage is being used to 
control le tion and corrupt the public service—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

oe consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 2366) to increase the pension of John A. Ander- 


son, with petition and exideace Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Memorial of Sprage 
Wash., indorsing joint resolution No. 102—Committee on Military 


Camp, No. 4, Sons of Veterans, of Tacoma, 


Affairs , and referred to the Committee on the Militia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETG. 


Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, pacers of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of 

McCracken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 8422) granting a pension to 
John W. Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 8423) to increase 
eh aor of William J. Lee, confidential scout and guide at 

quarters Army of the Potomac—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8424) for the relief of James Q. Shir- 
ey and the estate of Francis De Long, deceased—to the Commit- 

on ms. 
By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 8425) to correct the military 


record of E, Day—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill 5 the relief of M. J. 
pension to John Doebler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8428) for the relief of Cyrus H. 
Thurlow—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. st eee the ion of Wil- 
liam A. Peck, private Company H, Third New York Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8430) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Joseph A. Mower—to the Com- 
aN Me SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 8431 ting a pension to 

y Mr. ; i R. ) granting a on 
Wesley—to the Committee on . 
, a bill (H. R. 8432) for the relief of John W. Gray - to the 
Committee on War Claims 


By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 8483) for the relief of Charles T. 
Brant to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8434) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R.8435) for the relief of the 
heirs of Andrew J. Surber—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8436) granting a pension to Joseph Hazleton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8437) ting a pension to Orison Williams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8438) for the relief of Thomas 
Rogers, late postmaster at Sheffield, Mo.—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8439) for the relief of the heirs 
of Dr. Andrew Moore—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ot and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A letter to accompany House 
bill No. 8420, to secure uniformity in the names of streets and 
roads in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By oe 3 New aps. pose rests see pyro My 
Troy, N. Y., again e adoption me 8 of weights 
and measures to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 

Also, remonstrance and on of citizens of Troy, N. L., ask- 
ing for the removal of the Marquette statue from Statuary Hall— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania State 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of equitable protection— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition and evidence to accompany a 
bill ting a pension to John W. Hartley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois: Petition of Samuel S. Greeley and 
others, of Chicago, II., in favor of the adoption of the metric 

m of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, and Measures, 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of William H. Wilson and many 
others, of Bridgeport, Ohio, for the passage of House bill No. 6851, 
px bere Yess unclaimed pension and bounty money due the estates 
of deceased colored soldiers to military and educational purposes 
for the colored e—to the Committee on Mili Affaire č 

ay Mr. DOO : Remonstrances and 
of Port Angeles, North Bend, and Snoho: „in 
ers the Marquette statue—to the Committee 
on the . 


Also, memorial of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 7251, in favor of the metric system- to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Olympia, Wash., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 444, for the relief of A. D. Glover to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEATW OLE: Papers to accompany House bill to cor- 
rect the military record of George E. Day—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of the First Presbyte- 
rian Church of Wahoo, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of citizens of Stock- 
ton, Cal., for levy of duty on chicory—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Minneapolis Board of Trade, 
for a burean of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of A. H. Wardle, secretary of 
Young Men’s Christian Association of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
San Diego, Cal.; Wray, Colo., and Lyman, Wash., regarding the 
Marquette statue—to the Committee on the 8 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of the William Tonk & . Company, 
praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, 
to provide 1-cent letter pos r half ounce, and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul 
(Minn.) Chamber of Commerce, in favor of a voluntary bank- , 
ru 3 the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By . PHILLIPS: Petition of Falls City Lodge, No. 885, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Beaver Falls, Pa., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

ye Mr. pete 3 of sah 3 e ee e 
0 city of Syracuse, N. V., pro against passage o 
House bill No. 3346, introduced by Mr. SULZER—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Papers zolning to the pen- 
sion case of L. Electa Brown—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of 118 citizens of Herkimer 
County, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill No. 2626, for 
the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Robert Hardie and others, of Rome, N. V., in 
favor of the adoption of the metric TEER of weights and meas- 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. SMITH of Dlinois: Petition of citizens of Carterville, 
III., for the passage of House bills Nos, 4566 and 838, 3 the 
postal laws; also praying for legislation authorizing the Post- 
Office Department to prohibit the use of the mails in advertising 
frauds on the business public—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. ‘ 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of D. A. Sinclair, secre of the 
Young Men’s Christian Association, of Dayton, Ohio; also of G. 
N. Bierce, of Dayton, Ohio; also of N. Thacker and others, ask- 
ing favoranie action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to pro- 
vide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee 
on the P ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Andrew J. Surber—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 24, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. Hucu Jonxsrox, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


Secretary to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid beforethe Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy,in response to a resolution of the 
17th instant, calling for a list of accidents that have occurred to 
naval vessels during the last six years, the causes thereof, and the 
amount of separately, in money, stating that instruc- 
tions have been issued for the collection of the data necessary for 
the Department’s answer, and it will be made at the earliest date 


1896. a 


ee aes which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 


ted. 
1 He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
March 24, 1896, a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, con- 


printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN 7 the petition of George Simmons, 
A.B. Jameson, and G. M. Husted, a 5 ee n g represent- 
ing the Columbia Heights Citizens’ iation of Washington, 
D. C., praying for a change in the system of naming minor streets 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed as a docu- 
ment. z 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the South Bend Medicine 
Company of South Bend, Ind., remonstrating against the 
of the tariff law of 1894, allowing manufacturers a rebate on 
hol; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted a petition of the Home Mission Board of the 
Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the 
release of the Rey. A. J. Diaz; which was ref to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORDON. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Al- 
bany, Ga., praying the intervention of our Government in behalf 
of Bev. Dr. Diaz, recently arrested and imprisoned by the Span- 
ish authorities in Habana, Cuba. Although he has been released, 
as we see by the pig ee I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. è 

Mr. GORDON PEENI thememorial of Lippman Bros., whole- 
sale droggists, Savannah, Ga., remonstrating against the re- 
Deal of the law allowing manufacturers a rebate on the alcohol 

ey use in the manufacture of medicine and the arts; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Armstead Brown, business 
manager of the Talbotton ery and Manufacturing Company 
of Talbotton, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the manufacture of counterfeit butter and cheese, filled 
cheese, and ary “honor which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of J. Frank Beck, of Atlanta, Ga., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent letter 

tage per half ounce,and also to amend the postal laws relating 
333 -class and free mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Bishop H. M. Turner, of the 
African Methodist eae Church of Atlanta, Ga., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 6851, to aid the Wilberforce Uni- 
versity, located in Greene County, Ohio; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by Local Urian: No. 2, Carriage and Wagon Workers’ In- 
ternational Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of a bankruptcy law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of James McIntosh & Co., of Min- 
neapolis, Minn, and a petition of the J. R. Watkins Medical Com- 
pany, of Winona. Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
touching the matter of rebate for alcohol used in the arts; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. THURSTON 5 a petition of Banner Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, De t of Nebraska, of South Sioux 
City, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a per diem service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mary E. Howe, of Table 
Rock, Nebr., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States allowing woman suffrage in all 
the States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway-postal clerks of 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of House bill No. 2741, reor- 

izing the railway- service; which was referred to the 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

.He also nted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Ewing, Nebr., and a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 

for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 


cCoO- 


of Orchard, Nebr., praying. 
law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a penson of Home Circle, No. 14, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the 
tion of McPherson Circle, No. 23, Ladies of the 


blic, of Arborville, Nebr., and a i- 
PR Grand toy of 
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the Republic, of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 2ist of April I introduced an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
the amendment making an appropriation to pay the rent of the 
Miner School building for the year ending June 30, 1896. It 
was referred to the Committee on the Disttict of Columbia, and 
it favorably. I 

ittee on Appro- 


Iam now directed by that committee to re 
move that the amendment be referred to the C 
priations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public 
reservations in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. TELLER on 
the 7th mstant proposing to make an appropriation for the pur- 
chase of the Howell counterpoise gun carriages, intended to be 
proposed to the fortifications appropriation bill, rted favor- 
ably thereon, and asked that it be referred to the ittee on 
8 which was agreed to. 

. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2306) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Re- 
Jia a Statutes, relating to copyrights, reported it with amend- 
men ` 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8018) to amend the act approved 
March 3, 1891, granting the right of way upon the public lands 
for reservoir and canal purposes, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2473) to amend an act enti “An act 
to provide for holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” 
approved July 20, 1892, reported it with amendments, 


CARE OF INEBRIATES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia reported adversely the bill (H. R. 818) to 
vide for the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia, 
and it was indefinitely postponed. I ask unanimous consent that 
that vote may be reconsidered, and that the bill and accompany- 
ing sapere be recommitted to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


TESTS OF MATERIALS FOR INDUSTRIAL AND OTHER PURPOSES. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing. 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives providing for printing a report of the command- 
ing officer of the Watertown , to report it withoutamend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurri 
Paiste Petites to, ae toa So esate: AENA to reset ak ied 8 
S dustrial and thor Parean made at Mi 
arsenal during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. sci 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish tostate to the Senate that in the print- 
ing act there was a failure to provide for the printing of this 
report for 1893, For that reason the adoption of the concurrent 
resolution is necessary. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, 


BRANDY FROM FRUITS AND ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to take up for consideration the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 
3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
distilling of brandy from fruits. There seems to bea pressure for 
the e of the bill. I believe there will be no opposition to 
it, and 1 therefore ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I must object to the consideration of the bill 
Seini time. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is 
a 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is in A 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am rather surprised to learn that there is 
any opposition to the measure. There is great pressure by the 

ent to have a certain mistake corrected. It is a House 
i I did not ve that any one in the Senate would object. 
Mr. GALLING: The difficulty, I will suggest, is with the 


4348 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 24, 


amendment that the Committee on Finance has reported to the 
bill. Very likely there is no objection to the original bill, but 
there is very serious objection to the amendment which the com- 
mittee has added to the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But for the amendment there would probably 
be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Finance, I believe, with a 
single exception, directed the amendment to be reported, and as 
a matter of course I have no right to withdraw it. I consider the 
amendment as even more important than the bill, although the 
bill is Sid important, and it is necessary to have speedy action 
upon it. 

The amendment which is objected to simply repeals the clause 
that was inserted in the last tariff act, and inserted by inadvert- 
ence. The author of it himself, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who is now absent, said it was put there merely for 
the purpose of presenting the subject-matter to the committee of 
conference, and that it ought not to be there. The Secretary of 
the Treasury in an official pee says itis impossible to carry into 
execution the terms provided for, and he asks Congress to repeal 
that section. I sup d there was really no opposition to it. It 
is vitally necessa: repeal it, because all the time, every day 
and every hour, claims may arise under that section which can 
not be enforced. It is a dead cock in the pit, I might say; it never 
has been enforced and can not be enforced; it is admitted that it 
can not be enforced; and yet claims may be accumulating arisin; 
out of it because of the failure to put it in force, claims that sad 
pevar embarrassing to the Treasury, amounting to millions of 

ollars. ; 

Mr. PLATT entered the Chamber. 

Mr.SHERMAN, The Senator from Connecticut is now present 
and he can speak for himself, I ask that House bill 886 may be 
taken up. 

Mr. PLATT. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When the morning business is closed 
the Chair will entertain the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will wait until the morning business is 
closed, 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS, 


Mr. ALLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report a concurrent resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to rescind his orders to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office suspending work upon the Union Pacific Railroad 
land lists now on file, embracing lands along the main line in 
western Nebraska, northern Colorado, Wyoming, and Utah, and 
I submit a report thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrit: 
Secretary of the Interior be directed to rescind his orders to 
sioner of the General Land Office sı nding work 1 the Union Pacific 
Rail Company land lists now on embracii ds along the Union 
Pacific main line in western Ne northern Colorado, Wyoming, and 
Utah, and shall cause work thereon to be resumed and patents to issue to the 
Union Pacific Railwa: Compan, without delay, to all lands described in the 

ein the United States Land Offi 


), That the 
je Commis- 


several lists now on ce upon which title is 
due to the Union Pacific Railway Com y, in order to complete, through the 
Union Pacific Railway Company, good and sufficient title to the purchasers 
and present owners of such lands: 


vided, No patents shall be issued for any 
lan 3 page have not been sold by said company prior to the passage of this 
resolution. 


Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Nebraska who reported 
this resolution will allow it to stand over and let us examine it. 
I have no objection to the purpose of the resolution as it is stated, 
but I think where there is no title in the railroad company, if it 
shall be so adjudicated, there ought to be some provision that the 
title of the settler or purchaser should be protected, and also that’ 
suits may be brought inst the railroad company for the re- 
covery of the money paid for property wer had no right to sell. 
I should like to have that point considered. I understand there 
is no pretense even of rightful claim of title on the part of the 
railroad company, and while every settler should be protected and 
every purchaser should be protected, I know of no reason why the 
corporation itself should be allowed to retain the money of these 
people wrongfully taken from them. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Florida that the 
proviso which has been added at the end covers the objection 
which he makes to the resolution. - 

Mr. CALL. Allright; then I make no objection to it. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 

- BILIS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2940) to secure uniformity 
in the names of the streets and roads in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2941) to authorize the Baltimore 
and Washington Transit Company of Maryland to enter the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill G 2942) granting an increase of 
pension to Theodore B. Harlan; which was read twice by its title, 
and; with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2943) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Warrior River by the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2945) to amend an act approved 
August 6, 1888, entitled An act to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Alabama River”; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2946) to protect and admin- 
ister the public timber lands; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2947) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Nesmith, widow of Capt. Arthur S. 
Nesmith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2948) granting a pension to 
Irena Wilkinson Gibson, only child of David Wilkinson, of the 
Revolutionary army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendinent intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be 1 3 

. PASCO submitteed an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the so deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committeee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PARTY WALLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate yesterday the bill S. 2927, in 
regard to party walls in the District of Columbia. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
en 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. WARREN, directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to rescind his orders to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, suspending work upon the Union Pacific 
Railroad land list now on file, embracing lands along the main 
line in western Nebraska. 

Mr. WARREN. The substance of the resolution has already 
been passed, and it my be postponed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution be indefinitel postponed 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be postponed indefinitely. 

BRANDY FROM FRUITS AND ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of.the United States concerning the distilling of 
brandy from fruits. 

Mr. PLATT. The motion is not debatable, I am well aware, 
but I wish, with the consent of the Senate 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is not debatable I hope there will be no 
debate. I have not said a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio, with 
his permission, not to press the bill at this time. If he will give 
notice that he will call it up to-morrow or some other day there 
will be no objection; but it is a tariff bill; it will occasion long de- 
bate, and I do not think the Senator, without giving some notice, 


ought to press the measure upon the Senate. 
5 Mr. SHERMAN. The bill has been here since the 80th day of 
anuary. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. How long has the amendment been before 
the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two or three days. 

Mr. PLATT. On Tuesday it was reported. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment proposes to repeal free 
alcohol in the arts. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I regard it asa bill of the very highest im- 


rtance. It is pressed by the Treasury Department, and is 
ought here by the unanimous vote of the Senate committee. 
Mr. CHAND I say to the Senator, then, that he ought to 


give usa little notice before he presses it. It is a tariff bill; it 
opens the whole tariff question, and it ought not to be taken up 
morning so suddenly. The Senator will admit that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will allow me five minutes to 
state the two simple points involved in the bill, Senators can then 
judge as to the importance of the measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not speak over five minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink the Senator from Ohio did not intend to 
object to a suggestion which I desired to make to him, inasmuch 
as he allowed the Senator from New Hampshire to make a sug- 
gestion in the line which I proposed to make. 

This is a measure to whic ere is very serious and earnest ob- 
jection, and we have had no notice whatever. Thepartto which the 
serious objection is made was reported to the Senate only on the 
21st of April, three days ago. Senators who desire to be heard on 
that amendment, who oppose it and desire to submit amendments 
to it, have had no notice of it; and I do not think the Senator from 
Ohio ought to press the measure this morning. If he desires to 
press it to-morrow morning I shall be prepared with an amend- 
ment tothe amendment. x b 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; if the Senator really desires time 
to prepare himself I have no objection. 

r. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Ohio will at least 
ive notice that to-morrow or Monday he will call the bill up be- 
fore the consideration of the appropriation bill is proceeded with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I merely give notice. Inmyjudgment there 
is no measure upon our Calen that is more important for im- 
mediate action. The Government is suffering day by day to the 
amount of perhaps thousands of dollars. Ido not believe that 
when the subject is considered by the Senate there will be any 
doubt about it. I will let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all we should ask the Senator to do. 
We shall be prepared to meet the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Ohio 
is withdrawn. à 

Mr. PLATT subsequently submitted two amendments intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 
8255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the 
distilling of brandy from fruits; which were ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the Com- 
mittees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses to correct an error in 
the enrolled bill (S. 2557) granting a pgp to Sarah A. Boyd. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Applegate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship nel, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regula- 
oe of medical and dental colleges in the District of Columbia; 


an 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper distri- 
bution of the publication entitled Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents.” 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7664) 5 ropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other 3 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task unanimous consent that the formal read - 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the amendments 
of the committee may be first considered, and considered in the 
Progress of the foe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, after line 10, 
to insert: 

For public building at Boise City, Idaho: For continuation of 8 
eg eer 5 the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from 8150, 


Mr. DUBOIS. The original bill passed during the last session 
of Congress excluded the site from this race ear and I wish 
to offer an amendment 1 5 that, to exclude the cost of the 
sites of the buildings. That will apply to the appropriations for 
Boise, Cheyenne, and Helena. 

Mr. ALLISON. The sites have been selected. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand that the sites have already been 
selected with the appropriation of $55,000 made for the selection 
of those sites. This appropriation will be for the buildings ex- 
clusive of the sites. 

Mr. ALLISON. T hope the Senator from Idaho will not press 
the amendment. This is the usual way to limit the cost of the 
building including the site. We have increased the limit at the 
request of the Senator and other Senators interested, and I think 
the limit is! enough now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iwill withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment that we are 
now considering is one to which I have no special objection, al- 
though it seems to me that right on the threshold of the considera- 
tion of this bill some statement by the chairman of the committee 
or those of us who are specially charged with the consideration 
of the bill ought to be made to the Senate. 

I find that the bill as it came here contains appropriations 
amounting to $29,498,374.59, which it is stated is $10,975,000 less 
than the estimate and over $17,000,000 less than the A eat Slee 
of a year ago. By the report of the committee of the Senate we 
find the statement that the estimates were $40,473,653.90, and that 
the increase recommended by the Senate committee in the shape 
of amendments, of which this is one, is $5,122,350.31, showing an 
immense increase recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the bill. 

In nearly all the increases recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations I, as one of the members of that committee, have 
agreed that the amendments are not only proper but absolutely 
necessary; and yet on the face of thepapers the Senate committee 
will stand in an attitude of extravagance in recommending a 
larger increase than usual. 

he reason is that in this bill the attempt is made (and it is the - 

only appropriation bill in which I find the attempt being made) to 
cut down the appropriations b ing provision for public 
buildings and public works for only nine months in the year and 
for the judiciary for only six months, with a view of making the 
impression upon the country that there is great economy in the 
recommendations and appropriations of a coordinate branch, and 
throwing the responsibility upon this body of making extravagant 
appropriations, when the fact is that the 3 in the 
aggregate as they have reached this body and as they will be en- 
acted eia law are greater than ever before in the history of the 
country. 

It seems to me that the chairman of the committee, on the very 
threshold of the consideration of this bill, so that all Senators may 
have an opportunity to know why we have recommended these 
amendments, ought to give to the Senate a full statement of the 
attempt to make an appropriation for only six months or nine 
months of the year inated of appropriating the whole amount. 

I have made a cursory examination of the matter, which every- 
body is interested in all troigi the country. I have here the 
estimates of the Department, and I want to say that the Treasury 
Department has, I understand, cut down the estimates wherever 
they could be reduced in every Department of the Government, 
and that it asks only the amounts that are absolutely necessary 
for the continuance of public buildings and for the continuation 
of the improvements in the public works, such as rivers and har- 
bors, that are contracted for. The Department estimated that it 
would require $3,223,899.29 to go on and complete the public 
buildings already under construction. Unless that amount is 
appropriated there will be not only great delay but greatly in- 
creased expense because of the delay. Yet the bill as it comes 
here carries with it an appropriation of 81,558,074. 29. We have 
increased that amount. e Senator from Iowa will give the 
exact figures, I have no doubt. If the bill were to pass as it came 
here there would n ily be a deficiency of sixteen hundred 
thousand dollars at the next session. So with the courts and so 
with rivers and harbors. Yet I know that while the Senate com- 
mittee has done its full duty and not added to the bill in the 
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aggregate more than is absolutely necessary to 5 
ernment, leaving the bill as it comes from the i on 
Appropriations, a deficiency is to follow when we meet here in 
December next. . 
As to this particular amendment and three or four other amend- 
ments to follow, they are apres for public buildings at 
the capitals of the States. ith the exception of the State of 
Utah and the State of Maryland, this will make provision for a 
ublic building at the capital of every State in the Union. 
Whether the limit fixed in this case is too great is a matter of 
opinion. We did, on an appropriation bill a year ago, fix a lower 
limit, but the Western States are growing and they are active 
and anxious to have not only public buildings for the accommoda- 
tion of the present population, but, as they have a right to sup- 
pose, they will have a largely increased population within a few 
years, and they of course are na y anxious to have larger 
appropriations made than are necessary for the present wants. I 
think probably there is economy in such a course. I have no 
special objection to those provisions, but I do think that the 
Senator from Iowa, who I know does not desire to consume time, 
ht to make in the very inning of the consideration of this 

ill a very full statement of the attitude of the Committee on 


Appro iations. J : 
"MILLS. Will the chairman of the committee permit me a | the Treas 


moment before he takes the floor? In reference to the statement 
just made by the Senator from Maryland, which I have heard 
made and repeated for a number of years since I have been a 
member of one or the other of the two Houses of Congress, it 
APOE Se Sh tink 1E IE DA $ Propor Ng Bae Ses BPO. ta take 
some steps to prevent it from being put constantly in the wrong 
before the American people. Why would it not be the pro 
thing to do to to the bills as they come from the other 
House? Let the ciency occur. Let the President when he 
signs the bills call the attention of the two Houses of Congress to 
the fact that they are only appropriations for three-fourths of the 
year or for one-half of the year, and require the House, which is 
i by the Constitution to originate these measures, to 
lemental bill for the necessary appropriations to 
port the ini ion of the Government. 
eT io tat think that it is the right thing for the Senate to con- 
tinue to carry the suspicion is thrown u it. It is an im- 
proper method of legislation. If my advice should be taken, I 
would approve their bills and pass them as they are, and let them 
take upon themselves the responsibility of originating the neces- 
sary ATTO es to support the Government. 

Mr. ON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in presenting this bill also pren ed mia it a bri Bue pte 
which is Senate Report Nog. 738. that re we have ean 
analysis of the increases proposed by the te Committee on 

net priations, so that if eee will send for the rt they 
find a brief abstract of the several increases e by the 
committee. 

It is true, as stated by the Senator from Maryland, that in 
regard to a portion of the subjects treated of in the bill the other 
House has provided for only nine months and in regard to another 
portion probably only for six months. 

In response to the suggestion made by the Senator from Texas, 
I will state that the Committee on Appropriations has not felt it 
to be its duty to withhold appropriations for the ordi and 
necessary SS oe Government for a fiscal , the House 
of Representatives itself failing to make appropriations for the 

ear. The appropriations alluded to by the tor from Mary- 

d are chief y to be found in the . for public build - 
ings and for rivers and harbors under subsisting contracts, the 


appropriations now being carried into the sundry civil bill instead 
of 4 55 carried a 


on the river and harbor bill as heretofore, and 
per there are one or two other instances. 

In the case of the United States courts, 1 think it may be safely 
said that the bill as it comes to us from the House appropriates 
only for six months, or until the 1st of Jan , 1897. This has 
been the practice for a good many years. It is found in the ap- 
popon for thecurrent fiscal year. My impression is that we 

ve already in our deficiency bill for this year appropriated more 
than $3,000,000 for the courts. The appropriations for the current 
year for the courts of the United States were $3,450,000. We have 
already 3 in round numbers $3,400,000 as a deficiency, 
#7 000,600 e expenditures of the courts for the current year nearly 

2 ’ 8 

The estimates for the courts for the current yas were about 
$6,489,512. The bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
appropriated for these poran $3,808,212. The Senate Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have added for the expenses of the courts 

„538.000, making a total as now found in the bill, including the 

te amendments, of $5,130,450.31. This may not be sufficient 
to carry on the courts for the next fiscal 1 It is hoped and 
believed that the legislation which is likely to pass, found upon 
the executive, legislative, and judicial appropriation bill, will 


materially diminish the expenditures of the courts. So it was our 
poz pone; as nearly as we còuld, in proposing the amendments as 
to the 


S courts, to provide for the fiscal year and not for one-half 
of it. 

But the making of insufficient 3 is not a new habit 
of the House of Representatives. esame thing appeared on the 


sundry civil bill of last year. When it came to us from the House 
of Representatives it only provided for abont six months, and I 
believe last year the Senate did as it now 3 to do; it allowed 
these ap ee to be made as the House of Representatives 
Suite e result has been, as I have already stated, that an 
amount more than equal to the original appropriation has already 
been appropriated in the deficiency appropriation bills for the 

nditures of the current year. 

e have increased these items, as will be seen from the docu- 


8 ithstanding 
pae those buildings at the earliest 


public service, such as military posts in process of constructi 
surveys of the 3 lands, ete. wnt 

ieve the Committee on Appropriations have, with the utmost 
care, limited the appropriations to necessary objects and have not 
increased the bill as itcame from the House of tatives 
except where it appeared that it was wise to make additional 
appropriation. Iam pu that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], whois so able and efficient on this committee, has given 
his assent to the increases made by the Senate. 

Ido not know that it is worth while for me to make a more 
elaborate statement in the — of the consideration of the 
bill. As the amendments are read I shall be glad to make such 
explanation as may seem necessary to a full understanding of the 
reasons why the committee recommend the increases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. ` 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the 3 on Appropriations was, on page 2, after Iine 22, to 
insert: 

For public building at Che Wyo.: i building, 5 
and tte lit of cost af said building and site is increased from: #3000) to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment-was, on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 

Assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak.: For 
wood, in the State of South Dakota, Fe eee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 9, to insert: 

For public building at Helena, Mont.: For continuation of building, 
and the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pare 8, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for continuation of ding of post-office and court 
ouse at Kansas City, Mo., from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 16, to insert: 
court-house and post-office Angeles, — i 

M aire in tbe Ea y e ge heret ra eaa: 42008. 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 19, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For completion of 
approaches, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 4, line 9, to increase the 
appropriation for continuation of building of court-house, cus- 
cen and post-office at Omaha, Nebr., from §70,000 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to insert: 


For custom-house and post-office at St. Albans, Vt.: For rebuilding and 
g same, made necessary by recent fire, $70,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 4, line 15, to increase the ap- 
propriation forcontinuation of building for post-office, court-house, 
and custom-house at St. Paul, Minn., from $60,000 to $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


000; 
,000 to 


1896. 
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The next amendment was, on page 4, line 21, before 1 word 
“hundred,” to strike out two“ and insert ‘ “three”: and in the 
same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert “and the limit of 
clause read: building is increased $410,000”; so as to make the 

use read: 


‘or post-office at Washington, D. O.: For continuation 3 
rosent imit, 8315,00; an the limit of cost of said builđing is increased 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Washington City post- 
office, for which an increased appropriation is contained in this 
amendment, is one of a class of cases which are constantly arising. 
It is now found necessary to increase the limit of cost fixed for 
that building $410,000. It is, of course, absolutely necessary, the 
committee think, to increase that limit. It is no fault of legisla- 
tion. There is no reason that occurred in the con- 
struction of the building for this increase. It has arisen from the 
fact that the Supervising ’s Office saw to change 
the original plans, not to increase the size of the build: „but its 
ornamentation, from rough-faced stone to cut stone. ether 
that improvement is a su one and one which will add to 

the beauty of the building is.a question; but the change was made, 
and the increased appropriation becomes necessary largely because 
of that change. 

I think myself that the officers of the Government onght to be 
held to a more strict account, and that when they have made 
plans for public buildingsand their estimates no change 

other than one which is unforeseen at the time the estimate was 

made ought to be allowed without their having first obtained the 


consent of 

There is an improvement authorized in this new appropriation 
which will, I believe, giv e sixty or seventy additional rooms in the 
post-office building. That is suggested by the present Architect, 
who is not at all responsible- for the change which necessitates 
this large on. In this case it is absolu 
take it, Ta ve the 3 made; but I ca 
this practice, and, so far as I am co 3 
of this body, I shall not agree that such additional appropriations 
be made ee ig they become necessary because of the mere change 
ote beat ornamentation of a building without the consent of Con- 

having been first obtained. 
The P ING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsin the chair). The 


77 V 
8 


to. 

The reading of the was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was: on page 4, line 26, to in- 
crease the appropriation for ny , Ge Fran 83,0 Treasury, Butler, and Win- 
der buildings, in Washington, . from $8,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, on oie 5, line 20, before the word 
“sidewalk,” to strike out in line 21, before the 
word hundred,“ to strike out two ocana three” and insert 
“eight”; and in line 22, before the word “hundred,” to strike out 
“eight thousand nine ” and insert seven thousand four”; ; 80 as 
N For artesiay d surface wells, $1,650; 

n. at Chi III.: For m ani we ~ 
ee a e ak Ss 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 12, to insert: 

For quarantine ao Key West, Fla.: For wharf on iron piles, and 70-foot 
bridge and tracks, S8. 

The ee ee was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 3, to insert: 

— ct Haroon — For establishing four lighted beacons in Lynn 
The amendment ee 7 EA to. 
ee next amendment was, on page 10, after line 8, to insert: 


Bar uan stationa cae Ohio: For establishing two range-light sta- 
tions tr 8 Sandusky 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 3, to insert: 
‘ht and fi ion, Michigan: For establishing a f. 
Pm 8 light 3 Bay, Lake Michigan, Michigan, $5,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
310 ty, on page 11, after line 17, to insert: 
d hij For establish: and 
Hakone bg Rng tere — Oragon: ing post range 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment Was, on page 12, after line 5, to insert: 
Swan Island light, Caribbean Sea: For the establishment on Swan Island, 
pen ng to the United States, in the Caribbean Sea, of a light-house, $15,000: 
That a suitable site for said light-house shall be secured to. the 
United States free of cost or liability. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 14, to insert: 
Fire Island light-vessel, New York: For constru: ipping, and out- 
— so n for service, a first-class steam light arn Dh. PERS with steam fog 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
ft. 


The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert: 
„88S Ji For 
outfittin: e en F FTT 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, eee to insert: 


Diamond Shoal vessel, North Carolina 3 
and outfitting, complete for service, a age vite rab ti be Sap pe 
fog signal, the ‘ot the s of the Treasury is hereby authorized to use not ex- 
penas $0,000 of the balance of the appropriation of 000 
— . act approxed March 2, 1889, pE load 

— — on Outer Diamond Shoal, off Cape 
North Oan. = the remainder of such Serene — balance of of Ae 

aion, after paying outstanding bills thereunder, if any, shall 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to sa: 


as to the amend- 
ment which has just been read for Diamond ‘Sh 


oal Light, North 


Carolina, that it is to authorize the construction of a t-shi 
instead of the construction of a light-house on Diamond Sh 
This is on the Atlantic Ocean, anda more ioport 8 int, 
haps, than any other except the entrance to Harbor. 


It is one in which the people I represent are esol SF vias inter- 
ested, as the commerce entering the Chesapeake Bay by this very 
dangerous point is v =F great. 
Congress authorized the construction of a light-honse at Dia- 
to cost $500,000, but up to this time the officers of the 
have absolutely failed to erect a light-house at that 
point, although the attempt has been made, at a loss of $100,000to 
the contractors and not to the Government. 
Since this provision was inc ted in the bill quite a num- 


mond S 


ber of who are in shipping have communicated 
with me. 2828 ˙ chat Lids oe tackwaed eiep oo the 
part of the Senate of the United States in a the attempt 


to construct a light-house and to place a light-ship at that point. 
Some of these gentlemen go so far as to say that, in their judg- 
mos it will be impossible to maintain a light-ship at that point 
omg k to the roughness of the sea. 
as I am concerned, I wish to say that I think the commit- 
tee, after patient inquiry into this matter and hearing statements, 
differ from the accomplished officers who are in charge of this 
branch of the public service—and there are none more competent 
and skilled than Admiral Walker, whois the head of the Board, and 
the Nayal Secretary. Wewere satisfied if any relief whatever was 
to be given to commerce at that point, that the position sub- 
mitted by the committee is the and the way in which 
it can be reached; but even should it be found impossible to main- 
tain a light-ship at that point, it can be transferred to other points 
where it may be necessary. 
I make this statement because of the respectability of the 
tlemen who have communicated with me upon the subject, an 
as to show that we have not attempted to do anything except e 
facilitate navigation and to to givegr greater security to life and prop- 
erty at that place. Iam fully satisfied that what the committee 
propose is the only means of accomplishing the result desired for 
bce benefit of the commerce of the country. 
Tho PSE 5 . question is on the amend- 
ment reported by mmittee on Appropriations. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, after line 9, to 


Relief light vessel for the Atlantic coast: For constructing, 
outfittin: 9 for service, a 5 steam light — gh — 
fog for the Atlantic coast, $70,000. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 13, to insert: 
San Francisco Harbor light vessel: For constructing, equi; and out- 
mre “eesti ee t-class steam light 9 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 16, to insert: 

. N for the Second light-house district: For constructing, equipping, 

and outfitting, complete for service, a new steam tender for buoyage, sup- 

ply, and inspection in the Second light-house district, Massachusetts, $73,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 21. to insert: 

Tender for the Seventh light-house district: For construct equipping, 
and outfitting, complete for service,a new steam tender for * — e 
ply, and inspection in the Seventh light-honse district, Florida, $7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
a for expenses of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 7, to increase the 

5 for expenses of 8 from $430, 600 to $460,000. 

he amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 1. after the word 
dollars,“ to insert: 

Provided, t the and he is s 
teal bo DOE OESE and obra te the ME O Davee ve cae 


15, line 3, to increase the 
t vessels, from $300,000 to 
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allotments from their pa rego 

the support of their families or relatives, for their own savings, or for other 

r purposes, during such time as they may be absent at sea, on distant 
uty, or under other circumstances warranting such action. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to insert: 


y, under such lations as he may prescribe, for 


For constructing a revenue steamer of the first class, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the for service on the Great Lakes, $200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 22, to strike out: 


For rent of office for so of the Post-Office Department to supervise the 
distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 5500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 7, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out twenty ” and insert ‘‘ fifteen”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For triangulation, topography, and hydrography of the coasts of Califor- 

i m, and Washington, and for necessary resurveys, San Francisco 
E topography, and N 118.000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 17, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out “fifteen ” and insert ten“; so as to 
make the clause read: 

In all, for field expenses, $110,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the provision for clerical force of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, on page 29, after line 16, to insert: 

For one, at $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same provision, on pase 29, 
line 19, after the word “For,” to strike out ‘‘one, at $1,000” and 
insert two, at $1,000 each”; so as to make the clause read: 

For two, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for additional engravers, Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey, from $4,000 to $4,100. 

he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 17, fo increase the 


tal appropriation for office force, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 


to 
from $32,670 to $35,170. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 3, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out “eighteen thousand” and insert “‘fifteen 
thousand five hundred * so as to make the clause read: 

F. lates, chart paper, printer's ink, per, zinc, and chemicals 
for Slectrotyving and photograplang, engraving, printing. photographing, 
lithographing peony Ah printing from stone and copper for immedia use, 
$15,500. 


The amendment was agreed to, : 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for cases, iture, fixtures, etc., for the National 

useum from $15,000 to 820,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2, page 33. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 1, page 33, I move to strike out forty- 
three” and insert“ fifty-three.” In this connection I ask that two 
letters which I hold in my hand may be printed in the RECORD, 
giving the reasons for the increase. Shoe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the let- 
ters will be printed in the Recorp. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
In CHARGE OF UNITED STATES NATIONAL MUSEUM, 
Washington, April 22, 1896. 

Sin: I deem it my duty to bring to your attention the fact that unless some 
special provision pod for LES SORIN TANITA the National Herbarium, re- 
cently transferred from the care of the Departmentof Agriculture to that of 
the Smithsonian Institution, will become comparatively useless. 

This is one of the largest collections of American plants in the world, and 
one of the most important, embracing as it does the collections of all the Gov- 
ernment surveys from the time of Fremont and Wilkes to the present day. 
It contains about 250,000 8 mostl American, and constitutes for 
American 2 a “consultative library of specimens“ of the very 


„however, that so long as funds should 


tody, 
eae ds of the Department of Agriculture 


in the 
he would be ator: 
The value of 


ion of the Department of Agriculture; but the appropriation for 
work has been so much decreased the present Chagrees thai 
Iam informed, this 


can no longer be done. 


‘vacant upon the statutory roll in our Division of Botany w 


The Secretary of Agriculture has already addressed a letter to you calling 
your attention to this fact, and suggesting that the sum of $10,000, which was 
withdrawn from his appropriation, be added to our appropriation “for the 
preservation and increase of the collections in the National Museum,” in 
order to provide for the utilization of this t collection of plants. 

I need scarcely say to you that the collection isof special on) sche to the 
9 Agriculture, and is necessarily in constant use by many mem- 

rs O staff. 

Should this addition to our 6 not be made, I do not see how it 

possible to do more for the her um than simply to preserve it from 
destruction. It can not be kept in such shape that it will be 53 
available for reference; it can not be in in order to keep 
the growth of botanical knowledge and the necessities of American botanists 
and of the Department of Agriculture. Nothing can be done with the t 
amount of material which is already on hand, which requires special treat- 
ment for its preservation and utilization. It will also be impossible to aay 
on the system of exchange, long practiced, by which not only the Natio 
Herbarium but all the herbariums of the country are constantly benefiting. 

Should the sum of $10,000 be poorest would be utilized in the first place 

by the retention of the staff of skilled assistants, clerks, and pre tors 

y engaged upon this work and now on the rolls of the Department of 
Agriculture. The direct of the herbarium would be, as now, in the 
hands of the Botanist of the Department of 3 who, by permission 
of the 5 Agriculture, serves in this capacity without compensa- 
tion with the title of honorary curator in the National Museum. There are 
also two ed ts, one at $1,800 and one at $1,200; and it is desired to 
add another at $1,500 to take cha: of the collection of l an pora 
te is os N ar clerk at $900, one preparator at „and three 
at $600; ma i 20. 

5 7 55 N mate’ for rvation cost annually about $1,000, about 
$800 of this sum being req for the purchase of paper for mounting and 
covers. ; 

A certain sum is required each year for the acquisition of new material—the 

of new investigations and the results of N of the year. For 
this a sum of about is required. This would leave a contingent fund of 

Should the desired sum be ted, it will be possible to maintain this vast 
collection, which is of much importance to botanical science, in a manner be- 
fit the dignity of 8 ERR 

am, sir, yours, with gres 
G. BROWN GOOD; 


E, 
. Acting Secretary. 
The Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman of the Appropriations Committee, United States Senate. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 22, 1896, 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


DEAR SIR: In to your desire, communicated 8 Mr. Coville, 
for further information as to the purpose and effect of granting to the Na- 
tional Museum an additional sum of $10,000 for the maintenance of the 
National Herbarium, I have to reply as follows: 

When, 8 two years ago, the Secretary of Agriculture found the De- 
partment buil ings entirely too small and it was brought to his attention that 
a large amount of space was occupied by a collection of plants estimated to 
be worth 000 and liable at any time to be destroyed by aes arrangements 
were made with the Smithsonian Institution to house the collection in the 
fireproof building of the National Museum. The Department agreed to re- 
tain on its rolls so long as the appropriation admitted it the force of assist- 
ants necessary in caring for the collection, but the 5 reduetion in 
the botanical appropriation recently made has forced the Secretary to ask 
that he be relieved of this Sie prs on 

If the proposed appropriation be made, the force of assistants and mounters 
now e in ng for the herbarium in the National Museum building 
will be transferred to the rolls of that Institution, and the pacos thus made 

1 be filled by the 
lump sum. No new employees 
be appointed asa result of the change, and the statutory tion of assist- 
ant curator will be left vacant during the co g year, either to be abol- 
ished in the next Agricultural appropriation bill or to be changed toassistant 


botanist. 

Besides the emer, ee just cited for the transfer of the herbarium, 
the De ent holds that the care of the collection is properly the function 
of the Smithsonian Institution, but that it should always be open to the bota- 
nists of the Department for reference and consultation in any investigations 
in which they need it. The object, and the sole object, of the 3 change 
is to place the herbarium in good hands and in its legitimate p 80 as oy 
enable the Department to organize all the botanical work on a distinctly 
practical basis. 

Respectfully, 


transfer of employees now on the botanical 


CHAS. W. DABNEY, Ju. 
Assistant Secretary. 


N. B.—This letter is written in connection with that of the acting secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution, dated iy 22,1896, addressed to the Hon. 
W. B. ALLISON, n Committee on . United States Sen- 
ate, which is our authority for the above statement with regard to the part 
to be performed by the National Museum and Smithsonian Institution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 33, before the word thousand,“ 
it is proposed to strike out forty-three” and insert ‘‘ fifty-three”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing the preservation, exhibition, and increase of the collections 


from the surve and exploring expeditions of the Government, and from 
giner sources, including ies or compensation of all necessary employees, 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 33, line 4, to in- 
crease the appropriation for repairs to buildings, shops, and sheds, 
National Museum, from $4,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 23, page 33, to increase the 
won for the National Zoological Park from $65,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to, 


1896. 


The next amendment was, on page 36, line 8, after the word dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘one laborer, and insert two laborers, 
at $540 each“; and in line 11, before the word and,“ to strike out 
“three thousand four hundred” and insert four thousand”; so 
as to make the clause read: 

reen Lake (Maine) station: Superintenden 500; foreman, ; fish- 
cua $660; 1 — kee. at 251 each; in lent oe z * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 37, line 1, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out five hundred and forty” and insert six 
hundred”; and in line 4, before the word “ do to strike out 
“seven hundred and eighty ” and insert nine hundred and sixty ”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Woods Hole (Massachusetts) station: Superintendent, $1,500; machinist, 
$960; fish-culturist, $900; pilot and collector, 52205 three firemen, at $600 each; 
two laborers, at $540 each; in all, $6,960. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to say a word on the amendment. The 
committee has been good enough to raise the pay of the firemen 
from five hundred and forty to six hundred do but I do not 
see why, as they do the same work, they should not receive the 
same pay that is paid at the Cape Vincent station. Woods Holeis 
the largest station, I believe. The work is extremely heavy. If 
the employment is worth $720 as established at Cape Vincent, where 
the duties are the same asat Woods Hole station—I think the work 
is precisely the same at both places—the same class of labor being 
employed, it is only fair that the firemen at Woods Hole station 
oat. receive the same grade of pay that is given to those at the 
Cape Vincent station. I wonin eugeen to make it the same as at 
Cape Vincent—that is, $720 ins of $540. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not press the motion. If he will look over the different stations 
he will see that a large number of firemen receive much less than 
those at Woods Hole. We looked into the matter with consider- 
able care. We did not feel that we could fairly reduce the labor- 
ers at the Cape Vincent station. If the Senator will look at the 
provision as to the office of the Commissioner in this city he will 
see that the firemen receive only $540. 

Mr. LODGE. Those duties are not the same as at the stations. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are of like nature. 

Mr. LODGE. That is simply for firemen to be employed in 
heating the eee 

Mr. ALLISON. Here in this station—— 

Mr. LODGE. It does not mean the station. That is for the 
office of the Commissioner, and it is not the station. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the fish station here, including the office 
of the Commissioner. 

Mr. LODGE. The fish station here is the fish pond. The pro- 
vision the Senator refers to is simply for ordinary firemen to run 
the engine in the building. Iam i pe gd of the station, where 
the work is connected with the work of culture. If the Sena- 
tor will point out to me the pay of a fireman at some other station 
which is less, I shall not e any unreasonable objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will do so. Take Green Lake, 
Me., where the laborers are receiving only $480. 

Mr.LODGE. Thoseare laborers. Imeanfiremen, Ourlabor- 
ers are getting the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true. 

Mr. LODGE. I am speaking of firemen. 

Mr. ALLISON. We increased the laborers as we increased the 
firemen at Woods Hole. 

Mr. LODGE. The laborers at Green Lake have been paid on 
the same basis as the laborers at Woods Hole, to which I make no 
objection, I think itis proper. Iam king of the firemen at 
the station, whose work is connected di y with the work of 
fish culture. 

Mr. ALLISON. The firemen in this city at the office of the 
Commissioner receive only 8540. They are engaged in the same 
kind of work. ` 
gee LODGE. That is an entirely different kind of work I 

ink. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is an aquarium on the first floor of the 
building where the office of the Commissioner is situated. I hope 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be content with what we 
haye done in this matter. I think it is an increase that they ought 
to be satisfied with. 

Mr. LODGE. I looked say ae the list of stations hastily and 
I may be mistaken, but I could find only the two firemen at Cape 
Vincent in addition to the three at Woods Hole, because that is 
a large station—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is right except as to this ae 

Mr. LODGE. Those in this city, I suppose, have simply the or- 
dinary e of the furnace and steam-heating apparatus. 

Mr. ALLISON, They are firemen. 

Mr.LODGE. Thatisthe reason I desire to have those at Woods 
Hole put on the same basis as the firemen at the Cape Vincent 


station. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not like to move to reduce the firemen at 


~ 
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se Cape Vincent station. If the Senator thinks it ought to be 
one 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to have the pay of the firemen 
there reduced. I do not think they are overpaid, but it seems to 
me that those at Woods Hole might fairly paid at the same 


rate. It is a ve amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five hundred and forty dollars is the amount 
that has been paid there for some years. e saw no great neces- 
sity for increasing their pay at a single jump $10 a month. I hope 
— Soa from Massachusetts will be satisfied with what has 

n done, 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; I will not press the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ecing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was arwa tat 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 88, line 15, after 
the word dollars,“ to insert one skilled laborer, $720”; and in 
line 18, before the word dollars,“ to strike out two thousand 
eight hundred and twenty” and insert ‘‘ three thousand five hun- 
dred and forty”; so as to make the clause read: 

N. o (Mo.) station: Superintenden ; foreman, ; one skilled 
laborer, 3290; one laborer, 30; in all, Gale ict 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 88, line 21, after the word 
“teach,” to insert one skilled laborer, $720”; and in line 24, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out four thousand nine hun- 
dred and eighty” and insert five thousand seven hundred”; so 
as to make the clause read: y 

Lead v lo. tion: Superintendent, $1,500; fi 7 
culturista, ab $00 each; one skilled laborer, $9; cook, PS0: in l. 25 0. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 3, after the word 
„dollars.“ to insert one laborer, $600”; and in line 4, before the 
word “and,” to strike out three thousand four hundred” and 
insert ‘‘four thousand”; so as to make the clause read: 

Baird (Cal.) and Fort Gaston (Cal.) stations: Superintendent, $1,500; fore- 
man, $1,080; foreman, ; one la a ; in 080. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 40, line 12, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out two“ and insert ‘‘ four”; and in line 16, 
before the word hundred,“ to strike out fourteen thousand 
= and insert *‘ fifteen thousand one”; so as to make the clause 
T : 

Division of statistics and methods of the fisheries: Assistant in charge, 
$2,500; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; one 
o 
agent at Gloucester, Mass., $000; in all, $15,140. cen ch aes 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for the contingent expenses of the office of the Fish 
Commissioner from $9,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 16, to increase the 
pf ag for propagation of food-fishes from $105,000 to 

112,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 4 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 16, to insert: 

9 in South Dakota: For the establishment of a flsh - culture 
station in the Black Hills, in the State of South Dakota, at a point to be se- 
lected by the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause for the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, at the top of page 43, to strike out: 

For all other necessary expenditures to enable the Commission to proper! 


carry out the objects of the “act to regulate commerce" (including e: = 
tures for co ), to give effect to the provisions of said — and all — and 
amendments supplementary thereto, $134,000. 

And insert: : 

For all other n expenditures to enable the Commission to give 
effect to the provisions of the “act to te commerce,” and all acts and 
amendments supplemen: thereto, $184,000, of which sum not exceeding 
$25,000 may be expended in the employment of counsel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The 755 oe enk wia on page 44, line 10, 4 increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses, independent treasury 
from $75,000 to $100,000. : : 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 44, line 13, to increase the 
woo for transportation of silver coin from $55,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, line 4, before the word 
silver,“ to insert ‘‘ fractional”; so as to make the clause read: 


Recoinage of silver coins: For recoinage of the uncurrent fractional silver 
coins in the Treasury, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, $100,000. è 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Apri 24, 


The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 7, to insert: 
To enable the for capt uring: arresting, and procuring" Lampman, of 


5 Minn., f arrestin the conviction 
ere at Tromeni for United States 
money of the U. 


into 
to the amount of gsi , togeth 

wid a large nunsber of postage stamips of the United B States $150.” * 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment Was, on page 53, line 1, to increase the 
a ropriation for the quarantine service from $143, 000 to $137,000. 

e amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 19, to insert: 

Ma: F. 
8 n or engraving on copper the map of the United 


prepared by the Office, $12, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on 54, line 5, to 1 the ap- 
propriation for work at Capitol $25,000 to 830,000 


e amendment was 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 5, to insert: 
9 and west of the center of the Capitol, 

PEA, oar ly under the ———— the OAA, police board gb. ros 
much thereof as may be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 9, to insert: 

For continum 5 work of goantig and Seen Wrens . 


itol, including of frames, under Joint Com- 
. 
The amendment was agreed to 


eee eee after Iine 13, to insert: 


irs and im . and venti- 
lating a 9 See g. he 5 5 air ducts, elevators. ve bell 
Ss and all relat in the Senate of the Capitol, 
ocinaing the 8 Court, of the of the Cap- 
Ane amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, Iine 2, after the word 


“including,” to insert the Capitol Grounds”; and in line 7, be- 
fore the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘sixteen” and insert 
„ so as to make the clause read: 


G den, Sonate and House stables Malter Bal 


Grounds, 1 Botanic Garden, sy Bul 
and 5 storage rooms of the House 3 or eon ing, 


of Sparina tof ai er 
1 Sai ab gna abel electric C 


The 33 was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 8, to strike ony 


about the Capitol, at 28 cents 


— forty-five 
min PARI means of underground wires; 
e e sree and of not less than Li actual can wer, $5,110: Pro- 
vided, That all wires shall be ground, and the conduits, wires, 
lamp-posts complete shall be ned electric light com ee 
expense to United cone y rn that 28 cents per lamp per aoa t cover 
the seen be cost to United States of lighting and maintaining in good order 
each electric light in the said public grounds about the 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next . ae on page 55, after line 22, to insert: 


system, and for the pay of 8 Se: me: 
be done by the ra ey the Capitol under 
Commi accordance with the plan 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 8, to insert: 
Ventilation, Senate wing hem the 5 For the improvement of the ven- 


tilation of the Senate wing Capitol, including the installation of re- 
frigera: „ lans submitted by Prof. S. H. 


Wood States Senate, id work to 
be done by the Architect of ig doa. wedi, Wood- 
the direction of the 
thereof as may be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 58, line 12, to increase the ap- 
ats ‘sige for surveying public lands from $250, 000 to $400,000, 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 20, 5 
When, under the van of the act entitled An act making 3 
tions for sundry ci mses of the Government for the focal fiscal ome eas ing 
June 30, 1895," coprated August 18, 1894, any = may authorize any person 
or persons to reclaim arid lands, in pursuance and ee ee terms of 
t made in section 4 of said act, ene such pe are au- 
ed to create, in pursuance of laws of pbs State, 1 & lien or liens on 
subdivisions of land reclaimed, for the actual 


said committee, 


= ample supply of water is actually furnished re a 3 Aten or 
r by artesian wells or reservoirs, to reclaim a particular tract or tracts o 
—— ds, then patents shall issue for the same to such State without regard 
to 5 or cultivation: res That in no san in no ch SS 1 
shall the United States be D anner a rectly 


no circumstances 
a . liable for any amount of any such lien or ria ity, in whole or 


Mr. CARTER. Loffer an amendment to the amendment of the 


The 8 OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after line 20, 
on page 60, down to and including line 4, on page 61, and in lieu 
thereof insert: 


That under any law heretofore or hereafter enacted i any State viđ- 
ing for the reclamation of the arid lands in pursuance a Dee the 
terms of the ut made in section (of an — entitled An act making appro- 
Tanong for for 2 sundry civil er of the fA Age reg Ser the fiscal year 
— a or liens is hereby 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the provision may now be read as it 
will read if amended. 
i bait ai crates 3 yok 5 wes at the com- 
mi amendment as it is pr ame e Senator 
proposed y 
The Secretary read as follows: 


ing June 30, 1895,” a a lien or Hens is here th 
. . separate legal 5 
reclaim mses of reclama 


ed, for the actual cost an tion and 
„ü a tak date me eee til disposed of to 
of water is furnished in 


such lands, then patents shall —_ for the same 

irh State without regard to . or cultivation: ided, That in 

no event, in no contingency. and under no circumstances anal the United 

States be in any manner dincctly or indirectly liable for any amount of any 
such lien oF liability, in whole oF in part. 


Mr. ALLISON. Those provisions have been prepared with care 
by the Senator from Missouri . COCKRELL], a member of the 
committee, and I understand that he has examined and assents to 
the modification. Therefore the committee will make no objection 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was ered to. 

The amendment as amended was 

The next amendment of the Committee on e was, 
on page 61, after line 16, to insert: 


That the city of bees in the State of North Dakota, and through 
its city y council, shall have authority 4 use or ine ne 
asm te —— nar said city of Bismarck, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 24, to insert: 


That the sum of $1,000, a priated by the sundry civil act, approved Au- 
fost 18, 1894, to SEn the BaCO 7 — Interior to one the desert 
ds selected by the States under the provisions of section 4 of said act 
(28 Stat. L., page 422), be, and is 1 reappropriated and made available 
for the examination of said lands d g the years of 1896 and 1897. 
Mr. ALLISON. This ee e has been inserted in the defi- 


ciency appropriation bill by the House, and therefore it should be 


to. 
The amendment was rejected. 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 8 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. PEFFER. While the resolution is before the Senate, I 
wish to modify it in one other respect; that is, to strike out in line 
21, after the word “ bonds,” all that follows to the word“ arrange- 
ment, in line 5, on page 8. That is the only additional modifica- 
tion that Iwish to make. I ask that the resolution may be printed 
in the amended form, so that Senators will understand the form 
m whieh the resolution will appear when it comes up for discus- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas pro- 
poses a modification of the resolution and asks thatit D 
as modified. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that the unfinished business be inform- 
ally laid aside, that the ae may proceed with the considera- 
on of the sundry civil a iation bill. 

The PRESIDING OF CI . There is no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. ; 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 


1896. 
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T. Applegate was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 

ouse had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
ne by the Vice-President: fen 

A bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in 
eee the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 

tes; an 

A bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, 

first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.7664) making ap tions for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the items for the United 
States Geological Survey, on page 62, line 18, before the word 
„ geographer,” to strike out chief; so as to make the clause 
read: ? 


For one geographer, $2,700. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, line 10, to increase the 


a) <r peur for to phic surveys in various portions of the 

Uni States from $150,000 to $175,000. 

65. 

usand.“ 
streams th ter supply of the United 

Santee’ mente the — ot — Prin and —— 

wells in arid semiarid 


sections, and tae tion of reports upon the 
Dest methods of utilizing the water resources of said sections, $50,000 
The amendment was agreed to. s 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 65, line 9, to increase the total appropriationfor the United 
States Geol Survey from $449,100 to $474,100. 

Mr. ON. I move to amend the amendment so as to in- 
crease the total to $489,100. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Ry. ay geo was, 
on page 67, line 14, to increase the appropriation for eral re- 
pairs and improvements at the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane from $13,000 to $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` } 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 20, to insert: 

For rebuilding shops, $7,000. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 21, to insert: 

For laboratory extension, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ¢ 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 23, to insert: 

For electric fans and resistance coils, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ; 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 14, to insert: 

For all expenses of a school at Circle City, including hire of a teacher, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 20, to increase the 

iation for support of the reindeer station at Port Clarence, 
rae from $5,000 to 812.000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 70, to insert: 

To enable the Government to take official part in the international exhi- 
bition to be held at Brussels, Belgium, during the year 1807, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 4, to insert: 

For salary of consul at Alexandretta, Turkish Dominions, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 6, to insert: 

* under the direction of the Secretary of State, with a view to 

m onging to the 


future cation, all reports, papers, and documents 
United Btates relating to the war of the Revolution, and the operation, organ- 
Inti administration of the forces therein engaged, and now in the 


. — ar the State Department, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 12, to insert: 


In 
rolls, mo: reports, tal aud company returns, and other lists or 
Fosters of Offitere A nen in anid war of i 


deposited for public uses in the and Pension Office of the War De- 
t, to be there preserved and indexed as the rolls of the later wars 


ive 


Mr. ALLISON. I move at the end of the paragraph to insert 
a semicolon and the words: 
arin ag apnea SEE O peri ta ig OR py 


ts an termine those that should 
fce and those that should be re- 
the State Department, and in case of their t the said 

Secretaries shall select some third person to decide the questions, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 70, after line 20, to insert: 


d from the a 8 
made by the act a Decem Ee ert ee 
mission to In and Report upon the True Divisional Line between 
the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana, such amount for rent of 
building or District of Columbia as may be 


Mr. GORMAN. Lask the Senator from Iowa whether it would 
not be wise to put a limit to the amount to be paid for rent? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee in considering this provision 
did not think it necessary to establish any limit to the amount to 
be paid for rent, inasmuch as with great promptness some time 
ago Congress passed an appropriation of $100,000 in bulk, suppos- 
ing at the time that it would include the necessary rent of a build- 
ing for the use of the Commission. So, having given them abso- 
lute, unlimited power as respects the remainder of the $100,000, I 
— we may fairly trust them not to be extravagant in the mat- 

ren 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the occasion for making this pro- 
vision when we authorized the Commission to expend without 
bag AERES whatever the appropriation of $100,000? 

. ALLISON. There is a general law which provides that no 
general e gma shall be applied to the rent of buildings in 
the District of Columbia, and that no Department shall have au- 
thority torent buildings under a general provision. So the Comp- 
troller has decided, and I have no doubt, will decide that the gen- 
eral appropriation of $100,000 will not cover the matter of rent. 
That is the only reason for inserting it here, I understand. 

Mr. GO Does the Senator from Iowa say that sucha 
decision has been made; that after with great haste and 

at unanimity placed at the di of the President of the 
United States a hundred thousand dollars to settle a great in- 
ternational question—to prevent a war—the Comptroller of the 
Treasury has stepped in and said to the Commission that they can 
not pay a reasonable amount for rent out of the 8100, 000? Do I 
understand that to be the case? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Comptroller of the 
Treasury decides that under a statute some years ago it is 
not ee oe to rent buildings in the District of Columbia under 
a ge appropriation for expenses. I am not sure that the 
Comptroller already so decided, but I understand that is to 
be the ruling, if it has not already been so ruled by him. That 
is the only object in inserting this provision, in order that rent 
may be paid for the building or portion of building which is now 

ing occupied by the Venezuelan Commission. 
as GORMAN, Iam amazed that that should be the state of 

e case. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maryland is“ aware, of 
course, that the present Comptroller is very rigid in his rulings 
on a good many ae ease 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that he is very rigid, as all the 
Comptrollers have been; but under at excitement, at the re- 
quest of the President of the United States, we authorized him to 
create the Commission and placed in his hands $100,000 to be ex- 
pended for any purpose whatever in connection with their inves- 
tigation. Isupposed the enactment was broad enough to authorize 
them to send agents abroad, to make maps, to employ clerks and 
other assistants, and, as a matter of course, to pay the 
expense for quarters here suitable to the dignity of this t Com- 
mission. They have, I understand, selected very quarters. 
oe are e aang cena fact that after this t con- 

erence is organi t proposed to the iden 
designed to settle a great eee eee the two greatest = 
tions on earth, itis necessary to put in a provision to cover the 
matter of rent. Ido not understand it. I ask the Senator from 
Iowa if there is an official communication from the Department 
showing that the Comptroller has interfered so seriously with 
this great Commission? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe there is a letter either from a mem- 
ber of the Commission or from the Secretary of the Treasury—I 
am not sure—among our documents here, stating that under the 
general statute to which I have adverted but do not have before 
me, the Comptroller either had decided or would decide that rent 
could not be paid under the appropriation of $100,000. I will try 
to find the letter so that the Senator may have it spread upon the 


record. The Comptroller, I believe, holds that the Commission 


a to pay. 
like to ask the Senator if he concurs 


can not under the provision pay rent which they have 
Mr. GORMAN. I shoul 


in a view of that sort, that the general law, which prohibits in 

inary cases officers of the Government from renting Moding 
for quark, would apply to a great commission of this kind, 
which Congress created, placin ee the hands of the 
President $100,000 to be used as he deemed best for the disposal of 


* e ee question? I ask if that law applies in a case 
of this 80 
Mr. ALLISON. I should not have supposed so, but it seems it 


does, because the rent has not been paid and can not be paid with- 
out some further provision of law. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam utterly amazed at it. I trust that here- 
after, if we are torush through resolutions which affect grave 
international affairs in which not only our own country but the 
entire world is concerned, there will be no trouble ina case of this 
kind, where the President of the United States is authorized to 
appoint a commission, in renting quarters in which to conduct 

eir business, and where they are to invite the representatives of 
foreign governments to jointhem. It seems to me a very small 


Air. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does seem ridiculous, Iwill say to the Sena- 
tor; but we are in this difficulty: The appropriation was a general 
appropriation for the expenses of the Commission, and the Comp- 
troller holds that under a prior statute, which forbade any of the 

Government Departments from renting buildings under any gen- 
on appropriation, this Commission could not rent a building in 
is way. 

Mr. GORMAN, Of course I think it is the general feeling 
throughout the country that the emergency for which the Commis- 
sion was created has 1 passed by, if à serious one ever existed. 
I am delighted that it has dwindled now to a mere matter of rent. 
I trust we are not to have any further ‘serious trouble with this 
great problem; but I do want to emphasize the statement I have 
made, that it seems to me it is utterly ridiculous that an officer of 
the Treasury Department should be permitted to bring about such 
a state of things with this Commission, which is a very important 
one. I do not know how the executive branch of the Government 
may view the case, but I think it ought never to have been per- 
mitted to come here in the shape itis. The Ponp ronan ought to 
have found, at all events, what was the wish of the State Depart- 
ment and the President of the United States, and not have raised 
this small point, I understand that ordinarily Comptrollers do 
such things, and very properly in cases of ordinary administra- 
tion, where officers may contract debts for the Government which 
are not authorized by the letter of the law; but in this particular 
case, it seems to me, considering the circumstances under which 
the appropriation was made, with full liberty on the part of the 
President to expend this money in any form he saw proper, that 
this provision ought not to have found its way into this bill. 

Mr. WAL „ I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if the act appropriating $100,000 for the expenses of the 
Commission did not repeal the law to which the Comptroller refers? 
That act provides— 

That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated for the expenses of a commission to be 
appointed by the President to investigate and report upon the true divisional 

e between the Republic of Venezuela and Bri Guiana. 

If rent is part of the expenses, this is a specific provision for 
that purpose, and undoubtedly re pro tanto the law on which 
the 8 relies. I do not think the Comptroller ought to 
be humored by this sort of an appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. The difficulty is—at least it seems to be that 
the Comptroller decides that this rent can not be paid out of the 
$100,000 heretofore appropriated. While it is very pleasant for 
us to decide otherwise, it is not so convenient to the person who 
has rented a building and can not get his money until the appro- 

priation be made available. I should be glad that my opinion or 
The opinion of the Senator from Mississippi would be taken, but 
the difficulty is that the Comptroller has the control of this mat- 
ter, and the n to whom the rent is due can not get his rent. 

Mr. WAI THL. Can there be any sort of doubt as to the 
proper construction of the law I have read? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would appear from the reading that the 
Senator's interpretation of it is right. I have not at hand the 
general statute which is quoted as controlling this provision, 
which was passed some four or five years ago upon an appropria- 
tion bill, but I will have the statute here in a few minutes, if the 
Senator desires to read it. 7 

Mr. WALTHALL. The law I have read is manifestly a later 
law, and repeals the former one. 0 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthechair). The 
amendment will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to put just one question to the Senator 
from Iowa for information. This Government owns a great man 
million dollars’ worth of property in this ARE among other build- 
ings a very large State Department. Was there any necessity for 
renting a private building for this Commission? Could it not have 
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for securing such work, 


ae oe in the State Department or some other Government 
uilding 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not examined into that question, but I 
take itfor granted that it was necessary to rent portions of a build- 
ing for this purpose, as I think there are no vacant quarters in an 
of the de ental buildings. In fact, we are paying now 
think, in the city of Washington about $140,000 per annum for the 
use of the various Departments for the rent of buildings outside 
of buildings owned by the Government. So 1 have no doubt it 
was necessary to rent quarters for the accommodation of this Com- 
mission. 

Mr. ALLEN. It appears to me that two or three rooms could 
have been found in the State Department or some other eligible 
quarters in a public building for this Commission, without goi 
to the expense of renting of the Washington real-estate syndi- 
cate an expensive building for an indefinite length of time at the 
capena of the Government. 

. GORMAN. I think this is one of the cases where we ought 
to make a stand, unless, in the better judgment of the Senator 
from Iowa, it is absolutely necessary that the appropriation be 
made at this time. The act creating this Commission, as quoted 
by the Senator from Mississippi, is so plain, that it seems to me 
there can be no question regar it. The Senator has kindly 
handed me that act, and I will it again: 

That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated for the expenses of a commission to be 
appointed by the Prost ent to 9 and report upon the true divisional 

e between the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana. 

Taip 8 was approved December 21, 1895. It seems full and 
complete. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that if the Comptroller 
gooide otherwise it is necessary to make some provision in this 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask to have the amendment go over, and let 
us see whether the Comptroller has so decided. should like to 
know whether that officer, in a caseof this kind, not the ordinary 
case of an appropriation for an ordinary commission, but for a 
high Commission, has made such a decision or not. Lettheamend- 
ment go over until I can communicate with that officer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator will allow the amendment 
to stand, as it has already been agreed to, and it can be taken up 
again, if necessary, when the bill is reported to the Senate. If we 
find the authority is given under that general clause we can strike 
out this provision. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be passed over for the 
present and I will telegraph to the officer. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
FICER. The amendment will be passed 


The PRESIDING O 
over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the 72 7 oh on Appropriations was, on page 71, after line 21, to 
Insert: 

For additional amount for the reconstruction of the Rock Island Bridge, as 
authorized by the act making appropriations for the sun civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year 1896, approved March 2, 1895, $10, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 8, to insert: 


For shop fixtures, , hangers, pulle gearing, and bel con- 
nected therewith, for use with shop engine, $500." s ue 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 22, to strike out: 
For macadamizing that portion of Beyers street, the property of the United 
States, forming a highway of the city of Springfield, $1.00. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 8, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That no pronta machine shall be erected unless the patentee 
shall first authorize its use by the Government without compensation to said 


patentee; j 

So as to make the clause read: 

Watertown Arse: Watertown, Mass.: For manufacture and erection of 
animpact testing machine, $5,000 That no patented machine shall 


be e unless the patentee shall first authorize its use by the Govern- 
ment without compensation to said patentee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 18, to insert: 

hine : F hase of machine guns of approved musket 
eee manufacture, $15,000. * i 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to the item at the foot of page 75, in relation to 
concrete or asphalt pavements in Washington City, where it is 
provided that the contracts shall not be at a higher price than 
$1.75 per square ree in the bill as it came from the House. The 
Senator was probably not present yesterday when the Engineer 
Commissioner of the District made a statement in relation to this 
item, showing that the limit fixed in the bill will not be sufficient 
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- Mr. ALLISON. I am obliged to the Senator. That amend- 


ment was omi In line 22, on page 75, after the word than,“ 
I move to strike out one dollar and seventy-five” and insert two 
dollars and fifteen.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 75, line 22, after the word “than,” 
it is pro to strike out $1” and insert ‘‘ $2,” and in line 23, 
before the word cents,“ to strike out “75” and insert “‘ 15”; so 
as to make the clause read: 


or 
her price 15 per square yard for a quality equal to 
1e 515 ct of Colum ‘A 


bie priest to 
6 inches in thickness. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill wasresumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 76, after line 9, to 


For fencin 
ervation No. 

The amendment was agreed to, f 

The next amendment was, on page 76, after line 12, to insert: 

road: the east and south sides of the State, War, and 
vier Bopa an Salty Bs amin 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 7, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ eleven thousand five hundred” and insert 
“fourteen thousand”; in line 10, after the word than,“ to strike 
out “$16” and insert ‘‘ $20.50”; and in line 13, after the word 
„burn,“ to strike out “every night on the ave from forty-five 
minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes ore sunrise” and 
insert not less than three thousand hours per annum“; so as to 
make the clause read: 

mds: F. f lam: 
gh re ta re ae 8 
lamp- ; ts for 
office, oaoa stable, watchmen’s lod; 


* gegne chilären’s playground in East Washington (res 


on 

; purchase of matches, and repairs of all kinds; el and 

814.1 Provided, That for each 6- 8 t oeei atin 8 

ý ‘or 00 r not conn a me- 

fer in — lam Ker the oe shall 

lamp for gas, uding 1 

under ass expenditure provided for in act; and said lamps shall 

not less than hres thousand hours per annum; and . is WOY piven 
ess pi an 

use so much of the sum hereby Appropriate as may be necessary for that 


purpose: Provided, Tha 
— herein provided for, the con 


of 6 cubic feet of gas per hour. 


The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 1, before the word 
“ cents,” to strike out ‘‘20” and insert 30”; and in line 2, after 
the words Executive Mansion,” to strike out 8511“ and insert 
“ $766.50”; so as to make the clause read: 


For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five nights from seven posts, 
at 30 me per light per night, on grounds south of Executive Mansion, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 78, line 7, before the word 
“ cents,” to strike out 28“ and insert 30”; in line 8, after the 
word thousand,“ to strike out 5270.40,“ and insert $504”; 
and in line 18, before the word“ cents,” to strike out 28 and 
insert 30”; so as to make the clause read: 


For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five coo 5 for not exceed- 
ing 32 in Laf: ks, at 30 cents 
vay under- 


$3,504: 
the electric light com y without ex 
cents per lamp — nigh 


mentioned. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for the construction of buildings and the 
ment thereof at military posts from 8300, 000 to 8400, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 80, line 21, I move to strike out the 
letter s“ at the end of the word ‘‘ posts”; so as to read: 

Military post at Spokane, Wash. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on r was, 
on page 80, line 22, to increase the appropriation for beginning the 
construction of permanent buildings, etc., at the military post at 
Spokane, Wash., from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 2, to insert: 


To continue construction of buil at the Fort Harrison minag gas, 
200 Montani; to be expended under the direction of the Secretary ar, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the parks 


The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 5, to insert: 

To extend the barracks and make n sanitary improvements at 
Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, $50,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
dollars,“ to insert to be imm. 
the clause read: 

Fort Wayne Mili Reservation: For 5 Fort Wayne Mili- 

tary Reservation, $20,000, to be immediately availab! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to the proviso, beginning on 
line 6, paeo ea to the clause relative to the target range at Jef- 
ferson , Mo.: 

Provided, That any land purchased hereunder shall be unincumbered by 
any private or public ways or roads. 

What does that mean? Is it the intention to exclude the pur- 
chase of land upon which there are public highways? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think that would be the intention; in 
other words, it is not wished to authorize the purchase of land 
which would be encumbered by an obligation to maintain a pub- 
lic highway. 

Mr. PALMER. I know something of the ground, and I am not 
quite sure that that ponio is proper. Ionly ask for information. 

Mr. ALLISON. at I understand to be the purpose. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. ALLISON. On 82, line 14, in the clause relating to 
the improvement of the Yellowstone National Park, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 82, line 14, it is proposed to strike ou 
“ Yellowstone Park Reserve,” and insert ‘‘Forest Reserve, in 
Wyoming, 5 Executive proclamation September 10, 
A. D. 1891”; so as to read: 

Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For the improvement and 
rotection of the Yellowstone National Park, to be expended by and under 
he direction of the Secretary of War, not more than $5,000 of which may be 

expended within the limits of the Forest Reserve in 1 esta 
by Executive proclamation September 10, A. D. 1891, $35,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 84, line 2, to in- 
crease the appropriation for continuing sre a of harbor 
at Philadelphia Pa., from $480,000 to $600,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 10, to insert: 

For improving harbor at Mobile, Ala.: To enable the National Dredging 
Company, the contractor under the continuing contract for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Mobile, Ala., to proceed. with the work of dredging, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, as authorized by the joint reso- 
lution of Congress passed the present session, $160,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 24, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert: 

That the Secreta: f d hi A 
Pr bs polo of ches cmos Bik bec 8 3 
ing on the land and river sides of the canal, between the upper lock gate 
masonry and — ey guard gate masonry, such pes of the walls pro- 
posed in the oe ete presented by the rd of Engineers in its 
report of October 18, (which report was printed in the Annual Report of 


the Chief of Engineers for the year 1895, 5, pages 3576 and following), as 
to construct 2 advance of the opening of th £) 


age 81, line 12, after the word 
iately available ”; so as to make 


may be 3 e canal to com- 
merce: Provided, That the contractor or contractors for completing the con- 


struction of the said canal in accordance with the present adopted project 
shall consent to such use of this appropriation. and shall e no of 
any kind against the United States on account thereof; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For improving canal at the Cascades of the Columbia River, Oregon: 
Completing improvement, $179,597: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and to expend of this amount not to ex- 


ceed the sum of $20,000in constructing on the land and river sides of the canal. 


between the up lock gate masonry and 


the upper gate mason: z 
such portions of the walls proposed in the modified project presented b 
Board of Engineers in its ? z 5 the 


rt of October 18, 1894 (which report was printed 
in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1895. part 5, 
pages 3576 and following), as may be necessary to construct in advance of the 
opening of the tocommerce: Provided, That the contractor or contrac- 
tors for completing the construction of the saidcanal in accordance with the 
present adopted 1 shall consent to such use of this appropriation, and 
Shall make noc of any kind against the United States on account thereof. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to amend the amendment 
of the committee by inserting after the word “dollars, in line 1, 
on page 85, the words to be immediately available.” 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Oregon to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

. GORMAN. Ithink the Senator from Oregon ought to state 
the necessity for that amendment. Weshall need it hereafter, and 
I should like to have it myself, to be used in the consideration of 
the bill elsewhere. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state the reason. Under 
the first project for the construction of a canal and locks at the 
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Cascades of the Columbia, the work is about completed. The 


project, however, of extending the walls of the canal and locks 
was by an extraordinary rise of water some two 
years ago; and it is necessary, in order to open the locks to com- 
merce, that this amount of money be immediately available for 
ithe construction of the walls specified in the amendment, which 
can be done at a cost perhaps of something considerably less than 
$20,000. If made immediately available the work can go on at 
once and the canal and locks will be opened. 

Mr. GORMAN. The walls were erected to prevent floods from 
8 the locks? 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator’s information is that by making 
the money immediately available the work can be completed dur- 


sa Pong summer? 
. MITCHELL of Oregon. Immediately, without any delay 
whatever. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I an amendment in 
the text of the bill, by 3 out the Word“ completing,” in 
line 22, page 84, and inserting the word “ continuing,“ so that it 
shall not be for completing but for continuing the improvement. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22, page 84, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “completing ” and insert in lieu thereof the word con- 
tinuing”; so as to : 

canal at the Cascades of the Columbia River, ; - 
tung dan eo $179,597. ö 


total amount estimated under the new project, in order to con- 
struct all the walls n to be constructed there, is $413,000. 
The $179,000 appropriated is a part of the $413,000, so the 


eers me. 
. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator when the new project 
Was authorized? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. About two years ago. It is re- 
ferred to ifically on page 85. 

Mr. AL N. The only thing that struck me as peculiar is 
that if a further appropriation will still be necessary to complete 
the work, we should have ascertained so accurately just the 
amount to be . I was under the impression, without 
having examined it with care, that the $179,597, being such an ac- 
curate statement of the amount necessary, must be an estimate for 
the age ye of the work. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. I can state, I think, how that is. 
It is the limit placed originally on the amount to be expended to 
complete the whole contract. That is true under the original 
project, but when the new provision was made, rendered neces- 
sary by the extraordinarily high water, then the amount esti- 
mated by the engineers to do the work was $413,000. Thecommit- 
tee and the Senate will understand that the limit placed upon the 
amount to be ngs ae ami to complete the first project will not 
all be required, I understand. Perhaps very little of the $179,000 
will be required to complete the original Cp cr 5 
the great bulk of the $179,000 will come out of the $418,000. Ithink 
it is all right and in accordance with the recommendation of the 


eers, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Oregon . Mir- 
CHELL] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 85, line 17, to 
increase the 55 for continuing improvement of harbor 
of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode Island, from $240,000 to 8300, 000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 21, to increase the 

propriation for manag E aap eed of harbor and bay at 

umboldt, Cal., from $159,000 to $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 4, after the word 
“patients,” to strike out: 

For the support and medical treatment of medical and tients 
who are deatltnte in the District of Columbia, under pares ee ee to 
be made with ble and competent persons or institutions by the Sur- 

General of the Army, $38,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: 
That no payment be e under any such contract except 
specific compensa 


for service actually rendered, for which tion shall be pro- 
vided under such contract. 


And insert: 
For the su 


who are des 


rt and medical treatment of 95 medical and — patients 
~~ of Washington, under a contract to 


te, in the cit; Wi 


Mr. GALLINGER. Before we act the amendment, it 


upon 
would be ifying to me to have the Senator in charge of the 
bill give a eee eee as to why the House provision should 
be stricken out and this amendment inserted. 
sion is for $38,000— i 
For —— — and medical treatment of medical and surgical patients 


e House provi- 


who are d te in the District of Columbia, under contract or contracts to 
be made with msible and competent persons or institutions 
Surgeon-General of the Army. 8 ee 


Then there is a proviso which reads: 


Provided, That no payment shall be made under any such contract except 
for service actuall d 
sor — pony ay ort ered, for which specific compensation shall be pro- 
It strikes me that the House provision is a proper one and that 
it meets specifically and accurately what we 1 — undertaken to 
accomplish in our legislation, so far as appropriating ublic money 
is concerned to take care of destitute people in the District who 
may require medical and surgical attendance. 

he amendment 8 appropriating one-half of that 
amount to the Providence Hospital and the other half to the Gar- 
field Memorial Hospital, as I understand it, and the provision re- 
quiring the service to be actually rendered is not included. For 
my part, I can not see why the change should be made, and I 
should like to have a brief explanation of the matter. 

Mr. PLATT. And there is no contract? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, a contract is to be made, so far as the 
Providence Hospital is con E 

I will simply state that I myself am clearly of the opinion that 
the House provision is the better one, and that it involves the ele- 
ment of business such as any careful business man or would 
insist upon in providing funds for carrying on charitable or benevo- 
lent work. I may be wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
the matter with some care and made examination r ting the 
effect of the provision as it came to us from the other House. 
Under the existing provision as to the support and medical and 
surgical treatment of patients, Providence Hospital, here men- 
tioned, have a contract with the Government whereby they care 
for destitute medical and surgical patients at the rate of 60 cents 
a day, while the Garfield M ial Hospital, the only other hos- 

ital which has the care of this class of persons, finds the cost to 
it in maintaining the patients to be 90 or 95 cents a day. The 

rsons who are and caring for the Garfield Memorial 

ee say it is impossible to maintain the efficiency of the hos- 
pital unless they can have support from the Government itself as 
respects these destitute persons, and that if the House provision 
remains, as’ a matter of course the Surgeon-General will feel 
obliged, as I think he would be, being a mere administrative offi- 
cer of the Government, to make a contract for the whole number 
of these patients with Providence Hospital, where the rate is 60 
cents a day, as against Garfield Hospital, where the absolute cost 
is 95 cents a day. 

So the committee, believing that the provision as to Garfield 
Hospital is absolutely necessary for the maintenance of the hos- 
pital, separated the provision as it came from the other House into 
two clauses, allowing Providence Hospital to continue its contract 
with the Surgeon-General at 60 cents a day and continuing the 
Garfield Memorial Hospital as provided for under the appropria- 
tion act of the current year. 

I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire that there is no 
objection that I know of to the proviso. I think itis a wholesome 
proviso, and that it could be very well inserted at the end of 
either of the clauses; certainly at the end of the soe re re se h. 
As to the eee . h, relating to Garfield Hospital, I think it 
is not contempla t a contract shall be made, but there 
is no objection to its insertion in connection with the first 
paragraph. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I move an amendment to the amend- 
ment adding the pore which is proposed to be stricken out by 
the amendment of the committee. 

5 Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word dollars,“ in line 16, page 
89, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made under any such contract except 
for service actually rendered, for which specific compensation be pro- 
vided under such contract. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa in charge 
of the bill has stated very frankly and justly the condition as to 
these two hospitals. The provision as it came from the other 
House, as we understand it, would in effect have given to Provi- 
dence Hospital all that they would have been entitled to under 
the old provision of law, and in all probability more. It would 
have deprived the Garfield Hospital of the possibility of reason- 
able existence. So much for the plain business statement of the 
case. 

That was not the object of the House provision. It is one of 
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wisions Which have been inserted in all the appro- 
striking out all charitable institutions and educa- 
onal institutions which are conducted and controlled by certain 
religious denominations. It may be well to separate, as the phrase 
Fare church from state in the matter of educational affairs. We 
ve had the question discussed very thoroughly m the Indian 
appropriation bill. We will have it very thoroughly discussed in 
the matter of charitable institutions in the District of Columbia. 
But I confess my amazement that any Congress of the United 
States or any party in control of the Congress of the United States 
could be so far swept from just treatment, from fair treatment, 
when it comes toa matter such as is now under consideration. 
If it be for political purposes, it will react upon the authors. Can 
it be that the Senate of the United States will ever agree to a 
ition to strike down two great hospitals in the city of Wash- 
ington, which take care of the unfortunate, simply because one of 
them happens to be controlled by one religious denomination? 
I can understand the sentiment when it enters u the public- 
carried away fanaticism; 


the many 
riation 


school question; how men may be 
how a man can honestly believe that there ought to be no appro- 
priations on that account. But in the matter of a hospital, the 
only one in the city of Washington which to-day is equi to 
take charge of persons who are afflicted with di t are 
ious, a hospital which the Congress of the United States 
has aided by giving it sufficient appropriations to enable it to put 
up one of its buildings, how can anyone propose to strike at it 
simply because it rig! tag to be under the control of the Catholics? 
But in ing at it the authors of the proposition strike down 
another great hospital, known as the Garfield Hospital, which hap- 
not to be under the control of Catholics, but of testants. 
They come and say to Congress, You have stricken us down and 
have made it impossible for us to take care of the unfortunate.” 
The provision as it comes to us would give it all, in all probabil- 
ity, to the Providence Hospital, because they can contract cheaper 
than the Garfield. 


e 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire . GALLINGER], after 
the Committee on Appropriations have adjusted the matter prop- 
erly and simply propose to continue the old rule of designating 
the amount to each one of these hospitals, offers a proviso as to 
one that a contract shall be made and they shall only be paid for 
service actually rendered. He proposes, I understand, to make a 
distinction between the two hospitals in a matter where life and 
limb and health are at stake. it be that the sentiment of 
proscription is to go that far? Has it come to this, that you will 

ractically probis a good woman or a good man, because she or 

e is a Catholic, from attending a child who is afflicted with a 
disease that is contagious? 

A great many things are occurring. A great many things do 
occur e four years. When we are about to enter upona great 
campaign or the control of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment propositions are presented and speeches are made that would 
not be entertained or made at any other time. But is it possible 
that the great party on the other side of the Chamber, with all 
its strength, which controls another branch of this Government 
(it seems as if every member of it is looking forward to November 
next, that they may control ee Sassari of this Government— 
both Houses o Congre and the Executive), will enter upon this 
crusade which would preventa Catholic from administering to 
the wants of the unfortunate in the District? 

Iam amazed that the Senator from New Hampshire, a learned 
and skilled physician, who knows the wants of the District, who 
understands the organization here, should have offered the amend- 
ment. He understands that we have the Emergency Hospital, 
controlled by energetic, and active, and intelligent citizens of the 
District, aided only to an extent b Sig are which takes charge 
of one class of patients, the Garfield ospital, and this hospital 
near us on the Hill. I am amazed that in the matter of hospitals 
the question of religion should enter., If the provision the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has offered as a poe applying to 
the one hospital is adopted it should spply so th, and when you 
do that you will destroy the Protestant hospital and enable the 
Catholic hospital to live. 

The insignificant sum of $19,000 to each of these hospitals ought 
to be given without a word. It ought to be given in the interest 
of humanity. Iam sorry the Senator has offered the proviso, or 
that he or any other member of Congress should bring up the 


question of religious denominations in connection with these in- 
8 I move to lay the amendment to the amendment upon 
e e. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland to lay on the table the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 89, after line 16, to 


Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide med- 
ical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $19,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move toamend the amendment by insert- 
ing, after the word“ dollars,” the words which I send to the desk. 
I desire to be heard for a moment on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
ae see After the word “dollars,” in line 19, page 
e SECRETARY. e word . do 2 e 19, 

89, it is proposed to insert: 
Provided, That no ent shall be made except for t 
rendered, for w. — Ar p compensation shall Pipe i E pr * 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, after the vote just taken on 
the amendment which I submitted a moment ago to the amend- 
ment, I do not the amendment to the amendment which I 
now offer to be adopted. It ought not to be adopted. But inas- 
much as the distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
made a speech misrepresenting my position and then by a motion 
to lay on the table refused me the courtesy of a word in reply 

Mr. GORMAN. I would have withheld the motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave availed myself of the rules of the 
Senate to make a brief reply. 

I dissent entirely from every statement made by the Senator 
from Maryland connecting me with any purpose or plan to draw 
the religious line in the matter of appropriations e by the Con- 
gas of the United States for charitable or benevolent purposes, 

he wishes to arraign the other House, as he did arraign it, he 
must settle with the members of that legislative body without 
reference to any word or act of mine. 

Two years ago I called attention to the fact that this provision, 
which always finds its way into appropriation bills, is very 
strangely drawn. It reads: 

For the support and medical treatment of 95 medical an: 
who are destitute in the District of Columbia, etc., nnana are peroni 

I then took the liberty to interrogate the Committee on Appro- 
priations as to the exact meaning of the provision. I was ass 
then that it meant something or nothing, as the case might be, 
and that in some future appropriation bill it might be corrected. 
The House of Representatives saw fit to omit from the bill those 
two clauses regarding these two hospitals and to put in a general 
provides. I 8 the Senator from Maryland is right when 

e says that the House provision, if adopted, might strike a blow 
at the Garfield Hospital, which I should be unwilling to haye 
done; but I wish to say that it is barely possible that it might 
give the money to other hospitals in the District of Columbia. I 
am not quite sure that we should be bound by our acts here to 
sie donations to two specified hospitals in the matter of caring 

or destitute medical and surgical patients in the District. I want 
to say here and now that, in my ju ent, the policy adopted by 
Congress of 833 money to hospitals has resulted in the 
multiplication of hospitals in the District of Columbia to an ex- 
tent far beyond the necessities of the case. I know of no other 
city of the size of Washington which has one-half so many hos- 
pitals as we have in this city teh 

I asked a courteous question of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. He answered it courteously, and not upon 
my own motion, but at the su ion of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I offered the amendment to the 
amendment. Immediately the Senator from Maryland arraigns 
me as an enemy to the hospitals of the District of Columbia, asa 
man who draws the religious line in questions of charity. Noth- 
ing that I said could have warranted the accusation which the 
Senator from Maryland made against me in this respect. Ihave 
my own opinions, which have expressed here on other occa- 
sions, and will be again, if I find it necessary to give expression 
to them; but in this matter I was in the first pao seking light, 
which very kindly was given to me by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and in the next place I 
offered the amendment at the on of the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa. I submit that under the circumstances it 
was not kind, it was not fair, it was not just on the part of the 
Senator from Maryland, who is usually kind and fair and just, to 


represent me as being an enemy to charitable work in the ict 
of Columbia, and as desiring to strike a blow at the welfare and 
prosperity of certain hospi in this t city. 


Mr. President, that is all I care to say aboutit. If itis the judg- 
mentof the Senate that this matter shall stand precisely as it is, I 
haveno objection. Ipresume that it is a wiser provision than that 
which was i y the House of tatives. I, with 
unanimous consent, will withdraw the amendment I have sub- 
mitted to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course the Senator from New Hampshire 
understands that by my motion to lay the amendment to the 
amendment on the table I had no idea of cutting him off from 


debate. Probably I ought not to have done it at the moment, as 
Iam always very glad to hear the distinguished Senator from 
New Hampshire. It was not my intention, I am sure, to cut him 
off from an opportunity to reply to what I had said. It is possible 
that at the moment I may have held the Senator responsible for 
the movement to a greater extent than I ought to have done. 
What I intended to convey was not any hing personal to himself. 
I know how liberal and just he usually is. I was astonished that 
the Senator moved the amendment, knowing how liberal and how 
fair he has been heretofore. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Maryland will permit 
me, did he observe that it was made at the su tion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? The Senator from Iowa made the su tion to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing take my share of 
blame, whatever itis. The reason why Isaid it would do no harm 
to be inserted, at least as I und it, is the fact that I believe 
Providence Hospital has largely in excess of 95 patients all the 
time. So they would have no difficulty in complying with the 
proviso as the House has it. But it certainly would not do for 
the Garfield Hospital. 

Mr. GOR. . Of course I had no special intention in the 
matter, I say again; and I want to assure the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I have a very high regard for him personally. 
My general remarks were not intended to apply especially to him, 
but to the evident intention elsewhere, from which this body, I 
am glad to say, so far has been entirely free, to bring in the reli- 
1 757 question upon all appropriations for schools and charities. 

is is only one of many provisions which are in the appropria- 
tion bills as they come to us. I wanted to announce in the most 
emphatic way I could the general scheme that has been inaugu- 
rated elsewhere, and which, if we are to believe the newspapers, 
has been inaugurated for purely political p right in the 
face of a Presidential election. It was intended for those who are 
rosa er it and pushing it forward on every bill that is before 

e 4 

I ant to assure my distinguished friend from New Hampshire 
that, while Imay have used some expression that he has taken 
exception to, if I did, it was only because of the extraordinary 
astonishment I had at the moment that he should fall to any extent 
into the line which has been pursued elsewhere. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
Sey eae to the amendment is withdrawn, the Chair under- 
stands? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 91, after line 12, 
to insert: 

Cable, Alcatraz Island, California: For pu: of restoring communication 
by cable between Alcatraz Islafid and Angel sland, California, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 15, to insert: 

Military telegraph, Colorado: For construction of a military telegraph line 
between Fort Colo., and the headquarters of the Department of the 
Colorado, at Denver, Colo., $800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 19, to insert: 


California Débris Commission: To defray the expenses of the California 
Débris Commission, authorized by the act approved March 1, 1893, $15,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 23, to insert: 


Army and Navy Hospital, Hot Springs, Ark.: For improvement and main- 
— of grounds about the Army and Navy Hospital, Hot Springs, Ark., 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 93, line 18, in the items for 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, after the word 
„nurses, to insert internes.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was in the items for the Eastern Branch, 
on page 96, after line 19, to insert: 

For new coal shed, $4,000. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 23, to increase the 
total of appropriation for current expenses at the Eastern Branch 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Togus, 
Me., from $54,100 to $58,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 17, to strike out 
For additional boilers, $3,500” and to insert For reimburse- 
ment of amounts advanced for additional boilers, $4,200.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the items for the Southern Branch, 
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98, line 2, after the word dollars,“ to insert to be im- 


On 
mediately available“; so as to make the clause read: 
For construction of sewage pumping works, including building, reservoir, 


i + pi v i chimney, and other items necessar. 
5 000, 75 5 available, ¥ eon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 6, to increase the 
total appropriation for the National Home for Disabled -Volunteer 
eerie at the Southern Branch at Hampton, Va., from 865, 500 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 25, before the word 
dollars,“ to insert five hundred”; and on page 102, line 14, be- 
fore the word hundred,“ to strike out “thirty-eight thousand 
eight,” and insert ‘‘ thirty-nine thousand three”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For president of th 5 

— É 000; Being 5 W * shall soe be 8 

of 48. ; one tor-general, $2,500; one assistant in- 
spector-general, $2,000; clerical services for the offices of the er and 
ce, $144; mes- 


; cle services for ers, $1,500, 
agents, $2,400; for traveling expenses of the Board of Managers, their officers 


and employees, $11,500; for outdoor relief, $1,750; for rent, medical examina- 
oot ate: onery, fe uP eds and other Adonta Jensen bee $2,500; in all, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on pace 102, line 17, to increase the 
total of the appropriations for the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers from $2,469,778.75 to 82, 474,978.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 18, page 102, after the word 
cents,“ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all amounts disbursed from the appropriation of a Branch 
Home shall be disbursed and accounted for monthly the general treasurer 
by the treasurer of that Branch, except such expenditures for inspections, 
E tants or ihe guoreal tromouree east alt och eon aaa te A 
ami distribu as may be directed by the Board of Managers. si 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for defending suits in claims against the United 
States, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney- 
General, from $25,000 to $40,000. s 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 106, to insert: 

For repairs and preservation of buildings in the custody of the United 
States marshal for the district of Alaska, to be expended by the Attorney- 
General, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 107, line 6, before the word 
fees,“ to insert ‘‘salaries”; and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘eight hundred and seventeen” and insert 
ne million five hundred”; so as to read: 

For ent of the salaries, f. and expenses of the United States 
shals deed deputies, $1,500,000. 92 ee p = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 15, before the words 
„United States,” to insert ‘‘salaries and fees of”; in line 16, after 
the word ‘‘attorneys,” to strike out “ the same being in payment 
of the regular fees”; and in line 18, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out two hundred and five” and insert four hundred“; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of salaries and fees of United States district attorneys pro- 
vided 7 law for official services, $400,000. z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 19, before the word 
„regular,“ to insert“ salaries of,” and in line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty-five ” and insert one hundred”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of salaries of assistants to United States district as- 
torneys, who are appointed by the Attorney-General at a fixed annual com- 
pensation, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p 108, line 1, to increase the 
anpropranen for fees of clerks of United States courts from 
$165,000 to $300,000. à 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for fees of United States commissioners and justices 
of the peace acting as United States commissioners from $170,000 
to $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, line 6, to increase the 
5 for fees of jurors from $400,000 to $800,000. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, line 8, to increase the 

appropriation fo#fees of witnesses from $750,000 to $1,400,000. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 108, line 16, to increase the 


appropriation for support of United States prisoners, etc., from 
$350,000 to $600,000. . : 


The amendment was 


to. 


of the committee in reference to these provisions for exper 
United States courts. There hasbeen much discussion during the 
present session of Congress concerning those expenses. The fact 
was developed early in the session in the debate upon the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill that it had been the custom to make 
ae for the courts far less than the estimates, really 
andin fact not intended to cover the whole expenses of the year, 
but simply to provide for the expenses of from one-half to thi 
quarters of the year. That was spoken of very justly as a vicious 
and improper practice, as deceptive in its effect. tA 

I observe that the House of 3 made limited ap- 
propriations for the expenses of the United States courts under 
these various heads, as, for instance, for commissioners, $170,000; 
and the committee propose $300,000. For fees of jurors the House 
appropriated $400,000; the committee 1 $800,000. For fees 
of witnesses the House proposed $750,000; the committee propose 
$1,400,000; and for the support of prisoners, where the House pro- 
vided $320,000 the Senate committee propose $600,000. I should 
like to have the chairman of the committee inform me if I am 
correct in my surmise that the Senate committee propose only the 
estimates of the Department? 

Mr. PLATT. For the year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the whole year. Am I right in suppos- 
ing that the House of Representatives cut down the estimates to 
two-thirds or three-quarters the amount which the Department 
contended would be necessary, and made these insufficient appro- 
priations,so that the increase by the Senate is only bringing the 
appropriations up to the estimates? Am I right in that supposi- 
tion, or have the Senate committee proposed to make increases 
beyond the original estimates of the Department? 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the inquiry of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I will say that in the amendments reported the 
committee have not appropriated up to the estimates. Take, for 
example, the illustration given by the Senator of the fees of jurors, 
$800,000. The House of Representatives appropriated $400,000, 
and we have already appropriated for the current year a deficiency 
of $200,000. So the appropriation provided here is the exact 
amount appropriated for the current year in the original bill and 
in the deficiencies, and it is in accordance with the estimate. 

For fees of witnesses, where the House have 3 $750,- 
000, we have appropriated $1,400,000, the estimate being $1,500,000. 
What the Committee on Appropriations propos is still $100,000 
less than the estimates, and also $100,000 less than the appropria- 
tions for the current year, including deficiencies. It may be true 
that there will be deficiencies in some of these items, notwith- 
standing the t increases proposed by the Committee on Appro- 

riations. at is practically true of all the items which are 

cluded in the judicial expenses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand that the Senate com- 
3 in no case have provided more than the estimate of the 

ent? 

. ALLISON. In no case have they provided more than the 
estimates of the Department, and in no case have they provided 
more than has already been appropriated, including the deficiency 
appropriations for the current fiscal year. 

. CHANDLER. So the House of Representatives seem to 
have deliberately reduced the appropriations below what they 
knew would be the expenditures, unless very large economies 
should be secured during the fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. It appears in a general way from the state- 
ments, reports, etc., that they only provided for one-half of the 
year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Ishould like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Iowa whether it is not ble to insert in this bill some 
provision which, without crippling the administration of justice 
in the courts, will im some duty upon the offi engaged in 
the expenditure of this money, from the Attorney-General down 
to the district attorneys and marshals, of keeping these expendi- 
tures within the estimates? Is there no way of iring these 
amounts to be so apportioned to the districts or to the courts in 
the districts, or so apportioned during the four quarters of the 
year, that they will not all be spent during the first half or three- 
8 — of the year; but so that they will be sufficient, in order 

t there may be no deficiency, for which we shall be called 
upon to appropriate next year, as we have been always hith- 
erto, and have been especially called upon to appropriate dur- 
ing the present session of Congress? Can not some provision be 
inserted in the bill which will keep the expenditures for the whole 
year within the estimates? In other words, can we not do some- 
thing to keep these officers of justice from spending all this money 
between now and the Ist of next January, and then saying to 
us.“ The courts will stop unless you appropriate about as much 
more as you have already appropriated’ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4361 


I remember when we be the discussion of this subject here 
in January the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] said that we 
must appropriate, I think, about two and a half million dollars, 
because, he said, there was a court to meet in about a week in 
Florida, and there was not money enough to pay the expenses of 
that court. In order that the Senator’s court might meet in his 
State, we had given to us this one great reason why we should 
appropriate two or three million dollars. 

Ar. CALL. My friend will allow me to correct him. I should 
be very glad to get two and a half million dollars for the court in 
Florida, but I did not make such an extravagant statement as that. 
I did say that there was a deficiency, and that the expenses of the 
courts all over the United States had largely increased, and very 
much because of the attempts to punish the laboring people who 
had been engaged in strikes for the protection of their wages. 


That is what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not mean to say that the Senator con- 
veyed the idea that any such large sum of money was to be ex- 
pended in Florida. I have no doubtif the Senator could have got 
the larger part of the whole appropriation into Florida he would 
have generously taken it into that State. 

Mr. CALL. That is what I should have done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The argument that was made was that we 
could not do anything to stop the $3,000,000 of appropriation, be- 
cause money had already been expended in the t half of the 
year and the courts could not go on, especially the court in Florida 
could not goon. So we took all the appropriation. Can not we 
to-day in this bill do something which will keep us from being in 
that predicament next January? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I will 
say to him that the appropriations for the current fiscal year were 
largely under the estimates. Our friends, who had charge of the 
appropriations last year especially, only appropriated for the ex- 
penses of the courts, if I remember rightly, $3,340,000, when it 
was 1 at least from the estimate of the Department and 
from the expenses of prior years, that that sum would be largely 
less than would be necessary to defray the expenses of the courts. 
I know of no way whereby we can provide in a statute for a lim- 
itation upon these 2 itures. ese expenses are under the 
control largely of the district, circuit, and appellate courts. The 
are greater or less, depending upon litigation, criminal an 
otherwise, in those courts, and no man can tell a year in advance 
how many people will break through and steal, or how many rob- 
beries there will be of the mails, or how many infractions of the 
liquor law of the United States, the tax laws, and soon. There- 
fore we can only take an average of the expenditures, assuming 
and sapposing that those who have control of the courts, the 
judges, district attorneys, and so forth, are not men who will 
wastefully use the public money, serie that may have been 
done in some instances in the case of the district marshals; but it 
was the aim of the Committee on Appropriations to reasonably 
providefor the expenditures of those courts for the next fiscal 
year as disclosed by the actual expenditures this year, appropri- 
ating, I will say, nearly $1,000,000 less than the expenditures of 
those courts for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the amounts which the commit- 
tee propose are based upon the assumption that during the next 
fiscal year the district attorneys and marshals are to have salaries? 

Mr, ALLISON. They are based upon a large reduction in the 
expenditures of those courts in view of the legislation which is 
now in process of completion, in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. C LER. Does the committee think that the appro- 
priations contained in this bill, if the officers of the Department 
of Justice, great and small, do their duty, will be sufficient with- 
out the necessity of large deficiency appropriations next winter? 

Mr. ALLISON. We 


It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to 6 and control the 
expenditure of the appropriations contained in this for the expenses of 
the United States courts as to prevent deficiencies toward the close of the 
year. 
sae any objection to putting that legislative injunction into 
e . 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not believe that would be a wise provi- 
sion. Suppose we appropriate $800,000 for jurors, and toward the 
end of the last quarter or the beginning of the last quarter it 
turns out that there has been af pee for jurors all the appro- 
priations, shall the court stop and no jurors besummoned because 
of the fact that this inhibition is upon the Attorney-General? Or 
suppose the Attorney-General should so distribute this appropria- 
tion for jurors as to say that $100,000 of it shall be expended in 
the first quarter, another $100,000 in the second, and so on, and 
the moment the $100,000 is exhausted for the first quarter the 
judge sitting upon the bench, although there may be the most im- 
portant trial in progress, will be obliged to say, The jury is 
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I see no way whereby these expenses can be reduced, unless 
they are reduced either by fewer prosecutions or by the greater 
care of the judges, district attorneys, and marshals, who are in 
control of the expenditures very largely. I do not think it is in 
the power of the Attorney-General to control many of these ex- 

itures, although I must say for all the Attorneys-General I 
Pave known, at least in recent ears, that t care has been 


taken to minimize so far as possible the itures of the courts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not believe t a limitation of this 
kind and an apportionment of the i to be made by the 
Attorney-General would result in any serious calami I do not 


believe that any court would not be held that would otherwise 
be held. As-I understand, the Attorney-General is in the habit 
of ing advances to marshals. He subdivides these a) pria- 
tions, es an estimate of how much will be wan in each 
district, and sends that to the marshals, so that they may make 
payments of certain sums of money, and the balance of the appro- 
priation is held subject to the control of the Department of Jus- 
tice to pa: e ee which may come in. I think the 
Attorn . — does substantially what my amendment would 
uire him to do or would advise him todo. He undertakes to 
aaah an apportionment of this money to the districts, and he cer- 
tainly can at least transmit the admonition of Congress to the 
district attorneys and the marshals, warning them that Congress 
ts them to get along with the money that has been appro- 


Mr. President, I remember once this was done in connection 
with pry er tions vani Tad 3 be Sec- 
e Navy. appropria or in 

priation for labor in tno agi. 
and the Secretary of the Navy 
was directed to so E it during the four quarters of the 
that there would be no deficiency; and you may be certain 
that it was so apportioned, and that the expenditure did not ex- 
ceed the estimates under that direction. I thought then that 
there was a di ition on the part of a Democratic House of 
Representatives to somewhat hamper or restrain a Republican 
Secretary of the Navy; but after it was over I was glad that the 
limitation had been imposed, because I found that the head of a 
Department with will power enough could compel the keeping 
of the expenditures within the estimates; and I believe that the 
Attorney-General, although these are very large sums to expend, 
if he is directed to so control and apportion these expenditures 
that there shall be no deficiency at the end of the year, can so 
control and apportion —_— that we fea not = o: 3 Lp fa 
sity here next January of passing a ciency bi ee or four 
million dollars for the expenses of the United States courts. 

Mr. President, I am glad that the Committee on Appropriations 
have increased these amounts. Nevertheless, the tor from 
Iowa is aware that it will be claimed, and it will be claimed by 
members of the House of Representatives, that that House appro- 

ted, we will say, three or four million dollars for the United 
tates courts, and that the Senate increased those amounts amil- 
lion and a half or two million dollars; that the Senate unneces- 
sarily raised appropriations made by the House of Representa- 
tives. That be said after the old fashion of attaching or 
5 to attach discredit to the Senate. Nevertheless, I am 
lad that the Senate committee have N to make appropria- 
Fons which they think ought to cover the whole , and I do 
think there ought to besome injunction put into this bill, which 
the Attorney-General shall obey, which will operato upon his sub- 
ordinates in such manner that we shall not be confronted next 
winter 3 these deficiencies. I shall read again my suggested 


ttorney-General t a ion a - 
Speke are of the appropriations contained in, bill for cen: 
United States as to prevent deficiencies toward the 
I think that would be a useful porin If the Senator ers, 
I will insert the words “if ps ein the amendment. It seems 
to me that when we legislate as much as we do in these a pri- 
ation bills, filling them all up with legislation, we might occa- 
sionally put an injunction upon the heads of Departments, who 
are given appropriations in general terms which we mean shall 
be sufficient for the whole year, that they shall make those appro- 
priations bese during the whole year, na not subject us to the 
necessi making ciency appropriations. : 
Mr. STEWART: Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
= there? 


. CHANDLER. Certainly. 2 
Mr. STEWART. From Bradstreet's reports it appears that 
crime of all kinds is increasing to an ing extent, and that 
the almshouses and insane asylums are overflowing. 


‘in the various cases, or how long they will 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator tell us why that has hap- 
pened? 

Mr. STEWART. It is happening for the want of 9 
for the people. If we put an appropriation in this Which 
would enable the people to go to work, I think we could probably 
cut down the appropriations. If they had something to do, if 
there was any business going on in the country, it would not be 
n to spend so much money for prosecuting people for 
crimes, for many of their crimes are the result of necessity. I 
think if there was a little more money in the country, so that 
business could go on, the appropriations could be cut down; but 
if you are going to keep the people in idleness, you must increase 
your mpra iations for aa purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does it make any difference what kind of 
money it is? ughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. Money that will buy bread, that is what we 
are looking for; er ora will buy bread in this eee We 
will be satisfied with that. We are not hunting money to be used 
in doing our 3 London. Very few of these poor fel- 
lows buy their vegetables in London, but they do want something 
with which they can buy bread in this country. 

The VICE-P Does the Senator from Nevada pro- 

an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. No; but I make the suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire if he wants to move an amendment, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will offer the amendment now, if the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will allow me at this point, or wait until the com- 
mittee amendments are concluded. - 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator consults me, I should hope he 
would wait a long time. I do not believe it is wise for us to un- 
dertake to place this restriction upon the Attorney-General. 
These expenses are not within the control of the Attorney-General. 
but they are within the control of 72 or more courts, scattered all 
over the country, having litigation not of their own volition. A 
judge aing on the bench can not control the expenditures of his 
court. He does not know how many cases are to come before the 
grand jury, he does not know how many witnesses are to be s um- 
moned before the grand jury, he does not know how many indict- 
ments will be found, or how many witnesses 3 in court 

, or whether 
the cases will occupy one day or two days or three days, and so on. 

If the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] be right as to the 
increase a crime, ares o litigation may ha in certain 
portions of our country and not in other portions; it might ha 
pen this re that the apportionment given, for instance, to tho 
State of Iowa would not be needed A So courts in Iowa, and so 
of other districts and circuits. I think that this is one of the 
instances where it is impossible for legislation to control the ex- 
penditures of the courts from month to month. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator thinks we are in the hands 
of these officers of ours and can not do anything to restrain them? 

Mr. ALLISON. We are in the hands of these officers, who are 
discharging their duties as the law requires, hearing and deciding 
cases which come before them. I do not see how we can very 
well re; te these expenditures by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. GRAY. Without hampering the administration of justice, 

Mr. ALLISON. Without ona apc, the administration of jas- 
tice, as the Senator from Delaware well sa 

The Attorney-General distributes to the marshals a certain 
amount of the appropriation. He does that for convenience, the 
marshal having given a bond for the faithful expenditure of the 
money coming into his hands. It is usual, I believe, for the mar- 
shal to estimate the cost of the expenses of a single term, for ex- 
ample, of the district court or the circuit court at the places where 
court is to be held, say, in April or in May, or whatever the time 
may be. The marshal then estimates the cost of that term of 
court as near as he can by knowing the situation of the business 
of the court, whether there isa grand jury, and, if so, the number 
of commitments that are to take place, and so on. The Attorney- 
General by requisition provides the marshal with two-thirds of 
that estima expense, but that estimated expense may be in- 
creased in the first month or the first week of the court; and, if 
so, the expenses must be paid upon vouchers furnished by the mar- 
shal and approved by the court, as all these vouchers must be ap- 
proved by judge who sits in the trial of the causes. 

So, with all deference to my friend from New Hampshire, who 
desires so much, as we all do, to curtail and limit the expenditures 
of our courts, I see no way whereby it can be done by a restrictive 
provision upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In deference to the Senator from Iowa, I 
will not offer the amendment; but I do insist that we shall en- 
deavor to effect some reform by electing a new President of the 
Dnited States and getting new district attorneys and new mar- 


shals. I hope that su ion will meet with the favor of the 
Senator from Iowa. ughter.] 
The reading of the bill was resumed at line 17, on page 108. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 


1896. 


111, line 10, to increase the a priation for rent of United 
tates court rooms from $50,000 10 $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line 21, after the word 
“judges,” to insert and such payments shall be allowed the 
marshal in the settlement of his accounts with the United States“; 
so as to make the clause read: 


all persons emplo 
deemed to be in actual attendance when they ene ae the order of the 
courts: And provided ‘her, That no such person be 
vacation; of reasonable e fi 
be paid tte: rtificates of dne he eon pe ye —.—. 
to on written ce cn e ju and su 
Liss marshal ix accounts with the United 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to a fact which came tomy knowledge the other 
day, and it is to the effect that under this law, or laws similar to 
this which have been where Congress allows compensation 
to judges who hold courts outside of their particular districts, and 
especially the United States appellate > judges, thatin all instances 
— Paa $10 a day, regardless of actual expenses towhich 
The evident policy of the law was to cover the 

tual expenses of the judges at hotels and for traveling expenses 
not to exceed $10 per day. 

I have information from a source that Iam not permitted to 
disclose that in many instances where the legitimate expenses and 
hotel bills are-not to exceed three or four dollars a day, where a 
judge has gone to a city and stayed there perhaps for a month or 
two mon 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. In cases where the judge has gone to a place 
where the court is to be held, and has no expense the mere 
expense of hotel bills, remaining there for a month, or, possibly, 
all winter in some cases, or for several months at least, uniformly 
he certifies to $10 a day, which is the full maximum allowed by 
the law. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to this 
fact, so that this bill may be amended and the law not be abused 
by the very officer whose duty it is, above all others, to see that 
the law is observed. This bill provides: 

rson shall be empl Gi vacation; of reasonable ex- 
case. ripe . directed to hold court 
outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per day each, to be paid on written 
certificates of the judges. 

There is a maximum fixed. ‘There may be days when $10 would 
be required to cover the ses of the judge, and it would be 
perfectly proper for him to draw that sum an to it; but I 
submit that it is improper and in violation of the spirit, if not of 
the language, of the statute that the judge, simply because he has 
the power to ify, will be enabled to take from the Treasury of 
the United States $10 for every day to cover his expenses when 
his actual expenses do not exceed four or five dollars a day. 

It may be a small item; probably it is a small item, but it is not 
small in so far as it develops a disposition upon the part of high 
judicial officers of the country to violate the spirit of a law which 
they themselves are engaged in enforcing against criminals and 
other violators of the law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 


to manger oa f 
Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The provision is that the judge shall be 
paid his reasonable expenses for travel and attendance, not to ex- 
ceed $10 a day. The judge of a United States court has to certify 
that that is an expense; that that is what he has paid out. Does 
the Senator mean to say that there is a judge anywhere in the 
United States holding court in that way who, if his expenses were 
$7 or $8 or $5 a day, would certify that they were $10 in order to 
get the additional money? t j , 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to assert, according to my information, 
and I look upon it as reliable, and I think inquiry at the t- 
ment of Justice would disclose the fact, that there are F. 
jud in the Pnited States—there is where they belong—who 
5 certify to $10. They take the maximum under a certif- 
icate covering their expenses. 

Mr. GRAY, Do I understand the Senator to say that all the 
ify to $10 a day? 

8 Not all. I do not say all. But I say that there 
are judges who do it — district judges holding, for instance, courts 
of 4 f Some of them do certify uniformly to $10 a ag A and 
take $10 a day out of the Government in cases where their legiti- 
mate expenses are not, and in the nature of things can not be, to 
exceed or four dollars a day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the Senator from Nebraska 
where on this footstool of ours where there is United States juris- 


they are put. 
ac 
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diction a judge going from one district to another can stop at a 
hotel, get a bedroom and a parlor (because he has to be where the 
attorneys can call upon him, where he can maintain the dignity 
and the decency befitting a Federal judge), with board, the poorest 
board the Senator would be willing to feed a district judge on, for 
three or four dollars a day? 

Mr. ALLEN. It can be done in almost every city and town in 
this Union. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Would the Senator be willing, if he were 
counsel, to go and wait on a judge holding court and find him 
living on $3 a day? What sort of accommodations could he get? 
He could not for that price geta mon ig eno to take the 
Senator in to make his call. I do not think the tor, who I 
know is for economy in public affairs, as I am, is disposed to be 
mean and to cut down the judges under such conditions. I cer- 
tainly do not think the Senator means to say that there is a single 
judge in the United States who would make a false certificate for 


any such $ 

Ar. ALLEN. it I had a decent: sized room and a very small - 
sized closet, I could take care of the Senator from New Hampshire 
and myself. There would be no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nebraska will observe that 
the only object of this provision is to place the district judges upon 
an 5 with circuit judges as respects their expenses. 

Mr. N. Yes, sir; I observe that they are put upon an 

uality. What I am contending for, and what I hope the honor- 
able Senator from Iowa will remedy, is that these men shall not 
be itted to violate the law themselves. 

r. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that any district 
judge or circuit judge is likely to violate the law by making a 
false certificate? The Senator must remember that ‘this includes 
all traveling expenses as well as expenses while at the place of 
holding court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not put me in 
the attitude of making the charge that all Federal judges violate 
the law, for I do not make it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly would not put the Senator in any 
such attitude. ¿ 

Mr. ALLEN. Isaysome of them do, according to my informa- 
tion. A judge is a human being. He is no more of aman after 
he becomes a judge than he was at the time he became a judge, 
K he had frailties atthat time, he carries them to the aek with 

m. 

The proposed statute fixes the maximum in these words: 


mable for travel and attendance of district judges 


Of reaso: directed 
to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed §10 per day each, to be 


paid on written certificates of the judges. 
can 


the purchase of a new suit of clothes or a box of cigars, but the 
reasonable, ordinary e of travel, including hotel bills. 
Now, in answer to the honorable Senator from New Hampshire 


[Mr. CHANDLER], I wish to state that so far as my section of the 
country is concerned any district judge, or any other ju for 
that matter—any gentleman who wants to be entertamed with 
reasonable liberality and have clean and decent, commodious 
quarters—can sustain himself at the best.class of hotels, with the 
best class of food and the best class of service, for not to exceed 
$2.50 a day. There is no hotel where he will be c more 
than that, and he ought to be compelled to take that amount, 
because it is enough for any decent, table man. 

Why. under these circumstances, should the judges be permitted 
eles Fe mere formality—that their expenses have been $10 
aday? I regret very much to feel it my duty to call attention to 
this matter. It would be much more pleasant to me, especiall 
1 ne I nett poh ieee here half the time with 

mocra’ ublicans and skirmishing between lines, tryin; 
to establish the mlist party as the respectable party of this 
country, to let the matter over and say nothing more about 
it. I may sometimes feel weight of the remarks [ am i 
when I go into one of the Federal courts to try a cause. At least 
if the judge should be against me I should have some suspicion 
that by something I had said here I had incurred his enmity, 
especially if the honorable Senator from Iowa concludes to acce 
my position as right, that the certificate should state that the 
actual expenses covered by the certificate were incurred and paid 
by the judge. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. N. e object of the provision, as Istateda while 
ago to the Senator from Nebraska, is to equalize the judges when 
they travel outside of their circuits or districts to hold court. If 
there are abuses of the provision as respects circuit judges (there 
can not be abuses with respect to district ju ),1f the circuit 
judges are in the habit of certifying to more they ought to 
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Ser io; it would be wiser and better to allow the equality to be 
established, and then let the Judiciary Committee of this body 
take co; ance of the Whole pea and make such modifica- 
tion of the statute of 1891 as will cure the defect or the evil which 
seems to be in the mind of the Senator from Nebraska. I ho 
that will be satisfactory to the Senator, and that he will allow the 
amendment to go in without objecting to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa the propriety 
of co igh after the word ‘‘judges,” in line 21, on page 111, the 
words: 


Which said certificate shall in all cases contain a statement that the ex- 
penses therein certified have actually been incurred or paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think on reflection the Senator from Ne- 
braska will not care to have that amendment inserted in the bill. 
It is an imputation upon the good faith of the ju , and I 
should greatly prefer that the Senator would not press the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, Ido not myself look upon it as an imputation at 
all. I dislike very much to disagree with the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations; for which position I have high re- 
spect, but there is altogether too much of a disposition to take 
money from this Government upon the thought that the man who 
occupies the position holds a very high official position, and there- 
fore it would be wrong to impugn either his motives or his pur- 

I do not regard this as an imputation upon the character 
of the judges. I do not think any honest, conscientious man can 
object to it. Iam speaking now of the jud Ido not think 
any clear-minded man can object to it. It not require the 

cation or itemizing of his expenses or anything of the 
d. It simply requires that he shall state in the certificates that 
the amount has actually been incurred or paid by him. What can 
there be wrong about that? I do not see wherein it is wrong. 
Wherever a man draws mileage he is required to certify under 
oath what he has paid. Marshals are required to certify and so 
are bailiffs, and the fact that oneis a judicial officer and the other 
an executive officer, it occurs to me, should make no difference. 

The di ition which has been fallen into in our Government, 
and y in certain branches, that some man is to be offended 
by legislation, and therefore the disposition to trust too much to 
his sense of honor rather than to trust it to statute, has brought 
about much of the extravagance in this country. Take, for in- 
stance, the case which the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire . CHANDLER] spoke of a moment ago. Here we have in 
every Federal court in the United States 23 jurymen summoned at 
every term of court. We could very well di with 7 of them 
and come within the common-lawrule as tothe grand jury. The 
grand jury, according to common law, can not be less than 16 nor 
more 23, so that 12 shall always constitute a majority. What 
objectionis there or what objection has there been in the last twenty- 
five or e eye to cutting off 7 of those grand jurymen at each 

They are as worthless as the fifth wheel to a wagon 
and are a great source of ter pgp Senators talk about expenses 
increasing constantly, and they are increasing to the great detri- 
ment of the debt-ridden and debt-burdened people. y not take 
hold of this matter at a sensible and reasonable point and cut off 
expense? If we keep up the work of paring off a little here and a 
little there, where the expense is useless, in the course of time the 

ditures will be brought down to a reasonable sum. 
Ar. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that I will agree, so 
far as I am concerned, to accept his amendment to the amend- 


t. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not only yield at this 
time, as I feel he ought to do, but that he will not be in a yield- 
i in the committee of conference. 

* E ALLISON. That is rather anticipating what may be done 
hereafter, I suggest to the Senator. I always insist upon every 
amendment which the Senate insists upon. 

Mr, ALLEN. I beg the honorable Senator’s pardon for the 
remark, but I have been the victim, four or five times, of confer- 
ence committees, anda burnt child always takes warning. 

I move, then, to insert after the word judges,” in line 21, page 
111, the words: 

Which said certificate shall state in all cases that the judge has actually 
incurred or paid the expense therein stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on 112, line 9, to in- 
crease the appropriation for payment of miscellaneous expenses, 
United States courts, from $100,000 to $175,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The SECRETARY. On page 118, after line 7, insert: 


di- 

rected to for re roceedi 
Maren 20 to March $0, 180 inclusive, the payment tot mado to the Official 
by them. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 113, after the amendment just adopted, to insert: 

Maltby Building: For repairs to building, $3,500, to be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 9, to insert: 
an gel Aee ‘oud of warehouse for storage of public docu- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 12, to insert: 

For repairs and improvements to the Senate stables and grounds, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 14, to insert: 


Purchase of historical publications: That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to purchase from Ge: 


and directed pur n. James 
D. McBride 2 te sets of his historical publications, entitled Impor- 
e 


of the United States, Portraits of the Presidents 
Seal of the United States and Seals of the 


of the House of Representatives, 3 sets to each Senator, Representative, and 
Congress; 1 set to the President, 1 pot to the Vice-President, 1 set 


Sta 1 set to the Con onal Li ;, 42 sets to the Depart 
ho Si gressi c e ment of 


nited States em 
tions; 88 sets to the War 
military post schools, including 1 set to the Mili Academ 
and 5 sets to the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 2 sets to 
the Department of Justice for the use of the United States prison; 78 sets to 
the sort en se rp for distribution amo ous vessels of the 
United States having libraries, including 1 set 


otherw: 
into effect 


Mr. HILL. What is the publication entitled Important Periods 
in the History of the United States—which may mean a good deal 
or nothing—Portraits of the Presidents of the United States, and 
the Seal of the United States, etc.? It seems to me the portraits 
of the Presidents of the United States are pretty well known and 
spread over the country in documents. e seal of the United 

tates has been published over and over again. What is the 
document proposed to be published? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam told this is a very valuable publication, 
I have not myself had time to investigate the subject thoroughly. 
It was presented to us by the Committee on Education, one of the 
responsible committees of this body, and very strongly urged upon 
the Committee on Appropriations. One or two members of the 
committee made an investigation of the subject, and were very 
warmly for it. Iam sorry that they do not ee to be present 
at this moment. If there is any objection to the adoption of the 
amendment I will ask that it may be passed over until the chair- 
man of the Committee on Education comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over 
for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was to increase the appropria- 
tion for public printing and binding from $2,917, 820 to $2, 922, 320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, line 11, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out seven and insert “nine”; and in the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That hereafter the entire cost of paper, printing, and binding of 
JJ yp ie pone mee pide bee btn gre 
e urvey, pro or e sundry act approv: 
2, 1895, erase exceed Bi $ re 


So as to make the clause read: 

For engraving the illustrations necessary for the report of the Director, 

000: Provided, That hereafter the entire cost of paper. prinsin , and bind- 

g of the separate chapters and papers from the ann report of the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, provided for in the sundry civil act approved 
March 2, 1895, shall not exceed 4000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 117, line 20, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert: 

Provided, That hereafter the reports of the Geological Survey in relation 
to the gauging of streams and rivers may be printed in octavo form, not to 
exceed 100 pages in length and 5,000 2 in number, for official use and for 
distribution upon the request of Senn 

So as to make the clause read: 

For printing and binding the mance 
That hereafter the reports of the Geo 
ing of streams and rivers may be printed in octavo form, not to exceed 

in and 5,000 copies in number, for official use and for distribu- 
Bon upon the request of Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


ors and Representatives in Congress; 


ihs and bulletins, $20,000: Provid. 
cal Survey in ation to the gang 
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Mr. WARREN. I desire, with the consent of the Senator in 
charge of the bill, to move an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment. I send the amendment to the amendment to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from 
z Woning to the amendment will be stated. $ 

e SECRETARY. On page 117, line 22, it is proposed to strike 
out the word “‘ rivers” and insert to the methods of utilizing the 
water resources”; so as to read: 

Provided, That hereafter the reports of the Geological Survey in relation 
to the gauging, of streams and to the methods of utilizing the water resources 
may be printed in octavo form, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 1, page 118. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 

118, line 13, to increase the appropriation for the Library of 
ngress from $12,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 121, after line 8, to insert: 

To enable the Public Printer, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
urchase two lots of land immediately adjoining the site of the 
Government ting Office on the west, said lots north and south 
from H street to Jackson alley. and containing 8 807 feet, more or less; 
and to purchase in addition a site in the vi of the Government Printing 
Office, within that part of square 624 bounded on the south by G street 
northwest, on the east by No: Capitol street, and on the north by Jackson 
alley, and containing 8, square feet, more or less, and to erect thereon a 
pone house a con sheds; Sad tor 5 5 parcis and e. of ae Le 

rsepower steel steam e: necessary fittings and connections 
oneei said 3 to the Goverument Printing Office, $100,000, to be imme- 

ely available, 

If fico any cause the Public Printer, with the 1 of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall be unable to purchase said d at a satisfactory price 
from the owners, he is hereby directed and empowered, within thirty days 
after the of this act, to secure the same by condemnation proceed- 
ings, as provided in the act approved June 25, 1890, entitled An act to author- 
ize the acquisition of ce: n parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 
$23, of the city of W. n, to provide an eligible site for a city post- 
office,” and the amendment to said act contained in the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
$ . 12 * en June 90, 1891, and for other purposes,” approved August 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to make an inquiry of the chairman 
of the committee for information. I see that the first part of the 
amendment provides for the purchase of two lots adjoining the 
Printing Office, and the second half of the paragraph provides for 
the purchase of two lots which I understand are not adjoining the 
Printing Office, the last two lots being for the purpose of erectin 
a boiler house upon them. What are the first two lots intend 
for? 

Mr. ALLISON. The first two lots are small parcels of ground 
immediately west of the wing that has been constructed during 
the last year, and they are intended to make it certain thatit may 
be utilized for lighting, etc. They are small lots; I have forgot- 
ten the size of them, but they are not large. The other is to build 
a new boiler house for the purpose of heating and power for the 
Printing Office. The present 8 house is in the heart of 
the Printing Office and is very dangerous to the people who work 
there. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the first two lots are not intended for build- 
ing upon? 

Kr. ALLISON. No; they are not. 

Mr. PLATT. That is to say, if the first two lots were built on 
they would shut off the light from the wing? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not the intention to build on them. They 
are narrow lots. 

Mr. PLATT. It is to give the Government some ground around 
the wing which has been built. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all there is of it. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 3, after line 16, I move to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional amount 
to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post-office and 
bear pay Viren arg chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk of the cir- 
cuit and et courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 10, after line 21,1 move to insert: 

Morris River lights, New Jersey: For establishing range lights and keep- 
ers’ quarters at or near the entrance of Morris River, Delaware Bay, New 
Jersey, $4,500. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
we now go back to page 70 and consider the amendment that was 


over. 
Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER . GALLINGER in the chair). 


The amendment which was over will be read by the Secre- 
ie SECRETARY. After line 20, on page 70, the Committee on 
Appropriations report to insert: 


— tag 5 is hereby given to expend from the appropriation of $100,000 
made by the act approved December 21, for the expenses of the Com- 
mission to Investigate and Report upon the Divisional Line between 


the Republic of 5 and British Guiana, such amount for rent of build- 


ing or part of building in the District of Columbia as may be 
sary by the Commissio: 

Mr. ALLISON. A letter, which I believe the Senator from 

land has in his possession, can be read if desired, and I should ` 
be glad to read the statute. The statute of March 3, 1877, pro- 
vides that— 

Hereafter no contract shall be made for the rent of any building, or 5 
of any building, to be used for the purposes of the Government in the 
trict of Columbia, until an appropriation therefor shall have been made in 
terms by Congress, and that this clause be regarded as notice to all contract- 
ors or lessors of any such building or any part of building. 

That is the statute under which, I understand, it has been ruled, 
or is to be ruled, that under the appropriation of $100,000 the 
Commission can not pay rent for a building, or part of a building, 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the date of the statute? 

Mr. ALLISON. March 3, 1877, and it is in volume 1 of the sec- 
ond edition of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes. Under 
the provision read by the Senator from ee [Mr. WAL- 
THALL], general in its terms, Ithink it might be fairly decided by a 
court, or by an officer of the Government, that a general provision 
such as is inserted in theclause appropriating money for the Vene- 
zuela Commission could not be used for renting buildi in the 
District of Columbia. The Commission could use a part of the 
appropriation for renting buildings anywhere else. If they chose 
to establish their headquarters in New York City there is no 
doubt but that the appropriation could be made to apply. 

Mr. WALTHALL. hen this matter was up before I read to 
the Senate the act making the lo spa for the expenses of 
the Gommission and su that that act, I thought, ponani 
ought to work the repeal pro tanto of thestatute just read. I di 
not have before me at that time the statute which the Senator 
from Iowa has just read, but after reading the statute I think it 
is very clear that I was mistaken. 

Mr. ALLISON, I hope, then, there will be no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ofcourse I shall make no further opposition to 
the amendment, but the fact was brought to my attention that in 
1893, when we made provision for the Exposition at Chicago, and 
a lump appropriation was made placing it in the hands of the 
board, this question was not raised at that time. That was the 
only case that I had in mind. Since the discussion took I 
have been informed by a gentleman who was connected with that 
commission that there was no trouble. As a matter of course, if 
the Senator in charge of the bill and the Senator from Mississippi 
think there is no question in this case, I make no further opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I believe, closes the committee amend- 
ments, except that on to-morrow I may desire to offer one or two 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa if the amendment on page 113 was not passed 


over? 
That is to be passed over until to-morrow. 


deemed neces- 


Mr. ALLISON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be passed 
over for the day. 

Mr. BACON. I ask leave to offer an amendment to the bill, to 
come in on 122, after line 12. 

The PR ING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 12, on page 122, insert: 

That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is h 
directed to pay Seale the Cotton States and 3 . 
pany all those portons of the appropriations heretofore made under the act 
of August 18, , for the building and for the exhibit by the Government at 
the Cotton States and International Ex ition at Atlanta, Ga., which shall 
remain unexpended after all the liabilities incurred by the Government on 
account of said building and exhibit shail have been Fully paid off and dis 


Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment with the consent of the 


spre Bere money which was appropriated in 1894 for 
ses of 


I will state the facts. 1894 Congress passed an act by which 
$50,000 was appropriated for the building at the Atlanta - 
tion and $150,000 for the other expenses of the exhibit. en 
the commissioners who were char; with this work began it 
they were Ba. phonon that if they did certain grading and sewer- 
ing and built certain structures which were needed there would 
not be 8 money left to carry out the design of the appropri- 
ation. While they were hesitating the Atlanta E ition Com- 
8 B00 in gr . e and made an rapan ‘ae of over 

000 in ing the ground, in sewering it, and in other matters. 
will call the . the Senate to the various items of ex- 
penses, all of which were legitimate charges upon the Government. 
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In the matter of preparing the ground, 
sewer pipes, etc., the nse was over $21,900. life-saving 
station was needed for the dpa of exhibiting the life- 
saving apparatus and methods, e Government commission- 
ers were afraid to undertake that work, and the Exposition 
Company went forward and erected it at a cost of $4,097, A 
custom-house was also needed for the purpose of collecting the 
revenues 5 a . 3 which were im- 
ported, and that was erec y the Exposition Company 
at a cost of $900. There were other expenses of this character 
amounting to $6,344, and the aggregate is over $33,000. 

The commissioners went forward in the discharge of the duties 
laid upon them by the law, and after having discharged all of the 
indebtedness there is of the ny ainsi still remaining about 
$13,000. There are still some bills, probably amounting to $2,000, 
unpaid. The purpose of the amendment which I have offered is 
to have this fund, which was designed for the making of the Gov- 
ernment exhibit, sope far as it is not needed for the discharge 
of the remaining liabilities, to the reimbursement pro tanto of the 

ition Company. 

desire to state that the amendment was introduced by me 
some days ago and referred to the Committee on ges pe pate 
I think it met with the approval of the committee. y informa- 
tion from members of the committee is that it was not in 
upon the bill, and the amendment does not come here with their 
recommendation simply from the fact that they had information 
as to p ings in the other House with reference to the dispo- 
sition of the Government building. In other words, the commit- 
tee were informed that in the House it was 2 that the 
Government building, which still stands upon the ground, should 
be donated to the city of Atlanta or to the militia of that city, 
and thinking that that would be full compensation for this expend- 
iture of $33,000, they did not in the last moment put it upon the 
bill, although there are some members of the committee who 
absolutely thonght that it had been done, and so informed me, 
22 5 being mistaken, 

ow, here is the point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate. The proposed disposition of the building does not in 
any manner 5 the Atlanta ition pe ae ae The 
‘Atlanta Exposition was not carried out the city of Atlanta or 
by the citizens of Atlanta, but by an in company, the 
Cotton States and International Exposition Company. com- 
pany at a very large e made that splendid exhibit. Iam 
sure that no Senator who hears me will think I speak extrava- 
gantly when I say it was a splendid exhibit, which did credit not 
only to the city of Atlanta and the State of Georgia, but to the 
entire country. I have heard it commended in the most unstinted 
F who was chief officer Papen Chi- 

0 ition, as being in many ts superior t one. 
1 done a t deal to bring the people of this coun- 

together and to produce harmonious, friendly, and fraternal 

tions among them. 5 

Another point to which I desire the attention of the Senate, and 
particularly of the Committee on Appropriations, is that the 
members of the company bave made no money out of the enter- 
prise. On the contrary, I hold in my hand a statement of the 
president of the company to this effect: 

The directors have contributed from their private means about $250,000 to 
bring the enterprise through to a successful conclusion, not one cent of 
which do they ever expect to receive back. 

So, even if the building should be disposed of as it is pro 
in the other House, it will not in any manner reimburse the direct- 
ors to the amount of one dollar. the donation of the buildin 
is to defeat this disposition of the unexpended balance, it woul 
be very much genes by the citizens of Atlanta that the Gov- 
ernment would make some other disposition of the building and 
let them have this unexpended portion of the money. 

I trust, Mr. President, with this statement, that the members 
of the ere iota Committee and the Senate will see the pro- 
priety and justice of having the unexpended balance of the appro- 
priation which has been heretofore made devoted to this purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this matter first came to the Committee 
on Appropriations I gave it my assent for the reason chiefly that 
it was the first time 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will please pardon me while I read 
9 ram ho Cammin Fe will take but a 22 

n for the interruption, but it is n in order that 

I may complete what I intended to say. This is a letter from the 
commission which was appointed under the law for the expendi- 
ture of this money, which taken this action. Itis signed by 
the secretary, Mr. W. I. Adams, addressed to the president of the 
commission, and is as follows: 

COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 

BOARD oF MANAGEMENT UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT EXHIBIT, 

Office Agricultural Museum, Washington, D. C., April 10, 1896. 

Sim: I have the honor to transmit the following true extract from minutes 
of the shen g Hamed Board held yesterday afternoon: 

“Resolved, in view of the fact that the Cotton States and International 
Exposition Company has made considerable expenditures on behalf of the 


ing it, and in laying 
ren x 


Government exhibit in Atlanta, it is proper that the unexpended balance of 
the 5 for the exhibit be . to the Exposition Company.” 
ery respectfull 


y 
W. È 

Me 00 I. ADAMS, Secretary. 

President and Director-General 

Cotton States and International Exposition Company, Atlanta, Ga. 

That is an extract from their proceedings. : 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendment commends itself to me from 
the fact that this is the first instance within my knowledge where 
there appears to have been a surplus remaining after such appro- 

Faa aaro pete 5 years ago, oy as the Cotton 
ition a nta, C al ria ,000, providing, 
however, that $50,000 of it only aera be used for the seit tin 
tion of a building and $150,000 should be used for the Government 
exhibit. It turned out, as shown by the papers, that the building 
cost ten or twelve thousand dollars more than the $50,000. 

Mr. BACON. More than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatever the exact amount may have been is 
immaterial. In other words, the building cost considerably in 
excess of the amount appropriated in the act providing for the 
exposition. Then there was a residuum, after paying all the ex- 
penses of the Governmentexhibit. So, although an app: iation 
of $200,000 was made for the exposition, less than $188,000 been 

xpended. So I thought this was a wise recognition of this expo- 
sition; but when I saw in the deficiency bill a provision that the 
building should be turned over to what I su at the time to 
be the same corporation, or the same people, I withdrew my sup- 
port of the amendment. ing since, however, from the Sen- 
ator from Georgia and others that this building, if turned over at 
all, will be turned over to entirely different people, I am willing, 
for one, that the amendment shall be agreed to. 

The amendment was to. 

ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
call up for consideration at this time Order of Business 697, with 
the consent of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as the Senate has been very 
faithful in the consideration of the sundry civil bill during the 
day, and as I have on behalf of the committee two or three amend- 
ments to offer to-morrow, which are not quite ready to be offered 
now, and as I learn that there are more amendments to follow, 
8 one to be proposed by the Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. Haw ey] relating to the printing of Lge 4 stamps, it is 
8 for the bill to be completed to- night. erefore I will 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska and other Senators for ordi- 
nary current business. 


STOUT, HALL & BANGS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
—, of the bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & 


gs. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not object to the consideration of the 
bill, but I wish to amend the last sentence of the bill, which 


e-third of the sum berein a; riated shall t 
— — or to their „ in 8 DR Sy CREE Ce ee 

So that the payment will go to the firm of Stout, Hall & Bangs, 
who did the work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 14, after the word Congress,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘one-third of”; and in line 15, after the word 
to,“ to strike out each of the said claimants,” and insert Stout, 
Hall & Bangs”; so as to read: 

The sum herein a riated shall be paid to Stout, Hall & Bangs, j 
authorized agents a writing, and Eid onthe da af the Treasury all takes 
vouchers therefor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. : 

Mr. ALLEN. Just one word. I hope the Senator from South 
Dakota will withdraw the amendment. The firm of Stout, Hall 
& Bangs has been dissolved, so that there is now no firm of that 
name in existence; and the amendment posed by the Senator 
from South Dakota might permit one of those persons to go to the 
Treasury Department and draw this entire sum of money to the 
exclusion of the others. It is to prevent that that I hope the Sen- 
ator will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall not withdraw my amendment to 
this bill. Two of these three partners have bought the other out. 
Iam perfectly willing to so arrange it as that the two partners 
shall draw the money equally, but Iam not willing to have it so 
that one can cheat the others. The Senator, I know, does not 
understand that, but I think I do. If my amendment is not 
adopted I shall object to the bill. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not yet submitted 
the question as to the matter of unanimous consent. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the bill? 


1896. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Lob 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made. 
JAMES SIMS. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of 


County, x 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in 5 of the 
Whole, progpeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay 86.338 
to James Sims, of Marshall County, in the State of ip i, 


for quartermaster and commissary stores furnished by him to 
TESS of the United States in the years 1862 and 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRESERVATION OF HERDS AND FLOCKS. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask for the t consideration of Order 
of Business 133, being Senate resolution No. 72. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read for 
information. 


read the resolution submitted by Mr. WARREN ame, the da 


The Secretary 
January 20, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That in view of the late un en in numbers an: 
values of farm ani throughout United States, as shown by the last 
ublished reports of the Deni tment of attention of the 
— on A this subject, with 


the K sent ˙ thn Boonie o nities ie 
~~ nacis and report by bill or otherwise, what legislations if 
any, is necessary to preserve our and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. I do not think the recitals in that resolution are 
sie 3 Is there any special hurry about it, I ask the 

tor 

Mr. WARREN. The resolution has been on the Calendar for 

sone time, and I should like to have it disposed of. Has the Sena- 
amendment he desires to offer to it? 

OM HILL, I thought, it was one of those resolutions that was 
offered for the purpose ot a speech, and the speech having 
been made, that that would end the matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator objects to the 
Committee on ture taking c nee of this shrinkage in 
numbers and value of live stock and of its submitting the ques- 
tion to the Committee on Finance for that committee to investi- 
gate the cause of the shrinkage, and, if possible, N & rem- 
edy, then I of course do not propose to press it. The resolution 
merely directs the committee to make an inquiry and to submit a 


HILL. Let the resolution go over to- day. 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from New York objects to the 
investigation and will take that responsibility, I am willing to 


leave it in that wa 
g ‘OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 


The PRESIDIN 
object? 
. HILL. Yes; I will take the responsibility of objecting, 

though I think it is not a very serious one. 

The PRESIDING OFFI Objection is made, and the reso- 
lution goes over. 

SALARY ACCOUNTS OF SENATORS. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration at this time of a concurrent resolution, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, in relation to 
the accounts of certain Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Horory read the resolution re a by Mr. MITCHELL of 
Oregon from the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the 
10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the d VFC 
aocòunta, respectively, of LE T te of 


the date of the of chan; 
. — ̃ ˙ to TAEA nthe Sonate, and 
of Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of such 
term, shall commence to run. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the report in that case may be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

The wee referred to, made by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon on 
the 10th instant, is as follows: 


in 
body.“ having had the same under consideration, to submit the fol- 


repo: 
The only cases embraced in the terms of the resolution to which they cold 
Have any application are those of Luz MANTLE, a Senator from the 


State of 


State of Montana, 


D. CLARK, eee Trote LA 


CLARK was ond fe Eoi 1895, took the oath of office February 6, 
of his election. 
pan bg tbe 8 the cath of office December 2, 
1895, and has been paid from the date his election. 

Accounts have been stated in these cases, certified by the 5 tho 
Senate, and allowed and by the Treasury Departmen: 

Prior eae 2 1894, Senators 3 for a Ya full term . E to the 

such term were invarinbiy d from the beginning of the 
term. The at ot Tsay 81, 1894, however, ded as follows: 

„That the salaries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacancies in the 
Senate and C 
122i] corners 1 Pee of their election or appoint- 
men 


It is claimed upon the of Messrs. MANTLE and CLARK that inasmuch as 
the full ayia Which 


From the date of the commencement of such 
of the act aforesaid. 

ad AE EAE that us seiner AANT ts, respective — ee — Er —— 
and therefore e essrs. MANTLE 
CLARK should be credited to the ates —. heir full monthiy : 

rms for w. 


ao psem towen e atiti 
et pas EA EE 


‘ore report 5 55 is 


following resolution and recommend 
the Senate to credit the 


to Jul 31. 
. the paseage of tho act ; of changing the time ce — 
= 1 A of sap me elected or appointed fill vacancies in the Senate 
of Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of 
sachs term commence to run.” 
JOINT SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee to 
Auditand Control the Contingent of the Senate, towhom 
was referred a resolution submi by the Senator from New 
Ham e [Mr. GALLINGER] for the Senator from North Dakota 

BROUGH |, to report it favorably. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution may be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: 


Resolved 55 ene Sone (the e 


Representatives concurring), That the 
chairman of th mmittee on 


brary of the Senate and the chairman 
of the Committee ot Representatives and one 
other member of the Joint ttee on the Library, to be selected by the 
‘hairmen aforesaid, be, and they are hereby, constituted a joint special 
committee, with authority to sit during the recess of Con for the pur- 
paseak inquiring into the condition of e Congressional Library and the 
ic Garden 0 cones 
a 1 as may be deemed savba pes to ta 
nm for e > 
building and the 22 ˙ Létcary-and tier PORTIS Garton. 
said j . also authorized to em loy a stenographer 
whenever 8 ring the course of the inquiry; that the necessary ex: 
penses of the si ttings of the said joint special committee, including the pay 
of the stenographer, be taken 
Houses of Congress.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to strike out the 
words“ and the Botanic Garden” wherever they occur, and let the 
investi, tion be confined to the Congressional ibrary. 

Mr. SBROUGH. T have no objection to that amendment. 
I will say that the resolution has already passed the Senate before, 


and was su uently referred to another committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Maryland, to strike out the 
words “and the Botanic Garden“ where they occur in the resolu- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to d 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move, after the word “sit,” in line 8, to 
ety the words 6 so that the committee will sit 
in 


Mr. SBROUGH. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

REASSESSMENT OF WATER-MAIN TAXES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassessment of water- 
main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, to insert at the end of the bill the following: 


And any amount heretofore paid upon an assessment which has been de- 
claréd void shall be credited the owner upon the reassessment made under 
the provisions of this bill. 


Mr.PROCTOR. From the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia I gubmit other amendments in lieu of that amendment which 
was formerly pro and I ask that the amendments which I 
now send to the may be considered. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by 
the Senator from Vermont will be stated in their order. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word cases,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘not exempted by this act”; so as to read: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia po; aon they are 
hereby, authorized and directed in all cases not exempted by act, where 
water-main taxes or assessments in the ct of Columbia may hereafter 
be quashed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 


Sec. 2. That no water-main tax or assessment shall hereafter be assessed 
or reassessed upon any land in the District of Columbia held and used exclu- 
sively for agricultural purposes, or upon any unsubdivided land not used for 
business p : Provided, That this exemption shall not apply to any land 
into which Potomac water has been or be introdu from a 
water main in the avenue, street, alley, or road on which the land abu 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to let the bill go over 
and have the amendments printed, as I should like to examine it 
as the committee pro to amend it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I su t to the Senator that the amendments 
to the bill may be agr , 80 that the bill may be perfected and 
then go over and be reprinted. The amendments have been re- 
po by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and are rec- 
ommended very earnestly by the Commissioners in view of avoid- 
ing litigation which comes up over these reassessments. The bill 
is 8 same in principle as a bill we passed the other day 
in regard to the reassessment of general taxes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to see the amendments in print 
before they are adopted, and I trust the Senator will consent to 
have them printed and let the bill lie over. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Then I ask that an order be made that the 
bill be printed with the proposed amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion 
for a moment, 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Iowa will yield to 
me to secure the of a bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to my friend on my right [Mr. 
STEWART] and then to my friend on my left [Mr. ALLEN], after 
which I shall insist on my motion. 


JAMES A. MOORE. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S.768) for the relief of James A. Moore. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was a list of Senators sub- 
mitted to the President of the Senate who were to be recognized 
in the order they were placed on the list, and I am not going to 
agree that Senators whose names are there shall be displaced now 
by the action of any Senator; and I move that the Senate adjourn, 
so as to make us all even. 

Mr. STEWART. I have not displaced anybody; I wasin order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I beg leave to say that the Senator 
has a aie several Senators whose names were down on the list 
before his. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; I have not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will explain to the 
Senator from Arkansas that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART] had his name on the list. 

. JONES of Arkansas. Was he next on the list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He was next on the list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my motion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 768) for the relief of 
James A. Moore. It directs the proper accounting officers of the 

to settle the accounts of James A. Moore for services 
rendered and expenses incurred as United States marshal for the 
district of Nevada from October 12, 1892, the date of the expira- 
tion of his commission, until May 15, 1893, the date when his suc- 
cessor 8 in the same manner as if section 793 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States providing for ad interim 
appointments had been complied with. 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE CHRISTIAN MARYE, 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2637) granting a pension to Jane Chris- 
tian — be f 1 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It P 8 to place the 
name of Jane Christian Marye, only child of W. S. Jett, late a 
soldier of the Revolutionary war, on the pension roll as a depend- 
ent daughter, to be paid a ion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


= 


RICHMOND COLLEGE, RICHMOND, VA. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 12, 
after the word “ officers,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no money be so Fess except upon accounts of such compa 
ar phe and destruction, and the damage ed 


caused thereby duly vi 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Richmond College, located at Richmon: 
Va., the sum of $25,000, out of a8 money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to reimburse said college for the occupation of its buildings and 
grounds by United States troops and officers for the period of eight months, 
said agen cee commencing in April, 1865, and for injury toand destruction 
of the dings, the apparatus, libraries, and other property of said college 
by said troops and officers: Provided, t no money be so paid except upon 
accounts of such occupation, injury, and destruction, and the damage caused 
thereby duly verified and proven. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SEWER AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expenses of construct- 
ing a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It propona to pay to Albert 
B. Gaines, S. H. Stitt, and A. S. Garnett, of Hot Springs, Ark., 
S. W. Fordyce, of St. Louis, Mo., and Charles B. Platt, of the 
city of New York, $930 in reimbursement of the amount actually 
expended by them in the construction of a sewer upon the per- 
manent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SURVEY OF LAND IN NEBRASKA, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2749) to establish the official survey of fractional townships 31 
and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth aoa 
meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the Nio- 
rtp River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 
other pu fe 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, inline 
6, section 2, after the word “ meridian,” to insert lying on the 
left bank of the Niobrara River.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. After the word dollars,“ in line 5, section 3, I 
move to insert or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT ST. JOSEPHS BAY, FLORIDA, 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
657) to provide for the erection of range lights at St. Josephs Bay, 
Florida, and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, in line 8, 
after the word “ that,” to strike out“ range light” and insert “a 
light-house”; in line 5, after the name Florida,“ to strike out 
“and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida”; in line 6, after the word 
“ thousand,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred”; and in line 6, after the 
word“ dollars,” to insert or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a light-house shall be erected, under the fuper 
vision of the E Board, at St. Josephs Bay, Florida, and $20,500, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereb: sppropriated for that pur- 
pose out of any money in the Treasury not o rwi appropriated. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ahs Pall vena od ea to be grossed f third reading, read 

e was order en; or a 25 

the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the 
erection of a light-house at St. Josephs Bay, Florida,” 

JENNIE E. BURCH. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Jennie E. Burch. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word dollars,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert 
“twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 8 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELIZA WILSON, 


Mr. SHOUP. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place on 
the pension roll the name of Eliza Wilson, widow of the late 
Nathaniel Wilson, late of Company M, Second Regiment Iowa 
Cavalry Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, April 25, 
if , at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 24, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
RE ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
oy 
ni WATER BONDS OF TUCSON, ARIZ. 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the 
mt consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
Mr. PICKLER. I call for the regular order. : j 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I Sopo the gentleman will with- 
draw that call for a moment, This bill occupy no time. 
Mr. PICKLER. Very well; I withdraw the for a moment. 
The Clerk read as follows: N 
A bill (H. R. 4068) to enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory of Arizona, 
to issue bonds to construct a water and sewer system. 
it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
GP ames in eee assembled, That Fs city of Tucson, in the Territory 
of Arizona, by its mayor and common council, is hereby enabled to issue bonds 
of the said city, not to exceed $100,000 in 8 within thirty years 
from the date thereof, in lawful money of the United States of America, and 
to bear interest at not to exceed 5 per cent per annum, interest payable semi- 
annually, the 8 of the sale of said bonds, which shall not be sold at 
less than par, to be used exclusively in the construction of a water and sewer 
system for the said — | of Tucson. That before said bonds are sold, at least 


irty days’ notice be given by publication in one or more newspapers 
of pf circulation, caine for tas for the purchase of said bonds at not 
less th: 


an par. 

BEC. 2. That at tho time said bonds are ready to be issued by the mayorand 
common council of the said city of Tucson, the city treasurer of said city of 
Tucson, in whose custody the said bonds, or the proceeds of the sale thereof, 
ive an additional bond, to be ender by 


election ualifi id city ma 
ance of Ban Bonds, and shouid a majority — 5 8 city of oat at = Jp be 
against u. n. en CSO) mayor 
and bins OO shall not issue said bonds. ee * 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Territories was 
read, as follows: : ? 

In line 6 of section 8, strike out “ a majority“ and insert ‘‘ one- 
third”; so as to read, one- third of the vote cast at said election,” 
eto. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was Reon read a third time, and ed. 

On motion of Mr. SCRANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. : 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and joint 
resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
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sion steamers—to the Committes oF Interstate and Foreign Com- i 


merce; / 
A bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National Now Faxgn Bank 
of the State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Claims; # 


Joint resolution (S. R. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, of the 
Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of naval 
merit with the white distinction mark, in recognition of services 
rendered to the officer and sailors of the Santa Maria who were in- 
jured by an explosion on that ship—to the Committee on Foreign 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (H. R. 3540) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Channel, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regula- 
soe of medical and dental colleges in the District of Columbia; 
an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper dis- 
5 of the publication entitled ‘‘ Messages and Papers of the 

residents.” 


ARTICLES EXPORTED FOR EXHIBITION PURPOSES, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Lask consent to call up a public bill which has 
been reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, and which 
the Treasury Department desires to have immediately 

The bill (H. R.7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes 
was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any article or articles or live stock shall 
be sent out of the United States for temporary use or exhibition atany public 
exposition, fair, or conference held ina volen country such articles shall 
be entitled to be returned to the Uni States, under such re tions as 
may be prescribed by the Secre of the Treasury, without the payment 
of customs duty. whether they shall be of domestic or of foreign production: 
Provided, That the articles of foreign production have once paid duty in the 
United States and no drawback has been allowed thereon, and if any domes- 
tic articles are subject to internal-revenue tax such tax shall be proved to 
have been paid before exportation and not refunded. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the regular order. 


ELECTION CONTEST—CORNETT vs. SWANSON, 


Mr. JONES. I desire to present a privileged report. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Elections No. 3 to present their re- 
port in the contested-election case of Cornett vs. Swanson, from 
the Fifth Congressional district of Virginia, and to ask that the 
minority of the committee be allowed until Wednesday next to 
file their views. : 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be ordered 
to be printed. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] asks 
that the minority of the committee may have until Wednesday 
next to file their views. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions appended to the report of the committee are as 
follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Cornett was not elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-fourth Co: of the United States from the Fifth district of Vi 8 

Resolved, That Claude A. Swanson was duly elected a Representative 


the 
Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth district of Virginia, 
5 entitled to his seat. 


SARAH A. BOYD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate; which was read, considered, and concurred in: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of ee concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, by 
strikin ous se Seas “captain,” in line 5 of said enrolled bill, and inserting 
“first lieutenan’ 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order is certain ion 
bills reported on last Friday evening from the Committee of the 
Whole House. These bills will now be taken up in their order. 

Bills of the following titles, reported with amendments from 
the Committee of the ole House, were severally taken up; and 
under the operation of the previous question (called for by Mr. 
PICKLER) the amendments were eed to, and the bills as 
amended were ordered to be engr and read a third time; and 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Derveer; 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the several 
votes by which bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 


House were passed was laid on the table. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


The SPEAKER announced the ot taco of Mr. MILES as a 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, if Imay be permitted to say so, 
I hope the motion will not prevail, as we wish to proceed with the 

er consideration of the pension bi 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Manon) there were—ayes 58, noes 63. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 139, not 
voting 138; as follows: 


YEAS—77. 
Abbott, Denny, Mahon, T, 
Adams, „Ky. Stokes 
Aldrich, Downing, M Strait, 
Allen, Utah MeDearmon, Strowd, N. C. 
den ech . —.— 
Bartlet er, e wanson, 
Colo. Gibson, Miller, Kans Talbert, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, Otey, Terry, 
Black, Ga. He: Tucker, 
Brode: Hubbard, Patterson, Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, J Pendleton, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Jones, 7 hyd 
Cockrell, Kem, Ri nderwood, 
„Tex. peas Ser Willies, 
Cooper, N er man, 
ox iam — Wilson, S. C. 
Crowley, Livingston, Smith, III. 
De Loudensiager, Sparkman, 
NAYS—139. 
Acheson, Ys Jenkins, Sauerhering, 
Andrews, ver, Joy, Seran 
Arnold, R. I. Draper, Kerr, ` Shafroth, 
Atwood. Eddy, 10X; Shannon, 
Avery, Elis, Leighty, Simpkins, 
Baker, Kans. Faris, ~ Snover, 
Baker, Md. Fen Linton, Southard, 
Parihi Fowler, Spalding, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Gamble, Low, Sperry, 
Beach, dner, Maharry, Stahle, 
Bennett, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Stephei 
Bishop, Gillett, Mass. McC I Stewart, N. J. 
Blue, Graff, MecCormi: Stewart, Wis. 
Boutelle, Griffin, Meiklejohn, Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Mercer, Strode, Nebr. 
Brumm, Grow, Miller, W.Va. Sulloway, 
Bull, Hadley, Tawney, 
Burton, Hager, es, 
Calderhead, Haiterman, Miner, N. X. Towne, 
Cannon. v. Minor, Wis. > 
Chickering, Harmer, Moody, Van Horn, 
Clark, Mo. Heatwole, Morse, Van Voorhis, 
Codding, Hemenway, Northway, alsh, 
ponis Henderson, Otjen, arner, 
Co = Henry, Conn. Watson, Ohio 
Cooke, 110 Henry, Ind. Parker, e 
r, Wis. Hepburn, Payne, Wilber, 
Cor. Hermann, Pearson, iltis, 
Cousins, Hilborn, Perkins, — — N 
Crowther, t. ips, ilson, 
Curtis, Howell, Pickler, Wood, 
Curtis, Kans. Huff, Poole, Woodard, 
Dalzell, Hunter, guise. Woodman. 
Danford, Hurley, A Woomer. 
Daniels, yde, RO 


H 
— 
ses, 
A Huling, Mozley, W. E 
wen, Huli, — 5 ¥s Washington, 
P, Hutcheson, Neill, Watson, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. Newlands, i 
Cur * Kendall z —— W * * 
tis, 
Dewitt, Kirkpatrick, —— z 
ors, 
Dockery, Kulp, Price, 


So the motion was rejected. 

The following poe were announced until further notice: 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE of Pennsylvania with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. RUSK. ; 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pe Ivania with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. McCald of Massachusetts with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. Money. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ELLErr of Virginia. 

Mr. Brum with Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

Mr. KULP with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Harrison. 

The following pairs were announced on this vote: 

Mr. LEONARD with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. DovEenor with Mr. McLaurin. 

Mr. KER with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. De Wirt with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. Howick with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York with Mr. Sora. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. CuLBERSON. 

Mr. Surra of Michigan with Mr. Yoakum. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi, 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. Pricr. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. OGDEN. 

Me SIEWART ef N. sig Mr. Speak league 

Y. Qi ew Jersey. > er, my colle: 
Mr. PITNEY is confined to his room by sickness. I po that he be 
excused. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. . I entered the Hall im- 
mediately after my name was called and desire to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro — The Chair can not entertain a 
request to record a vote under the circumstances. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I believe I am paired, but desire to 
state that I should vote “nay” on this proposition. 

Mr. I am paired with the gentleman from Ilinois, 
Mr. Parxce, and desire to withdraw my vote. I had temporarily 
overlooked the fact. > 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the pension bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. > 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield to my colleague, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LAYTON]. : 

Mr. LAYTON. . Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that reported this bill to the House for its con- 
sideration, my first thought was, in view of the fact that it was 
the first bill of a general character pertaining to pensions that had 
been presented to the House for its action at this session, itwasin- 
cumbent on me, as a member of the minority of the committee 
especially, to say something upon the floor as to its merits or 
demerits. But after having heard the long, able, interesting, and, 
all things considered, the very fair and conservative : h of 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. PrckLER] I reconsidered m 
first opinion, and came to the conclusion that Inasmuch as I coul 
not hope to add anything of interest to the discussion, I would 
willingly refrain from taking the floor at all. I believe Iso stated 
in the conimittee room; but I did couple that statement with the 

ualification that if no gentleman upon the other side of the 
Rowe should in his zeal provoke me er I certainly would 
adhere to my original resolution, but reserved the right as a mat- 
ter of self-defense, not particularly for myself as a member of the 
minority of the committee, but of the party which I represent, to 

resent some matters to this House in explanation of any opposi- 
Bon that I might offer to any portion of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make m understood at the out- 
set. Iam not here as a champion of this Administration on the 
pension question. I am not 1 to this bill now 
under consideration. As a whole, I think it a good bill. I believe 
that it is in the interest of the old soldier —in the of the 

ntleman from Illinois of the “ sure-enough ” soldier. t while 
F chal vote for it in its present condition if com to do so, it 
seems to me at the same time proper to add that I hope an oppor- 
tunity will be given to those who are interested in the special 
welfare of the ‘‘sure-enough” soldiers to submit two or three 
amendments at least, to which I wish to call attention before con- 
eluding. : 

I take pleasure in saying that I have the honor to represent on 
this floor a large soldier constituency. I do not know the exact 
number and .could not undertake to say; but including the old 
soldiers and their widows and dependents, I have no doubt the 
number will be between five and six thousand. I would be per- 
fectly safe in saying that the number is not less than 5,000. I 
have mingled a great deal with those old soldiers; I have mingled 
with them since my early boyhood, long before I ever aspired to 
an office; and more especially since I have had the honor to be a 
member of this body. Ihave become in that time acquainted with 
a very large number of them. Hence I assume and claim that I 
have the means of knowing their wishes relative to pension legis- 
lation, because I have always made it a point, when talking with 
them either in public or private, to ascertain what their wishes 
were relative to these subjects which I knew I would have con- 
tinnally to deal with while discharging, or attempting to dis- 
ae a official duties in this body. ore I say, as a 
friend of the old soldier, as a friend of the true soldier, that I be- 
lieve this is a good bill, as a whole, and I shall vote for it. I ho 
that gentlemen on this side of the House will, with at least su 
stantial unanimity, concur with me in my position. 

Referring again to the provocation that put me on the floor, I 
anticipated that unfortunately, in the discussion of this question, 
some gentleman upon the other side would not fail to lug in poli- 
tics. Tas recate it. I condemn it. I enter my protest against 
it; for if is any question that ought to be regarded as non- 
partisan, that ought to be considered without any feeling or bias 
in a political way, it is the question of pensions to the.defenders 


of our and of our country. ine 
But before Irefer to 3 who has thus irritated me, or 
who has provoked me to take the floor, I want to respectfully call 


the attention of this committee to my objections to this bill. I ask 
the earnest attention of gentlemen, because I have given this bill 
a great deal of serious consideration. And I repeat, spe 

as the friend, as the representative of the true sol , as the 
friend of the ‘‘sure-enough” soldiers, that there are at least two 
sections in this bill which do not meet with their approval. 

I wish especially to refer to section 13. I will not take the time 
to read it, but it is the section which provides that, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that a soldier may have deserted the Army, if he has 
afterwards enli and received an honorable discharge it shall 
be no bur to his status upon the pension roll. Lask your earnest 
consideration of this proposition; and that is all there is in it. It 
presents the simple question now, whether or not a soldier, hav- 
ing enlisted in the Army, and ing de: , willfully deserted, 
if you please, because there is no exception—basely deserted—but 
having afterwards reenlisted, and from that reenlistment received 
an honorable discharge, whether or not he is worthy to be placed 

on the pension rolls? x 
this connection, I want to call the attention of the committee 


to this important fact, which came to me by reason of my inter- 
mingling and conversations with the old soldiers th ves. I 
have heard it referred to frequently. In 1864, especially—and a 
great many of the old soldiers upon this floor can bear me ont in 
this statement—the year 1864 was the time especially in which 
these desertions principally occurred. I have forgotten the num- 
ber of desertions that took place from the Army of the Union in 
1864, and hence shall not undertake to state it, but it was among 
the thousands and tens of thousands, and possibly 100,000. There 
Wasa very largeandextraordinary number of desertions during that 
year. And I am told by these ‘‘sure-enough” soldiers that a great 
majority, if not nine-tenths, of those who thus basely deserted their 
flag and their coun in Makor 5 < sal did it arts 
ress purpose of receiving the large bounties that were paid to 

eee the latter part of that year. And the effect would 
be to give these soldiers who deserted in that year especially, and 
who are not upon the rolls, who deserted their commands for the 
mercenary purpose of receiving the large sums of money that were 
offered by way of bounty, to p. them upon the pension rolls. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this committee, I submit to 
you that that ought not to be done, and as a true friend of the true 
soldier Iam here to enter my protest. If I have an opportunity 
which I hope the Chairman of this committee or the members of 
the House will give me, I shall submit an amendment striking 
out the 1 words in section 13, covering the objection to 
which I have just referred, namely: 

Notwi a prior service w 
—— thstanding ka pi from which the person on whose service 


That will, by striking out the words I have just referred to 

3 these objectionable people to whom I have just alluded 

rom getting upon this roll, which I believe we all, on both sides 
of this House, want to preserve as a roll of honor. 

My second objection to this bill is to section 14, and I call the 
especial attention of the Committee of the Whole to this objec- 
tion, which has been well stated by my col. e upon the com- 
mittee, Mr. MCCLELLAN. The portion that I object to is the 
rating that shall be allowed to the soldier for his injuries. My 
objection is to this part of the section: 


To all disabilities jonable under the general law the same rate of pen- 
aoe 3 as under the general law, not to exceed in the aggregate 
per mon 


Now, when you stop to think a while, you will see tho perti- 
nency of my objection. There is not a true friend of the true 
soldier but will concede that a man who receives his injuries in 
battle, at the front, in the face of the enemy, is entitled to more 
consideration at the hands of a grateful country than a man who 
may 8 aves his es in 5 in a a 
while e Ce: ursuits. t yet, if you permit 
words to remain fa the bil, you make no distinction up to and 
including $12 a month. The man who was shot on the field of 
battle, and who was maimed or injured in some way while in the 
> or who incurred a disease while at the front, will be en- 
titled to no more consideration, to no ter pension at your 
hands if this rate is permitted, than the man who received 
a wound while pursuing his peaceful avocations last year, in 1895, 
or any prior year since the war. 

I submit to you, gentlemen of this committee, that that distinc- 
tion ought to be obviated; that it has been recognized as the policy 
of this Government from the close of the war, and with every 
other government, that men who receive their injuries on the 
battle or in the front, are entitled to more consideration at 
the hands of a grateful country than are those who received 
wounds or injuries or contracted disease otherwise. 
these are the only two serious objections I have to this 
bill. I hope hae ta be eliminated, and then I can vote for it 
cheerfully. I will vote for it, I repeat, anyhow, but under pro- 
test, because I believe it is in the interest, taking it altogether, of 
the old soldier. It will enable him to secure a pension much more 
speedily, if he is entitled to it, and it will at least enable him to 
have his case closed up and determined without unnecessary de- 
lay, whether or not he is to receive a pension. 

ow, as to the other objections that have been made, I suggest 


they are not tenable,in my ju t. The gentleman from 
Michi: [Mr. Sarr] objects to this second section of the bill, 
providing that no pension heretofore granted or which may here- 


after be granted under the pension laws shall be reduced exce 

on ‘mistake of fact” or recovery from disability.” The gentle- 
man objects to those six words, and objects to that portion of the 
bill. The distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
as I remember, objects to the form of the jurat required in prose- 
cuting an application for pension before the Pension Bureau; and 
the distinguished gentleman from Iowa submitted an amendment 
which he proposes to offer for the consideration of this committee 
if opportunity is given him—an amendment which I will read 
here, and will vote for it, because if this amendment is adopted it 
will not only bein the interest of the old soldier, but at the same 


4372 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 24, 


time it will obviate entirely, in my opinion, the objections offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan and the gentleman from Iowa 
lf to other portions of the bill. That amendment offered by 

the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is as follows: 
That in the administration of the Pension Bureau all pension laws shall be 


construed liberally in the interest of the claimant, and in no case shall the 
claimant be required to furnish a measure of proof that excludes all reason- 
able doubt, but he shall only be required to establish his claim by a fair pre- 
ponderance of proofs, 

I believe that amendment, I say, should be adopted; and if it is, 
it will obviate and entirely eliminate all these other objections 
that have thus far been advanced against this bill, en we 
come to deal with a definition of fraud, and to provide a code of 
laws for it, and a definition of mistake of fact, all lawyers will 
agree that gn are getting into very deep waters. In other words, 
it can not be done; it is not practicable. The only thing you can 
do as to these details, as to what constitutes fraud and mistake of 
fact, is to leave that to the broad discretion and judgment of your 
judicial and executive officers; and when you put in this amend- 
ment that in the i tion of the laws in the Bureau all 
pension laws shall be construed liberally, in the interest of the 
claimant, you at once obviate the objections made by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. SmirH] and the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. Therefore I think, with these three amend- 
ments, I can cheerfully commend and do commend this bill to 
every member upon both sides of this House. 

Mr. OWENS. As to the first section, too? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, as to the first section. That includes the 
men who first enlisted in the Confederate army and afterwards 
repented of their mistake and enlisted in the Union Army and 
received an honorable discharge therefrom. I do not see any ob- 
jection to that. I believe in forgiving men when they honestly 
admit that they made a mistake and try to make all amends pos- 
sible; and this was the only or the best way they could show their 
good faith at that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. LAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whyshould you not, in good faith, be in favor 
of the proposition to forgive those boys who deserted and after- 
wards went into the Union Army? 

Mr. LAYTON. I will forgive them if they were not deserters 
for a mercenary p 5 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 colleague of course remembers that in the 
Administration pr ing this these men were all pensioned, and 
this is only going back to the old rule, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. LAYTON. I never approved it; I have never known any 
true soldier that did approve of these willful deserters being pen- 
sioned under any circumstances, If they were simply technical 
deserters, if they did not, in fact, intend to desert, I would give 
them a pensionable status; but, as I have stated, a great maon 
of them are reported to have deserted in the latter part of 1864 
from one ent and enlisted in another, in order to secure the 
large bounties which were paid at that time. If it was a mere 
technical absence without leave and not a willful desertion, 1 be- 
lieve in removing that charge; but everyone who is in that con- 
dition can come to Congress; and after they have done that no 
objection will be made to their being thereafter placed in a pen- 
sionable status and that they may go on the pension roll. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. LAYTON. With pleasure. 

Mr. COX. Let me call your attention there to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. YTON. I have it before me. z ` 

Mr. COX. Lou have it serch e That is, that in construing 


the evidence it shall be construed with a view to 8 case 
orig ee to the preponderance of the evidence. That is the point, 
not ? 
Mr. LAYTON. That is the p 


urpose. 

Mr. COX. Now look at the amendment. It provides on the 

face of it that this evidence shall be construed in the interest of 

theapplicant, Now, whynotstrike that out and leave the evidence 

to be construed with reference to the preponderance, regardless 
of the applicant or tlie Government? 

TON. I think that, taking the whole amendment 
together, is its intentand purport. The rule has been, not only 
under this Administration but also under the preceding one—I 
rie from personal knowledge, because I have had a great deal to 

o with both in my official capacity—the rule has been. or at least 
the practice has seemed to be, no matter what rule they claim to 
be 3 that the soldier was required to prove the claim 
beyond all reusonable doubt. 

. COX. Of course. Now, the point there is on the construc- 
tion of the evidence, and your position is that the rule has been 
that the applicant must prove his case beyond reasonable doubt. 
That is N pon you are making. 5 

Mr. LA N. Isay that has been the practice, whatever the 
rule may have been, 


Mr. COX. But that is your point. Now, then, 32 this 
bill a provision that the evidence shall be construed li y for 
the applicant? 

Mr. YTON. Inanswer to the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee I will pay Ihas I believe the time has come when that 
provision ought to be placed in a general pension bill, for the rea- 
son that at this time, thirty-one years after the close of the war, it 
is often very difficult for these old soldiers to secure the technical 
evidence that might be 8 ir This is only a question involv- 
ing in each case a few dol and cents. It is in the nature of a 
simple civil action in a court, and there is not a court in Christen- 
dom that requires anything more than this amendment requires 
where the mere question of dollars is involved; the rule in all such 
cases is that the preponderance of testimony shall govern. In that 
same connection I do not know that it would be well now, so long 
after the close of the war, that the executive officers should be 
required to construe the law and the evidence applicable to these 
pension cases liberally in fayor of the applicants. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am talking a good deal longer than I in- 
tended when I took the floor. I want now to k of the provoca- 
tion to which I referred at the beginning of my remarks. The 
Kema from Iowa [Mr. HAGER] in his 3 speech yester- 

y afternoon used this language, as near as I can quote it: 


The same men who thirty years ago did all in their power to keep men off 
the muster rolls are now 8 all they can to keep them off the — —— rolls. 


And the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], who fol- 
lowed the gentleman from Iowa, said: 


The soldiers and their friends haye come to know that their only true friend 
is the Republican party. 


Now, reverting to the statement of which I have complained as 
made by the gentleman from Iowa, I assume in commenting upon 
it that he ibly referred to the members of this House from the 
Southern States. He either referred to them or he referred gen- 
erally to the great Democratic party, to which I have the honor to 
belong. If he referred to the former, I do not hesitate to stand 
here—because I know that those members will remain silent, as 
they always have done during the discussions of these questions— 
to repel and refute any such imputation as might be implied by 
the statement that the men who thirty years ago did all in their 
power to keep men off the muster rolls are now doing all they can 
to keep them off the pension rolls. 

Mr. MILES. Who made that remark? 

Mr. LAYTON, The A aspen from Iowa [Mr. HAGER]. Mr. 
Chairman, during my short experience in Congress I have sat in 
my place and have seen these gentlemen from the Southern States, 
men who were soldiers in the army of the Confederacy, brave sol- 
diers, men like the gentleman from Alabama [General WHEELER], 
like the gentleman from Georgia, the ex-Speaker of this House 
Fon CRISP], like the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee 

Colonel Cox] who has just asked me a question, and many 
others—I have seen those men day after day, session after session, 
without opposition, without objection, ungrudgingly, and cheer- 
fully, if you please, vote millions and millions of dollars; in fact, 
vote every dollar that was asked for by the administration of the 
Pension Bureau for the payment of pensions to the veterans of 
the Union armies. Take for illustration now, for the purpose of 
refuting these statements, the action of the Fifty-third Congress. 

I repeat, in order that 1 may not be misunderstood, that I am 
not appearing here as the champion of this Administration in its 
conduct relative to the pension laws. I do not indorse it, but I 
do protest against the statements of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ON] and the fontan from Iowa [Mr. HAGER] 
in the light of the record of the PT a Congress, the pri — 
ing Democratic Congress, of which I the honor to bea humble 
member, and I believe that when I get through calling the atten- 
tion of this committee and of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the gentleman from Iowa to the record, which I have taken 
the trouble to look over and compile briefly, they will rise in their 
places and say that, so far as the Democratic party in the Fifty- 
third Congress is concerned, the statements that they made here 
yesterday were not correct. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir; just a question. 

Mr. MAHON. I gave you yesterday from the records of Con- 


gress the figures to show that in all general pension legislation 
the majority of the votes cast by the Democratic party were in 
opposition. 

. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I have seen that record, with 
the exception of the last few votes, for many years past, and I 
have heard it cited at every session of Congress since I have been 


here. 
Mr. MAHON. Those data I secured by getting and paying for 
the services of an expert. Now I want to ask the gentleman this 


question: If pension legislation since the war—I mean general 
legislation; I am not talkin g about appropriations—had depended 
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on the votes of the Democrats on that side of the House, would 
there have been any such legislation? 

Mr. LAYTON. I am going to answer that question in my own 
way by calling the gentleman’s attention to what I know to be 
the fact. Iam going to answer the question, in other words, by 
referring to the action of the Fitty-third Congress. The gentle- 
man knows—he was a member of that Congress—I do not now 
refer so particularly to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAGER], 
who was not a member—the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] knows that the Fifty-third Congress had about 100 Demo- 
cratic majority. They had full control of the legislation of this 
House; ey could have refused, if they had so desired, to appro- 
priate one dollar for the old soldier. ey could have refused to 
pass any legislation whatever in the interest of the old soldier. I 
am not going to refer to the appropriations only, but before I get 
through will refer also to the general legislation. I propose to cite 
not aiy one bill, not only two bills, not only three bills, but many 
bills passed by the Fifty-third Congress—all in the interest and 
for the benefit of the soldier. And in passing I may say that this 
same line of remark would apply to the Fifty-second ee: in 
which we had a larger majority on this side and in which we 
made about $15,000,000 more of appropriations for the benefit of 
the old soldier than we did in the Fifty-third Congress—many 
more millions than was ever appropriated by any Congress in the 
history of the country. I do not desire fo take up the time of the 
committee; but for the p e of refuting a statement that the 
only true friend of the soldier is the Republican peny: I propose 

ich 8 


to give the record of the Fifty-third Congress, in w. the 
racy a majority of 100. 
I claim that the Representatives on the floor of this House rep- 


resent, as their name indicates, the true belief and feeling of the 
people and of a party better than it is represented elsewhere. They 
come directly from the people; they are of the people themselves; 
and hence when we are discussing and determining the question 
whether or not a party is against a certain proposition, the best and 
most satisfactory way to determine that question is by what their 
representatives do here rather than by what they 2 
As I have said, Mr. Chairman, I hurriedly collated some fi 
last night upon this question—proyoked to do so, if you please, 
by what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] and the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAGER] had said. 3 to read 
a statement of the appropria mns for pensions e by the Fifty- 
third Congress, as shown by the United States Statutes at Large, 
volume 28, covering the years 1893 to 1895. I give the pages of 
the various acts, with the purposes for which the appropriations 
were made, and the respective amounts. 

j Appropriations for pensions made by the Fifty-third Congress. 
[United States Statutes at Large, volume 28, Fifty-third Congress, 1893-1895. ] 


Page. For what purpose. | Amount. 
18 | For special examiners 1-4117 1etnmnenmm mnM $200, 000 
150, 000, 000 
1,000, 000 
72,000 
7 450, 000 
114 | For fuel 750 
— 750 
35, 000 
on Of 2,201,810 

194-195 „ 

195 | For special examiners 250, 000 
195, 000 
SS 250,000 
703 140, 000, 000 
704 228.000 
450, 000 
3 750 
For lights 750 
For stationery, eto 35,000 
For rents 23.070 
796 For Pension Office 2,086,710 
For special examine 500, 000 
707 | For extra examiners 22-22 ---20- 2020+ 195, 000 


Thus it will be seen that the total amount appropriated by that 
1 Democratic Congress was 8298, 931,460. 

Mr. SU. WAV. Will the gentleman give the political com- 
penon 5 the members who voted for the acts to which he is 
referrin 

Mr. 4 YTON. I have not that data here or I would do so 
with pleasure, because I believe this side almost unanimously 
voted for every one of those appropriations. I believe the record 
will sustain me in that statement. The bills were all . by 
Democratic committees, and reported unanimously. vernor 
Sayers, of Texas, sitting here, Was chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. I know there was no minority report in any 
case, or any serious opposition. 


The figures I have just stated, $298,931,460, cover the two years, 
making an average of $149,465,730 for each year. Those amounts 
cover, so far as I now remember, every dollar asked or estimated 


for by the Pension Department; nor do the a pia I have just 
firen include the several hundred thousand do appropriated 
r the maintenance of the many National Soldiers’ Homes in the 


country, nor several other minor appropriations not enumerated, 
which, if added, would probably make a grand total of over 
$300,000,000 appropriated by the much-maligned Democratic Fifty- 
third Congress for the benefit of the Union soldier in the war of 
the rebellion, his widow, orphans, and dependents. 

But that is not all that this much-maligned Fifty-third Demo- 
cratic Congress did in behalf of the old soldier. I have here col- 
lated, and shall take the liberty of reading, a statement of the 
pension legislation other than 5 passed by the Fifty- 
third Congress. This statement I have made after a hasty glance 
at the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, because I had but little time last 
evening. I find that the House of 5 men 
Who represent the people, who come directly from the people, 
who speak and act for the . House of Representatives 
of that Congress, passed the following bills in the interest and for 
the benefit of the Union soldier, his widow, orphans, and dependents: 

1. A bill to supplement the act of June, 1890. so as to give pensions to widows 
of soldiers who died in the service, but notin line of duty. (This bill did not 
pass the Senate.) 

Mr KAHON . Will the gentleman give the dates of these sev- 
eral ac 

Mr. LAYTON. Unfortunately, I have not included the dates; 
but I give the titles, 


2. A bill to re the law of March, prohibiting the payment of pen- 
sions to nonresidents, because it was asce: ed upon a more careful inves- 
hon that most of these nonresidents are widows and mothers of deceased 
soldiers. 

3. A bill to give the same weight and character to the pea of private 

te. 


soldiers as to that of officers bill did not pass the Senate. 
4. A bill to pay accrued pensions prior to the death of the pensioner, and 
also providing that where a pension check is forwarded by the United States 


Government to a pensioner who dies after executing the er voucher, but 
before the receipt of the check, such check shall be considered as a perme 
and shall be honored and paid to the proper person representing the d 
pensioner. 


The following bills were also passed: 


or otherwise 1 helpless c 


age. (This bill did not pass the Senate.) : 
8. * to prohibit the Commissioner of Pensions from withholding or sus- 
pending a 


x nsion theretofore panta until due notice is first giron the pen- 
sioner and an opportunity to be first heard relative thereto, known as the 
“vested-rights bill” 5 

In passing along I may state that I had the honor to introduce 
this very just bill substantially as it passed the House. One of 
the effects of this law was to stop the practice which had been fol- 
lowed for many years in the Pension Office of suspending pen- 
sions without notice to pensioners; thus recognizing the principle 
and well-known rule of law and justice that no man should be 
prived of an adjudicated right, by an executive officer especially, 
without first being given a fair opportunity to be heard in his 
defense. 

9. A bill providing that the reports of medical exa; 
open to the. inspect mos of applicants for pensions, or cigar piped anit 


ing them. 

10. Another bill, authorizing and requiring such medical boards to state 
ratings for the various disabilities of applicants whom they examine and 
make these ratings a part of their reports to the Pension Bureau. 

ll. And another, providing that all pensions heretofore allowed for an 
sum less than $6 per month be immediately increased to that sum; and 
providing further, that no pension shall hereafter be granted for a less sum 
than $6 per month. 

The effect of this law was to increase to $6 per month the pen- 
sions of nearly 50,000 soldiers who had theretofore been drawing 
less than that amount. > 

One or two other minor bills may have passed the House also 
which I have overlooked in my hurried examination of the REC- 
ORD, but surely the foregoing are amply sufficient to reřute any 
statementor assertion thatthe Fifty-third Con was,or thatthe 
Democratic party is, unfriendly to the old soldier, and at the same 
time ought to convince you and all fair-minded men—such as I 
know the old soldiers to be—that they can safely intrust their 
claims and their welfare in the hands of the great party of all the 
people of which I have the honor to bea humble member. So 

ong as this party shall have the power to do so, all just and rea- 
sonable relief shall and will be afforded by a grateful nation to all 
these now rapidly aging heroes. 

I earnestly hope that the enactment of this bill into a law may 
be speedily followed by other and additional legislation granting 
a reasonable service pension to all honorably discharged ex-Union 
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soldiers; by an act increasing the pensions of the armless and leg- 


less and otherwise maimed soldiers, and other favorable legi 
tion on the same line which my limited time will not permit me 
to mention in detail. 

Mr. Chairman, I will conclude these brief but earnest remarks 
by reciting a few lines from a poem written by the celebrated an- 
thor of Bolt,” who was himself a Democratic member of the 
Fifty-third Congress. I will further preface them by saying that 
I most heartily approve their spirit and sentiment. 


The past is glorious. Shall wee'er forget 
The veterans’ service and country’s debt? 


But few survive; ury, and pain 
Are thinning fast ‘tha veterans who remain. 
Shall sleek economists then 


try! 
Staining thine honor, sullying th 
If these were not, from out thy fall su 3 
85 ed while living, 


So long as grasses grow an: a Sl 
Mr. Chairman, the pending bill, as a whole, is a meritorious 
one, and hence I shall cheerfully vote for it. [Applause.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


New Hampaan 
A bill 0 . 261) for the relief of Arthur P. Selby; 
A bill (S. 2503) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer; 
A bill (S. 308) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; 
A bill (S. 1200) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
saat 1. 8.2 circuit; 


ss 


and minin; 


the Army; an fe 
A bill (S. 296) for the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly 
commissary sergeant, United States Army. : 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 


year ending June 80, 1897, and for other p „ had asked a 
conference with the House upon the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. and Mr, COCKRELL 


as the conferees on the part of the Senate. ; 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment concurrent resolution relative to printing report 
of the commanding officer of the Watertown Arsenal of tests of 
materials for industrial and other purposes made at arsenal dur- 
ing the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. 
message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of House was 


requested. 
the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri 
of the Interior be directed to rescind his orders to 
neral Office suspe! work u 


J, That the 
Commis- 


Pacific 
. Utah, and shall cause work thereon to 
the Union Pacific Railroad i 


the 
: Provided, No patents shall be 
ed for an lands which have nct bess sold by waid. company prior to the 
— — 
The message also announced that the Senate had with- 
. bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the aaa poroi — 


PENSIONS. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, it is with a feeling of pride that I 
arise to address the committee upon this occasion, mingled with re- 
t at my inability todo justice to the subject under consideration, 
have the honor to represent in part upon this floor a State greater 
in the endowment of natural wealth t any other, and the equal 
of any in its devotion to the integrity of the Union; a State that gave 
109,000 soldiers to the Union Army in spite of all the influences 
that were urged against it; a State whose quota of volunteers was 
always filled; a State that has made ee ee since the 
war, and whose ess in the years to come will make one of the 
brightest chapters of the history of the Republic. 

The district I nave the honor to t contains a quarter of 
a million population, and among its people, all of them inspired 
by the spirit of patriotism and of progress, are from eight to ten 
thousand Union soldiers. These men were not coffee coolers or 
camp followers, nor are they in whole or in part an old soldiers’ 
pension trust, which I have heard referred to here. They aro 
citizens because they were soldiers, and they realize that citi 
sop in the Republic now was only madè possible by the devotion 
and sacrifices of a generation ago. The le among whom the 
live realize the same great and hence in the remarks whic! 
I desire to 5 represent the entire people of the 
district, and I believe of the State as well. 

I believe, after having listened very earnestly to the discussion 
which has thus far taken place upon the bill pending before the 
committee, that I may be permitted to say that I doubt very much 
indeed whether any man or any member of this body is entitled 
to here or here as the especial representative of the 
true soldier in the late war. The true soldier can usually rae 
for himself, and even he can but express his opinion, as can ot = 
But in so far as the assumption goes that any particular person is 
SATA right to speak for him, I may repeat that I 


N This bill ding before the ittee, if it is anything at 
ow, pen ‘ore committee, if it is an 

all, is a bill intended to simplify and render less burdensome and 
tedious the proceedings on part of the pensioners making an 
application for an increase of pension, or on the part of those who 
are not on the pension roll to secure a place upon it. If that is a 
correct description of the bill, then it seems to me that every mem- 
ber of the House of the State from which he hails or 
the party with which he affiliates, can afford to give it his hearty 


support. 

The war out of which these pensions have grown, the war to 
which this bill owes its existence, is so far in the past that to- da 
and for some time past a feeling of unity, a spirit of peace, an 


grown among the 
pens that live not alone in any particle State or 
States, but 


response 

some two or three months ago, and which will be remembered as 

the letter is read. I read it solely for the purpose of emphasizing 

what I have said about the spirit of unity that has grown up in 

EVAT RET Ce Saree rene ae OE DOER, This letter is as fol- 
Ws: 


DEAR our telegram of yesterday, willsay: When General 
“3 Shoe — Tihore 


SIR: 1 
Lee furled the flag an 2 and the colors 
forall time. The idal of brave 


one symbol and one country. N i broad 
duty greater than tender recollections. t above 
chief of this trinity of virtues. 
diery, whether of the North or of the South, should main- 
it of duty, citizenship, and Americanism which will banish sec- 
and prejudice, and tie us together with a fourfold bond 
ection, and 
asl in the e as in your city J: 
y of the Republic e 5 a tee 
th starsand would 


oar hee weet 


5 ourselves or our private sorrows in 
T JOE. O. SHELBY. 


2 — —— New York City. 

I have read that letter, Mr. Chairman, as I stated at the outset, 
for the purpose of emphasizing here and now that we have again 
become one people, one broad-spirited American people, animated 
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by the same desire to see this grand Republic of ours grow and 
rosper in the future as it has in the past—aye, and to accelerate 
That growth and progress, if it is possible to do sọ. _Hence the 
only question which, it strikes me, is raised by the bill pending 
before the committee is as to whether or not in a free state the 
defenders of that state shall at all times feel assured that their 
services, when given in time of danger, shall not be forgotten in 
time of peace; that their services, given to the state when indeed, 
in unstinted measure, shall not go unremembered when the hour 
of need comes to them. I see nothing else in the bill before the 
pen the estion of the right ť the ing of 
pon uestion of the right or wrong o n pen- 
sions, it has n the policy of this country, 5 the 
policy of every free state on earth, to grant pensions to the soldiers 
of its volunteer armies. There was a time, now nearly thirty-one 
ago, when an immense column of the men who had given 
three or four years, the best years of their young manhood, to the 
service of their country, were ca a= in martial array and 
marched in triumph through the length of Pennsylvania avenue, 
in this city, g back to a restored Union and to the wait- 
ing and anxious friends they had left at home the remnant of 
physical manhood they yet had. 

If you ask the question: Did those brave and victorious men 
once think, as they marched MONEO Avenue, of the priceless in- 
vestment the left behind; did they think of the lives that lay 
buried u battlefields upon which they had turned their backs 
forever to welcome the rising sun of the new Republic; did they 
think once of the blood that had flowed in unstinted measure to 
preserve the freedom of the country, or of the limbs that had been 
shattered, or of the health that lay buried on the plains or in the 
swamps of the sunny Southland? I answer, no, Mr. Chairman. 
These men as they turned their backs upon the past and their faces 
to the future thought only of the building up of the blic, 
thought only of returning to home and loved ones, tho only 
of thanking the God of Battles that the flag they had followed so 

still floated in triumph above them. These were the thoughts 

which animated the bosoms of the men in those marching col- 

3 No thought of pensions then entered the mind of one of 
em. ' 

But the years 


fully conducted. They began to think, when the pains of wounds 
and disabilities incurred to afflict them, of the promise 
which the policy of the country held out to them, that its defend- 
ers in time of war should not be forgotten when their hour of 
need came. [Applause.] 

Did those veteran legions, as they melted away from the ranks 
of war, bristling with 2 to the employments and the ranks 
of , bristling with the tools and implements of commerce and 
the industries, look askance at the future and endeavor to raise 
the veil that they might see the result to which they were so qui- 
etly and in such an orderly way devoting themselves? Ass y, 
no. They went with hearts full of faith in the future. They 
went, believing in the eternity of the Republic whose life they had 
assisted in saying: They went, believing not only in the eternity 
of the Republic, but in the justice of the ublic as well. And 
it gratifies me to be able to say they have not believed altogether 
in vain. The thousands who to-day are upon Too paon rolls of 
the United States are a most significant proof of the fact that re- 

blics are not ungrateful. But there are still those among the 

fenders of the country in the past who are yet asking that they, 
too, may receive some recognition, some remembrance of the sery- 
ices they rendered their country years ago. 

Strange ag it may seem, thirty-one years after the war closed, 
there are yet men in this country whose names are not upon the 

ion roll, but who rendered as faithful and as honorable serv- 
as were rendered by any soldier in the Army.. There are men 
who in one way or another, through the administration of the 
pension laws, have been kept off the rolls throughout all these 
It may be the fault of thelaw. It may the fault of 
ose who administer the law. It may be the fault of the soldier 
himself; but it is some one’s fault, and this bill seeks to furnish a 
remedy for a large number of those cases; seeks to furnish a 
means by which the Pension Bureau may no longer misinterpret 
the law or enact a rule whose seeming is to aid the law, 
but whose real effect is to delay the action of the Government, to 
delay the granting of the pension. 

Different administrations have made different rulings. The 

law should be made so plain that it would not be subject to more 


than one construction. This bill will eliminate a number of the 
evils of that sort and lead to a wider distribution of justice and 


a more expeditious settlement of claims. But it does more than 
that, it seeks in itself to declare in those cases of the greatest fre- 
quency in the administration of the pension laws, where it has 
been rendered difficult for meritorious claimants to have their 
pensions allowed, to furnish a remedy by which the rule of 
administration is itself made a part of the law. 

Now, I have listened to some of the criticisms that have been 
made of the bill, and I confess that while it does not go as far as 
I wish it did in the direction of eliminating the difficulties that 
haye grown up in the administration of t msion laws, yet, 
inasmuch as it does go a long way in the right direction, it seems 
to me that the great American people will indorse it heartily and 
that we, their representatives, not as Republicans, not as O- 
crats, not as Populists, but as representatives of the American 
people, representatives of the Republic, ought to give to it our 
unanimous vote and support. 

I might say in reference to the first section of the bill that per- 
haps a date ought to have been fixed, and it ought to exclude those 
whose prior service in the Confederate army was voluntary; but 
I apprehend no serious danger will come to the pension roll if 
that section is left in as it is. I heard it intimated afew moments 
ago that under certain contin ies the pension payments re- 

uired by the pension roll of this country would amount up to 
$200,000,000 a year. To me that statement appears to be utterly 
absurd, I do not believe myself that it can ever hereafter under 
any circumstances exceed $160,000,000, and should it ever reach 
that figure death will ily reduce the amount. 

Now, let us look at this pension payment for a moment. Ispoke 
a few minutes ago of the investment that had been made by the 
marching thousands who passed in review on Pennsylvania avenue, 
and the marching thousands who were mustered out in other 
towns and cities of the country, and who never saw Pennsylvania 
avenue. What was it? From three to fours years of the ene: 
and vigor, and blood, so to speak, of active young manhood. 
bloom of health had gone from their cheeks and they had become 
wan and lean, the energy and vigor of youth had gone, even from 
those who saw least of the severities of the service. Arms and 
legs, and eyes and ears by the thousands had gone, and rivers of 
blood had shed and thousands of lives sacrificed. Out of 
that investment, not of money, but of the health and vigor of the 
noblest young men of the country, including the $00,000 lives that 
were given and igned to the dust—out of that investment, 
out of that magnificent libation poured around the roots of the 
tree of liberty, behold, it rises anew among the nations of the 
earth with a new majesty anda new meaning. Out of thatinvest- 
ment comes a new Republic, with a growth and progress and de- 
velopment that the world had never seen equaled. Out of that 
investment, at a time when the nation had but $16,000,000,000 of 
wealth, has grown a nation with $70,000,000,000 of wealth. Out of 
that investment has grown a nation with an internal commerce 

ter than the internal commerce of all the nations of Europe. 

— BIRS er has n up a nation with 70,000,000 of 

people with a capacity to make, to create, to produce, to consume, 

equal to four or five times the number of any other people in the 
wor 

By reason of that investment less than 40,000 miles of railway 
have grown until the iron arms of commerce equal 180,000 miles 
and cover the 3,000,000 square miles of the United States like a 
network, making our unequaled internal commerce possible. 

Out of that investment the Republic has risen to be the first 
among the nations of the earth in iculture, in manufactures, 
in inventions, in mines and mining, in education, in wealth and 

wer, and in the comfortable housing of its laboring millions. 

ut great and glorions as are these achievements, there is a greater 
glory in the birth and growth of a genuine American spirit. A 
spirit that sees in the atmosphere of the Republic a place for but 
asingle flag, the flag born out of the very poetry of patriotism, 
christened with the blood of heroes and carrying in e thread 
of its warp and woof a story of human achievement without a 
parallel in the annals of mankind. A spirit that sees in the Re- 
public the embodiment of man’s highest and best capacity to gov- 
ern; that sees in the right of every man to worship God beneath 
his own vine and fig tree according to the dictates of his own con- 
science, a sacred right that can not be invaded without peril to 
liberty itself. A spirit that watches with sleepless vigilance every 
approach toward a union of church and state, and guards against 
it. A spirit that believes in educating the children of the people 
and clings to the public school as the foundation rock upon which 
the Republic rests and which no storm can destroy. <A spirit that 
regards the Republic as the hope of mankind an inst 
every encroachment upon the ideal of the fathers. A spirit that 
believes in and prints e the development of our own country, 
the constant increase of our own industries, the enlargement of 
our commerce and the employment at fair wages of our own peo- 
ple, and believes that with such devotion to the interests and wel- 

re of the People of the Republic, want and destitution would give 
way tocomfortand plenty, and happiness would reign triumphant 
in American homes, 
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All this was made possible by the unmeasured sacrifices of four 
years of war to preserve the Union. The vast growth, the unexam- 
pled development, the progress and glory of achievement, became 

ible alone through a restored and preserved Union. The 300,- 
men who fell ask nothing. Their names are surrounded witha 
halo of 8 glory. But loved ones were left behind who 


may be Let it not be said they have asked in vain. 
And there are some thousands yet who were equall ior 
or, who, 


the time of 2 with those who have been provi 
by reason of difficulties they have been unable to surmount in pro- 
curing the testimony demanded by the administration of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, are 5 with one foot in the grave and the other 
on the verge of it, shuddering in the face of an uncertain future, 
and asking, as they sit down in this land of plenty to a dinner of 
bread and water, without meat, without vegetables, without milk, 
without coffee, asking, as they look upon the growth and progress 
around them, asking as they remember their sacrifices which made 
that growth and progress ipene; that out of the unexampled 
abundance which blesses the country a portion may be given to 
them—a small portion—in order that their last days upon earth 
may not be daysof absolute suffering. Thatisall, Mr. Chairman X 
that these disabled and debilitated heroes of the Republic ask, and 
the bill under consideration will aid them in securing what is so 
justly due, The request can not be regarded as unreasonable, and 
the bill therefore ought to be supported. 

Asthe Father of his Country stood amidst his bl country- 
men and saw them falling on every hand, saw them poorly fed and 
poorly clothed, and poorly paid, in the darkest hour of the Revo- 

ution he was gazing ully through the smoke of battle, the 
thunder of the cannon, and the shouting at the temple of liberty 
and order which he trusted, even then, was 9 in symmetry 
and strength,“ but nowhere in the beautiful temple that filled his 
prophetic vision was there a place for a large standing army be- 
cause the maintenance of such an army is inconsistent with the 
preservation of the temple. And yet Washington, whose judg- 
ment was singularly clear, fair, and comprehensive, was not blind 
to the fact that governmental institutions, whether builded upon 
the divine right of kings to govern the people or the divine right 
of the — 0 to govern themselves, must be strong in order to be 

en 


Wanting a standing army, there is but one remaining source of 
strength, the citizen soldiery, who are soldiers in time of war and 
citizens in time of ; men who willingly leave the plow 
standing in the unfinished furrow, or the plane upon the unsur- 
faced k, or the unfo iron upon the anvil, to join the 
serried ranks of war when ger threatens, and whoas willing] 
return to their several employments when the danger has Samad 
But it is manifest that while patriotism is saving a country it is 
losing a business, while it is supporting the source of all employ- 
ments it is abandoning its own, and the men who are thus 
prompted, and who are the very salt of their 1 ought cer- 
tainly to have some assurance that they will not be wn 
entirely upon their own resources when they return to the em- 

loyments thoy abandoned, not because they loved their homes 
Ene less, but their country more. It would be unjust for the 
country to make this, the heaviest of all drafts poe patriotism, 
without some recompense other than the beggarly stipend paid 
under the misnomer of wages. 

Four 2 ok life in camp, on the march, and on the battle 
line, or three years, or two years, perhaps a month or less, leaves 
an impress upon the soldier which can not be eradicated and 
which partially or wholly unfits him to do battle in the ranks of 

To the extent that heis disqualified by reason of his service 
for the active employments of 1 the State has robbed those 
depending upon him and should make the loss good. This is the 
foundation of the pension system, and pact part of it is rock 
ribbed with the principles of justice and truth. 

It is not unnatural, perhaps, to regard with higher favor those 
who werein the forefront of great battles, because their situation 
appeals in the strongest terms to the dramatic element in our 
nature, which is ever presentand always ready tomount its heroes 
upon a pedestal and shout their heroism to the world; and this, 
too, although they may have come through unscathed, while a 
night’s sleep in the mud of a camp, on the wet ground, or amid 
the poison vaporsof aswamp, may have planted in the system the 
germs of di which, partially or wholly, ever thereafter inca- 
pacitates the soldier from playing an equal hand in the great game 
of practical life. f 

a free government every citizen of military owes to his 
country the same duty, if he is of sound mind and body, and his 
acceptance after an examination should be conclusive upon that 

uestion. The government should not in after years be heard to 

ispute the truth of whatits ownofficers had averred. Each owes 
his life, his fortune, and his sacred honor, but all do not render 
this heroic service, and manifestly those who do not, owe to those 
who do, a fair and just compensation for the services which yield 
a benefit to all alike, 


Washington deciared, when he was Commander in Chief of the 
Continental Army, that— ` 

Milr service is a profession and business for which there should be 
due and due support. Hence, in addition to the conditions of good 
training, officers and sole ers should be well paid, we l clothed, and should 
have the security given them of pensions when the war closes. 

The policy of the United States, having so high an origin, has been 
consistent and straightforward, including, without o ition, the 
soldiers of 83 until the war of the rebellion. e soldiers of 
the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, numerous Indian wars, 
and the war with Mexico have all been pensioned. There is a 
difference, it is true, between the war of the rebellion and all other 
wars in which the country has engaged, but in no other war did 
our soldiers gain more for their country than in the war of the 
rebellion. The differences, then, whatever they may be, can not be 
called upon to justify any discrimination against the soldiers of 
the Union Army. 

The large number of soldiers in the war of the rebellion, and the 
large number, therefore, who are pensionable, has something to 
do, doubtless, with the spirit of opposition that breaks out occa- 
sionally in places to making any increase in the list possible. But 
the amount required each year will not probably exceed an aver- 
age of more than a hundred and forty millions, and that avera; 
can not continue but a few goara longer, when it must inevitab. 

gin to decrease. But if the amount should reach two hun 

ons per annum, as has been asserted, it can not be regarded 
as unjust. A stream of youth and health and vigor poured into 
the terrible maelstrom of war from the loyal homes of the Repub- 
lic for four long years. Three hundred thousand young men, the 
muppors of 300,000 homes, went down in the swirl; and a half a 
million more were cast up in a bruised and maimed condition or 
with bodies debilitated with disease, and another half a million 
were injured more or less. 

The payment of the money quarterly to meet the demand upon 
the pension roll has never been a burden and never can be. It is 
manifestly unfair to compare the cost of our pension roll with 
the cost of the standing armies of Europe. A standing army is a 
cancer that feeds upon the body politic, that has destroyed it, 
and may destroy it again. The pension roll in a free country, the 
result of service in a volunteer army, is an element of strength. 
Its presence is a constant assurance to each generation of freemen 
that a prompt r to their country's call when danger 
threatens will not be allowed to go unremembered. It is infi- 
nitely better than a promise, because in our country, at least, it is 
the continued fulfillment of the settled policy of the oe mor 

Without the sacrifices of thirty-odd years ago the nation of to- 
day would have been impossible. 

ithout those sacrifices the sun of liberty would in all human 
probability have gone down forever in a night of eternal gloom. 

Without those sacrifices the iron heel of despotism would rest 
heavier upon the necks of the people to-day than it did a century 


ago. 

Without those sacrifices, instead of one flag floating over a united, 
happy, and peaceful country, we would have had a dozen or more 
flags floating over bodies of armed men engaged in therapine and 
plunder of perpetual war. 

Without those sacrifices, instead of a nation of 70,000,000 people, 
we would have had a dozen or more so-called 8 States, 
without industries, without commerce, without education, with- 
out growth or development, constantly embroiled with each other 
and constantly cultivating the art of war. 

Without those sacrifices the tremendous growth and Lok i 
of the Republic, and of the world, would have been impossible. 

Barbarous as is war, it has its uses if its lessons are rightfully 
applied. Among those lessons there is none of higher importance 

n that that is illustrated by the men who are asking as a right 
ashare in the marvelous growth and progress which their sacrifices 
alone made possible. 

Washington looked upon war as the pioneer looks upon the de- 
3 of ma oro in on midst rar 5 he We his lot * 

e purpose o ilding a home. e trees upon the 

and are made into rails or cut into wood for fuel or hauled 
to the sawmill to be made into lumber, the pioneer sees the farm, 
the garden, the orchard, the domestic animals, the home that is 
to be, rise like a beautiful vision of the mirage upon the horizon 
of the future. So to the soldiers of the Union Army, as they lay 
down upon the wet earth or in the mud to get a few moments of 
sleep, as they went day after day with a half or less than halfa 
ration, as they went day after day into battle and saw the destruc- 
tion going on around them, could also see the picture of the glory 
of the Republic yet to come, and they cheerfully made the sacrifices 
which might otherwise have been impossible. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read one letter to show the 
of unity that has taken possession of the people and has e us 
again one country and one flag, with a common ancestry, a com- 
mon henag and a future of greater glory than can be described 
in wo 


irit 


1896. 
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I have another letter to read which is as well calculated to ex- 
cite feelings of sadness as was the former to excite feelings of 
pride and pleasure. The letter is dated April 20, and I read it to 
emphasize the W for just such legislation as is embraced 

t 


in the pending bill. is from a man I know well and have 
known for years, and I do not believe he has overdrawn the pic- 
ture. I trust I may have the serious attention of every member 
on the floor, because the story told in the letter addresses itself 
to every sentiment of humanity, as well as to that love of conn 
that revolts at the possibility of a condition such as is described: 
SPRINGFIELD, Mo., April 20, 1896. 

Col. J. P. TRACEY, Washington, D. C. 


BIR AND FRIEND: TRACEY, please do not consign this to the waste paper 


basket, but pl , for humanity's sake, read and then act. By ent I 
came in contact with an old soldier in the most abject poverty. Someda 
o his wife came to me to er husband's 


t me to write an 1 for 
rge from the Home at Leavenworth. Idid so; and Saturday his epee 
were returned to my care. Yesterday Seog Hes hunted him up to deliver 
the papers. In a miserable hovel not larger n 8 by 10 feet I found a hus- 
band, wife, and little girl at a dinner cf dry bread and water. The wife told 
me that Saturday she cleaned the office of the Queen City Mills and received 
in pay a 23-cent sack of flour and 25 cents cash, and was pa togetit. The 
woman has more than o: culture and refinement for her station—evi- 
dently has seen better days. and is devoted to her wreck ofa husband. He 
has been a man of splendid physical organism, but is now as deaf as a stone, 

ileptic, and badly 5 He was pensioned at 15 75 month July 18. 
192. under certificate No. 795067, under act June 27, 1890, for disease of the 
rectum. That pension was cut off May 4. 1805. He can not tell for what cause. 

His 8 the Home states his disease to be deafness and rupture. 
His name is uel Davidson, late a member of Companies I and M, First 
Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry. I earnestly believe the 
man to bea sober man, and he and his wife Christians. When I got home 
and sat down toa good dinner I related to my wife and children my experi- 
ence of the last hour and asked what we done that we should be more 
favored than they, who were as good by nature and better by practice than 
were we. While in your line of duty and to be consistent you are compelled 
to sit in your seat and vote large pensions to officers’ widows, now please 
do this much out of your line of official duty—make a strong effort to have 
this man restored to the ion rolls. There is nota of medical ex- 
aminers in the United States that would not certify the man to be totally dis- 
abled to perform any kind of manual labor, 

I was A porse to read and proud to know that you put yourself on record 
against the management of the Leavenworth Home. No wonder that such 
poor. abject mortals as the one of whom I have written prefer to take any- 
thing a cold, uncharitable world may give than to submit to the treatment 
endured by the rank and file who are taken into that institution. 

Please act at once and in earnest for Davidson, and oblige your friend. 


Every word of that letter is the truth, and I submit that in my 
opinion it would be difficult to frame a more n appeal for 
prompt action in the direction indicated by the bill under consid- 
eration. Had this bill been a law Davidson could not have been 
unceremoniously dropped from the pension roll, and the story of 
that letter would never have been written. But Davidson’s case 
is but one of hundreds, perhaps of thousands. Is it not a shame 
that there should be one, and while there is one ought any friend 
of the present administration of the Pension Bureau complain of 
unfriendly criticism of its action? 

I would not knowingly be unfair to anyone, and I believe the 
present Pension Commissioner to have been a brave Union sol- 
dier, and I believe he is a good man. He is doubtless affected, more 
or less, by his surroundings—most men are—and those surround- 
ings do not appear to be overflowing with love for the Union sol- 
dier. At any rate, whatever the cause there are features of the 
present administration of the pension laws that do not commend 
themselves to the hilarious indorsement of men who believe them- 
selves entitled to pensions, and who are so entitled if faithful 
service in the Union Army and disability by reason thereof to 
earn a support are evidence of title. 

Some of the regulations appear to be based upon the theory that 
the old soldier is a sort of nuisance, to be tolerated because the 
laws require it, but to be rid of as far as the laws will permit, in- 
stead of being regarded, as he should be, a citizen to be ‘eee of 
and to be treated with deference and respect. One of those reg- 
ulations is a printed reply to a letter of inquiry as to the status 
of a claim. 

The claimant is informed that his claim is awaiting replies to 
letters written by the Bureau to persons who are supposed to have 
personal knowledge of the merits of the claim; that as soon as 
the replies are received the claim will again be taken up for fur- 
ther consideration. It is difficult to imagine anything more exas- 
perating. The letters must be written upon the assumption that 
the claimant is dishonest and is engaged in the effort to perpetrate 
a fraud, and yet just such letters have been addressed to claim- 
ants whom I personally know to be honest men. There is no inti- 
mation that the claims will ever 8 be taken up should the 
parties addressed fail to reply, although it is easily within the 
possibilities that they may never reply. Should they be enemies 
of the claimant, as they doubtless are in many cases, they will 
make haste to fill the Bureau with the poison that rankles in their 
own mind and heart. . 

Under the law of 1890 Congress certainly intended that a dis- 
abled soldier should be pensioned unless his disabilities were the 
result of his own vicious habits. That being true, it need only be 
shown that the claimant was a soldier, that he is disabled, and that 
his disability was not caused by his own vicious habits. But un- 
der the rulings of the Bureau every claimant should be both a 


lawyer and a physician, so that he would make no mistake in alleg- 
ing his disabilities and thus avoid a fatal variance between the 
allegations and the proof. Pension claims have been rejected for 
no other reason than such a variance. Now, it seems to me that 
it ought to be apparent to the dullest intellect that disability being 
the ground of pension under the law of 1890, whenever such disa- 
bility is established, and along with it the absence of vicious habits 
as the cause, the pension should be allowed whether the proof cor- 
responds with the allegation or not. 

These faults of administration will be corrected by the bill under 
consideration, if it becomes a law, and I sincerely regret that it 
does not go further and extend the benefits of the law of 1890 to 
members of State organizations who. while they were never mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, were called into that 
service by the commanding officer of a military district or depart- 
ment an formed for ninety days or more as faithful and val- 
uable services as did the troops regularly mustered in. There are 
also anumber of others who were not mustered into any organi- 
zation, but who shared every danger and vicissitude of the soldier 
and whose services were in constant demand and were invaluable. 
I refer to the civil scouts who were employed and paid, but who 
were not mustered into the service, and hence are not pensionable. 
I hope an amendment may be adopted that will embrace these 
deserving men. 

I trust the amendments I have suggested, and some others I will 
not take the time of the committee to suggest, may be adopted; 
but, Mr. Chairman, if they are not I willsupport the bill and vote 
for its passage, because, with whatever defects it may have, it is 
an improvement upon existing laws, and will help many an hon- 
est, struggling, poverty-stricken, almost heartbroken soldier to 
render his declining days brighter and more cheerful by securing 
the pension he should have had poe ago. Where is the man who 
begrudges the payment or feels like commending the Pension 
Bureau for a be it? 

With all the deference and respect which I think I ought to feel 
for gentlemen apon the floor who feel it to be their duty to criti- 
cise the present bill, and who have criticised other pension bills 
from time to time, I am compelled to say that in my opinion every 
act that enables the placing of one more deserving name upon the 
pension roll until all are there who are entitled adds to the glory 
and the longevity of the Republic. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I can not refrain from saying in conclusion 
that a better law than this, a law that ought to have been passed 
when the invalid-pension law of 1890 was enacted, is a service- 
pension law properly framed to do justice to all the gallant men 
whose services helped to save the Union and to the dependents of 
those who have crossed the river to camp forever on ‘‘ fame’s 
eternal camping ground.” The time has come to do away with 
the machinery of the Pension Bureau, the medical boards, the 
special examiners, the army of clerks, and the boards of review. 
instituted, doubtless, to aid the deserving veteran, but often used. 
against him; their cost absorbs a considerable sum of money that 
could be more wisely and profitably paid to deserving pensioners, 
The average of those who served in the Union Army has 
reached beyond 60, and if all were given an equitable rating upon 
the roll the immediate increase of the sion payment would 
not be as great as many suppose, and before the first quarter had 
passed away after the completion of the roll it would in to de- 
crease, and the decrease would be rapid. It is but an act of sim- 
ple justice. The millions who have come to the country since the 
war, or who have grown up in it, are in the full enjoyment of the 
blessings vouchsafed them vronn the labors and sacrifices of 
the soldiers of the Union Army. e very sacrifices out of which 
the blessings came rendered those who made them incapable of 
participating fully in the advantages of the era which, under God, 
they had created. It must be right to share with them. There 
is no serious complaint against it; therecan be none. The occa- 
sional kick that comes is but the misconception of those whose 
thoughts have skimmed the surface of the facts. It would give 
me great pleasure to vote for such a law, but in its absence I want 
to repeat that I will support and vote for the best that is offered, 


believing that each step forward in the right direction brings us 
nearer the promised „the time when full and complete justice 
shall be done cheerf and with unanimity and 


Mr. ANDREWS. Chairman, many members have assigned 
certain reasons which induce them to support the passage of this 
bill. I hope it will not be considered out of order for me to state 
briefly a few of the merits of the bill which induce me to favor its 
passage. Itseeks justice in behalf of the Union soldiers of the late 
war of the rebellion. It is firmly believed that its enactment into 
law would level many harsh practices to the plane of patriotic 
gratitude. It has been strongly urged by some that the com- 
plaints existing generally throughout the country relative to the 

resent administration of ion affairs have resulted from the 
‘act—at least, the alleged fact—that a hostile spirit of revenge has 
gone into almost every hamlet of the country and laid the hand of 
cruelty upon the feeble forms of those who, in the vigor of early 
manhood, were the Union's brave defenders and preservers. In 


4378 


reply to this charge others allege that these complaints have 
aa from a correct rag cages and construction and a 
roper application of existing laws. 
k But, Me. Chairman, whatever may be the nature of the causes 
producing these results, it is important that this Honse should 
seek proper remedies whereby these complaints may be corrected 
and justice be served. If these complaints have arisen from the 
exercise of a hostile spirit of revenge, everyone will concede the 
necessity of legislation upon this Point. If, on the other hand, 
they have ted from a true construction and proper N 
tion of existing law, it is all the more urgent that proper legisla- 
tion be had in order that justice may be served. aiving, then, 
all question as to the correctness or incorrectness of either of 
these statements, let us direct our attention to the features of 
this bill which seek to correct some of these complaints. I need 
not stop to enumerate them one by one. gin See be readily 
suggested by the reading of various sections of bill. 
tion 2 makes this specific provision: ee ae 
That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore gran 
ted under the on laws shall be reduced 
or Seco 5 Fraud, clerical * of fact, or recovery 
In this connection, please note the following provisions of sec- 
tion 8: 


It will be readily noted that section 2 seeks to prevent hasty 
and unjust discriminations inst those who already hold pen- 
sion certificates and the almost instantaneous suspension of pay- 
ment of their claims. I assume that every member is fully aware 
of the deep-seated spirit of unrest that prevails throughout the 
country upon this question. Thousands of pensioners are forced 
by existing circumstances to pass through weary days in cruel 
anticipation that their small remittances from the Government 
are likely to cease at any moment. è 

I will not dwell upon this point, except to say that it is the set- 
tled judgment of the committee that the provision, as herein stated, 
will guard against many of the unjust practices of recent years. 

It is the manifest and imperative duty of Congress to do every- 
thing in its power to give tq these veterans the same measure of 
defense and peace that their loyal, patriotic services have given to 
the nation. 

By section 8 the committee hopes to incorporate into law a pro- 
C 
name of every man who any or 
pension, as well as those who testify in his behalf. 

It will bear 1 we hope effectually, against that 

ice which has evidently obtained in many instances, of send- 

clandestine . to the Pension Office, to be used to the 

prejudice of the claimant, who has no opportunity whatever to 

reply to Shor allegations against his claim, Section 3 deserves 
on: A 


That all pensions reduced or discontinued since January 7, 1893, shall, upon 
application, be reconsidered and 8 in accordance with the provi- 
alone of this act, and the pension, if restored or allowed, shall 
from the date of such reduction or discontinuance, or from the date subse- 
quent thereto at which the disability is shown by the evidence to have existed. 

The original draft of this section read as follows: 


That all pensions reduced or discontinued, and all claims for pension or in- 
crease rejected, since re 7. 1882, 


ion or en ee the date subsequent to the filing of the re- 
jected application at w 


This modification was made because an appropriation bill which 
has recently passed into law carries a provision much more exten- 
sive in relation to rejected claims than the one contained in the 
committee bill. Hence the matter of rejections is not here referred 
to. Let me call your attention now to the fact, Mr. Chairman and 

tlemen of the committee, that this section 3 stands as one of 

e important and central features of the bill and relates to one of 
the principal evils which we seek to correct. This section affords 
an oppor nuik whereby those who believe that they have been 
unfairly treated at the Pension Office may have their claims re- 
opened upon their own F l and readjudicated in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this bill. 

It will be observed at this point that members of the House are 
8 to afford the relief asked, and almost demanded, by the 

ily correspondence which they receive. Persons write us say- 
ing that their claims have been rejected, or reduced, and 
appeal to us to make the restoration. But we are powerless to 
make the restoration; we have no authority whatever except as 
we can bring the question to the attention of the officers of the 
Interior Department and by persuasion secure, perhaps in one 
case out of a thousand, reconsideration and proper adjustment. 

But by the provisions of this bill we seek to go to the full meas- 
Tato of ilip r ana eeg law in ardt b £3 thle olen 
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of claimants and to the pensioners who firmly believe that they 
have been unfairly and unjustly treated. Instead of ordering b; 
statute the immediate restoration of these names to the roll an 
the payment of the pensions in full from the date of discontinu- 
ance or reduction, we open the way for a fair and candid examina- 
tion of the evidence in each case and a proper and fair hearing 
under the terms or ratings as proposed in this bill, and in accord- 
ance with the rule which was in operation when those claims were 
allowed originally. 

Thus we believe, Mr. Chairman, that the thousands of pension- 
ers throughout the country will see that we have gone to the 
proper limit in the exercise of legislative ore for the purpose of 
opening the way and making it possible for them to secure a re- 
hearing in these cases and a rerating upon the ground of the evi- 
dence in the case. 

We all understand far too clearly—in many instances very pain- 
fully is it understood—that these words rejection,“ reduction,“ 
„suspension,“ and ‘‘ discontinuance” have been brought out into 
bold relief by the events of the past few years, until they appear like 
firebrands to the hearts of thousands and thousands of loyal 
soldiers throughout the land. They come to them like flashes of 
lightning from out the clouds of renewed war; and justice to them, 
justice to the country at large, demands that we shall go to the 
full limit of our pra in opening the way for redress in these 
cases and givin them the rehearing and the possible 
restoration of their claims and their pensions. 

Under the provisions of section 7 we seek to prevent delay in 
the adjudication of pending claims, That section reads as follows: 
That all notifications from the Bureau of Pensions as to the status of an 
claim shall set forth each and every fact upon which further evidence 

required to complete the same. : 

A brief reference to the practice of the office will disclose the 
practical benefit sought to be secured by this section. Every 
member of the House knows full well that from time to time he 
receives in reply to his status calls a letter for evidence 
upon a certain point in the case. That letter of the office is for- 
warded to the claimant; the evidence is prepared and returned, 
Another call is made for status. If it is made within ninety 
days of the date of the last reply from the office, it is a very com- 
mon thing to receive a reply saying: 

Respectfully returned with the information that, inasmuch as it — 


from the records of this Bureau that he was fully advised as to the status of 
the claim above noted under date of 


„ the present call can not, under the SORE Ei eee Bg — a 
nE — — dene, 
At the end of ninety days we may send another call; and, as a 
rule, we will receive our reply at the end of four or six weeks. 
Continuing this order, we may receive a call for additional evi- 
dence; and thus each case runs for an indefinite period. Thus 
we can receive no more than four replies from the office in the 
course of the year in any onè case. Under existing practice, how- 
ever, we can not reasonably expect to receive more than three 

ies in one case in the course of a year. After the evidence is 

completed, we are likely to receive a letter stating that letters 

of inquiry have been sent out to ascertain how many men have 

sworn to falsehoods, what the standing or reputation of the claim- 

ant may be, what the character of witnesses may be, letters of 

i so called, but in far too many instances they might be 
properly called letters of iniquity.” 

After these letters of inquiry shall have run their course, and 
three or four or five months have been consumed with one 
of them,‘we may receive in reply to the next call a letter eg 
that the claim is now under consideration with view to its 

i ition.” We all know that that may mean something or 
nothing. Then the case may be reopened to travel the old circuit 
again, and time consumed unnecessarily in this way. 

Now, this provision of the bill seeks to secure as far as possible 
a full statement of the points of evidence, and also of the mate- 
rial facts, so far as the papers will enable the statement to be 
made, upon which the final adjuđication of that claim is based 
and must necessarily rest. 

Mr. Chairman, upon this point I desire to call attention to the 
fact that my correspondence has forced me to believe that under 
this administration of the Interior Department every claim meets 
this question when taken up in the Pension Office: Can this 
claim be defeated by delay or otherwise?” It does not seem to 
meet the question, Is it admissible under existing law?” but, 
Ho long can we prevent its allowance? How long can we pre- 
vent ent upon this claim? By what means can payment be 
defeated or delayed?“ 

I would not seek to press a prejudicial bearing into this discus- 
sion or seek to make a statement unfair in this case, because I be- 
lieve we are called upon to deal with it in a practical, candid 
manner. If roy eS policy in the Pension Office retards rather 
than facilitates the adjudication of these claims, we ought to 
speak out plainly and candidly in regard to the effect of that 
policy. I would not be understood as intimating that anything 
of discourtesy on the part of the officers and clerks in the Pension 
Office (with the exception of one—the second deputy) has ever 
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been shown toward me in any portion of my work. But as a rule, 
Mr. Chairman, we come in contact with this work in such a way 
as to be required to measure the whole policy by the results that 
can be achieved. If the policy in its nature has a tendency to re- 
tard and prevent the payment of these ass claims we ought to 
speak out candidly in opposition to it and propose modes of cor- 
rection; and this section seeks to make an important correction. 

Let us direct our attention for a few moments to a portion of 

section 14 which reads as follows: 
That an application under said act of June 27, 1890, shall be suffleient as to 
tion of disability if the applicant alle therein the existence of dis- 
y, not the result of his own vi habits, which renders him unable to 
earn à support; and every disability found to exist at the time of filing which 
is gn ewer le under the n laws or under said 
act of June 27, 1800, shall be taken into consideration in determining the de- 
Sos at awe thee unas tote of peusion tee be OA as easter te ge 
— not to exceed in the aggregate $12 per month. 

The claimant should be simply required to state that he is en- 
titled to a oe under the law, and that he makes application 
therefor. To the committee it seems unreasonable to require that 
the claimant must state in his application, in technical medical 
terms, the precise nature of the and the exact extent to 
which it may have gone; but upon the ground. of his loyal, patri- 
otic service he should be permitted to say, I am entitled toa 
sion from the Government, and I make my soplos therefor.” 
The Government, upon the receipt of such application, even 
though the applicant does not give an exact specification of the 
nature and extent of the disease, cites him to r for examina- 
tion before a board of chosen by Government of 
‘the United States itself. appears before such board for his 
examination. That medical board examines him in such manner 
as it may deem proper to ascertain the nature and extent of the 
physical disability from which he suffers, and that report is re- 
turned to the Pension Office. Upon that report the office makes 
its findings, or I may properly say it is sometimes to do 
s0, although there are instances on record which I cite from 
my own private register here in which cases of total disability 
more than twofold, as found by the medical board, were either 

jected or rated far below the proper figure. 1 

tassuming that the matter will work fairly and justly, the 
report of the local board goes before the medical division of the 
Pension Office. I know it has become common to refer to that 
division as the division of pathological sequences; but perhaps it 
ought to be termed under existing conditions the division of 
** illogical nonsense.” When this comes 3 of 
the medical authorities in the Pension Office it will be referred 
ial nda sug the 8 division 1 and then the 

ding is expected to be made upon the report submitted. 

Now, how will the Government be placed at any disadvan’ 
in the matter of ascertaining the disability? Take a case with 
which I am familiar, a case in point, a case ing which I may 
cite as an illustration: The claimant all two ific disabili- 
ties. He applied under the law of 1890, and the medical board ex- 
amined him and found four specific disabilities and named them 


in the report. 

Under that finding he was entitled to the maximum rating under 
the law of 1890, but simply because he failed to allege the exist- 
ence of the four disabilities in the application, the office says the 
claim must be rejected on the ground that he is receiving already 
$6 a month under the general law, and having failed to allege the 
two additional disabilities in his application, he can not be admit- 
ted under the law of 1890. Then, Chairman, let the medical 
authorities, chosen by the Government itself, pass on this question 
and let the matter be rated on the basis of their report. It is un- 
reasonable to require a man who is untrained to the use of med- 
ical or professional terms to go beyond this practical requirement. 
It is unfair and unreasonable to say that 1e e nag shall be 
denied the full measure of the pension indicated by the disability, 
reported by the board of promon examiners who have poe upon 
his case. I say strike down these technicalities. Sweep them 
away by salats; and wipe out of existence a rule of 8 
ment which prevents the man from securing the proper rating of 
his pension. 

Under section 15 of the bill it is proposed in the matter of re- 
duced claims that payment shall be renewed upon the measure of 
disability as determined in the examination. This is just and 
should be done at once; and this bill furnishes an opportunity 
whereby the thousands of pensioners throughout the country, who 
believe that they have been unjustly dealt with, may come and 
have a fair and im ial hearing of their claims. If it should be 
shown by the testimony on a reexamination of the case under this 
bill that they are fairly and clearly entitled to it, let them be 


e that uld d 
y, Mr. i „it is any person would stan 
on the floor of this House and objections against this pro- 


vision in regard to rating, and at same time be understood to 


be in favor of a service-pension bill at a rating of $12 month, 
the maximum under this law of 1890. 5 all come 
in who can show disability according to this rule of rating. 
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No harm would be done. For myself I would like to see placed 
on the statute books at the earliest practicable date a service-pen- 
sion law which would give the Union soldiers of the late war of 
the rebellion a liberal service 

I hope the people will soon 
tive departments of the Government the adequate 
a genuine protective tariff law and follow it 
service-pension law. 

Section 16 makes the following important provision in regard 
to widows’ pension under the law of 1890: 

That the term without other means of support than her daily labor,” in 
section 3 of said act of June 27, 1800, shall be construed and held, to all intents 
and purposes, to be equivalent to and mean without a net income of $300 
per annum.“ 

Under this section many claims would be allowed that are re- 
jected by the present rulings of the Pension Office. Such a pro- 
vision is reasonable and just and should become a law. 

Passing from the specific provisions of the bill I desire to call 
arenen to two or threo items which bear directly upon this 
subject. 

The question of pensions can not be discussed and fully consid- 
ered without taking into account other important lines of legisla- 
tion. We must of necessity consider the — of revenues. 
For what would it benefit the soldiers of country to pass a 
pension bill and have no money in the Treasury with which to 
pay the claims? 

t is important, then, as a matter of business, that we have proper 
pona i e as to revenue when we enact the law, however 
3 it may be toward the survivors of the late war of the re- 

on. : 

Some have referred to this question party grounds. I 
would not intrude the question of party polities into this matter 
except for the fact that so long as there isa party objection, thrown 
ee in this country, against the just claims 
of the Union soldiers of the late war of the rebellion, some one 
3 triotic duty must stand forth to speak in their 
support an . 

e gentleman from New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN] on yesterda: 
spent considerable time in teag us how much 105 Present ‘Ad. 
ministration has done for the old soldiers of the country. I will 
not enter into a denial of any statement made in his remarks, but 
Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, without passing upon their correctness 
or incorrectness, that he would have found a much broader sub- 
ject if he had undertaken to tell this committee what the present 
Administration has not done for the old soldier; in fact, if he had 
taken up the task of telling us what it has done against them. In 
that event, the words rejection,“ ir! eae reduction,“ 
and discontinuance,“ as if by force would have stood out in clear 
correctness of his statement at every word 
and every sentence and every thought as they fell from his lips. 
I do not claim that the Republican party alone possesses all 


usion. 

legate to the legislative and execu- 
wer to enact 
y with a just 


patriotism thereis in this co ; but no one can truthfully deny 
that it has always been a panone 82 J appeal to the history 
of the past thirty peal to the records of Con to 


VVV 
publican’ as always oyally to the rt e 
just claims of the Union soldiers. 

In the discussion of this matter, Mr. Chairman, we ought to 
take into account the broad range of patriotic sentiment that 
should thoroughly imbue the citizenship of this country, East, 
West, North, and South. Our patriotism as members, whatever 
our affiliations may be, our patriotism as American citi- 
zens—a plane which is hi than party—should lead us in these 
later years to exhibit in enactment of the laws of this nation 
a patriotism commensurate with that which actuated the rank 
and file of the Union Army. We should stand forth to show grati- 
tude, not simply in words but in deeds, written upon the statute 
books of the country, carrying temporal relief to the men and 
women, in the hour of their temporal need, who, in the hour of the 
nation’s need, bore the full measure of its relief and laid upon 
the altar of their country their best services, their best thought, 
and their highest devotion. 

Let us, Mr. Chairman, rise above party lines, join hands on both 
sides of this House, and ps before the country an example show- 
ing clearly and distinctly that, more than thirty years after the 
close of the war, fraternal peace, fraternal union, and fraternal 

titude bind together the citizens of this country, North, South, 
t, and West, as a reunited country. Let us forget the bitter- 
ness of the past, and always insisting that the Union forces were 
right and forever right and that by virtue of their victories we 
havea reunited country of magnificent proportions, of immeasur- 
able power and possibility, let us unite in one glad acclaim, saying: 


[Applause.] 
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Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The survivors of the Army and 
Navy of the Union do not demand extravagance in pension legis- 
lation, nor do they demand looseness in the construction thereof, 
but they do insist that all pension legislation shall be construed, 
administered, and enforced in the spirit which prompted its 
enactment, to the end that not one of them living shall, either by 
disease or misfortune, be compelled to live beneath the roof of the 
almshouse, or, dying. be laid at rest within the unconsecrated 
limits of the potter’s field. 

Jam not here, Mr. Chairman, to enter into a discussion which 
shall involve crimination or recrimination. ILaccept it as true that 
the laws now upon the statute books have not received the con- 
struction, have not been administered and enforced, in the spirit in 
which they were enacted, and this bill, while it does not go to the 
end or the limit which I desire, yet does cure or will curein many 
respects the evils that now exist in the administration or enforce- 
ment of the pension laws. 

This bill may be said to treat of this subject in four particulars: 
First, as to the personnel of those entitled to pensions; second, to 
the declarations of applications therefor; third, to the method and 
degree of proof required; and fourth, in relation to the discontin- 
uance of pensions that have been heretofore granted. 

Sections 1 and 13 amend the existing laws so as to admit to the 
benefits of those laws a certain class of soldiers who are not now 
entitled to pensions. I confess that they do not meet with my 
approbation. I willadmitthatthere are existing evils which these 
sections attempt and will in a measure overcome and rectify: but 
in my judgment, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
the sections are too broad, in this, that they will permit men to 
ides pensions thereunder who are in no wise entitled to pen- 

ons. 

The first section of the bill directly permits anyone to obtain a 
pension, although he may have rendered service in the Confeder- 
ate army. I listened to the sugg of my friend the gentle- 
man from east Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] on yesterday, and it was 
full of meat and merit. I recognize the fact that there were quite 
anumber of men who were conscripted into the Confederate serv- 
ice and who at some subsequent period enlisted and were mus- 
tered into the service of the Union and rendered gallant service 
to the and the country. Isay to him that every such a one 
is entitled to or ought to be entitled toa pension. Iconcede that. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that every man who served 
inthe Union Army, although he may have received therefrom an 
honorable discharge, should receive a pension; and I refer partic- 
ularly to a number of regiments that some five or six months 
before the close of the war were enlisted and mustered out of the 
prisons at Indianapolis and Chicago; of men who preferred, rather 
than remain in the prison in Chicago or Indianapolis, to accept 
service under the Union flag out upon the Plains. I say not a 
single man of that kind or character ought to be permitted to 
draw a pension under this bill or any other law upon the statute 
books. I shall not indicate such an amendment as I would offer. 
My seat mate, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], has 
brought to the consideration of this subject a careful scrutiny and 
analysis, and at the proper time he will offer an amendment to 
this first section which, in my honest judgment, will remove from 
it the evil to which I now call your attention; and when that 
amendment shall have been presented by my friend from IIlinois 
I shall vote for it,and I hope that every other old soldier upon 
the floor of the House will vote for it. 

The thirteenth section, Mr. Chairman, is objectionable in this, 
that a fair construction of the thirteenth section will permit 
deserters and eg jumpers to obtain a pension. We all know 
that in the earlier days of the war there was either no bounty or 
a very small bounty. We also know that in the latter days of 
the war, when the draft was on, that large and liberal bounties 
were offered, and it is a notorious fact that there were a large 
number of men who deserted from existing organizations and 
enlisted in other organizations, prompted by the fact that by 
doing so they would obtain the enormous bounties that were then 
being offe for recruits. I believe that every such man ought 
to be shut out, and I hope that the thirteenth section will be 
amended so as to provide against the contingency of any bounty 
jumper obtaining a pension under the provisions of this act. M 

iend from Illinois has also draf an amendment which 
think squarely cures that evil. I shall vote for that amendment, 
and I sincerely hope that it will receive the unanimous support 
of the members upon the floor of this House. 

The second subject-matter to which I desire to call the attention 
of the House is that provided for in section 14, which relates to 
the declaration or application for pension. The lawyers upon the 
floor of this House will all understand what I mean when I call 
their attention to the ‘doctrine of variance.” We all know that 
in the trial of a case in the courts, either civil or criminal, if the 
proof offered does not conform to the allegation contained in the 

i or in the indictment it can not be received. That doc- 
trine now holds in the Pension Department in the administration 


of the law of June 27, 1890. So far as the law of July, 1862, is 
concerned, the rule is correct; because in order to obtain a pension 
under the law of 1862 it is necessary that the person shall prove 
that his disability was of service origin; that is, incurred in the 
line of his duty; and, therefore, of necessity his declaration should 
set out with particularity the disease, injury, or disability upon 
which he bases his claim fora pension; but the act of June 27, 
1890, confers upon a soldier the right to a pension if he shall have 
honorably served for ninety days or more and shall be so disabled 
as to be unable to earn his support by manual labor. 

Now, if he be so disabled that he can not earn his support by 
manual labor, and the disability is not due to his vicious or crimi- 
nal habits, why should he be required to name with particularity 
the disability of which he may be suffering? In other words 
Mr. Chairman, supposing that the soldier is absolutely disabled 
from earning his support by manual labor, he alleges in his declara- 
tion that his disabilities are due to disease of the lungs. The med- 
ical examination shows that his lungs are sound, and yet it shows 
that the man is not able to earn his support by reason of some dis- 
ease of the liver or of the kidneys. I ask you is there any reason 
in the world why that man should be refused a pension? Eve 
man upon the floor of this House will say No.“ The fourteent 
section of this law does away with the doctrine of variance, by 
providing that all that is requisite shall be simply a declaration 
3 that prevents him from earning his support by manual 
abor. 

As to those sections which change the nature and degree of 
proof, I do not know that I particularly care to tax the time and 


attention of this body. As to the sections which relate to those 


whose pensions have been discontinued or dropped, I clearly think 
that the specific provisions of this bill not only ought to be adopted, 
but that they og to be rigidly enforced. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], in the presentation of his views on 
yesterday, took the position that quite a number of those who 
were borne upon the pension rolls had been placed there by reason 
of a certain order, No. 164, that that order was wrong, based upon 
wrong ponani, and that when the ig sea gr sce abandoned the 
principles of the order then those who had been placed on the 
roll during the operation of that order ought to come off. I think 
not. I stated in the beginning, Mr. Chairman, that the survivors 
of the Army and Navy of the Union do not demand a loose con- 
struction of the law, but they do demand fair and honorable 
treatment. 

Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole to this fact: In = court in all this broad land and in 
every tribunal of justice in the whole civilized world any individ- 
ual who stands before that tribunal charged with the commission 
of a crime or an offense is presumed to be innocent until he shall 
have been proven guilty beyond all reasonable doubt. I care not 
though he who stands there be a man whose reputation is of the 
worst in the community in which he lives. I care not though his 
lineaments be furrowed with crime, even though he bear the mark 
of Cain upon his brow, the crystallized intelligence of the nine- 
teenth century throws around that man the presumption of inno- 
cence, and he continues to be guarded by that presumption until 
his guilt is clearly proved. 

Now, I say to my friend from New York and to every member 
upon this floor that when, in conformity to the law and the re- 
quirements of the rules of the Pension Department, an old soldier 
has proved his claim and his name has been placed upon the pen- 
sion roll, he ought at least to have the benefit of the presumption 
which the law throws around the person of even the vilest crim- 
inal, That same privilege, that same protection, ought to be 

iven to the old and decrepit defender of his country and its flag. 
A on The survivors of the Army and Navy of the Union 
ec. and maintain that the pension roll is a roll of honor, and 
if there be thereon a single name that has been put upon it by 
mistake, by false representation, by fraud, or by perjury, they say 
let it come off. 

But, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, it ought 
not to come off res a mere charge made by somebody who is 
. to put his name to the charge and back it up by his 
oath. uch less ought it to come off use of a charge con- 
tained in a simple anonymous communication. What the old sol- 
diers demand is this, that if there be inall this landa Government 
official or taxpayer, a man who thinks, or claims, or maintains, 
that the name of any old soldier is wrongfully upon the pension 
list, that man shall make his charge fairly and openly; that the 
soldier shall be given notice thereof; that after notice is duly given 
there shall be an open, fair, and complete adjudication of the 
whole question; and if, upon such trial , upon such a hearing, it 
shall be found that the soldier’s name has been pies Saad | pecan 
upon the pension roll, he will consent and his comrades will con- 
sent that that name shall come off. But until that showing has 
been made the old soldier demands that the presumption which, 
as I have heretofore said, this great Government and all other civil- 
ized governments throw around the person of the vilest person 
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that lives in a community shall also be extended to him, and that 
he shall not be struck down unjustly and without a fair hearing. 

Mr. i , there are quite a number of existing evils whic 
this bill seeks to correct: In relation to marriage, in relation to 
divorce, in relation toseveral things. The spirit of the billis right, 
and, over and above and beyond it, in addition to the two specific 
amendments to which I have directed attention to-day concerning 
the first and thirteenth sections, I sincerely hope that this com- 
mittee will vote to incorporate into this bill the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], I stand here 
to declare that right and justice, humanity and patriotism,.demand 
thas every enactment upon our statute books concerning pensions 
shall be liberally construed in favor of the claimant, to the end 
that he who bore the burden, he who donned the uniform of the 
nation in its hour of difficulty and danger, when he shall have be- 
come old and decrepit, may protected not only in his person 
but in his family and in his home. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee for their attention. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, the report that introduced 
this measure to the House states that the bill adds no new class 
of pensioners as such to the pension roll.” In view of this fact, 
there can certainly be no objection to its consideration from the 
standpoint of the need for some legislation in aid of the adminis- 
tration of the pension laws. However meritorious legislation that 
adds to the rolls any worthy class of pensioners, and however 
meritorious any measure that may aid any class of pensioners 
may be, yet the time has come, in my 1 when we can 
afford to step aside from such classes of legislation and consider 
a purely administrative bill that has for its object simply a safe 

justment of all matters pending before the Pension Bureau and 
the security of all pensions that have thus far been adjudicated. 

This bill does not contain all that I might select, even in the line 
in which it is drawn, neither does it contain some things that in 
my judgment are essential to complete a just administration of the 
laws on the statute books. Yet it does contain so much of merit, 
so much that will dite the work already in Va 88, and so 
much that will add safety and security to the adjudicated pensions, 
that it meets my most hearty approval in every respect. 

While all that has been done by Congress in aid of the veterans 
of the late war has Using. te most careful consideration, and in 
many instances, through the eng that have been aroused, 
created most liberal laws, that have brought comfort and relief to 

‘the wounded and stricken in health, and consolation and ease to 
the widows and orphans of deceased soldiers, yet, in my judgment, 
there is at least one part of this bill that in point of importance is 
of equal import to any law that has been enacted by Congress in 
aid or support of pension legislation. 

I refer to sections 2 and 4, that undertake to fix a title to pen- 
sions already adjudicated and that may hereafter be passed upon 
by the Department. 

In the past it has been thought that when once a claimant had 
gone through the minute and sometimes intricate rules of the De- 

artment, complying with their demands in all particulars, and 
fad at last received an allowance that gave to him an annual pen- 
sion, that there was an end to his further anxiety, and to him, at 
least, was secured during the remainder of his life the amount 
fixed by the certificate issued by the De ent. It was thought 
by all that no further legislation would be needed to guarantee to 
the pensioner the allowance that the great Bureau had, after many 
months and sometimes years of sel bee gata at last determined 
upon, and that such an amount as fixed by that Bureau would be 
considered by the Government as a claim against it so long as the 
holder of that certificate should be in life. But it has been left to 
recent years, under changed circumstances, to demonstrate that 
dangerous rulings under existing laws may be so exercised as to 
entirely overcome the presumptions that had existed in favor of 
an adjusted claim. Not until the decision in the Bennett case, in 
May, 1893, was it ever dreamed that without further legislation 
by Congress the Pension Department could of its own motion re- 
investigate and reexamine claims that had once been passed apes 
and order a discontinuance or nsion of the same. But after 
that decision had been made and the present Secre of the In- 
terior had organized his board of revision,” thousands of claims 
already adjudicated, and, so far as any person had dreamed before 
May, 1893, were forever put at rest, not to be changed save upon 
the death of the claimants, when their various accounts should be 
closed, were reconsidered and suspended. 

The exact data of the number of claims thus considered by that 
famous board of revision” can not be obtained, but, without 
going into the details and giving a full and complete statement 
of the same, it is sufficient for the p of this argument to 
notice simply those that have occ within recent months. 
As shown by the report of the Commissioner of Pensions for the 
year ended June 30, 1895, there were dropped from the pension 
roll during that year 42,411 pensions. Those ions are divided 
into classes—so many dropped on account of death, so many for 
remarriage, so many for minors who had obtained the legal limi- 


tations, and so many by failure to claim the pension. But all the 
others, being 9,680, are grouped into one class and noted by the 
Commissioner as having been dropped ‘for other causes,” with- 
out stating what those ‘‘other causes” were; and it is safe to 
claim that those pensions so dropped, without identifying the 
exact nature of the claims or the reasons for their suspension, 
were umniy dropped on the order of the Commissioner; otherwise 


there would certainly have been enumerated in his report some 
reason for his action. 

In asubsequent report from the Bureau, in answer tothe request 
of the Senate of the United States, the Commissioner reports that 
from the Ist day of July, 1895, to the Ist day of January, 1896, 
there were dropped from the roll 21,112 pensions, and in this late 
report,as in the former to which I have alluded, these pensions 
were classified; and under the head of “For other causes,” the 
Commissioner notes that there were suspended during this period 
of six months 4,826 pensions, making the total suspension for the 
eighteen months ending January 1, 1896, 14,506. Fourteen 
thousand five hundred and six pensions suspended within a period 
of eighteen months for ‘‘other causes.” It must be remem- 
bered that through all the pension legislation of this Government, 
the method and procedure of the Department has been of an 
ex parte character, wherein the claimant was permitted to file such 
application as he desired under the rules and regulations stipulated 
by the Departmentitself; after which the claim rested completely 
and entirely in charge of the officers of the Bureau, who, follow- 
ing out tions prescribed by the Department in harmon 
with the laws that then existed, and at such times as they desired, 

upon the evidence that was submitted under their various 
rules, and either rejected the claim or made allowance therefor. 
There is no procedure known to the statute or common law that 
was and is as complete and searching as the method of procedure 
prescribed by the Bureau of Pensions of this Government. That 
procedure enables the most searching investigation under all vary- 
ing conditions, and permits the officers of the Department unlim- 
ited time and means to make such investigation. 

All evidence is filed subject to the approval of this Bureau and 
passed upon by its officers in star-chamber sessions, without the 
presence of the claimant or any of his representatives, and when 
his claim has been once rejected, after the allowance of an appeal 
to the Secretary of the Interior, his rights are forever concluded 
and his one salvation is to begin anew the effort that after long 
and laborious trial has resulted in failure. If, instead of rejec- 
tion, his claim is allowed, after every avenue known to the Bureau 
has been traveled and every phase of the question completely ex- 
hausted, I believe, as all believed until the decision of May, 1893, 
that that allowance forever fixed the title to that pension in the 
individual to whom it had been granted. But it seems that under 
the recent dangerous rules of the Department, that give to this 
same Bureau the right to reopen at pleasure and examine any 
claim, reduce a rating, or d a pension, it becomes n: 
that the legislative power of the Government be invoked to estab- 
lish a line beyond which even this Bureau can not go, and forever 
put at rest the fear that has arisen that all pensions are in jeopardy. 

Let us fot a moment consider the various roads that a claim for 

msion must needs travel before it can culminate in an allowance. 

ere are six different boards to which a claim may go, and five 
boards to which a claim must go before its final determination. 
After the formal filing of an application, it is at once referred to 
the adjudicating division, where it is e out to an examiner, 
who, after obtaining the military record of the claimant and pass- 
ing upon the for: matter of the application and the order of 
evidence, in the event evidence has at that time been filed, directs 
an examination by the board of examining surgeons. This con- 
stitutes the second board. Evidence is then called for, if not 
already filed, and examined to the satisfaction of the examiner in 
whose hands the claim rests, who thereupon submits the claim to 
the board of review. Not content thus far, after having been 
presented to three boards, the member of the board of review who 
receives the claim passes upon it under the various rules of the 
Department, and refers the same to the board of rereview, where 
it undergoes its fourth examination. All cases involving a med- 
ical question then pass from this board of review to the medical 
boird. It must be remembered that at any stage of this investi- 
gation the claim may be at any time ordered into the field for 
special examination, so that where a claim is specially examined 
there are absolutely five separate and distinct examinations before 
final action thereon; and where a claim involves a medical ques- 
tion, there are six separate and distinct examinations of it. 

Each board is a check upon the other, and if at any stage of the 
investigation it fails to meet the requirements of the law under 
the rulings of the Department as viewed by the board in whose 
hands it may then be found, the claim goes no further, but dies, 
If, for instance, in the original adjudicating division it is dis- 
covered by the examiner that some technical defect exists in the 
record of the soldier, as disclosed by the report from the War 
Department, the investigation ceases until the soldier can by his 


have that record compite and satisfacto: 
upon his physical condition as shown by t 


stops and the claim is rejected. If } 
sufficiently strong to pass through these early stages of its travels 
and tothe board of review and the examiner of it is not sat- 
isfied upon all the evidence that has been filed, both medical and 
otherwise, then investigation ceases and the claim is rejected. 
But even if it meets the favor of the examiner in this board and 


1 in substance the same as a separate bill that 
been 3 me and by my consent and ap 
incorporated in this I desi i 

The first clause of section 2 of this bill was, in substance, orig- 
inally a part of what is known as section 4, and in order to bring 
the two sections together for consideration I desire to read this 
first clause and connect it with section 4 in order to clearly show 
that these two sections taken together undertake to esta a 
title to all pensions already adjudicated or that may hereafter be 
eee This will read as follows: 

That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore granted 


hich may hereafter be granted under the pension law shall be reduced 
— discontinued except for fraud, clerical error, mistake of facts, 


Ror in the administration of the pension laws all investigation 
into the merits of aay pecs reviously allowed shall be by question and 


and under oath, and the person 
with a certified copy of the charges 
persons the same, at least thirty tio: 
and sball be furnished with the names of the witnesses by whom f 
charges are to be proved at least five days $ 
investigation to be conducted at the county seat of the sntr in which the 

— with 1 Ae 
of the State or hich said 


The enactment of this law will, in my judgment, establish abso- 
Inte title to all pensions already adjudicated and that may be here- 
after favorably determined. It has been common to of the 
title of a pension as a vested right; but no matter what it is called, 
the title is, after all, the thing to be desired. Some courts have 
held—and as yet the question is undetermined by our highest 
court—that a pension is not a vested right, and for this reason it 
is not deemed advisable to undertake by the terms of this bill to 
declare it to be a vested right. But if guage can be definite 
and in terms clearly establish the title to a pension, it does not 
matter whether we undertake to declare the pension to be a vested 

ight or not; but letthat matter remain still as itis, because, after 
Sit, the thing that is to be desired 15 to put an end to the contro- 
versies that have arisen and forever establish the security and 
safety of a pension to the soldier by fixing the title in him. 

After more than thirty years have passed, and after the claim- 
ant has exhausted all means known to him to discover the best 
evidence upon which to rest his claim, and it has at last been al- 
lowed him, he no longer endeavors to keep in mind all the evidence 
upon which he had asked that allowance, and the comrades who 
had been his witnesses may have scattered, or may have died; and 
yet the pensioner, unless this title shall be declared, is at the 
mercy of the Department, and if notice should be made, would be 
compelled to make some efiort to gather together his scattered 
forces, relocate his absent comrades, and undertake anew to satisfy 
the Department that in the first instance had given so searchin 
an investigation to his claim, and had passed upon it after it 
met the requirements of five or six separate boards of examiners. 
If, however, we declare by the enactment of this law that when 


person affect 
said county shall be taken as near as may be in accordance 
Territory in w: Witnesses reside. 


once this investigation has been made, once the claimant has com- 


pes with all the rules of the Department, and his efforts have 
n favored by an allowance, then that shall end the matter, and 
he shall be permitted to enjoy all the rights and comforts which 
ensue from that allowance. 

No individual ever excuses fraud, and no one will undertake to 
defend fraud or challenge the right of the Government to become 
released from any liability that had been established by fraudulent 
methods. It is for this reason that this exception is recited in this 
bill, and that the right shall still obtain to the Government at an 
and all times to reexamine what may have been obtained by fraud- 
ulent means, and if such discovery is made that the Government 
shall have the right tosuspend such pension. However, the Gov- 
ernment having once had the 8 discover any irregu- 
larities or fraudulent practices, having had the opportunity at 
every stage of the progress of the claim through its various boards 
of examiners to discover these irregularities or frauds, the Gov- 
ernment must take the burden of po when once the claim has 
been allowed and prove the fraud before it can finally suspend the 


pension. . 

In the first instance all burden rests the claimant, and 
he has no rights until he has established his claim to the entire 
and complete satisfaction of the Bureau of Pensions. So that 
when fraud shall be as à reason for the discontinuance 
of a pension, the burden should be upon the Government to estab- 
lish that the fraud did exist. Until that fact is so established, the 
presumption of innocence should rest and remain with the pen- 
sioner. I shall not go into severe criticisms or abuse of the prac- 
tices of the N PES that have resulted in the suspension of so 
many thousands of pensions under existing rules, neither shall I 
resort to any harsh expressions, believing that the main object of 
this measure is to remedy these evils and not to exhaust language 
in abuse of them. There can be no doubt, however, but that 
hundreds of pensions have been thus suspended simply because 
the pensioner failed to comply with the demands of the Depart- 
ment to furnish additional proof of his disabilities. I not 
impugn these officers, however strong the temptation and facts 
may warrant, but I do insist that speedy remedy should be made 
to put a check, aye, to prohibit further continuance of any such 
practice or methods, 

Jam informed that in some instances examiners have given 
assurance that if a charge should be laid against a pensioner that 
his disability does not warrant the rating that he has been given 
that the Department will see that the claimant’s pension is re- 
duced. I have been informed that ions have been suspended 
upon hearsay statements of a eee in the face of over- 
whelming evidence against the charges. Ihave been informed 
that after notices have been sent for a claimant to state why his 
pension should not be reduced that the reduction has followed 
notwithstanding the fact that evidence was furnished by the pen- 
sioner showing that he is still disabled to a sufficient degree to 
justify the rating that had been made. Now, Isubmit that when 
these pensions have been finally determined and allowed that no 
change watever should of right be made unless the pensioner 
had obtained it originally by fraudulent practice. 

There are instances where a disabled condition has forced the 
pensioner to develop new faculties and talents, and pursue other 
avocations than what he might have followed had not the disa- 
bility have been incurred. Tr, for example, a soldier is pensioned 
for the loss of an arm or both limbs, his rating would be such as 
to compensate for that loss. But it was never intended that that 
individual should be required to remain idle and undertake to do 
nothing further than to draw his pension. Because, if the loss of 
his limbs or the impairment of his physical strength has necessi- 
tated more vigorous mental development and training, whereby 
the soldier may have acquired faculties of mind that might bring 
to him emoluments in fields of labor that would not require vig- 


orous physical efforts, his pension should not be reduced or sus- 
pend Su for r fa a soldier found himself at the 
close of the rebellion disabled in body to that exent that he could 


not perform manual labor and was totally physically disabled, 
that would bring to him under the rules of the Peparnas the 
full allowance, and yet, not content to remain idle, he should by 
careful training and study so develop his faculties of mind and 
voice as to become an orator of note and influence that would 
attract to him demands for public speaking that would bring 
emoluments far in excess of his pension. Would it be fair to him, 
and did the Government intend that because he had been able to 
thus earn support despite his physical disabilities, that his pen- 
sion should for that reason be suspended? And yet, unless we by 
legislation fix the title to the pension absolutely in the pensioner, 
not to be wrested from him or in any way disturbed, there is no 
rantee or assurance but that under the existing rules of the 
5 some method may be discovered whereby the pension 
of such individuals might be suspended or discontinned. 
To direct attention particularly to section 4 of the bill, I frankly 
acknowledge that it is proper for the Government to investigate 
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a charge of fraud against any pensioner. But when so grievous a 
eas that is made, the 8 has the right to be informed 
of the names of the individuals who make s charge and to be 
apprised of the facts upon which the charges rest. He should 
have the right that every individual has in the smallest case at 
law—to confront his witness in court and hear his statement 
and to subject him to tion and meet his charges by 
evidence of his own. When these pensions have been allowed and 
the title given over to the pensioner, the charge of fraud fixes an 
imputation upon the pensioner. The 8 of innocence 
clothes him. His honor, integrity, and the good name of his fam- 
ily are at stake, and because of these thi the Government 
owes it to its subjects, owes it to those who have established the 
title to this Government, to compel an open and frank and an hon- 
est investigation before it taints the good name of a soldier with 
the charge of fraud. 

If an allegation of fraud is made, the pensioner whose pension 
is sought to be attacked shall befurnished with a certified copy of 
the allegations and the names of the witnesses who will be exam- 
ined in support of the charge. This copy shall be furnished him 

at least thirty days before such inv: ion, and the names of 
the witnesses be furnished at least five days prior to their 
examination. The Pesta are shall be conducted at the county 
seat of the county in which the pensioner , except where 
witnesses live in other counties, and in that event their examina- 
tion will follow the usual rules of law in force in the State of their 
residence. Under this method no hardship will accrue to the 
Government other than that incumbent upon her to make some 
investigation of the sree before the examination is had; in 
other words, compel the ent to prepare her case before 
she files it. As it is now, she simply serves notice on a ioner 
to show cause, and if he fails to show cause his pension is at once 
discontinued. K srs 
Under the 5 provided in this bill the Government 
would necessarily have to prepare a case in advance, and in so 
doing would avoid opening investigation that she did not feel 
assured would result in the suspension of the pension. I doubt 
not but that in hundreds of cases where simple notice is given by 
the Government the party whose pension is thus — e is igno- 
tant of what to do, and before he has fully advised himself what 
course to take the time has ela and it is too late. There cer- 
tainly can be no reasonable objection to the enforcement of the 
procedure fixed by this section of the bill, and its results will 
guarantee to all the security and absolute safety of the pensions 
when once allowed, unless they have resorted to fraudulent prac- 
tices in obtaining them. I sincerely believe that in following the 
“procedure that I have outlined, after such scrutiny as is given 
Fri yrs Ma Government upon all claims, this law will en- 
y do away with further suspensions and discontinuance of 


ons. 

It must be said, to the everlasting credit of the soldiers, that 
with all the machinery and means in the possession of the Gov- 
ernment, managed and controlled by officers known to be hostile 
to the „less than 20 3 for e Rive] poon 
eff in the past two years, notwithstanding the charge e 
present Executive that “thousands of our neighborhoods have 
1 5 5 ble Tosislation t this time is of greater 

In my ju ent this legislation a is ti 0 im- 

5 legislation that seeks to enlarge the opportunities 
or the allowance of claims, because after the pension is allowed 
of what use may it be to the pensioner unless some safety is guar- 
anteed to him in the ion. It can be but little consolation to 
him if clothed with doubt and 8 In my 1 it 
devolves upon us to take such steps as ed is evil, and 
so put away these doubts and forever dispose of the anxiety and 
unrest that have stricken terror to the hearts of the thousands of 
veterans who areso largely dependent upon this source of income. 
It is difficult for us to y understand the extent of the anxiety 
that prevails. Itis difficult for us to understand how far-reach- 
ing this disturbing element has been. There is an affinity between 
the veterans that can not fully and e de be appreciated by 
those who have been born since the opening of the war. 

Those of us whose youth forbade contact with the times and 
appreciation of the trials, sacrifices, and hardships are absolutely 
unable to fully understand the tie of sympathy that binds the 
heartstrings of the soldiers, They have our regard and praise, 
our respect and honor, our unfaltering love; but there is a some- 
thing, undefined, uncolored, unknown to us, and which the sol- 
diers themselves are unable to disclose or describe, that strikes a 
chord of sympathy that finds mse only in the heart of him 
who has felt the pulse beat and the throat choke when first he 
parted from his home, It is felt by those who have together slept 
upon the same bed, with its scanty covering, while the cold rain 
beat against the leaking tent, or touched elbows as the quickened 
march brought them nearer the foe; who have pressed 
the hand of the wounded comrade in ex for the message of 
hope to be conveyed to his dear ones; or who have together 


* 
— 


marched, slep eg gs 
thoughts seemed to be exchanged without the aid of speech and 


t, starved, and suffered with so akin that 
understandings, fathoms d 
conyeyed in the expression of the eye. 

That sympathy een soldier and soldier was conceived in 
the common sorrow which all experienced upon enlistment; was 
nurtured by the common danger which threatened all alike; was 
warmed by the blood heat of battle; burned into their hearts by 
scenes and trials which no one can describe; and for thirty years 
has grown among the living or eased the dying moments of those 
who answered the last command of “taps,” and for whom forever 
the lights“ are out.“ Our failure to fully understand that 
sympathy is pardonable. But there is an appreciation which we 
owe them which we do understand, and a failure on our part is 
unpardonable. The ition of the great work of the soldier, 
the true merit of his cause, and the scanty compensation for his 
wounds and crippled health, we can appreciate even better than 
they. They achieved the victory, our hearts are filled with grati- 
They suffered, weappreciate. They, without fear and little 
discharged a grave duty. We praise and honor. They 
made peace an ity possible. We from the abundance of 
our fruits should ungrud z beor bounteous aid for their 
shattered health and crippled limbs. In the dark hour of the 
nation’s danger, when the lowering clouds of war hung over our 
land, they fought for us. And now, when age has weakened them 
and enemies seek to withdraw the pitiful allowances a grateful 
Government has extended, and mar their good name with the 
ey Ag dishonor, we, using only the weapons of peace, should fight 

‘or them. 

The friendship which developed a tie of sympathy between 
soldier and soldier as an outgrowth of the trials of the camp, the 
3 the march, and the danger of the field, has in a meas- 
ure in part bestowed upon the children of the veterans so as 
to develop in them a desire to publicly exemplify their fidelity to 
the cause of their fathers, iance to their memory, and loyalty 
to the principles by which their acts were promp 

If, by honest observance of the laws of the nation, due respect 
and reverence for our institutions, and allegiance to the flag, a 
spirit of patriotism shall be engendered, then the acts of the 
younger men become a monument to the “ veterans,” whose mem- 
ay shall be forever beautified. 

t was not given to ns to witness the carnage at Shiloh, suffer 
the disastrous repulse in the charge upon the works at Vicksburg, 
breathe the miasmas of the Virginia swamps, or hear the whistling 
of the bullets in the Wilderness. It was notgiven to us to cheer 
the fall of Donelson, share the victory of Gettysburg, or partici- 

te in the triumphal march to the sea, or the grand review that 
8 to the nation’s capital the shattered army of victorious 
people triumphant in its cause. 

But it is ours to awed in the achievement of those arms, re- 
spect the memory of thosemen, extend honor to their names, and 
by our conduct prove ourselves worthy of their sacrifice. [Loud 


applause. } 

Ar. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill in all respects 
meets my views and has my unqualified support. This bill does 
not enlarge the sion list and does not increase pensions, but it 
undertakes simply to correct many of the wrongs and injustices 
now found to exist in the Pension Bureau in the administration of 
our pension laws, and may be called a bill to better administer the 
present pension laws. 

I indorse that patriotic sentiment that the claims of those who 
risked their lives and their all in defense of the best Government 
known to man “should not be weighed in sa ae fa scales.” 

It is now conceded by all that it is a sacred duty of this Govern- 
ment to provide in a generous way for the brave men who fought 
that we and the unborn millions might enjoy to the latest poster- 
ity the benefits of a republican government. 

I prefer to regard the pension granted the soldier and his widow 
and eee as a bounty freely given to him by a generous Gov- 
ernment. 

This view best accords with the idea of the generosity and large- 
heartedness of our people. It is not the paying of what we are 
2 885 to pay, but it is the gift of a bounty because of sacrifices 
freely made in time of great public peril. 


and freighted with meaning, were 


It is not my p to discuss the whole bill now before the 
House, but to especially of the first section, and I shall at 
the proper time offer an amendment to this section. 


first section is as follows: 


Szcrron L That no person otherwise entitled to a pension by virtue of any 
law of the United States shall be disqualified from 8 the same by 
reason of any prior service in the Confederate army or navy during the war 
of the rebellion, nor shall the widow, children, or dependent relatives of such 
person be deprived of a right to pension by reason of such service. 


The amendment which I offer reads as follows: 


Provided, That oners who have been from the rolls since 
March 4, 1893, solely on account or because of previous Confederate service 
shall be at once restored without formal application, and their pensionsshall 
commence from the time their names were dropped from the rolls. 
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I shall offer this amendment because I do not believe any pro- 
vision of the bill will remedy the wrong intended to be remedied 
this amendment, and I hope the chairman of the Invalid Pen- 
ons Committee will agree to this amendment. I offer this amend- 
ment because a great many pensioners have been dropped from 
the paon rolls under the of June 27, 1890, solely on account 
of their previous service in the Confederate army, and when this is 
the case they should be restored without further formal applica- 
tion and their pay commence from the time their pensions were so 
M PICKLER 8 th hose pensions th 
T. . Suppose the persons whose ons the 
man at pen to restore by this amendment should be dead? 
Mr. BROWN. Then, of course, their widows would receive the 


on. 
Mr. PICKLER. I think there is no question that this bill will 
fully provide for all proper cases where pensions have been dropped. 
We have made the terms of the bill as broad as it would be safe 
to make them. The committee thought that it would be very 
unsafe to undertake by a wholesale enactment to say that all these 
men who have been dropped should be restored, me of them 
have died; some of them have already had their pensions restored; 
in some cases the disability has ceased. 

Mr. BROWN. Nomen have been restored, so far as I know, 
where the panaon has been discontinued on account of previous 
service in the Confederate army. 

Mr. PICKLER. But, let me say to the gentleman, there must 
be some kind of identification. 

Mr. BROWN. If the pensioner has died, the pension of course 
will not be paid to him. 

Mr. PIC But such a case will be covered by your amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your amendment says that if the pensioner 
has been dro pest his pension shall be restored. 

Mr. BRO . But it does not provide that the pension shall 


be paid if the is in fact dead. 

Mr. Tick. ER. Iam in accord with the gentleman’s views in 
regard to the justice of restoration generally in these cases; but 
the bill as we have drawn it will accomplish the object which the 

tleman seeks. 

Mr. BROWN. The fourth section of the bill, as I understand, 
will give the Pension Department the opportunity to pass Agan 
upon the question of the pensioner’s right to the pension. Now, 
this amendment provides that in the event that the pensioner has 
been dropped from the rolls solely on the ground of previous Con- 
federate service it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to immediately restore his name to the pension roll. Asa 
matter of course, if the pensioner has in the meantime died, the 
pension will not be paid to him. 

Mr. CROWT UI suggest to the gentleman that the restora- 
tion provided for by section 4 of this bill would enable the party 
to be readmitted to the pension roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Does not that provision leave the Pension De- 
partment at liberty to adjudicate again the question of the pen- 
sioner’s right to the pension? 

Mr. CROWTHER. No; section i covers that. 

Mr. BROWN. The purpose of my amendment is simply that a 
party who has been wrongfully drop from the rolls 1 be 
restored to the rolls without further formal application. 

Mr. PICKLER. Section 8 ought certainly to accomplish the 
object the gentleman has in view. That section provides 

That all pensions reduced or discontinued since January 7, 1893, shall, upon 
application, be reconsidered and adjudicated in accordance with the pro- 

ons of this act, and the pension, if restored or allowed, shall commence 
from the date of such reduction or discontinuance, or from the date subse- 
quent thereto at which the disability is shown by the evidence to have ex- 


ntle- 


Now, for the reasons I have suggested, it would not do for us to 
undertake by any wholesale provision to restore all these pensions 
that have been dropped. 

Now, in regard to the amendment which the gentleman sug- 

ts and other amendments which are proposed and other objec- 
ions which are presented here, I wish to say that for six long 
weeks we have considered this measure in the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; and although we may be mistaken in some of the 
provisions which we have adopted, yet during the consideration 
of this bill no 8 has been presented to the House that 
was not fully ussed pro and con in the committee. I repeat, 
it would be very unsafe to provide that the whole list of pensions 
that have been discontinued should be restored. In some cases 
the disability may have ceased; in some cases the widow may have 
been drawin; ion and she may have died. 

Mr. BRO I wish to say that I think this is a most excel- 
lent bill in its general provisions and one which ought to be 

Isimply wished to bring this amendment to the consid- 
eration of the chai n and members of the Invalid Pensions 
Committee. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I am quite in accord with the object which the 


gentleman seeks. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. Chairman, addressing myself to the 
first section of this bill and the amendment thereto, under what 
is known and designated as the general pension law, previous 
service in the Confederate army was and is no bar to a pension 
for inj received or disability incurred in the line of duty in the 
service of the United States, and this is now the holding of the 
present Commissioner of Pensions. But under the act of June 
27, 1890, as now construed by the Pension Department, service in 
the Confederate army is a bar to any man, no matter how long 
he may have served in the Union Army, and although he may 
haye received at the close of the war an honorable discharge. 

This construction of the act of June 27, 1890, is not what Con- 
gress intended, and is made in violation of every rule for the con- 
struction of acts of Congress, and is contrary to the former hold- 
ing of the Pension Department, but this is the ruling of the 
Interior Department, and the only remedy now is to correct the 
wrongful construction by an act of Con ; and this is done by 
the first section of this bill. To be entirely fair and just to the 
sr mens I shall state more accurately the ruling of the De- 
partment. 

In substance its holding is that when a soldier appears to have 
been enlisted or conscripted into the Confederate service, and af- 
terwards enlisted in the United States Army, the presumption is 
that he voluntarily rendered aid and assistance.to the Confederate 
government, and is not pensionable, and the presumption is so 
great that it can not be overcome by his own testimony, however 
strong, and although he may swear that he never voluntarily ren- 
dered any service. I give you an illustration showing the injus- 
tice and hness of the oe of the Department. 

It is the case of Thomas K. Edgman, of McMinn County, Tenn. 
who was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, and drop 
from the rolls on account of his Confederate service. 
on application to be reinstated, the following state of facts was 

own. 

Claimant proved by five or six good citizens, neighbors and long- 
time acquaintances, that he was a Union man; that he voted bot: 
times against secession in Tennessee, when submitted to a vote of 
the people in Tennessee; that he made two attempts to escape 
from McMinn Connty, where he lived (then in control of the Con- 
federate authorities), and to go to the Union Army in Kentucky; 
that at the second see his relatives, who were in sympathy 
with the Confederacy, believing that he intended to go into the 
Union Army, had him (while on his way out of McMinn County) 
arrested by the Confederate military authorities, sent him off to 
some point above Knoxville, and compelled him to join the Con- 
federate army. Soon after this he was sent to Vicksburg, Miss., 
and while there he and some others, seizing the first opportunity, 
laid down their arms and made their escape into the Union lines, 
joined Grant’s army, served twenty-two months, and received an 

onorable discharge. And to make a still stronger case, Mr. 
Edgman swore, and his . was corroborated by two or 
three men who were with him in the Confederate army, that his 
Union sentiments were so strong that while he served in the Con- 
federate army he never fired his gun, and while he was forced to 
do some service, he made up his mind from the start to do as little 
as possible, so as not to hurt or harm anyone on the other side. 
With all this proof of his loyalty to his country he was dropped 
from the rolls. 

This is one of a lar; 
been denied justice 
of June 27, 1890. 

In order that this House may know the difficulties which sur- 
rounded the Union men of the border States, and especially of 
east Tennessee, and that this House may fully appreciate the val- 
uable services rendered by the Union men of the border States to 
this Government during the war, and, having this knowledge, to 
be better prepared to do them the simple justice long denied them, 
I desire to call attention to some of the history of our country in 
east Tennessee during the late war. 

It is not my purpose to refer to these matters in order to stir up 
strife or to kindle anew any of the flames and passions of the war, 
but simply and alone that the truth of history may beknown. I 
am glad to say that the people of the South are as loyal to this 
Government and love our republican institutions as much as the 
people of ba oto section of the country, and I do not believe 
there is in the whole South to-day a single intelligent man who 
wishes that the Confederacy had succeeded. 

The Southern people are anxious that the feelings and prejudices 
growing out of the war may be forgotten, and that we shall all 
unite in an earnest effort to make our country what God in- 
tended it should be, the greatest and grandest country in all the 
earth, and because the people of the South have been undeceived 
and now believe that the Republican party is a national party, 
willing to legislate for the best interests of the whole country, 


class of men who have suffered wrong and 
y the unwarranted construction of the act 


1896. 


many, yes, thousands, who have heretofore acted with the Demo- 
cratic party, who believe in sound money, a tive tariff, and 
the national policies of the Republican party, have parted company 
with the Democracy, and on questions of tariff, finance, etc., have 
come into the Republican party, and have come on principle, and 
for principle, and come to stay. Andif we act wisely, addressing 
ourselves in a courageous way to do for the best interests of the 
country, leaving the Southern people to settle in their own way 
the race problem and the control of elections, we shall see the 
Republican party in the South composed of the best_and most 
intelligent citizens and voters, and we shall see the Democratic 

there rent in twain, divided aud disorganized, and appeal- 
128 Heo support to the worst element of society in that favored 


Tennessee was one of the last of the States to go out of the 
Union. East Tennessee, or, more accurately, the eastern part of 
the State, was strongly opposed to secession. It was intensely 
Whig before the war. The people who lived there were Federal 
Whigs of the Alexander Hamilton and George Washington school, 
believing in astrong National Government. Being great admirers 
of Webster and Clay, they believed the Union should be perserved 
at all hazards, and in the et es ci of 1860 had supported Bell 
and Everett, and marched, rallied, and hurrahed to the cam- 
paign slo; of “the Union, the Constitution, and the enforce- 
ment of the laws.” So when it was pro to go out of the 
Union the people of east Tennessee strongly protested. 

The people of Tennessee voted twice in 1861 on the question of 
seceding after the other States had gone out of the Union. At 
the first election the vote was overwhelmingly against secession, 
east Tennessee voting 34,400 for the Union and 7,000 against. 
But soon after this an extra session of the legislature was called 
and the question again submitted, and this time, on account of 
the presence of Confederate Sope which had been brought into 
Tennessee, although it was still a State of the Union, and by 
other unfairness, it is claimed, Tennessee was voted out of the 
Union, although east Tennessee voted this last time largely 
against the proposition to go out of the Union. 

Immediately the governor of the State called for a large num- 
ber of volunteers for the Confederate army, and many thousands 
promptly responded, but comparatively few from east Tennessee, 
and later conscription was resorted to, largely on account of the 
attitude of east Tennessee. 

‘The Union men did not believe a State could vote itself out of 
the Union, and instead of tamely submitting, as the Union men 
did farther South, they met in open convention at Greeneville, 
Tenn., on June 17, 1861, only a few days after the last vote on 
secession or tion, and in a largely attended convention, 
with delegates from every county in east Tennessee, passed reso- 
lutions strongly condemning the effort to take Tennessee out of 
the Union. This protest, however, was all in vain; the story of 
east Tennessee from this time on was written in blood and tears. 

Immediately after this Greeneville convention the Confederate 
authorities, in order to retain supremacy in east Tennessee, occu- 

ied this territory with a large military force, and continued to 
Bold this territory until September 4, 1863, when General Burn- 
side entered Knoxville with his army, Colonel Foster, afterwards 
Secretary of State under General Harrison, leading the advance. 
The Confederate authorities found it necessary to keep a large 
force in east Tennessee on account of the strong Union senti- 
ment there; and while the Confederate authorities occupied this 
territory Union men were compelled to join the Confederate 
army or go to Southern prisons, and this class of men are denied 
pensons now, although they quit the Confederate service at the 

irst opportunity, 

The State administration early took steps to enforce the doctrine 
of repression in east Tennessee. Confedergte States troops from 
Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, and Mississippi were hurried up 
and quartered, under various pretenses, in the mountains, 

The question of taking sides” actively, marching under the 
“stars and bars” or under the ‘‘Stars and Si pas was forced 
to an issue. The day of discussion was a brief one. The con- 
script officer appeared on the scene. The way for this was pre- 
pared by reports that a Federal army was marching into Tennessee 
from Kentucky. Doubt and confusion were part of the atmos- 
phere. The Union men who could be apprehended were con- 
scripted into the Confederate army. Many fled, first to the 
mountains, to escape conscription, where they were fed for months 
by the Union women of the vicinity, and at length, despairing of 
Buell’s army reaching east Tennessee, many of them determined 
to make their way to the Union Army in Kentucky. The travel- 
ing was to be done by night, and the 4 lay over mountains 
and across deep rivers, and must be done with extreme caution, 
for the passes from Tennessee into Kentucky were constantly and 


strongly guarded. Many of the men thus attempting, through 


dangers and extreme cold. to reach and join the Union Army, be- 
cause they wanted the Union preserved, were captured and com- 
pelled to join the Confederate army. Was it any disgrace or dis- 
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honor for them to desert a cause which they abhorred and to fight 
for a cause they loved? 

Both generals—Grant and Sherman—in their memoirs speak of 
the desertions from the Confederate army before Vicksburg, on 
the march to the sea, and at other points. These were not the 
men who, believing in secession, had risked their all and gone to 
fight for what they believed to be right. These were not cowards, 
for braver men never marched to martial music than the Confed- 
erate soldiers, but they were in large part the Union men from the 
border States who did not believe in secession, but in the Union, 
and had been compelled to join a cause they hated, and felt it the 
exercise of the highest patriotism to quit this cause and fight for 
the old flag whic Shey had been taught to love since they first 
looked on its sacred folds. And these are the men who, having 
qni: the Confederate service with joy and gladness, joined the 

nion Army, fought bravely during the war, as all Tennesseeans 
ever did, whether at Kings Mountain, under Jackson at New Or- 
leans, during the Indian war, or under General Scott in Mexico, 
and made Tennessee famous as the Volunteer State; and these 
Union men having fought through the war and received an hon- 
orable discharge, and having seen peace restored, our country 
reunited, are in their extreme old age and helpless condition de- 
nied a small pension because of service in the Confederate army 
which they were compelled to render. 

A generous Government will not tolerate this, and no brave, 
true man wil! wish that it should. The perilous situation of the 
east Tennessee loyalists and the great help rendered the Union 
cause by them was known to and recognized by President Lincoln, 
and he was constantly urging General Buell, then in Kentucky, to 
move into east Tennessee with his army to relieve them. 
ion Lincoln, in a dispatch to General Buell dated January 6, 

2, says: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 6, 1962. 
My DEAR SIR: Your dispatch of yesterday has been received, and it dis- 
appoints and distresses me. * * * My distress is that our friends in east 
nnessee are being hanged and driven to despair, and even now I fear are 
thinking of taking rebel arms for the sake of personal protection. In this 
we lose the most valuable stake we have in the South. y dispatch to which 
7 is an answer was sent with the knowledge of Senator Johnson and 
epresentative May: of east Tennessee, and they will be upon me to 
know the answer, which I can not safely show them. They would despair; 
possibly resign to go and save their f: es somehow or die with them. 
I do not intend t to be an order in any sense, but merely, as intimated 
before, to show you the grounds of my ety. 


Yours, very truly, A. LINCOLN. 
Brigadier-General BUELL. 
General McClellan also felt the same way, as is seen by the fol- 
lowing dispatch to General Buell: 


CONFIDENTIAL. ] WASHINGTON, Monday, January 6, 1368. 


My DEAR GENERAL: * * * There are few things I have more at heart 
than the prompt movement of a 5 into eastern Tennessee. The 
political consequences of the delay of this movement will be much more seri- 
ous than you seem to anticipate. If relief is not soon afforded those people 
we shall lose them entirely,and with them the power of inflicting the most 
severe blow upon the on cause, 

I was extremely sorry to learn from your 88 to the President that 
you had from the beginning attached little or no importance to a movement 
in east Tennessee. had not so unders your views, and it develops a 
radical difference between your views and my own, which I deeply regret. 
* * * Interesting as Nashville may be to the Louisville interests, it strikes 
me that its possession is of dat secondary importance in comparison with 
the immense results that would arise from the adherence to our cause of the 
masses in east Tennessee, west North Carolina, South Carolina, north 
Georgia, and Alabama-- results that I feel assured would ere long flow from 
the movement I allude to. 


* * * * + 
In haste, my dear General, very truly, yours, 
GEO. B. McCLEL 


LAN, 
Major-General, Ci nding. 
Brig. Gen. D. C. BUELL, Louisville, Ky. a OPRAN 


Although with all the urging on the part of the President and 
his superior, General McClellan, Buell did not move into east 
Tennessee, and that section of Tennessee was not permanently 
occupied until later by the Federals, Theaid rendered the Union 
cause by the Union men, not only of east Tennessee, but by the 
loyal men of all the border States, while known to the President 
and the Union officers, is hardly known to the general public, and 
has not been 5 since as it should have been. I do not 
desire to take from any section or from any men the glory to 
which it or they may be entitled for the splendid services and 
sacrifices rendered for the Union cause. I do wish to see justice 
done to loyal men of the border States, who made many sacrifices 
for their ‘‘ opinions’ sake.” % 

A brief review of the part played by the loyal men of the border 
1 in the late war will not be considered, I hope, out of place 

ere. 

The whole number of men furnished to the Union Army, accord- 
ing to the Adjutant-General’s report of November 9, 1880, from 
the firing on Fort Sumter to the close of the war, was 2,865,028, 
of which the Northern States furnished 2,482,801 men. The cen- 
sus of 1860 showed that the number of white males of the mili- 
tary age (between 18 and 45) in the Northern States was 4,327,000, 
so that the troops furnished by them to the Union Army were 60 
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8 of the available men. Turning to the slave States, the first 

iscovery is the 1 that Delaware furnished a larger 
number of troops to the Union Army in 5 to her avail- 
able military population than any other State in any of the 
country. This is so contrary to accepted ideas that the average 
Northern Republican would pronounce the statement absurd on 
its face. But the leave no room for doubt. Delaware had 
in 1860 only 18,273 white males between the ages of 18 and 45. 
She sent 13,670 men into the Union Army, which equaled TAS por 
cent. New Hampshire contributed only about 54 per cent, Ver- 
mont and Massachusetts 58 per cent, Maine 59 per cent, Rhode 
ee eS AUNDIE and Ohio 69 per cent, Kansas 72 per 
cent, and Indiana 74 per cent. 

The other border States did nearly as well. Maryland had 
102,715 white males of army age, and 50,316 of them did service 
for the Union, being almost exactly 49 per cent. Kentucky had 
180,589 men to call upon, and 79,025, or nearly 44 per cent, re- 
sponded. Missouri had 232,781 white males, and 109,111 of them 
went into the Union Army, being almost 47 5 cent. West Vir- 

inia did not fall behind. She had 66,500 White males, of whom 

068 became Union soldiers, or more than 48 per cent. Even 
‘Tennessee, one of the States which actually seceded, furnished no 
less than 31,095 men to the Union Army. 

Altogether, the thirteen slave States contributed 432,227 men in 
defense of the Union. Ken also furnished 23,703 colored 
troops, which do not enter into calculation. Maryland and 
Missouri also supplied the Army with a large contingent for the 
same arm of the service. It thus appears that one-seventh of the 
Union Army came from the South. 

Contemplate, if you will, what would have been the result if 
this half million of strong, brave men had been in the Confederate 
army, making a difference of a million of men, and the border 
States of east Tennessee, Missouri, Kentucky, Delaware, Mary- 
land, North Carolina, and West Virginia had been as enthusias- 
tically against the Union as Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, South 
Carolina, and the other cotton States. Not only would the seat 
of war have been in the North, but the result made more doubt- 
ful, to say the least. 

LOYALTY OF EAST TENNESSEE AS ATTESTED BY A CONFEDERATE OFFICER. 

In an article in the Century Magazine of February, 1885, Col. 
William Preston Johnson (son of Gen. Albert Sydney Johnson, 
and a member of Jeff. Davis’s staff during the war), writing on 
the battle of Shiloh, and defending his father from the severe 
criticism of certain Southern newspapers for the loss of Forts 
Donelson and Henry, the evacuation of Bowling Green, and the 
disaster at Fishing k, says: 

His father’s army was weakened by the necessity of kee: thousands of 

Tennessee i 


troops in east to overawe the Union re, and so as 
to guard the only line of railroad communication between Virginia and Ten- 
nessee. 


He further says: 
of the Confed: a G 
aa ante Dees Sete nso tine of dntensesFoueitnge aT 
did, constant vigilance and repression. 

Gen. D. H. Hill, of the Confederate army, insisted a few years 
ago that the rebellion was suppressed by Southern men. Whether 
this be true or not, it is true that the first repulse to the Southern 
army was inflicted at Mill Spri by General Thomas, a South- 
ern t The first confidence inspired in thedemoralized army 
of Buil Run was owing to the eee of Ord, of land, at 
Dranesyville. Blair, Canty, ittenden, Alexander, and Nelson 
were born in Kentucky. ewton and Cook were Virginians; Ord 
and Sykes were Marylanders. 

The most Successful of all naval heroes was David G. Farragut, 
an east Tennessee boy. Dupont of Delaware and Goldsborough 
of Maryland made the first 1 


ent on the Atlantic coast. 

When the Federal Army been scattered at Chickamauga, 
who was it that stood at Rossville, Ga., like a rock in the ocean 
i which the waves dash and fret in vain? It was Thomas, 

e rock of Chickamauga. 
Had it not been for the stubborn resistance of this gallant gen- 
eral and his brave men, Chickamauga would have been a com- 
plete Federal rout and the Confederacy an established fact at this 


hour. 

We have the testimony of Generals Grant and Sherman for the 
statement that the Union men of east Tennessee, ont of their 
scanty supplies, fed General Burnside’s starving army during the 
siege of Knoxville, and the loyal people of the Sequatchie Valley 
contributed liberally to feed General ns's army at Chatta- 
n before General Grant established the ‘‘cracker line” to 


Bri report, Ala. 

H. V. Redfield, at one time the able correspondent of the Cin- 
cinnati Commercial Gazette, writing about Tennessee troops, says: 
a —.— of the exploits of the Tennessee troops in the Union Army would 

volumes. 
The Tennessee troops were fighters rather than writers, and left lit- 
tle record of their transactions. It was Tennessee troops who routed 
the famous cavalry command of Gen. John H. Morgan, and killed that fa- 


mous rider. He vanquished armies and captured more prisoners in a single 
raid his own men numbered, yet a strange tate decreed that he should 
i fate at the hands of U aided by a Michigan regi- 
ment. 

And the capture of Morgan was equal to the destruction of an 
army. > 

Mr. Chairman, I have not thus spoken to stir up bad blood, to 
bring skeletons from moldy graves to speak the language of re- 
venge, but to set forth the work and virtues of humble people, 
who helped to continue and extend American institutions by 
heroic devotion and suffering, and have proved by their suffering 
that love of country is a divine truth; that the United States 
is not a rope of sand tying together antagonistic States; that the 
Constitution is not a “glittering generality,” but a divine 
2 a law of growth, freedom. and civilization, and that 
long-delayed justice may speedily be done the Union men of the 
South, many of them the descendants of the heroes of Kings 
Mountain, New Orleans, Monterey, and Buena Vista. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding, I desire 
to yield two minutes to my colleague from Illinois (Me. Siri] 
for the purpose of suggesting an amendment he proposes to offer 
at the proper time. 

Mr. H of Minois. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to dis- 
cuss this measure at this time, but will probably have something 
to say upon it under the five-minute debate. I have read this 
bill carefully and believe it to be a good one, although I believe, 
at the same time, it might be amended in some one or ae respects 
with advantage, and that certain amendments which could not be 
objectionable to anyone might be incorporated in the bill which 
would be beneficial. 

But I only desire now to give notice that at the proper time I 
shall offer an amendment on page 3 of the bill, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that that amendment may go into the Recorp—it 
will take about five or six lines of the Recorp—so that members 
of the committee may have an 3 of considering it before 


Tennessee Unionists, 


it comes up under the five-minuterule. ask that the amendment 
. 

The Clerk read as follows 
ii 3, after section 4, insert the following, to be known as section 43, 


ely: 
That hereafter, in the administration of the pension laws and determina- 
tion of the rights of any claimant to a pension or an increase of m, the 
same shall be determined solely on the sworn testimony, or affirmation, of 
witnesses, taken under the provisions of law; and the unsworn statements 
of an: rson or persons relative to the credibility of witnesses, or as to sup- 
in connection with such claims, shall not be considered or accepted 
y the Pension Office officials to impeach or discredit the sworn statements, 
or affirmation, of a witness.” 


[Mr. CONNOLLY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I Would like to have enough time to call 
attention to this section. 

Mr. SPERRY. L ask that the gentleman have further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is also five minutes to 5 Oclock, when the 
House must take a recess, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I will yield. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ponies re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8271) relating 
to pensions, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The Indian appropriation bill has come back 
from the Senate with Senate amendments and a request for a 
conference. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curris], a mem- 
ber of the committee, moves that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments and agree to the request for a conference. 
Without objection it will so ordered; and the Chair will ap- 

int as conferees on the part of the House the gentleman from New 
Vork, Mr. SHERMAN, the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. CURTIS, and 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. PENDLETON. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONNEAUT, OHIO, A SUBPORT OF ENTRY, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. er, the Committee on Ways and 
Means direct me to report back the bill (H. R. 4787) to establish 
the port of Conneaut, in the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in 
the Fistrict of Cuyahoga, in the said State of Ohio. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It can be passed in a 
moment or two. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. L ask unanimous consent to pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let us hear what the bill is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a bill to establish a subport of entry 
at a little town in Ohio. A 


Ask for its passage. 


1896. 


A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
port of Conneaut, in the State of Ohio, asa 
subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, in said State of Ohio. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the port of Conneaut, in the State of Ohio, be, and 
the same is hereby, declared to be a subport of entry in the district of Cuya- 
hoga, in said State of Ohio, from and after the passage of this act, 

The SPEAKER. Is there ores to the present consideration 
© 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolution 7 85 taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
as follows: : 

A bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo,—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign erce. 

A bill (S. 2178) to provide for the purchase of a site and for the 
erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, the cap- 
ital of the State of Utah, and at Ogden—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 1985) to ees ee the disposal of the abandoned 
Fort Shaw Military 
stead and mining laws of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. : 

A bill (S. 1287) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1200) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
sixth judicial circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 
a of Thomas U. Walter, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (S. 270) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. ed Pe 8 for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of 


New Ham to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved * the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
the Interior be directed to rescind his orders to the Commis- 

sioner of the General Land Office 

Railroad 8 land lists now on em 

Pacific main line in western Nebraska, northern orado, Wyoming, and 


Vi 
3 yir oye 
nion Pacific Railway Company, good sufficien’ 
chasers and present peia of such 3 Provided, 
sued for any lands which have not been sold by said company prior to the 
passage of resolution— 


To the Committee on the Public Lands, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee, had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, to wit: 

A bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
m erpi of the claim of John J, Shipman against the United 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Brostus, for three days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. Goopwxx, for twelve days, on account of important 
business. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

On the mest of Mr. SPERRY, a reprint was ordered of the 
bill (H. R. 3273) for the classification of clerks in the first and 
second class post- offices, for the purpose of correcting an error in 
the reported bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lask consent that the House take a recess now. 

— SCRANTON. Pending that, I desire a change of reference 
made, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill (H. R. 2466) 
to approve an act of the legislative assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico entitled An act to create a county court” be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Pennsylvania asks a 
change of reference of this bill from the Committee on Territories 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS, What is the bill? 


tion, in Montana, under the home- |” 


The SPEAKER. An act creating a county court in New Mex- 
ico. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and the 
change of reference will be made, 

REPRINT. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for a 
reprint of the bill under consideration (H. R. 8271). } 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The time having arrived for the recess, the 
House is now declared in recess until 8 o'clock this evening, and 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne, will please e the 
chair at that time. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the House was declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION, 
The recess haying expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 


p. m. 
Mr. PAYNE, as eee pro tempore, called the House to order 
and directed the reading of the special order, as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5o‘clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension bills for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, and bills removing — pr of desertion only shall be consid- 
ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—-ayes 45, noes none; so the 
motion was agreed to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. The 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

JOHN KEHL. 
The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl was read,as 
OWS: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 

thorized and instructed to restore the rating of John Kehl. late of K pe 


D, Ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, to the rate of per 
month, as it was previous to July, 1893. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, when we adjourned on last 
Friday gee we were discussing the propriety of the 
of this bill. If Iam not mistaken, I had the floor when the hour 
of adjournment arrived. I do not believe that we ought to grant 
any increase of pension in this case. I think this man is justly 
entitled to what he is receiving, $8 per month, but I fail to see 
vo Bag ese ony which leads me to conclude that his ion ought 
to be increased. Therefore, to prevent friction rad in order that 
we may move on and consider other more meritorious bills which 
possibly may be found upon the Calendar, I trust that the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill will not press it this evening, but will 
let it be passed over without prejudice until the case can be fur- 
ther investigated and more proof, if possible, presented than is 
contained in the rt of the committee in favor of increasing this 
pension. I hope the bill will not be favorably passed upon by 
this committee at this time. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, so far from adopting the 
ap otf of the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina, 
I shall most unhesitatingly urge that this Committee of the Whole 
report this bill favorably and recommend its passage. I have gone 
very carefully over the reports of the various medical examinations 
in this case—there are six of them—and I am satisfied that no 
more meritorious bill ever came before the House of Representa- 
tives, and I hope to be able to show this committee that this has 
been a case of the most unjust ution of this man from the 
pert his first application for an increase was made up to the pres- 
ent time. 

I shall state briefly the facts in this case. It is not a pleasant 
case to discuss in the presence of this House or in the presence of 
those who are visiting us this evening, but justice to this man de- 
mands that I shall speak plainly and deal plainly with this subject. 
In 1884 John Kehl, a poor, ignorant old 8 applied for and 
was granted a pension at the rate of 88 per month, for disease of 
the heart and rhenmatism, resulting from cold and exposure while 
in the military service. He applied for an increase. On the 25th 
of August, 1884, the report of the medical board, consisting of Drs. 
Museroft, Stevenson, and Prendergrast, three of the most reputable 
citizens of the city of Cincinnati, was substantially as follows. 
The language which I am about to read is quoted exactly from 
their report: 

99... y 
We think his present disability 


entitles him to 
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Now, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], for 
whom I have the highest regard and respect personally, is like 
some other members of this House who think it is extremely 
amusing and entertaining to boast of their ignorance. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that a man who has been studying these 
pension matters as he has been during this session and before, 
ought to know something of the meaning of medical terms, and 
when the gentleman gets up and talks about locomotor ataxia and 
twists and distorts the term, and then says that he does not know 
what it means, that is a confession of ignorance which, if I were 
he, I should be ashamed to make. I will say to the gentleman 
that locomotor ataxia is a complaint which results in lameness 
and inability to move the limbs, or rather inability to control 
their motions, and it is often a result of exposure to severe cold 
and rheumatism and other influences of that kind. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to say to the gentleman that ‘the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina knows a little more about this case 
than you think he does. 

Mr. BROMWELL (continuing). On the stren 
pors this man was given a pension of $8 a month. He applied 
or an increase. He lived in the city of Cincinnati. And here 
let me say that whenever an unfavorable report was to be obtained 
in this case (and there were three of them, more or less unfavor- 
able) they took him away from Cincinnati, his home—once to 
Covington, Ky., and twice to Hamilton, Ohio, 25 miles distant 
from where he lived—and had him examined there, while the 
examinations by the physicians in Cincinnati, his home, were 
invariably favorable to his application. I mention this as a coin- 
cidence. The examination at Hamilton, Ohiv, which took place 
on the 29th of May, 1888, before Drs. Hinckley and McNeeley, 
contains this language: 

Rones of babes ara Simbin in aaoh groin 
only temperately. We believe his 
syphilitic taint. 

That was by the examining board at Hamilton, Ohio, and, as I 
have said, was made and dated on the 29th of May, 1888. With 
the delay usual in the Pension Office under all administrations—I 
do not make any special criticism upon the present administra- 


of this re- 


Formerly drank freely, but now 
mble is due to spinal schlerosis from 


tion in that respect—this case was not again considered or an ex- 


amination had until the 4th of September, 1889, a year and a half 
after the Hamilton examination. This examination was made by 
Drs. Hartshorn, Smith, and Klein at Cincinnati. 
They say: 
opinion, entitled to first- e rating for the bility caused 
3 2 — of the 8 A = 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as most of the members present are aware, 
locomotor ataxia is not a disease that comes suddenly; it is not a 
disease that develops itself at once, and at a stroke, like paralysis, 
immediately destroys all power and control of the limbs, but is a 
disease that is insidious and grows steadily day by day. This 
report continues: 

There is reason to believe that he had suffered exposure previous to or at 
the time of his attack of rheumatism to produce the locomotor ataxia. In 
this parti there is a very close connection of the causes of rheumatism 
and locomotor ataxia. The applicant is totally disabled, requiring regular 
aid and attendance of another person. 

Now, on the 27th day of February, 1890, or six months after this 
report was made, the Commissioner of Pensions not yet haying 
acted on the case, the following instructions were issued for 
another examination in the case of thisman. These are the iden- 
tical words of the instructions: 


It is desired in this case that the examination be made with refer- 
ence to chronic rheumatism and results. Claimant is on the rolls for rheu- 
matism and resul disease of the heart and alleges also resulting ysis. 


There is a prevalent impression of a syphilitic taint in this case, and to this 
point your attention is especially directed. 
because it called the 


I ask your attention to that lan, 5 
ial attention of the examining board to this part of the case 
and to what the medical examiners in the Department had done 
with a view to discovering the nature of this man’s disability. 
Please examine with care and let bag report state what, if any, agency 
hilis has had in causing present bilities. Please state also as to con- 
on of skin, throat, groins, bones, head, and scalp, as to any signs of syphilis 
which may be shown. 
THOS. D. INGRAM, 
. Medical Referee. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the condition of certain parts of the body of this appli- 
cant as shown by the examination of the case; because, as a result 
of this dreadful disease, these are the parts of the body that are 
always and invariably affected. This report of the board of ex- 
aminers, a com of three eminent physicians in the city 
of Cincinnati, than whom none stand higher in this country, men 
with whom I am personally pie —Dr. A. C. Kemper, Dr. 
J. W. Stevenson, and Dr. A. B. Isham, F soldier, 
who carries a wounded limb, and has a limp ting from this 
wound received in the service that he will carry during his life- 


On March 19, 1890, this board used this language, and I will sa 
that I have not quoted the report in full, as it is not necessary. 
have quoted the language mainly applicable to the complaint to 
which reference has been made as affecting the standing of this 
applicant before the office. In that report they say: 

Skin and tongue 3 i i 
with atarin galt: some incoordioation of muscles ot teks spur ant eed 

He is, in our opinion, entitled to a second-grade rating for the disability 
caused by rheumatism and spinal sclerosis. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will you permit an inquiry just there? 

Mr. BROMWELL. No; not now. 8 5 

Mr. ERDMAN. I pippo you will read the whole report? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will be glad to have the gentleman read 
the whole report if it will be any satisfaction to him, Iam read- 
ing substantially the entire report, 8 that of it 
Which bears on this special disease. They say, continuing: 

Unable to button clothes with right hand; could detect no antesthesia of 
any part; * * unable to stand alone with eyes shut. Find a cicatrix 
from ulcer under glans penis and near meatus, having destroyed prenum and 
enlarged meatus somewhat; no induration. Could detect no enlargement 
of any of the glands of the body; no scars in groin; no nodes or enlargement 
of any of the bones indicative oi Re ger Says he had a sore on penis, but 
could get no other history of syp! and no other evidence of any. Could 
detect no other chan in the case. This man is totally disabled, due to 
spinal sclerosis, and if it is the result of his army service we recommend a 
second-grade rating. . 

Now, I will say that most of the usual sequel of this disease 
are the enlargement of the glands on the back of the neck and the 
enlargement of the glands on the arm. The examiners at Hamil- 
ton spoke of having found Tampe or enlargement of the glands in 
the groin. This examination finds a complete absence of any of 
those symptoms. Other Sea rpe are usually the falling out of 
the hair and the growth of nodes or lumpsupon the scalp. Those 
are all missing; there is nothing of that kind, 

Not satisfied with this report made by these three eminent phy- 
sicians of Cincinnati, the Department sent this case to Covington, 
in the State of Kentucky, and there, on the 26th of August, 1892, 
before Drs. Tarvin, Davis, and Stuard, an examination was had, 
from the report of which I will read an extract; and I will say 
that in making the selection of what I read I have picked out 
those parts which refer to the particular disease in question; and 
if I omit any part which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ERDMAN] wishes to include in his reply, I shall be very glad to 
have him do it. But I did not suppose the House would care to 
hear the entire report. Iam dealing fairly with the House and 
giving in each case the worst statement made in the report. This 

of examiners at Covington says: 
He makes the following statement: Also syphilis in 1863." 


Now, as I stated on last Friday night when this matter was up, 
this claimant being an ignorant German and not understanding 
well the English language. misunderstood the question put to him 
in the first examination, and supposed it was whether he had ever 
had erysipelas, and he replied that he had. But the examiners put 
it down in their statement that he had admitted he had 
syphilis, Then this board goes on to say: 

Well-marked cicatrix on left side of glans penis and ht loss of substance 
of lower wall of meatus, the result of initial Dao of syphilis. * * + Well- 
marked case of locomotor ataxia. * * We see no evidence of excesive 
consumption of spirituous liquors. 

One of the claims was that his diseased condition was due to his 
having been intemperate. 

Owing to the imbecility of the applicant— 

Now, I ask attention to this language— 


Owing to the imbecility of the applicant and the total inability to obtain a 
complete history of.the case, we are unable to determine ponura whether 
the condition of the applicant is due to syphilis or other pathological changes. 

This board, sitting at Covington, with this statement before 
them that this man had made that he had had this disease, were 
unable to determine whether his disability was due to this disease 
or to other n changes. That was on the 26th of August, 
1891; and the claim was rejected. It was afterwards taken up at 
the request of Mr. Storer, a member of the Fifty-third Congress, 
and another examination was ordered, which took place on the 
28th of March, 1894, before Drs. Dunham, Juettner, and Fogel, of 
the city of Cincinnati. They say: 

We can not find any evidence of syphilis (soldier denies it also); nochancre 
sear; noenlarged glands. Palate relaxed, pharynx and nasal passages ca- 
tarrhal, skin cyanotic but healthy; hair, skull, tibi, and other bones nor- 
mal; no evidence of vicious habits. 

Another examination was ordered before this same board, be- 
cause the Department was determined to prove that this man was 
suffering from the result of his vicious habits. This examination 
was made on the 9th of May, 1894, a little less than two months 
after the one last mention In the report of this examination 
the board says: 

Locomotor ataxia; sense of cushion beneath feet; coordination of move- 
ments in walking markedly impaired; he reels immediately upon closing 
eyes; marked unsteadiness of the voluntary movements of upper and lower 
extremities; patella reflex lost; difficulty in re dagen ing; sense 
of constriction about thorax; local areas of anwsth of skin on thorax, 


neck, and legs. There is a scar on both sides of meatus urinarius on 
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Jans (Soldier claims as the result of a practical joke while 
comrade ; with 


aR 

5t Milwaukee. A a red-ho' 

In spite— 

Now, notice this language— 

In spite of the most painstaking examination, to 
tion, we can not find any evidence of hilis on skull, skin, tibiæ, or 
other bones, mucous mem 2, brain, heart, lungs, or other viscera and 
glands. There is positively no enlargement of the post cervical— 


That is the gland at the back of the neck— 


touched his glans penis 


epitrochlear— j 

That is the gland on the arm above the elbow— 
and inguinal glands. It is the unanimous opinion of this board that claim- 
ant’s locomotor ataxia is the result of exposure to wet and cold and rheuma- 
tism, not of syphilis. 

No evidence of vicious habits. 

Totally disabled for manual labor. 

Now, with all this evidence before it, the Pension Department, 
still determined to haruss this man and refuse him the pension 
to which he was entitled, sends him off 25 miles to the city of 
Hamilton for another examination. This is the sixth examina- 
tion. On the ist of Au; , 1894, he appeared before three doc- 
tors in Hamilton—Drs. Huston, Grafft, and Sharkey. After con- 
tradicting nearly everything found by former examinations, they 
say: : 

The syphilitic germina‘ 
scar eee 8 scar Se Son neue SS yo ie 
right side of the meatus. No enlarged glands in the groin. No loss of hair. 
No nodes formed on the skull, but roughness of both tibi. 

There are the examinations into this case, and the Department, 
following, I am sorry to say, the usual rule in these cases, has 
determined that this man shall not get a pension, and they are 
construing every possible thing against him. Instead of doing as 
is provided for in the general bill that we now have under consid- 
eration; instead of giving this man the benefit of the doubt; 
instead of remembering that he risked his life in the service and 
came out of it a poor, crippled, broken-down man, requiring con- 
stant attendance, unable to control the natural functions of the 
body, filthy and diseased, and an absolute care and dependent 
upon his family, getting but $8 per month for rheumatism, where 
he is undoubtedly entitled, upon the report of these physicians, to 
the amount asked for in this bill, $30, they have construed every- 
thing against him, they have refused to allow him his pension, and 
it becomes necessary to appeal to this House to see that this injus- 
tice is righted. 

Now, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN] has 
the full statement of this case I should be very glad to have him 
read any of it that I have omitted if he wants to. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this case is of a character not 
pro r for discussion in the open House, and I do not propose to 

wn into any discussion of the details of it. I want to say 
that this gentleman’s pension was reduced in April, 1892, not 
under a Democratic Administration, and the implied fling at the 
present Administration, in the remarks of the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat. does not apply. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I the gentleman what remark I 
made which could be construed into any fling at the present Ad- 
ministration? Did I not say specifically that I did not propose to 
criticise the present Administration? 

Mr. ERD . Indeed, I heard you say that, but I judged 
your remarks by their general tenor. Now, in April, 1892, this 
man was reduced to $8 a month. The Pension Bureau then said: 

Medical experience shows that 50 per cent of all cases of locomotor ataxia” 
are due to syphilis and alcohol. 

And I want to say that this man had admitted before that he 
formerly indulged freely in alcoholic stimulants and that he had 
the other disease. 

The medical certificates show that in this case these are the principal if not 
sole factors in claimant's condition. 

I have gone over the medical reports, and it is my judgment 
that the Pension Bureau in 1892 reported correctly: 

Strict justice would seem to demand the dropping of his name from the 
rolls. ting, however, that some disability may exist, due to long service 
and exposure and independent of the effects upon the nervous system of the 
* 8 55 ee poisoning, all doubts are amply covered by the 

A Republican Administration said that of him. If thisisa 
proper case for pensioning by private bill in the House, then I 

ve never seen an improper one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? : 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

say division (demanded by Mr. ERDMAN) there were—ayes 80, 


noes 4. 
Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
Several MEMBERS. Count, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN aer counting). No quorum appears to be 
present, and the Clerk will call the roll, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask if the gentleman will 
withdraw the point of no quorum, and allow this bill to be passed 


without pers ice? 

Mr. T ERT. If you will lay aside the bill with an unfavor- 
able report, I will withdraw the point. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. TALBERT. I made a gestion which gentlemen indig- 
nantly refused, and in their refusal made some unpleasant re- 
marks. I refuse to withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let the bill be passed over without prejudice, 


without any report upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. LAYTON. I hope the bill will not be passed over. It is a 
5 case. I have examined it, and it is undoubtedly mer- 
itorious. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


Abi Dockery, Lawson, 
Acheson, Doolittle, Lefever, Robinson, Pa, 
A Dovener, Leisenring, Royse, 
tken, Draper. Leonard, 8 
Aldrich, Ala. Eliett. Va. Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Aldrich, III. Elliott, S. C. Livingston, Sauerhering, 
Allen, Miss. Evans, Lockhart, Sayers, - 
Anderson, Fischer, Lorimer, Scranton, 
A 7 Fitzgerald, Loud, Settle, 
Arnold, Pa. Fletcher, Maddox, on, 
Arnold, R. I. Foote, rg a Shaw, 
Atwood, hia Ma y, Sherman, 
bcock, Fowler, Call. Simp 
Bailey, Gardner, McClellan, er, 
Baker, Md. Gillet, N. Y. McClure mith, Ù. 
Good McCormick Smith, Mich, 
ham, Griswold, „ky. Southwick, 
tt, Grow, McDearmon, palding, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, McEwan, Spencer, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Halterman, McKenney, Stahle, 
h, Hanly, chlan, Stallings, 
Belknap, Harmer, Me Laurin, Steele, 
Bell, Colo. Harris, 0 dens y 
II. Tex. Harison, Rae Stone, A. 
Bennett, Meiklejohn, trait, 
= Hartman, ercer, trong, 
ing teh, Meredith, Strowd, N. O. 
B. N.Y. Heatwole, Meyer, ulzer, 2 
Boutelle, Heiner, Miller, Kans, Swanson, 
Bowers, Henderson, en 
Brosius, Hendrick, Miner, N. Y. Tawney, 
Buck, Hermann, Mon: Tayler, 
Bull, Hicks, Money, 
B Ohio Hilborn, = 1. Tucker, 
urton, Hill, orse, er, 
Cannon, Hitt, M Turner, Va. 
te Hooker, Mozley, er, 
Clarke, Hopkins, Ne nderwood, 
Cobb, 0 Newlands, Van Horn, 
e, e, P 
Coffin, u orthway, er, 
Colson, Huff, Odell, 4 Walker, Va. 
Cooke, III. Hulick, en, arner, 
Cooper, Ela. Huling, Otey, Washi 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, en, Wellin, 
Cooper, Wis. Hurley, ens, eeler, 
Cousins, Hutcheson, Patterson, 
Cowen, Hyde, Pearso: Wilber, 
X, Johnson, Cal Pendleton, 
Johnson, Ind Per Wilson, I 
Crowley. Johnson, N. D Pitney. Wilson, 
Culberson, Jones, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Cummings, Joy, Price, Wilson, 
Kem. Prince, oodard, 
Danford, Kendall, uigg. Woomer, 
Dayton, Kiefer, ey, Wr ight, 
Denny, Kulp, Ray, Y 
poe o pi — 
Dingley, Ys > rn, 
8 ae Latimer, Bhan, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 
my colleague, Mr. GARDNER, was called away by telegram on 
account of important business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 


The committee rose; and Mr. PAYNE resumed the chair as 


Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House finding itself without a quorum, as Chairman I directed 
the roll to be called, when 116 members responded to their names. 
I report the names of the absentees for entry upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of the absentees will 
be entered upon the Journal. A quorum has appeared,and the 
committee will resume its session. 

The 3 resumed its session. ; 2 $ 

The CHAIR . The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division. 

1 e an divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 4. [Ap- 
use. 
R So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HELEN MORRELL: CARROLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 730) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Helen Morrell Carroll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Sid F Baaai Sw Carroll, late a major-general in the United States 
u a 

Aaa, — the rate per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BAKER 
of New Hampshire to strike out the words “seventy-five” and 
insert the word fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ET 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to take the 
same position in regard to this bill that I did when it came up 
several Friday evenings past, and in doing so I do not propose to 
detain the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les, you do. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to state to the gentleman that no 
insinuation nor any of his h lai can deter me from 
doing what I think is right. The gentleman may be as long and 
as lean and as lank as he pleases, but it does not deter me. As I 
was going on to say, I do not propose to repeat what I have said 
on former occasions in regard to this discrimination in favor of 
the widows of major-generals, I am already on record on that 
Loy 5 Right here, 2 upon this subject, I desire to 
send to the desk and to have a letter bearing upon questions 
of this kind, which I will ask the Clerk to read in my own time. 
I would be glad if gentlemen will listen to this letter. These are 
not my words, but the words of a soldier whom I do not know. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ERTE, PA., April 22, 1396. 


DEAR Sin: I told you in my first letter that I may have more to say; but I 
gave up the notion until I saw the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of last Friday 
* and saw what you said about the pension of General Van Deveer. 

said in my first letter, ** You was right.“ I think so yet. Keep Spy 


work. If wants to do an for us let them pass a sery 
tha al line 


e. 

General and General Sheridan's wife than 
mine to get . a year, because they had shoulder straps and sat on a horse 
while the pogs tramped through the mud and slush? Oh, no! 

Now for . RAY, from New York. He asked what lunatic asylum I re- 
152 in. Tell him the same one that every man that voted for him to come 
ngress. 


(Laughter. ] 
He had better come here and see how much of alunaticIam. He has not 
enough sense to be a “lunatic.” 
Any man that will stand up in his place in the Halls of Congress and talk 
like he does thirty years after the war and claims that he is a Republican, 
“and that the party is the friend of the men that made it possible for just 
wach men to have a sany in Congress, show their gratitude toward us now.” 

‘ou made him a good answer. 
ully. CHARLES RICE. 

Hon. J. W. TALBERT, 


Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, that letter speaks for 
itself. I move to amend the amendment by striking out “ fifty” 
and inserting ‘‘thirty.” _ 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, this question was before the House 
in my absence a week ago. I regret that I was not here at that 
time to present some of the facts in this case, which I believe are 
not fully presented in the report. The report which is made in 
this case is the Senate report and was adopted by me with, I be- 
lieve, no additions, and it goes without saying, Mr. Chairman, 
and I believe is admitted by my friend from South Carolina, that 
the distinguished soldier whose widow is asking a pension in this 
case had served his country brilliantly at Kernstown, Cedar Moun- 
tain, Gettysburg, Fredericksburg, Chancellorsville, the Wilder- 
ness, Spottsylvania, Petersburg, and all those great battlefields 
speak, and speak eloquently, of this man's service. 

As to his widow, she is now lying in Providence Hospital, in this 
a where she has been most of this winter. She is the war 

ow of Gen. Sprigg Carroll, and I sincerely a I desire 
that every member of this House shall hear what I say—I sin- 
cerely regret that any amendment was offered to this bill which 
to give this widow a on of $75 per month. I hope 
the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CONNOLLY) will hereafter bear 
in mind that there are some Democrats who are not moved by 
economical considerations in recommending pensions for the 
widows of distinguished Union soldiers. 8 

I am a Democrat, a Democrat by birth, the son of a Democrat, 
who was the son of a Democrat; Iam a Democrat by training, a 
Democrat in every sense of the word, and am proud of it. But, 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I deny that those of us who have 

served upon the minority of the Invalid Pensions Committee have 
been actuated by any motive of hostility to the soldiers in the posi- 
tions which we have assumed with regard to pension legislation in 
the Fifty-fourth Co I bring you here a clean pension claim, 
in striking contrast with the one against which I stood up with 
four other members on this floor to vote proudly a while ago. It 
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has been said of me and it is true, although only by accident, that 
Iam constantly reporting to this House bills liberal pen- 
sions for generals or the widows of generals and men distinguished 
in the naval service of the country. 

I am proud, sir, that that has been my good fortune, and I want 
to say.to gentlemen on the other side of the House, whoever they 
were, who favored the first amendment proposed to this bill on 
last Friday evening—I want to say to them that as a Democrat, 
believing not in any distinctions in the 
lowing more liberal pensions to the men, or to the widows of the 
men, who have won fame and added luster to American history 
than to the class of men to one of whom you awarded a pension 
of $25 a few moments ago, and I count myself fortunate that I 
have been by accident the champion here of the widows of the 
Union generals. She who was last at the cross and earliest at 
the grave” will, in your pension legislation, add nothing unclean 
to the pension roll, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know this lady. This is not a 
pension claim from my district or from my State. I desire simply 
In this connection that an eMaavii which aa been tate by is 
invalid lady shall be read from the Clerk’s desk, and when it shall 
have been read I trust that no man who stood up a while ago to 
vote in favor of a claimant to whom the granting of a pension is 
the grante of a badge of shame instead of a of honor will 


this 
Mr. Chairman, I simply desire that this affidavit be read, and 
I beg pardon of the committee for having, with my usual earnest- 
ness, occupied so much time in presenting this case. 
Mr. PIC. Will my colleague on the committee permit a 


aS 
Mr. PICKLER. I simply want to suggest that this bill passed 
the Senate in the Fifty-third Congress at $75 a month. 
Mr. MILES. I ask that the Clerk now read the affidavit. 
The affidavit was read, as follows: 


1 bef. 

Columbia, Helen Morrell who, first duly sworn, deposes and 
says that she is the widow of the late Maj. 
that she is now receiving a pension of $30 a month; that she is without prop- 
SEK OE DANS OE DIODOA Raa ene ent upon said ; that 
she is in very feeble th and has been ill for three years, fi it neces- 


19 w. 
small salary. enough to su him; that with the econom: 
and self-denial she finds 1 e 0 live on her ion of $0 a month, 
health and injured 


LEN MORRELL CARROLL. 
CORALS SME RIE OD TERS 108 SNS ON Ot ATES, A. D. 1896. 
[SEAL] AUL E. JOHNSON, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Mr. TALBERT. Imoved to amend the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man. 
The CHAIRMAN, That motion was not in order and is not in 


order at this time. R : T i 
amentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
What is the original amendment? 

The C . The origi amendment was to strike ont 
“seventy-five” and insert The committee acted affirm- 
atively a that amendment, and the gentleman from South 

en proposed to strike out fifty and insert ‘‘ thirty”; 
but that motion was not in order. 

Mr. MILES. Imove to strike out“ fifty“ and insert ‘‘seventy.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order, the committee 
having inserted “‘ fifty ” by an affirmative vote. 

Mr. MILES. Then I move to reconsider that vote. If that 
amendment is carried, I simply desire to say that the result will 
be that this lady will get no pension at all. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider can not be made in 
Committee of the Whole. The question is, Shall this bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 


tion? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MIRIAM V. KENNEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3937) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, widow of Samuel 
W. Kenney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., e be, and the same is hereby, 

to V. Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney, d the 
ir 


henge Mrs. Miriam ‘uring 
rm of her natural life, together with the sum of $5,000 for the services of 
her late husband during the war of the rebellion. 


English sense, I favor al- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1896. 
| 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was 
read, as follows: - 


Strike out at the end of the bill the words “ together with the sum of 
$5,000.for the services of her late husband during the war of the rebellion.” 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the report which I desire to have 
read will fully explain this claim. e case is one which has 
been very fully investigated by the other members of the commit- 
tee as wall as by myself. If, V the report, any 
explanation should be desired, I think I can answer satisfactorily 
every inquiry which be made. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on I. on to Miriam Y- Romney, widon referred the bill (H. R. 
8987) — , widow of Samuel W. Kenney, 


V 
wite of Samne! W. Kenney, 5 his wif 
mu enney was employed 
James S. Negley, commandin, 


. th 3 ur pose, 

a autho and for the a! 

tured by the Confederates, tried ona 2 us u Spy, and was 

— ia at ftn 
case 


Arm; 


ey 
The claimant applied for a ion, which was rejected on 
Bay W. Kenney was not = 


Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out tho 
last two lines, and that as amended the same do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 

by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman in chargeof this case give 
us a little more information relative to the employment and com- 

tion of the man whose widow it is now 
is a new class of people whom we are to pension— 
es. Possibly we ought to grant pensions in these cases, where 
the employment is demonstrated and where, as stated in this case, 
the as hanged by the enemy. But the evidence in a case of 
this And ought to be very clear. I hope we shall have some 
lanation, therefore, from the 1 in charge of this bill. 
fir, WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I shall very gladly give to the 
gentleman from e oh vo Erpman] and to this Com- 
mittee of the Whole all the information that has come to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in reference to this case. We 
found among the papers a certified copy of the record of the 
Confederate court-martial by which this man was tried, con- 
victed, and executed as a spy. We found a very considerable 
amount of evidence, both Union and Confederate, to show that 
he was a Union man from the first. The circumstances are 
developed particularly in a letter of Gen. James 8. Negley, who 
command ak division of the Army of the Cumberland in the 
ions of that army immediately . battle of Stone 
River, on the tst of e ne 1863. I have before me a copy of 
2 and will read it if desired, or I can give the substance 
it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. What officers constituted the court-martial 
that convicted this man? 

Mr. WOOD. Iam unable to sax. I recollect that the court- 
martial was ordered by General Wood—I think Gen. S. A. M. 
Wood—of the Confederate army, commanding at Tullahoma, 
Tenn. I could send for the papers on file in the committee room 
and read the entire record, or a full exhibition of the case may be 
found in the records of the Pension Office. 

Samuel W. peer. was a Pennsylvanian by birth, coming from 
Armstrong County. He was a resident of the State of Tennessee. 

there he came to our lines to 
asa Union man and driven 


true man. me read a moment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I do not think it is necessary to occu 9 time 
in reading. I would like to know what rank this man hel 
he an enlisted man, a scout, or what was he? 

Mr. WOOD. He was employed by General Negley, as that offi- 
cer himself says, as a scout and spy. He bee. iho Confed - 
erate lines at General Negley’s request for the purpose of asver- 
taining the forces and the intentions of the Confederate army, 
sa lay at Murfreesboro. 

Sir, there is a statue set up in New York to thé memory of a 
Spy whose name has been honored by his country—Nathan Hale. 
e services of this man Kenney were necessary; they were 
“bravely and honorably performed. Thereisonly onething wrong, 
3 in regard to this bill. This woman ought to have 
ioned from the very day of the execution of her husband. 

Tan use.] The provision for paying her $5,000 was struck out— 


not because she was not considered as deserving it, but simply 
because a majority of the committee felt that they were not justi- 


fied in paying anything in the nature of arrearages of pension. 
If there is 5 wrong about the bill it is the amendment 
proposed by the committee, and for one I should be glad to have 
that amendment to, and the bill passed 5 
thus giving this woman the amount of money originally 

The question being 1 on the amendment re by the 


committee, it was 
was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


The bill as amen 
MARY F. DAVENPORT. . 


the House, 
we next business on 2o Hine eee was the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Mary venport. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That th: 
Da widow of Dudle venport, late first 
Caleb Cushing, dow af b Davenport. inte Arst r 
The report lp asi Pool) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on . aS TETA ehh ao R. 75) 
tat dee pension to Mary F. Davenport, widow of Dudly Davenport, sub- 
y yonport was a first lleutonantof the revenue cutter Caleb 
e The evidence penne 
mittee includes a letter from the Secretary of „ 
Ww Sa 
a e Fy: of the Department show that the revenue cutter Cushing was 
8 Confederate privateer in land Harbor, Maine, on the night 
Paves „ Gerx who’ tot beanie 8 nand of, — on that 
date in the city of P Portland. 
the Proadent A t dated fa 14, 1863, to seperate with 5 
en une coopera the arresting 
tions on American Tce, etc.” bated 


rebel depredat 3 
At the the Non weenie Oushing by the rebel t being known to 
cruelty was shown Lieu t Davenport — wA Nye, spr it ing known to 
t he was a native of Georgia who had remained to the Union; 
that his life was tened and he was in er cand tad 
FVV and that finally 
aa Se ed aang ro his Leg 8 boats and aban- 
o Cushing bl 
pom. B. P. Chaso, Secretary longe in this case is a lotier to Lieutenant Daven 8 
ol the July 14, 1863, which says, 


* pleased to say that your oduct whfle a pr a prisoner on the cutter Cush- 


ing in re to . ver to her rebel captors 
m m cordial and unqualified x 
‘he ee presented in claim awe conclusively that before and up 
to the ey ag of the Cushing by the rebel privateer, that Lieutenant DANS 
rt had an exceptionaily strong and y man, but that the mental 
strain and anxioty. ther With personal abuse received at that time, 
duced a mar change in hima; pr was 6 W. 
goon resul ty, and that he was in an asylum at hei 
Rochelle, N. V., and afterwards at Utica? NY. Y., where he died May 9, 1869. 
N. N., where he resided, are ex- 


Affidavits of well-known citizens of 88 
the time of his arrival home, after the capture 
that he was undoubtedly insane. 


F. Day the wife of Lieutenant Davenport, made application to 

the ee iais eee ee 1 

alleging that eath was irect resul ardship, suffering, 
ee strain, and at the time of the capture of the 1 


of 
e claim y 19, 1890, on the ground of no e: law 
granting, pensions to 2 pein at officers who served in the 8 


8 in total insani 
mmanded by 3 ei soit! 

‘There is no 1 reason wh: e 

be Sanane tfurther appears 3 
to Lien f... tho th day of July 186%; Davenport 

is isentirely destitute and has been for several years ving to 
remain in a darkened room a ae the tina and that oe ee 
. ty of friends, and that she has no 


ee Come We on eee Sf the aspi from hove said 
„as well as cians o um where sa 
and the documentary eviden snes Menton 


t striking out the word 
gia in the last. line and — — twenty- -five. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
HARRIET WOODBURY. 


8 business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
nich vinci Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt. 
was read, as follows: 
Be t! enacted eta Tha etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis 8 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and 2 of the . Firman uf Co laws, the name of Harriet een 
late widow of 


Firman, of Company I, Seventh Regiment Vermon 
Volun 


The report (by Mr. SuLLOWaxN) was read, as follows: 
valid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
D Harriet Woodbury, y: having carefully considered the same, 


followin: 
— Brace was formerly thio wid rao or 8 . Firman, who served 
in Company I, Seventh Vermont Volunteers, from November 20, 1863, until 
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his death in the service, October 2, 1864; the widow was pensioned from the 

death of the soldier to July 14, 1866, when she again married; pension was 

then paid toa minor child of soldier until October 29, 1880, when he became 

16 years of age, since which date no 8 has been paid. These facts are 
reau. 


day, and that such remuneration is all the income she has, 


was afterwards afflicted with cancer, and that the 
8 had to labor kor their support; that Mr. Woodbury died in 1886, 
d oma she now labors for her daily 

reported TP the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 

gresses, but died on the Calendar. 
Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by adding to line 8 
me wore “and pay her a pension of $12 per month"; and that as amended 
O pass. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of this bill that he allow it to be laid aside without preju- 
dice for the present. It is another case of a remarried widow, 
and those cases always take up the time of the committee, Other 
bills mi 1 pamon while we are considering this one. 
The C MAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman to lay this bill aside? Š 
Mr. GROUT. I object. 
Mr. ERDMAN, Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. GROUT. I hope the penloman will not take up the time 


in discussing this matter. whole question has n gone 
through with heretofore very fully; and it has been ascertained 
that the committee is in favor of these bills, where, asin this case, 


the widow is destitute, and dependent wholly upon her own exer- 


tions. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, we are considering to-day, and 
have been for a day or two past, a general ion bill, and widows 
of this class are carefully excluded from the provisions of that bill. 
You had your opportunity, if youare going to pension every widow 
who remarried, to do it by general legislation, and you did not 
choose to avail yourself of that opportunity: You propose, on the 
contrary, to do it by private bills, and in that manner to do injus- 
tice to all others who have not a member of Congress here to make 
an effort in their behalf or to look after their interests. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. : z 

Mr. PICKLER. AsI have already said several times during 
the course of this discussion, we have added no new classes to 
this general administrative bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Oh, yes; you do. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; not one. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Oh, yes; this bill embraces in the first para- 
graph a certain class, and in the third and thirteenth paragraphs. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not by any manner of means. ese were 
always pensioned and pensionable until this Administration. This 
is not anything new in that line. 

Mr. ERDMAN. They were never pensioned, I think. 

Mr. PICKLER. Always. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Under Order 164, an erroneous order, admit- 
tedly erroneous by General Bussey, after 300,000 pensioners had 
been placed on the rolls, you propose again to admit those who 
were placed there by this erroneous order or erroneous ruling of 
the Department. 

Was it any wonder, when this Administration came into power, 
when, by the admission of General Bussey on his own ruling, 
there been an erroneous construction, plasing 300,000 men on 
the rolls—I say, was it any wonder that they should be careful 
and scrutinize the claims of the various claimants? And yet you 
propose to put them again on the rolls, notwithstanding the 
admission that that order was erroneous, by your general pension 


ill. 
Now, in the provo of the second paragraph you carefully ex- 
clude remarried widows, so that perchance you may have an 
opportunity every Friday, or soon, to bring up a special case to 
demonstrate to the country particularly that you are the friends 
of the remarried and divorced widows. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I had occasion in the Fifty-third Congress 
to express my views at length upon this subject, and I will send 
the same to the desk to haye read now; and I would be very much 
delighted to see one gentleman on the other side rise and contro- 
8 one of the arguments or any single position therein set 

orth. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The — of this bill is to restore to the pension roll, as widow of a sol- 
dier who died in 1864, his former widow who remarried in 1866 and lived with 
her second husband until he died in 1886. The minority have had occasion to 
express their views heretofore in cases of this character, and the statement 
made in report No. 001 on the bill (H. R. 2908) to pension Martha E. Miller, 


which is ouan applicable to this case, is as follows: 
To pass ill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub 


stantial limftation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 


The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. In the 
first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in no wise exceptional, 
There ae fi varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
be fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 
come husbandless by reason of death or divorce present the same substan- 
tial conditions. 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows so sit- 
uated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by indi- 
vidual gas bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to es- 

use their cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never 

hink of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which 
are essentially exceptional and should not be used to grant to one that which 
is denied to the many, whose situation is precisely the same, But aside from 
this consideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily 
relinquishes her pension because she prefers to do so. . 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate termi- 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage re widows to seek 
divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon the 
soldier's death and memory which they have long since renounced by pref- 
erence. 


rt of the widow of 
T, perhaps, desires, 


that his services and his 

DONT RA be the Denia ot a Deen to his wife oar mes . be- 

ond an rvening peri matrimonial alliance some er hus- 
d is by no means self-evident or fairly to be presumed. 8 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the 
vania is criticising the Committee on 
that we have made a new class of oners in the gene 
under discussion in the House at the day session, in which class 
Confederate soldiers are admitted to pensions. I call attention 
to the decision in the case of Daniel B. Garrison (6 Pension De- 
cisions, 289), rendered March 11, 1893, where it is expressly de- 
cided that the Confederate soldier who afterwards went into the 
Union Army was entitled to a pension. The gentleman said it 
was a new class of pensioners. He is mistaken. Under the last 
Administration they were pensionable. I can assert that there is 
not a new class of pensioners in the general bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If that is the construction of this Department, 
why pass the law at all? i 

r. PICKLER. Wel, 8 Administration have started 
out the other way. That is the only trouble. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Lou say that decision was rendered in 1893? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; March 11, 1893. There are several de- 
cisions to that effect, so that the gentleman ought not to say we 
are dae on any new class. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this is rather 
an exceptional case. The pension asked for is very small indeed. 
This is a 8 y, the widow of a private soldier. 
[Applause. ] ile I am disposed to oppose the granting of a 
pension to any widow who has remarried, whose husband is still 
alive, it seems to me that this is an exceptional case. She only 
drew a pension for two years, and then remarried, and her hus- 
band only lived a short time. She was an invalid during that 
time. It does seem to me that there is some merit in this bill. 
[Applause and cries of Votel”] You have just passed a bill 
giving $50 a month to the widow of a major-general. The gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. MILES] stood up here and pleaded elo- 
quently for her because she was in the hospital, and he openeth 
not his mouth here now, when we are considering the case of a 
widow of a poor private, and that widow is working up in Ver- 
mont, as I understand from the report of the committee, for only 
25 cents a day. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is correct. 

Mr. TALBERT, I want to say also, Mr. Chairman, that is a 
sad commentary upon these wide-mouthed orators who have been 
standing up here, day in and day out, proclaiming their love for 
the soldier and the soldier's widow, when there are such widows 
living at their doors earning the pitiful sum of 25 cents a day. 
It is a shame and a dis upon your heads, and I want 
call the attention of this House to the fact. Iam ready and will- 
ing, as a rebuke to the pretended friends of soldiers, to vote this 
$12 a month to this poor woman, to make out a supplement to that 
pitiful little sum of 25 cents a day which you permit her to work 
for there, while you stand up here and mane hypocritical speeches 
of love for the soldier, for his vote, and let his widow perish at 
your very doors. [Ap lause on the Democratic side.] 

The M : e questionis upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ntleman from Pennsyl- 
valid Pensions, sayin 


MARY E. WYSE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 


4913) ting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, widow of 
Col. F. O. Wyse. 


H. R. 
ieut. 


1896. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs, Mary E. Wyse, 
widow of the late Francis O. Wyse, lieutenant-colonel Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery, at the rate of $20 per month. ~ 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman, 
The report (by Mr. COFFIN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4913 


granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, have considered the same, an 
respectful report as follows: 

cis 8 Wy: the claimant's deceased husband, entered the United 
States Milit: cademy September 1, 1833, and was appointed brevet second 
lieutenant, Third Artillery 93 a 1837; ; promoted to second lieutenant say 
81, 1837; to first lieutenant July , 1838; captain March 3, 1847; major Fourti 
3 May 14, 1861, and lieutenant-colonel Fourth Artillery November 1, 


He resigned July 25, 1863, but was reappointed and retired February 23, 
1879, under an act of 3 15, 1849, as an additional lieutenant-colonel, 
tales Army. 
Colonel W. parti icipated in three wars ee Mexican, and civil) durin; 


In the ae — of a joint committee of the Senate and 
ouse of Representatives at the firs 
contained a complimentary notice of effi 
dier and his va en Sa airy egy gives them 
The reccrd shows that then a captain and 
fracture of the ex- 


this until his death, which occurred Jan 21, 1893. 
A — tA report, ET July 18, 1847, contained fh a copy of the Tampico 


1 4 ape Sentinel 5 bestows the highest 


or the conduct of himself and men in an engagemen 
Mexico, about July 11, 1847. 

The report was made by L. G. De Baers colonel Louisiana Volunteers, who 
. the United States forces in the e ent, and repeatedly com- 
mends Captain Wyse for his co and gallantry. 

After the death of the soldier the widow filed an np gee for pension, 
pA od proof established the fact that his death was due to causes originat- 


the service and line of duty, but the Pension Bureau rejected the claim 
on the ground that the fatal disease had its inception in a time of prior 
to March 4, 1861, and hence there is no law under which the widow can be 
allowed a pension. The officials of the Pension Office concede, however, that 
the disease originated during the soldier's military service and in line of 
duty, and the rejection is based wholly upon the absence of law under which 
the widow can be pensioned when the er's fatal disease originated during 
a time of or to March 4, 1861. 

The soldier had the rank of captain at the time of contracting the disease 
(bronchitis) from which he died, and in the light of the forego: facts and 
circumstances your committee believe that it would be but an act of justice 
to allow his widow the usual pension nted to the widows of ca ins, 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GEN, WILLIAM H. MORRIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Morris, late a 
brevet or-general of volunteers in the Army of the United States, at the 
rate of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred — fer (H. R. 


4383) granting a 8 to Gen. William H. Morris, have the same, 
we 10 rt as follows: 


„Cal. At 
ed to duty, with the 
neral and chief of the staff of Maj. 
He served through the 


th 
commissioned colonel of the Sixth New York Volunteer Artille 
on September 2, 1862, and was ordered with his regiment to Baltimore, which 


was then being threatened by Stonewall Jackson's pen only 40 miles away, 
at Frederick. The rebels having been driven back out of Aere by the 
Army of the Potomac, Morris was placed in command of Fort McHenry and 


his regiment added to its garrison. Soon after he was ordered to Harpers 
Ferry. While there he was Ldap 75 to the rank of br ier-gen 

laced in charge of Maryland Heights, with a force co: ting of the 
Regiment New York Artillery, regiments of infantry and cavalry, and bat- 
teries of heavy guns. 

When Maryland Heights were abandoned, by order of the War Depart- 
ment, General Morris was orde to join the Third Corps in the Army of 
the Potomac. A brigade was . for him, consisting of the Sixth 
Regiment New York ae and the following regiments of infantry: The 
Fourteenth New Jersey, the Tenth Vermont, the One hundred and fifty-first 
New York Volunteers. General Morris was in the reserve at the battle of 


8 J Ww 1 to 3, 1863, and e in the action of DML se Heights 
July 23, 1863. ot long after this time the Sixth New York Re; ent of 
Artillery was ordered to join the artillery reserve of the Army of the 


Potomac. 
i se Morris was conspicuous in the action of Locust Grove, November 


In the reorganization of the Army of the Potomac the Third Corps was 
broken up; one part sent to join the Second Corps, and the other part, with 
General Morris, was added to the Sixth Corps. The new brigade formed 
for consisted of the One hundred and sixth New York, the One hundred 
and fifty-first New York, the Fourteenth New Jersey, the Tenth Vermont, 
and the Eighty-seventh Pennsylvania Regiment Volunteer Infantry. In the 
Richmond campaign under Grant General Morris was constantly engaged, 
taking an important part in the battle of the Wilderness, 


into the record of General 


At the action near Spottsylvania, May 9, 1864, General Morris was shot 
roi the leg by a sharpshooter, and rendered unfit for further service in 

e field. 

After some months passed in the e heme at Georgetown General Morris 


was ordered to 
and continued on 
ably mustered out of service. 


rt to General Dix for court-martial duty in New York, 
ht duty until the close of the war, when he was honor- 
The brevet rank of jor-general, United 


States Volunteers, was conferred upon him by the dent of the United 
States March 1 ibs Lor gallant and meritorious services in the battle of 
the Wilderness, Vir; <i 8 


General Morris represented Putnam County, N. Y., in the constitutional 
convention of 1867, and was chief of ordnance and inspector-general in the 
National Guard of the State of New York. 

General Morris has lately been suffering from a complication of diseases 
which has made him a chronic invalid, unable to earn living—a serious 
consideration to a man who has all his life been o to de on his own 
exertions for his means of support. $ 

In view of the very ed services of General Morris, and of his 
1 as n t soldier, your committee recommend the passage of the 


Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask what is the amount of 
pension asked for by this gentleman? I did not catch it from the 


reading of the rt. 
The CHAIRMAN, One hundred dollars a month. The ques- 
tion is, Shall this bill be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 


tion? 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘one 
hundred” and insert ‘‘seventy-five.” 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. TALBERT. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out “seventy-five” and inserting ‘‘ fifty.” y 
> Mr, PICKLER. This is an application on the part of the soldier 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I hope that neither of these 
amendments will prevail. There have been two things I have 
done in 8 to pension matters. One is to come here eve 
Friday night and hold my peace, content to only vote for the sol- 
diers’ pensions, izing how valuable the time is to the soldiers 
who are seeking pensions through Congress. But when a motion 
is made by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to amend a unanimous i ta resulting from an examination 
orris, I feel it incumbent upon me 
to speak. The other thing I have done is never to introduce a 
bill in Congress for a pension without first examining into the 
merits of the case myself. 
This matter was first called to my attention by the ge Repub- 
strict in 


lican predecessor that I have had in Congress from my 

the history of the Republican party—Hon. William H. Robertson, 
who served a term in this House at the close of the war. After 
receiving the bill from him, and after it had been introduced b 
me without conversing with or request from any of the indi 
viduals who su uently communicated with me, then, for the 
first time, I learned, in addition to the brilliant record of General 
Morris disclosed by my previous investigation, how warm a place 
he had in the hearts of those who served under him during the 
four years of war. Those who listened to the reading of the re- 
port learned that he served in California several years before the 
rebellion. He resigned from the Regular Army because of loss 
of health. Ten years ela , and the war of the rebellion broke 
out. Immediately he enlisted, and served as commander of vol- 
unteers throughout the war. 

I shall not take the time of this House, after the reading of the 
report, in going over his mirng record, but I want to call the 
attention of this committee and the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who has offered one of these 
amendments, to the fact that if, in addition to the evidence of his 
brave services, the testimony of the private soldiers who served 
under him as to the place a commander holds in the hearts of the 
soldiers has anything to do with granting $100 per month pension 
to a man in his old age, with a wife and child dependent upon 
him for poppi then this bill should pass for $100 a month. 
195 W IS. What is the financial condition of General 

orris? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. He is without means, and is unable to sup- 
port himself and famil ly. 

Me MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 5 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. How old is General Morris? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. He was born April 22, 1827. 

Mr. MILES. Then he is over 69 years of age. ~ 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. He is over 69 years of age. He is an invali 
broken down, unable to leave his house, with his wife and chil 
dependent upon him for support. 

Now, I want to call the attention of this committee, before the 
vote in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Sou 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], to the resolutions that were sent to me 
the moment it was announced in the papers that the bill had been 
introduced. I will not take the time of the committee, when 
time is so valuable, to read the resolutions from every one of the 
Grand Army posts I have in my hand, but I will read just one 
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that came to me from the grand council of the Union Veterans’ 
Protective Association: 


of the grand council of the Union Veterans’ Protect- 
ive Assosiation: Mareh b 1896, the following preamble and resolution were 


the panion of Gen. Wiliam H. Morris: Therefore 
“Resolved, That the grand council of the Union Veterans’ Protective Asso- 

ciation is much ed at this action of Congressman FATRCHILD as a well- 

re services of General Morris, who distin- 


ion commander, Gen. James 
for the brevet 


dent of the United States.” 


C. P. QUINTARD, 
Recording Secretary. 


council, Union Veterans’ Pro- 
WM. C. YORKE, 
ding 


A true copy from the records of the grand 
tective Association. 


I have in my hand similar resolutions from the John C. Fremont 
Post, No. 590, Grand Army of the ublic, Department of New 
York; Oliver Tilden Post, No. 96, ent of New York, 
Grand Army of the ublic; Judson Ki eh e Post, No. 143, 
Department of New York, Grand Army of the ablic; and also 
G. Warren Council, No. 4. Union Veterans’ tective Asso- 
ciation, Fordham, New York City, besides letters from command- 
ers of other posts. It is said of George W m, he was Firs’ 
in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen.” 
And I think it will be agreed that the statement that he was first 
in the hearts of his countrymen has as much to do with the posi- 
tion he occupies in the world’s history as the statement that he 
was first in war and first in peace. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAIRC „ IWIII. a Cae 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Can you give the committee 
the age of that dependent child? 

Mr. FAIRC D. I do not know it; but I will state to the 
gentleman from New Hampshire that I made several inquiries 
and that I received information from various sources that in addi- 
tion to his wife he has a child dependent upon him for support; 
and I have the impression that the reason of that is the invalid 
condition of the child; but that part of it I can not vouch for. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I think it is an invalid daughter. 


distinguishes a deserving I have with me numerous let- 
ters from privates which I will not attempt to read. But I will 

Ave one extract from one of these letters. It is a sample of num- 
ace I have received, coming continuously from day to day, from 
these men scattered throughout different parts of the country who 
had read in the papers that the bill had been introduced: 


As an old comrade of General Morris, I thank you for what you are ae 
for him and pray that you may succeed. I know what the general was wo: 
from 1861 to 1865, and know that he is old and feeble and also almost in want, 
and I had him, at the last meeting of the Sixth New York Heavy Artillery 
Association, as a mark of ae made the president of the association. The 

was tooold and feeble toattend the meeting, but the nomination and 
election were made with cheers and SAMONA: 


That, Mr. Chairman, is a sample of the letters that I have re- 
ceiyed from the privates of General Morris’s command. From 
historians also commendations come. From the compiler of the 
Townsend Library of National, State, and Individual Record, 
now the property of Columbia College, is received a strong in- 
dorsement that reminds me that General Morris is the descendant 
of two signers of the Declaration of Independence, and a son of 
the author of ‘‘ Woodman, spare that tree.” From the West- 
chester County Historical Society I receive strong resolutions 
urging the amount named in this bill. 

à r. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I earnestly ask 
that the amendments, both of them, be defeated. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state briefly my 
reasons for offering the amendment to the amendment, proposing 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert fifty.“ This claimant 
was undoubtedly a disti i officer, and he deserves credit 
for nis service to the country; but he is now drawing $30 a month, 
and the Committee on Invalid Pensions have recommended increas- 
ing his pension to $100 a month, and I think $50is a happy medium 
between the two. This great Government of ours is built upon 
concession and compromise, and now let us come together in this 


matter and agree upon a compromise and give this distinguished 
gentleman $50 a month. 

Mr. MILES. Whey? s 

Mr. TALBERT. I havealready stated the reasons; and I would 
be glad if Icould get gentlemen who shed these crocodile tears over 


the generals and their widows here a after night to help me 


to get a t is working for 25 cents 
a day, I am sorry, too, that the gentleman from Ohio . BROM- 
WELL], who spoke so eloquently this evening in his effort to get a 
pension for a man who ought not to have it, has seen fit, after 
eng. that bill through, to take his hat and leave this Hall. 
ug ri Ph am sorry, also, that I do not see in his seat the dis- 
i hed Mr. ROWLAND BLENNERHASSETT Manany, from New 
York, who has such a long biography in the Congressional Direc- 
tory, which he was ashamed to hear read here, and who was so 
loud-mouthed in behalf of the soldiers—I am sorry that his seat 
also is vacant this evening. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to call the attention of the 
gentleman from South Carolina to the fact 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 


msion for some poor widow t 


gentleman from McKinley—Ohio, I mean. jis g 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I thought that possibly the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina might not know that the young 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Manany] was not present, as 
supposed that he would not make that sort of allusion to a gen- 
tleman who was absent. Possibly, however, I may have put a 
wrong estimate upon the gentlemanly character of the distin in- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ido not care anything about the opinion of the 

entleman at all. — Istated that I was sorry that the 
isti inguished gen from New York who saw fit to read 
other people’s bi phies here had run away and that his seat 
was vacant. If that is treason, make the most of it. Take me 


down and me up i ughter. ] 

Now. n. Gan, i want on in relation to this bill that 
I think $50 is ample for General Morris. Ido not wish to deny 
anything that was said in his behalf by the gentleman from New 
York . FAIRCHILD]. He was undoubtedly a distinguished 
officer and deserves great credit for his services, but I think $50 a 
month will pay him very well when we consider the pitiful sums 
that we are allowing to the private soldiers and their widows all 
along the line. I hope gentlemen will open their eyes to the fact 
that they are doing injustice to these private soldiers, and that 
here now, once for all, we shall put our foot down upon the busi- 
ness of granting these high pensions to officers and officers’ widows, 
and Lam glad to seein his seat the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McoCatt], who became converted on this subject several 


evenings ago, and I hope to have his assistance in this matter. 
[Laughter. 
Mr. PIC Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that the Com- 


mittee of the Whole can understand this evening something of 
the pornon of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and something 
of the appeals that are constantly made toit. Since you have 
listened to the eloquent, touching, and really, to a great extent, 
convincing words of the distinguished young gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Famchmp!] in behalf of this aged Union soldier, 
you are better able to understand 5 of the appeals that 
come every day to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I appre- 
ciate what the gentleman from New York has said about this case. 
I did not know that this was his bill, though if I had known it 
that would not have made any difference. I did not know whose 
bill it was. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have been criti- 
cised night after night because they have reported in some cases 
larger pensions for officers and the widows of officers than they 
have recommended for privates. 

The amendment whic to 


am in favor of pander 2B old soldier what will keep him com- 
fortably for the remainder of his life; I am unwilling that he 
should suffer want or distress. But, Mr. Chairman, when the 
private soldier to whom we grant a pension is obliged in many 
cases to live on 8144 a year, or, if he should be in the condition of 
this man, might get $30 a month or $360 a year, regardless of what 
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aeni ao might have, I do think in fairness to the private soldier 
and all others concerned that when we pension this man at $900 
a year it ought to be sufficient. 

am loath to differ with gentlemen who have so 1 
presented the claim of this old soldier. But I believe it is the dut 
of members of this committee to live up to their professions an 
to reduce this ion to $75.a month. Not only will this amount 
keep this man in comfort, beyond the reach of want, but I do not 
doubt that if the bill goes through with a pension of $900 a year 
the beneficiary will be surprised at the success of his distinguished 
Representative in getting the bill 5 95 7 in so liberal a shape. 
The bill was reported in the Fifty-first Congress at $50 a month 
and that was avery liberal Congress for pensions. It was ted 
in the last House at 850 a month. And now, if we pass it at $75 a 
month, we shall be doing, I think, our full duty in the case. : 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman will allow me to ask why his 
committee reports a bill to pay $100 a month, and then on the 
floor moves to reduce the amount to $75 a month? 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me say to the gentleman that since these 
bills were there has been a very decided e: ion on 
the floor of this House that probably bills of this kind have been 
reported at too high a figure. Let me say that while I am dis- 
pews to stand by my committee, yet individually I am not in 

vor of any of these high pensions. I am in favor of proper dis- 
tinctions between officers and privates, because such a policy is in 
accord with the history of this Government. But I am not in 
favor of these unwarranted distinctions. That has not been my 

ition in committee and it is not here. I believe it is unfair 
to the private soldier to put these pensions for officers and their 
widows at so high figures as some gentlemen here seem to favor. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Allow me to say a single word in reply to 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. He has stated 
that this bill was reported for a less amount in previous Con- 

. Sir, this bill as reported in the Senate in 1891 was for 

00 a month; as it passed the Senate it granted that amount; 
and it only failed in the House because it came here too late for 
consideration before the final adjournment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; the bill has always been reported to 
this House at $50 a month. 

The question being taken on Mr. TALBERT’S amendment to the 
amendment of Mr. PICKLER, there were on a division (ca#ed for 
by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 17, noes 64, 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Several MEMEBERS. Do not make that point. 

The CHAIRMAN (after a count). e hundred and three 
members are present. The noes have it; and the amendment to 
the amendment is rejected. j 

The question then recurring on the amendment of Mr, PICKLER 
to strike out 8100“ and insert ‘‘$75,” it was agreed to, there 
being—ayes 73, noes 20. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be favorably 
reported to the House. 

MARY L. BACON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5400) to increase the pensionof Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late 
George B. Bacon, late lientenant-commander of the United States 


Navy. __ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That from and after the of this act there be 
allowed and to Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late George B. Bacon, lieu- 
tenant-commander, United States Navy, a ion at the rate of $40 per 
month during her widowhood, in place of per month, Which she is now 


The report (by Mr. How) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5400) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Bacon, have considered the same 


Mrs. is the widow of the late Lient. Commander George B. Bacon, 
of the United States Navy, who passed ee all the grad ip- 
man, to which he was ä October 10, 1850, to lieutenant- commander. 
the rank held by him at the time of his honorable resignation from N: 

gallant and arduous service 
the war of the rebellion. He 
„ W had its origin during his 
a pension at $25 per month under 

to $20 by special act approved 


Gen. N. M. Curtis, a member of the House, states that he knows the claim- 
ant personally, and that she is of delicate constitution, without W O 
means of support aside from her said pension, and is ent upon w. 


bodily strength 

General Curtis further states that the bill is in all respects an exception- 
ally meri and that an increase of her pension is an absolute neces- 
sity to the claimant's comfortable su; 


itorious one, 
view of the valuable service rendered by Mrs. Bacon's husband, and in 
the light of her dependence and necessities, your committee feel constrained 
to recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley. 
$ 


` 


ever bee ch she can secure of a nature suited to 
and lot in life. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heroo 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Archibald 
Hunley, late a member of any, H. Thirtieth Regiment MIlinois Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $16 per month. 

The amendment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out “sixteen “ and insert twelve“; so as to make the amount of 
the pension $12 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
pore in that case. 

he report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Inyalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley, submit the folowing report: 

The committee, having examined the evidence in support of this bill, find: 
Archibald Hunley was s tried by divisi 


on 
charge of disrespectful d 
Sentenced to be canfined at hard labor in mili prison d 
of his term, and to be dishonorably 3 
executed. The offense for which he was tried was very trivial, if, 
any offense whatever. A t bein: a drunken 


Te 


soldier in a tent, and * e soldier down in the mud star, Hunley 
said to the sergeant: Let him up and don't hurt him. You ought not to 
treat Graves that way.” 


have had a spite 


That was the whole offense. H 88 meer seems to 
ital and directed 
t from h tal 


a certificate from 
. to bave rolls co 


stand court-martial.” Two hours afterwards Hunley was arrested; the trial 
followed, with the above result. 
The case of this soldier has been before the Forty-seventh, Fifticth, and 


Favorable reports were made in the Forty-seventh 
and the above facts were found. The -first 


no bar 
‘ in accordance 
with the provisions and limitations of the This act also 
1 the Treasury Department to audit and pay Hunley his back 
pay, bounty, and allowances, which has since been done. Prior to the pas- 

of said act the Secretary of War removed the charges of being absent 


The Secretary of the Interior, through the Commissioner of Pensions, now 
refuses to place the claimant on the pension roll under act of June 27, 1800, 
holding that he has not an honorable 

There is no question but that this claimant is entitled under that act toa 
pension, so far as disability from manual labor is concerned. 

Your committee concinde that a great wrong and hardship has been done 
this soldier; that he bas been a victim of oppression and injustice at the hands 
of his officers, which the Congress in ith has endeavored to correct so 
far asitisable. The act of June 27, 1890, was in force when the act for the 
relief of this soldier became alaw. It must be considered that the la 
power had in mind the condition of legislation in regard to pensions. 
reasonable effeet be ivon to every part of the act for this soldier's relief, 
there isnow no bar to his receivinga pension, 3 the unwarrantable action 
of the ioner of Pensions in refusing to obey the law. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking ont the 
word “sixteen,”’ in sixth line, and inserting in lieu the word twelve,“ and 
that the bill as amended pass, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside with favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

JOHN W. HINES. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5712) granting an increase of pension to John W. Hines. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etv., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and to place upon the a roll the name of John W. 
Hines, late first lieutenant and adjutant of Fourth Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension of per month. 

Nr. ERDMAN. Let us hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. PickLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5712) granting increase of pension to John W. Hines, having carefully consid- 
ered same, 


2, respecti uy report: 

John W. Hines enlisted 7, 1861, as private in Campeny ©, First Ken- 

kuy Volunteer Infantry, and was Hara ag therefrom May 15, 1863. He 
as first lieutenant in the Fou Tennessee Volunteer Infantry 
January 2, 1864, and served to April 24, 1865, when he resigned. 

8 24, 1891, he filed a claim under the old law alleging rheumatism 
contracted in the service. On 8 1892, the examining board finds him 
entitled toa 2 rating for bility from said cause. He is pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12, for rheumatism and resulting disease of 


art. 
Almost every officer of the Pension Office who — — 
der the old law recommended its allowance, but the rereviewer says: 
“The claimant ha that 


ading man 
iron Broad 


exposure and marching Licut. John W. Hines was again attacked with 
his old disease—diarrhea—and also with an attack of inflammatory rheuma- 
tism. The two disabilities together rendered him unfit for duty fora long 


, 
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time afterwards. I remember that a great many of the men were affected 
and unfit for duty for some time afterwards. Iam one of them.” 

The Larges major, afterwards lieutenant-colonel, in command of the same 
iment, says: 

ohn W. Hines 1 with the regiment in all its marches and ex- 
posures when able for duty. * * I have read Col. M. L. Patterson's 
e g made for Mr. Hines and indorse the same as fully as if here re- 

ta! » 


si 5 

The testimony as to continuance is full and complete. 

3 . times specially examined, and on October 8, 1894, the 
examiner says: 

“The 9 general standing in the N and his reputation 
for truth are good. I find him a very much broken-down man—unable to 
dress himself. + + The claim has merit.” 

December 15, 1894, another special examiner recommended the case for ad- 
mission for rheumatism. 

On April 23, 1804, the chief of the board of review says: 

“The rheumatism appears to be established as of army origin, if not in 
Kentucky service.“ 

The claim was rejected on a mere ar ic A 

Your committee think the claimant is entitled to at least $30 
whether he claims as private or first lieutenant, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN COOMBS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
950) granting an increase of pension to John Coombs. 

The bill was read, as follows. 

Be it ees etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 oe 8 5 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hopkins- 
ville, Ky., and pay him a = 5 75 the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 


pension he now receives. John mbs served in the Army of the United 
tates during the late war in Com y H. Second IIlinois 


ight Artillery, 
and this increase of pension is asked on account of total disability resulting 


from injuries and diseases traced to his army service. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
Fhe report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8 increase of pension to ‘John Coombs, late a ee $ Company 
e 


per month, 
respectfully 


vidence, submit the following report: 


. He filed claim 
and was oned, receiving $24 per month since April, 1889, for injury of 
back and left leg and varicose ulcers, di o P 4 — of teeth, result 
of scurvy contracted in service. He for increase June 17, 1895, 
which was rejected. 

Dr. J. M. Dennis and Dr. F. M. Stiles, both Ae citizens and excellent 
physicians, testify that claimant is wholly disabled for 1 any kind 
ot manual labor from the disabilities for which he is pensioned: and the board 
8 surgeons at Hopkinsville, Ky., who examined him August 14, 

ger 1 ‘ 

* Claimant is so disabled from disease of left leg and varicose ulcers and 
disease of gums and loss of teeth, as result of scurvy, as to be incapacitated 
for perfo: any manual labor.” 

In addition to his pensioned disabilities the soldier is now blind in one eye 
and almost blind in other eye, and is practically helpless. 

In view of all the facts we believe him entitled to a Ee soap of $30 per 
month. We therefore recommend that the bill (H. R. 950) be amended by 
striking out all after the word Coombs,“ in the sixth line, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following words: Late a member of Company H. Second 
Regiment Illinois Light Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
msion he is now receiving.“ 


pe 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to make a somewhat more extended statement 
with reference to the bill than appears in the report, which is 
hardly satisfactory. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iwill with pleasure. What particular point 
have you in view? 

j This seems to be simply a charity, a gratuity 
on the part of the Government, and not a matter of right. t 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken; it lacks a 
great deal of being a matter of GENRE Z 

Now, let me say, in the first place, that this is not a ninety-day 
soldier, a bounty-jumper, or anything of chat kind, but a soldier 
from the very beginning to the end of the war. That is the kind 
of a man we ask you to pension in this case. He served through 
the whole war. 

His horse fell with him at Columbus and partially injured one 
of his legs, and although he went through the war in a somewhat 
disabled condition, it continued to grow worse and worse; vari- 
cose veins developed, and as you understand they continue to 

w worse as a rule. Scurvy also was contracted, and the disease 
om that source grew worse. If there is any man who ever 
served in the Army of the United States who merits a pension 
this man is one, and he only asks to be pensioned at what the law 
allows him. 

The physicians, reputable citizens and excellent physicians, who 
examined him testify that he is wholly disabled for any kind of 
manual labor; and the examining surgeons—the board at Hop- 
kinsville, Ky.—in August, 1893, certified that he was so disabled 
from the disease of the left leg and from the results of the scurvy 
as to be incapacitated for any kind of manual labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I know this man personally, He lives in my 
connty town. And I am sure I would not recommend a pension 
to any soldier whom I did not believe was entitled to it. My 


friend Colonel Evans here, who once lived in the county, also 
knows this man well, and knows he was a good, a faithful soldier. 


Mr. MILES. What is the proposition in the bill? 

Mr. CLARDY. To give him $30 a month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iam satisfied. 

The question being taken on the amendment recommended by 
the committee, it was a to. 
lee bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recommen- 

on. 
MARY E. HAZLIP. 
4 a 0 business on = 8 0 Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Mary E. Hazlip. 
The bill 1 ead, as follows: zi 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
188) granting eee pension to Mary E. Hazlip, having examined the 
same, respectf: $ 
It appears that the poldier served in Company H, One hundred and fortieth 
Sepeni New York Volunteer Infantry, from August 16, 1862, to June 3, 
pr aren. he was mustered out with his company, and that he has an honor- 
a . 

He was pensioned under raon law at $4 per month for gunshot wound of 
right shoulder, and also under act of 1890 at $12 per month, and that the latter 
pension was terminated February 6, 1891, by reason of the pensioner’s death, 
which is believed to have resulted from the effects of a bullet or other missile 
lodged in the right shoulder during the war of the rebellion, although this 
was not conclusively proved to the satisfaction of the Pension Office. 

Dr. M. D. Bedal was called in on consultation just before the soldier's death, 
and says in his affidavit that, from statements made to him by the atten 
ph Dr. S. B. Taylor, and the family of the soldier, he believes tha 

“soldier died from the effects of a or other missile lodged in the 
right shoulder during the war of the rebellion, and as that fact was not dis- 
puted, no mortem examination was had.” Dr. S. B. Taylor is now dead, 
and therefore his affidavit can not be secured. 

Your committee believe that the claim is a just one,and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be 5 to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr, ERDMAN. Will the gentleman who made this report state 
whether there is any other testimony in this case than the hearsay 
1 of Dr. Bedal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, the consulting Lng leases here 
named states in his affidavit the agreement between hi and 
the attending 9 As the attending physician is dead, his 
affidavit can not be secured, and the committee believed the affi- 
davit of the consulting physician, under these circumstances, was 
sufficient to justify the recommendation of the passage of the bill. 

The financial condition of the widow and all the circumstances, 
aside from the points stated in the report, led the committee to 
strongly believe that the pension was just and reasonable, and 
that it should be allowed at $12 a month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman know from what disease 
this person died? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Iam not able to state the nature of the dis- 
ease, but the affidavit of the consulting physician conveys defi- 
nitely and 8 the assurance that in the judgment of these 
two physicians his death resulted from this wound. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Dr. Bedal had no knowledge at all on the sub- 
ject, and Dr. Taylor only heard the statement of the soldier and 

is ang 

Mr. DREWS. No; the physician who was in consultation 
with the attending physician states this as the result of their 
deliberations. 

_ Mr. ERDMAN. That does not appear. He testifies in a very 
indefinite way. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs, widow of 
Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. Wil- 
liam H. Enochs, late lioutenan lonel of the Fifth Regiment of West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, 
be, and the same is hereby, increased from $20 per month to $50 per month. 
and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is Ly ips authorized and direc 
to place her name on the pora roll at the rate o $50 per month, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4275) to increase the pension of Annis H. Enochs, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. 


1896. 
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William H. Enochs, from $20 per month to $50 per month, submit the follow- 


rt. 

Nen H. Enochs was mustered into service as first lieutenant Company 
K. Fifth West Virginia Volunteers, to date September 15. 1861. to serve three 
; as captain pany E, same regiment, to date April 19, 1862; as lieu- 
t-colonel, same regiment, to date September 29, 1883; as colonel, same 
regiment, to date December 23, 1864, and was mustered out and honorably 

with the field and staff July 21, 1865. 
Under the provision of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1864, and the 
ty — Department as having 
e 


acts amendatory thereof, he is considered 
been commissioned tothe grade of colonel of d regiment to date from 
December 19, 1864. 

The medical records show that W. H. Enochs, lieutenant-colonel Fifth 
West V. Volunteers, was dangerously wounded, being shot through 
1 b evetted brigadier ge f volunteers March 13, 1865, for gal 

e was breve’ r er-general of. volunteers or gal- 
lant and meritorious services.“ 

After careful consideration of the merits of this bill, your committee are 
of opinion, in view of the brilliant military record of the late General Enoc 
who served constantly in the field from September, 1861, until the close o: 
the late war, that the allowance asked for the benefit of his widow is by no 
means extravagant, and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

The widow has no sufficient means of support. Appended is a report from 
the War Department, giving the military record of Generali Enochs: 


Statement of the military service of William H. Enochs, brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral of volunteers. 
William H. Enochs was mustered into service as first lieutenant Company 
K, Fifth West V: Volunteers, to date September 15, 1861, to serve three 
ears; as captain Company E, same regiment, to date April 19, 1862; as lieu- 
nant-colonel, same regiment, to date September 29, 1863; as colonel, same 
regiment, to date December 23, 1864, and was mustered out and honorably 
discharged with the field and staff July 21, 1865. 
Under the provisions of the act of O approved June 3, 1884, and the 


0 
acts amendatory thereof, he is 3 by this Department as having been 
5 to the grade of colonel of the said regiment to date from De- 
cember 19, 5 


The medical records show that W. H. Enochs, lieutenant-colonel Fifth West 
Virginia ee wounded in action September 19, 1864. 
He was brevetted rigadier-general of volunteers March 13, 1865, for gal- 
lant and meritorious services. 
By authority of the Secretary of War: z 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, December 30, 1895. 


Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, just one word in reference to 
this bill. The military record of General Enochs is not quite 
complete, as stated in the report. I desire to use about a minute 
in the statement of it. General Enochs not only served from Sep- 
tember, 1861, but he first enlisted in the three-months’ service, on 
the 19th of April, 1861, served isonet that service, and then re- 
enlisted. In October, 1861, he was elected captain of his com- 
pany. Within a month afterwards he was chosen major of his 
regiment, but the colonel declined to commission him as a major 
on account of his youth, he being then only 19 years of age. 
When he was 20 years of age he wasacolonel. At 22 he wasa 
brigadier-general by brevet, and also in command of a depart- 
ment. His record was one of the very best and most brilliant. 
He was probably the youngest brigadier-general in the Army. 

He was a member of this House in the Fifty-second Congress 
and reelected to the Fifty-third Con I doubt not there are 
many members present who knew him. I trust there will be no 
amendment offered to this bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, this is a case somewhat simi- 
lar to that of Mrs. L. Bacon, a little ahead of this case. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to me to move that the committee rise? 

Mr. TALBERT. Just let me offer an amendment, and let us 

this amendment, and this bill. Maybe we can get 
through with it. I move to amend by striking out $50” and 
make it 840,“ upon the same pee as Mrs. Bacon, the bill just 
assed, which was in charge of the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Curtis]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a 
very contrary kind of a House. [Laughter.] I thought that was 
a very fair proposition. I can not see any difference een the 
merits of this case and the merits of the one that we passed giving 
Mrs. Bacon a pension of 840 a month. I see nothing in the testi- 
mony, I see nothing in the report of the committee which makes 
one single bit of difference between the deserts of these distin- 

ished ladies, widows of these distinguished major-generals; 
and I can not see why it is that this House continually persists in 
this headlong way of extravagance in pensions of this kind, 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. TALBERT. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope the gentleman will not take me off the 
floor and put me on the table or under the table until I get ready 
to go. Iclaim the right to address this House on an important 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The hour has now arrived when the com- 
mittee must rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having re- 
sumed the chair as awe pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration 
the bill S. 730 and the bills H. R. 3937, H. R. 3075, H. R. 1299, H. R. 


383, H. R. 5580, and H. R. 950, and had made certain amendments 


to them, and as amended recommended their passage; that it had 
also had under consideration the bills H. R. 1261, H. R. 4913, H. R. 
5400, H. R. 5712, and H. R. 138, and recommended the passage of the 
same; that it had also had under consideration the bill H. R. 4275, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, 
the House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2) disposing of 
two condemned cannon, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1472); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House Gt. R. 
7416) to proves for the location of a fish-cultural station at Spear- 
fish, S. Dak., and for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
building and equipments therefor, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1474); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate B 1466) entitled “An 
act for the protection and preservation of the burial places of 
certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and for other pur- 
poses,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied 5 a 
report (No. 1489); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Hause, as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware. 
(Report No. 1464.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 400) entitled An act granting a pension to Johnson 


Hays.” (Report No. 1465.) 

By Mr. KPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: k 

The bill (H. R. 8053) granting a pension to Alice Gard. (Re- 
port No. 1466.) 


The bill (H. R.5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jonés, of Pot- 
win, Butler County, Kans. (Report No. 1467.) 

The bill (H. R. 6827) granting a pension to Mary E. Wallick. 
(Report No. 1477.) 

The bill (H. R. 4201) granting a pension to Nicholas Gardner, 
(Report No. 1468.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5787) for the relief of Henry A. F. Worth. (Re- 
port No. 1469.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to George Schamberger. 
C bi 001 titled “An act granting to Cla 

e (8. enti “An act granting a pension ra 
R. Rodgers.” (Report No. 1470.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 8408) for the relief of Hannah Howard, stepmother of 
Francis W. Howard, late of Company D, Sixty-fourth New York 
Volunteer 8 (Report No. 1471. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 2596) for the relief of John S. Friend, of 
Eldorado, State of Kansas. 8 No. 1475.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North Georgia Agricultural 
7 from the payment of 8450 for damaged gun. (Report No. 
1476. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 479) granting a pension to Malachi Cordeiro. 
(Report No. 1478.) 
e bill (S. 625) entitled An act granting a pension to Nellie 
L. Groshon.“ rt No. 1479.) 
By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (S. 2238) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Simeon Stevens.” (Report No. 1480.) 

The bill (H. R. 5665) granting a pension to Henry F. Rice. 

(Report No. 1481.) 
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The bill (S. 1105) entitled “An act granting a pension to Mary 
E. Sessions.” 8 No. 1482.) 

By Mr. CO , from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: The 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. 

ixey, of the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand 
cross of naval merit with the white distinction mark, in recogni- 
tion of services rendered to the officer and sailors of the Sania 
npr who were injured by an explosion on that ship. 

0. 5 

By Mr. GRAF F, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 57) 
3 An act for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings.” (Report 

0. 1485.) s 
By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 314) entitled An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow 
of Charles S. Tripler.” (Report No. 1486.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1513) granting a pension to Caroline Wilkinson. 
(Report No. 1487.) 

By Mr. MOZLEY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 5453) to pension Taylor Triplett. (Report No. 1488.) 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oi the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R.8440) to repeal sections 2 
and 3 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the extension of 
time within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul land 
. approved March 2, 1896—to the Committee on the Pub- 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8441) to extend the routes 
of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of 
the Belt Railway Company of the District of Columbia, and for 
other 3 the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8442) to donate to the city 
of Pensacola certain pieces of cannon for the purpose of decorat- 


ing the public parks of said city—to the Committee on Naval. 


‘airs. 
By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8443) to 

amend section 4878 of the Revised Statutes, relating to burials in 

national cemeteries—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 9 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Mili Af- 
VVV ~ Be 
8256) for the relief of Henry McGaddery; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 8444) granting restora- 
tion of pension to Wallace G. Bone—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 8445) for the 
relief of the owner of the tug William Alexander—to the Com- 
mittee on ims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8446) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8447) to remove the chi 
- desertion from the name of Turner Rodgers, of Frankfort, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8448) to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Sylvester 
Starkweather—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (by request): A bill (H. R.8449) 
for the relief of Harriett 8. Edwards, widow of William G. Keen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8450) granting a pension to Alden B. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8451) granting an increase of ion to Sam- 
uel McConaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8452) for the 
relief of Mrs. Libbie Arnold—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 8453) to remove the c of 
desertion from military record of Charles M. Sollars—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8454) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Rockwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, MILES: A bill (H. R. 8455) granting an honorable dis- 
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charge to certain — — Company K. First Regiment East- 
1 Volunteer Theme cto the Committee on 
1 2 

Also, a bill (H. R.8456) to increase the pension of Lucy Led. 
Jeffers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8457) to increase the ion 
of Mrs. Margaret Custer Calhoun—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8458) for the relief of Mary 


Ann Hendricks, Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8459) for the relief of the estate of John 
Fisher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8460) for the relief of Mrs. Olivia F. Mont- 
gomery, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pen- 
sion to Theodore Jones, late brigadier-general of volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8462) to remove the charge 
yg sage sd against Israel Blessing—to the Committee on Military 


airs, 
By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. sen pank 
ing a pension to Milo Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Memorial of citizens of Polish nativity resid- 
ing in Milwaukee, Wis., relating to immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on sir ase: and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BR „: Petition of the consistory of Zion's Re- 
formed Church, of New Brunswick, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of George B. Wilcox and 7 other citi- 
zens of West Bay City, Mich., favoring the adoption of the metric 
ara of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and 


ensures. 
Also, remonstrance of Frederick Stearns & Co., of Detroit, Mich., 

against the pasan of the Loud bill, regarding second-class mail 

matter—to Committee on-the P e and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pitts ` 
Pa., in favor of House bill No. 5729, to regulate interstate 
in wild game—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 
By Mr. EVANS: Papers to accom House bill No. 7984, 
granting a gare to the widow of Philip W. Stanhope, of In- 

N „Ind. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the board of i of 
for ap riations to cover the needs 


Colusa County, Cal., aski 
8 to the Committee on Rivers 


of the harbor of San Fran 
and Harbors. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of many thousands 
of citizens of the State of California, recommending the passage 
of House bill No, 2626, for the protection of eee staples 
by an export e ore the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition and remonstrance of 35 citizens of West Point, 

veras County, Cal., against the statue of Père Marquette re- 
ee Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of Chi- 

cago, III.; also citizens of Centralia, Ohio; also of citizens of Free- 
mansburg, W. Va.; also citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., regard- 
ing the uette statne—to the Committee on the Library. 
y Mr. LONG: Petition of Willis K. Folks, of Wellington, 
Kans., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 
5560, to provide 1-cent letter pos r half ounce and to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Remonstrance and petition of Hon. J. M. Pitt- 
man, H. A. Sykes, and 163 other citizens of Nevada County, Nev., 
ee the acceptance of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary 

to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Memorial of Polish citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., relating to immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Saman, 
Nebr., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to 
reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Paint 
and Oil Club of New England, Boston, Mass., in favor of Senate 
bill No. 2447, for a bureau of commerce and manufactures—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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SATURDAY, April 25, 1896. 

Prayer by Rev. HuGH JounsTon, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
Oi 


n. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Journal 
of yesterday's e p 8 
F LER. L suggest that there is not a quorum in the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Chilto: Pritchard, 
‘Allison, Cockrel, Mantle, s 
Bacon, Cullom, Pugh, 
Berry, Davis, Mills, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Elkins, Netson, Teller, 
Brown, Palmer, Tarim, 

S, ger, N Vi 

Čanno 3 Perkins, wis 
Garter,” wley, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Chandler, tt, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have answered 


to their names. There is not a quorum present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the usual motion ought to be made 
to request absent Senators to attend. I have no doubt there are 
plenty of Senators about the Chamber. I move that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. Gray and Mr. Sour entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion 5 to. 

The VICE-P ENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings will be read. 

1e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 
Mr. LODGE. So ar 
eres VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Journal 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 


AMERICAN COTTON PICKER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in to a resolu- 
tion of the 16th ultimo, calling for the report submitted to the 
Commissioner of Patents on the tests and field work of the Ameri- 
can cotton 1 exhibited at the Cotton States and International 
Exposition lately held at Atlanta, Ga., transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Patents, and accompanying unofficial rt, 
‘made by a law clerk in his office, regarding the cotton-picking 
machine referred to; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the legislature of 
the State of Massachusetts, relative to the establishment of a na- 
tional military park at Vicksburg; which were read, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1896. Resolutions relative to 
the establishment of a national tary park at Vicksburg. 


Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) “to establish 
a national tary park to commemorate the cam si and defense 
of Vicksburg,” which has been fayorably reported by the Committee on 
Minen ds Getty le d Vicksb inse bl: ted, and 
ereas ys an 2 parably connected, and con- 
stituting the greatest epoch in the war of the e should be equally 
commemorated in the most impressive and enduring manner possible; and 
Whereas the establishment of a national military park to commemorate 
the cam and siege of Vicksburg will be a most a riate monument 
to the commander whose genius ed these operations and directed them 
to a successful issue, and whose fame and character are so dear to all Ameri- 


Commonwealth in the 8 cao United 


States to use their influence to secure the prompt passage at 
this session, of the bill H. R. 4339, and request the House ttee on 
Rules to give the earliest possible date for its consideration by the House. 
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Resolved, these resol nee properly attested, be trans- 
mitted „C 1 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Adopted. Sent down for concurrence, 25 3 

HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 18, 1896. 
GEORGE T. SLEEPER, Clerk. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, 
Olerk of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE ted a petition of the Harvard Natural His- 
tory Society of Milton, Mass., praying for the appointment of a 
director in chief of the scientific researches conducted by the De- 
partment of Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of New 
England, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2447. to estab- 
lish a department of commerce and manufactures; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present a memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of North Dakota, containing 3,049 
signatures, remonstrating against the granting of liquor licenses 
by the Federal Government in States having constitutional or 
statutory prohibition. The memorial has been approved by numer- 
ous mass meetings in the State, and, as I have stated, contains 
3,049 names, I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a memorial of the American 
Woman’s Citizens’ League of Boston, Mass., of which Mrs. Emma 
J. Staples is secretary, 3 the yer Ee ov 200 women, 
remonstrating against acceptance - e Père Marquette 

I move that the memorial be referred to the 


Adopted, in concurrence, 
A true copy. Attest: 


svitue by Congress. 


Mr. PASCO presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the First Baptist Church of De Land, Fla., relative to 
the arrest of Rev. A. J. 


2 presented 
Richmond, Ohio, praying for the of the so-called Torrey 
bill; which was ordered to fio on the table. 

He alsọ presented a petition of the Union ex-Prisoners of War 
Association of Hamilton County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 306, for the relief of soldiers and sailors confined in 
so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 
Mr. CARTER ted a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 
6512, American Federation of Labor, of Belt, Mont., praying for 


the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1; which was o 
to lie on the table. 
ASSAY OFFICE AT DEADWOOD, S. DAK, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present a paper on the subject of the es- 
tablishment of an assay office at the city of Deadwood, in the State 
of South Dakota. I move that it be printed as a document, to ac- 
company the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 9th day of April the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] submitted an amendment intended to be 
proj to the District of Columbia ap riation bill, the amend- 
ment providing that the wages of van drivers and of all other 
drivers in the police department shall not be less than $50 per 
month each, and it was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I am instructed by that committee to the 
amendment back favorably. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States to reconvey to the former owners 
a certain tract of land in Valverde County, Tex., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Marsh, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public ds, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game; which 


was arreoa to: 
A (8.2708) authorizing the purchase by the United States 
and the free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite 
National Park; and 
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A bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado 
and to restore the lands contained in the same to entry. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported an amendment intended to be p to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, the amendment ponang 
for the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, an 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1914) supplemental to 
an act entitled An act to oe for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia,” approved 
January 2, 1891, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

Mr. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 163) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Tacoma, in the 
State of Washington, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment, submitted by him- 
self on the 21st instant, intended to be proposed to the District of 
Columbia . bill, the amendment peonon that the 
unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore e for the 
removal of Hancock Circle, in the city of Washington, D. C., be 
used for enlarging and beautifying the same, reported adversely 
thereon; and the amendment was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 13th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia 2 ee 
bill, the amendment providing for paving Eighteenth street ex- 
tended and Cincinnati street, for improving and protecting Con- 
ngcticut avenue extended beyond Rock Creek, and for continuing 
the macadamizing of the road extending from the Broad Branch 
road to Chevy Chase Circle, reported it without amendment, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Stewart March 16, 1896, intended 
to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
amendment appropriating $2,500 for grading on First street 
extended, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 21st instant, intended to 
be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
amendment providing for a commission to examine into the pres- 
ent system and course of study now in use in the seventh and 
eighth divisions of the Washington public schools, reported it 
with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WAR. EN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 135) 
providing for the appointment of a commission to report upon 
the practicability of establishing near Washington, D. C., a ground 
map of the United States, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2949 nting an increase of 
pension to William H.H. Wright, of McPherson, Kans.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2950) for the relief of Mrs. 
Libbie Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2951) for the relief of 
William E. Russell, of Lebanon, Ky.; Which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2952) to remove the charge 
of desertion from James Burroes; which was twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2953) to carry, out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whitney, ad- 
ministratrix of Franklin S. Whitney; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on ims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2954) to increase the pen- 
sion of Margaret Custer Calhoun; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2955) to amend 
the act of January 5, 1893, granting increase of pension in certain 


cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2956) granting a pension to Adrian 
Nappy; which was read twice by its title, an erred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 188) for the 
relief of James P. Veach; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. f 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
ee . to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

e printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
(oa to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

DELAYS IN WASHINGTON POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate 
why there is so much delay in the transmission of public documents through 


the Washington post-office, and whether it is not possible to secure the 
prompt dispatch of such documents from Washington. 


BRANDY FROM FRUITS AND ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to move to take up the bill (H. R. 
886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States concerning the distilling of brandy from fruits; but I should 
like the attention of the Senator from Iowa . ALLISON]. 

I regard it as of the highest importance that action should be 
taken on the bill at the present session. It is a matter involving 
very largely the revenue of the Government, running into millions 
of dollars. I wish to fix a time when it will be agreeable to the 
Senate to consider the bill, and when it will at least not interfere 
with the ordinary business. The Senator from Iowa appreciates 
with me the importance of this bill and the urgency of action 
upon it; but I do not wish to interfere with the appropriation 
bills if it can be understood by the Senate that the shall be 
taken up after the appropriation bills are disposed of. 

Mr. PEFFER. It can not be so understood, Mr. President. I 
shall object to it. $ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Ohio. 

- Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 886. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to make a sugges- 
tion, with the permission of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the motion 
is not debatable. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand, but before making the mo- 
tion the Senator from Ohio made an Legit rope I suppose that 
perhaps under thecircumstances there will be no objection to my 
making a suggestion. I ask unanimous consent to make a sug- 


gestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to make a suggestion. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was generally understood yesterday, and 
has been for two or three days, that no business calculated to take 
up time or encounter debate should be brought before the Senate 
until after the appropriation bills were disposed of. That has 
been the idea of the Senator from Iowa and of other Senators, I 
think, upon both sides of the Chamber. The Senator from Ohio 
must be aware that interjecting the tariff bill, a subject which it 
has been announced in the Senate is as dead as Julius Cæsar, is 
indefinitely postponing the consideration of appropriation bills. 
I appeal to the Senator to withhold his motion until the appro- 
priation bills are disposed of, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ought to sayin reply that this measure does 
not bring up the tariff question to any considerable extent. Itis 
true the House bill does make a single provision in regard to the 
distilling of brandy from fruits, to which there is no objection 
and which it is important to pass at this time in aid of the revenue, 
The tax on brandy made from fruits is still continued, and it in- 
creases the revenue. The amendment proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee, and which is vitally important, is a erg of section 61 of 
what is called the Wilson-Gorman Act. at section is pro- 
nounced by the Secretary of the Treasury and by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue as practically inoperative, and so report 
to Congress; and yet, while it is in existence, claims are being con- 
stantly made by persons who are manufacturing whisky used in 
the arts and for other p . Claims are accumulating to the 
amount of millions of do , and unless the section is repealed 
those claims will go on. 
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I do not believe there is any foundation in the claims, because 
I believe that section 61, which we ask to have repealed, does not 
take effect, and has not taken effect, because it depends upon - 
lations made by the Treasury Department, and the Treasury 
ent reports that no regulations whatever can protect the 
vernment from palpable fraud. f 
That is the simple question involved in the case. All I desire 
is the repeal of section 61, the history of which is known to most 
Senators. It was made by inadvertence, merely to present the 
subject-matter to a committee of conference, and not with a view to 
letting it remain upan the statute books. Butas we all know, the 
law was passed at the end without a committee of conference, sim- 
ply from the necessity of the case, and everybody has felt the neces- 
sity of repealing section 61. It-will involve the country in a very 
large expenditure and very large losses unless it is repealed. All 
I desire is to sy. it, leaving the claims, if any are outstanding, 
to be settled either by the courts or by the Department, or by su 
uent i ee 
r. PEFFER. This bill will undoubtedly bring up a great deal 
of discussion, and I hope that the Senate will vote the motion 
down. It has been understood for a number of days past that the 
unfinished business—the bond resolution—should not be set aside 
for anythin, 5 8 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that debate is 


eer a unanimous consent. 
Mr. PEFFER. I so understand, but I know the Senate will 


bear with me a moment, as it has borne with others, and I know 
the Chair will do so as long as Senators do not object. It has been 
understood for several days—certainly for five or six days—that 
nothing should interfere with the consideration of the bond reso- 
lution except id pac bills, and I do hope the Senate will 
vote the motion down. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not rise for the purpose of saying anything 
about this bill or whether it is advisable to repeal section 61, ex- 
eked to say thatI feel it ought not to be re ed, and I shall be 
obliged to oppose its repeal, 

The Senator from Ohio said if we could have some understand- 
ing that the bill should come up after the appropriation bills are 
out of the way he would nof press it at this time. Of course he 
can move to take it up when the appropriation bills are out of the 
way and take the chances with all other measures for which Sena- 
tors are seeking consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we can not hear the Senator from 
Connecticut on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know whether I should repeat or not. 
The Senator from Ohio suggested that if there could be some un- 
derstanding that this bill was to be considered after the appropria- 
tion bills were out of the way he would withhold his motion 
until that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The pending appropriation bill, 

Mr. PLATT. He corrects me now saying the pending 
appropriation bill.” The Senator from says that he has 
unanimous consent, as I understand it, that his bond resolution 
shall be proceeded with except as it gives way to appropriation 
bills. There are other measures pending here in the way of 
special orders. So I sup the Senator from Ohio would have 
to take his chances with the other matters that are pending before 
the Senate. 

I pares at desire to say, however, that this bill has not been long 
before the Senate, and it is a matter of such great importance to 
my constituents that I feel I shall be obliged to take considerable 
time in the discussion of it. I shall discuss it from two points of 
view. First, that the section ought not to be re ed without 
providing at the same time a substitute for it which should carry 
out the purpose of the law. The second point of view is that if 
it is insisted upon now that there should be a simple repeal of the 
section on the ground that it was a mistake, or that the Treasury 
is suffering, or likely to suffer, or possible to suffer from it, then 
I shall insist that if we are going to deal with the subject at all 
we should correct the great mistake of all and repeal the Wilson 
Act and reenact the McKinley Act, 

Mr. GRAY. That would bring less revenue still. 

Mr. PLATT. No, sir. 

Mr. GRAY.- That has been demonstrated. We will demon- 
strate it to pon if you will bring it up. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to discuss that proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. We will discuss it if you bring it up. We are 
anxious to discuss it. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam anxious to discuss it. 

Mr, GRAY. Not more than we are. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut whether he knows why it should be considered urgent 
here wre the provision as to whisky without putting a duty 
on woo 

Mr. PLATT. I simply desired to state that I should be obliged 
to discuss the subject at length. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. VEST. I object to further debate. Let us have a vote on 
the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of House bill 


886. 

Mr. SHERMAN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota . KYLE]. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. As he is 
not present, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Ihave a standing pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], Ihave 
no idea how he would vote on this motion. I therefore withhold 
my vote. I should vote “yea,” if he were present. 

. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. I do not 
think this is a matter that causes us to keep up pairs. I vote 
‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAM- 
ERON]. I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. DSAY]. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. have a general pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. is colleague informs me that he 
considers this a political question, and therefore I will withhold 
pa ey If I were not paired, I should vote “nay.” 

. LODGE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Hoar], 
if present, would vote ‘‘nay on this question. 

. SHOUP. I have a general pair with the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE]. He seems to be absent from the Chamber, 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the ce Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIE- 
son], who has not voted. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam pata with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER], 
who is absent. I think if he were present, he would vote yea,“ 
and therefore I can not vote. I should vote “nay,” if I were not 


paired. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 

have a general yar with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMinLan]. I note his absence from the Chamber. I will trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and 
let my vote stand. 
Mr. BATE. Iwish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Harris] 
is not well enough to be in the Chamber this morning, and he is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote yea.” 

Mr. BACON. I inquire whether the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. WETMORE] has voted? 

ene CE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that I have a general pair with 
that Senator, but under our arrangement each of us has a right, 
in his discretion, to vote on matters which are not political. 
Therefore I will vote in this instance. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I have a general par with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
and non knowing how he would vote on this question, I withdraw 
my vote. 

r. CARTER. I wish to announce the transfer of my pair 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Greson] to the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH. I vote nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to manire whether the Senator from 
Oragon r. MCBRIDE] has voted? 

5 CE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with that Senator. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allison, Caff Martin, Teller, 
Bate, Call, Mills, Vest, 
Berry, Chil Palmer, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Brice; + aang Ea h, 
TOWD, ray, erman, 

A NAYS—27. 
Allen, Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, 
5 8 Hawley, Proctor, 

er, o Lod, b 
Burrows, Davis. Mantia, Turpie, 
Butler, e. Nelson, Warren, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Peffer, Wilson. 
Carter, Gear, Pettigrew, i 
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NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldri M Se 
ee ea ee 
Cameron, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. i 
Daniel, Hoar, Morgan, Squire, 
Pabois, . Ark. Me Traded, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Per 2 Vilas, 
George, „ tchard, ‘oorhees, 
Gibson, Lindsa a Y, Wetmore, 
Gorman, McBride, te. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: > 

An act (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled “An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 

tion, and to confer upon the same all the powers, privileges, 
and franchises vested in that company ”; 

An act (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late 
ee Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for serv- 

and expenses; 

An EE 1317) to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 

0.3 


Springs, Col 
An act (S. 744) viding for a naval training station on the 
island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of 
the harbor of Erie, Pa. 
BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message also announced that the bill (S. 136) granting an 
increase of ion to Horace Townsend, having presented 
to the President of the United States on the 9th instant and not 
having been returned by him to the House of Congress in which 
it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, 
has become a law without his approval. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the 5 

ceed to the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7664) making 

appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 

the ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Eat PRITCHARD. I offer an amendment, to be inserted after 

e 6, on 


ee 
The amen + was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

For keeping in repair the Guilford battle grounds: To enable the Guilford 
Battle Ground Company to maintain and keep in proper re the grounds 
and public buildi of said 5 other 5 sum of $1,000; 
said amount to be disbursed on the order of the president of the said company. 


Mr. PEFFER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the last paragraph, on page 120 of the bill. It provides for 
repealing a portion of an act passed some time ago for the benefit 
of libraries in different parts of the country. I wish to ask the 
Senator whether there is a provision anywhere else in the bill or 
in any other bill 1 8 at the present session that will supply the 
defect which will be caused by striking out these words. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no other provision in the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I move that the words on page 120, begin- 
ning with line 19 and continuing to the end of line 3, on page 121, 
be stricken out. 

My reason for moving the amendment is because there is a very 
great demand oing Hp from the public libraries of the country, 
and more especially those which are 5 in the public 
schools, for the dissemination of public uments among them. 
My correspondence this spring has been larger than ever before 
on that line. I find that a number of young men who are going 
to take part in oratorical contests and in discussions in their 
schools and societies upon matters pending in the Sree ars of the 
United States and matters of public concern generally want in- 
formation, and within the last sixty days I think I have had appli- 
cations from at least twelve or fifteen private libraries, that is to 
say, libraries in institutions carried on by religious associations 
and by citizens in the towns, for the purpose of supplying them- 
selves with this information which comes through public docu- 
ments. 

I hope the Senator from Iowa will not insist on retaining the 
provision in the bill, because it repeals the sections indicated. I 
will read the clause so as to call the attention of Senators to it: 


ph ny seres 73, 
and binding and the distribution of public documents,” ap- 
ved . be, and the same hereby is, amended by — out 


wing w: : “Of which number eight copies be sent the 
Superintendent of Documents, one each to such public or school libraries 
tories as designated for this purpose by 


ther than à 
: oach Representative 3 poc min in Congress.” 


I think it would be better to enlarge the number, so that we 
might be able to supply all the demands. are constantly 
growing, and I have conferred with some other tors in rela- 


tion to it and I find that it is the same with them. 

Mr: GRAN: What reason is alleged for striking out those 
wor x 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not know. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is economy; that is all. I shall interpose no 
objection to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
chee ‘ARY. On page 120, after line 18, it is proposed to 

e out: 


That ph 8 ` 
public printing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” ap- 

is, amended by striking out 

l words: “Of which number eight copies shall be sent by the 

Superintendent of Documents, one each to such public or school libraries 


other than designated d tories as shall be designated for this purpose 
each Representative and Delegate in Congress.” by 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. PERKINS. I pt to offer an amendment. 
The SECRETARY., On page 20, after line 15, it is proposed to 


For constructing a steam revenue cutter of the first class, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Pacific Coast, $250,000. 
25 3 1 hie state rig doe last session of Congress 
a bill was authorizing tary of the Larges? Ae 
construct a first-class revenue cutter for the Pacific Coast. o 
hundred thousand dollars was appropriated for that purpose. 
Bids were invited from various shipbuilders, and the lowest bid 
received for a steam cutter suitable for that service, to ply in the 
north waters of the Pacific and in the Arctic Ocean, with sufficient 
capacity to carry coal for the voyage, was $290,000. The $200,000 

ill remains in Treasury. present session of Con 
a bill was introduced, and it has passed the Senate, Senate bill 1559, 
providing for the building of two revenuecutters. The bill, lam 
informed, has been 1 in the other House, but 
it will not become a law at this session. 

The Secretary of the Treasury and the Chief of the Revenue 
Department are unanimous in requesting at least one cutter for 
the Pacific Coast. They say that there should be two. I think 
there can be no point of order made against the amendment, as 
the bill to which I have referred has already passed the Senate. I 
ask for only one revenue cutter, and I trust the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations will accept the amendment. 

Mr. CHAND: I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia a question. The Senator is very earnest and very diligent 
and very successful in procuring appropriations for his own coast. 
I desire to ask him about the provision on page 20, for complet- 
ing a revenue steamer of the class, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Tre , forservice on the Pacific Coast, $125,000.” 
Is that the same cutter for which the Senator now asks provision, 
or another ane? 

Mr. PERKINS. This is for another cutter. The bill to which 
I referred provides for two revenue cutters. The Senator from 
New Hampshire gave that bill his approval. The Committee on 
Commerce unanimously reported in favor of it. It has passed the 
Senate, as I before stated, and if this sum is appropriated for that 


purpose it will enable us to complete the other cutter and give us 


anadditional one, which is sonecessary for protecting the revenues 
of our country on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think there ought to be two, but I want 
z vote intelligently on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 


ornia. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from California. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be again stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 20, it is proposed to 


insert: 
For constructing a steam revenue cutter of the first ig wo ing rd the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the c Coast, $250,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think $250,000 is necessary. I hope 
the Senator from California will modify his amendment by in- 

ing $200,000 instead, and then I shall not object to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under other circumstances I would gladly do 
so, but it is much better for us in building a cutter to have one 
suitable to the business of the Pacific Coast. As the Senator from 
Towa is aware, we have over 3,000 miles of coast line on the coasts 
of Oregon, California, and Alaska, and it is absolutely necessary 
that the vessel shall not only have sufficient capacity for carrying 
fuel, but that she shall have speed. As I have stated, $290,000 
was the lowest bid received by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
a revenue cutter of a displacement of 1,000 tons, with a maximum 
speed of from 16 to 17 miles an hour and an average s at sea 
of 12 miles, which is absolutely necessary. Frequently steamers 
break down, and the revenue cutters are into service to 
rescue life and property. The Revenue-Cutter Service of this 
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country has rendered most valuable service to the merchant trade 
in that respect. Therefore I think it is much better for us to have 
sufficient money appropriated to build a suitable vessel. Of 
course, if the Senator from Iowa 1 it, I will accept 
$200,000, but it will not give us such a y as we ought to have 
for the trade. 

Mr. FRYE. The report from the Department is that on the 
Pacific coast such a vessel can not be built for less than $250,000, 
and the Senate Committee on Commerce unanimously reported a 
bill for that ay , and it passed the Senate at that sum. 

Mr. GRAY. Such a vessel could be built on this coast for a 
Jess sum. 4 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. - 

Mr. ALLISON. It depends upon the kind of steamer that is 
built. I understand very well that such a revenue cutter as the 
Senator from California proposes would cost $250,000 and proba- 
bly more. But we have appropriated $175,000 for cutters on the 
Atlantic coast. If the Senators think it will advance the build- 
ing of the vessel better by leaving it at $250,000 I shall not object. 

. CHANDLER. Iam entirely certain that it is necessary to 
have much larger vessels on the Pacific coast than on the Atlantic 


coast. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa does not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on serene io the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Calif [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

The amendment was agreed to, : 

Mr. FRYE. On page 16, line 3, after the word Superior,“ I 
move to insert: 

Gas buoys at or near the following-named places in the St. Lawrence River: 
One at Charity 1 Featherbed Shoals, one at Rock Island Point, 
one near the Sisters d light, one at Sunken Rock, one at Bay State 
Shoals, one at the Lower Narrows, and one at entrance upper harbor, Og- 


densburg. 
This is an experiment, as to the success of which there is not 
much doubt. It will save a good many thousand dollars in the 


matter of light-houses, and it is recommended strongly by the 
Light-House Board, reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Commerce, and has passed the Senate in another shape. The cost 
is very small, not over $4,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Maine that he 
will not accomplish his object unless he puts a sum in the amend- 
ment. I believe the amount estimated for this purpose is $4,000. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment is to be in in the provision 
where $300,000 is proposed to be appropriated for this sort of 

g. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in connection with that provision? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the Secretary read the connection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no need of reading it. It says: 

Mn of rivers: For establishing, supplying, and maintaining post 


And then about 40 places are named. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to 3 at that point. Iprefer 
that the Senator should put the amendment in as a separate pro- 
vision and make an appropriation for it. The appropriation for 
lighting rivers is now rather less than it ought to be, and I hope 
the Senator will not burden it with these lights. The Light- 
House Board stated that if this appropriation—— 

Mr. FRYE, If the Senator objects to the amendment going in 
at that point, I will not offer it there and I will not offer it at the 
present moment, because I shall be obliged to ascertain the exact 


cost. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator that we considered 
the matter in the Committee on . very thoroughly, 
and the Light-House Board stated that if we would add to the 
appropriation at another place for lighted buoys, they Would put 
up these lights without any additional appropriation. ButI have 
learned since that time that it may be necessary to have a speci- 
fication of those places in order to insure their being lighted. 
Therefore if the Senator puts in $4,000 for this purpose I shall not 


object. 

Mr. FRYE. I will amend it, then, by inserting the words to 
establish” gas buoys so and so, ‘‘ $4,000,” and offer it as an item 
to be inserted immediately after the conclusion of the paragraph 
where I did offer it, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the Light- 
House Board said that if we would increase the appropriation 
they would put in these lights, but I have learned since that it is 
possible that this sum might be exhausted, or that it is doubtful, 
at least, whether it could be done unless a special appropriation 


made. 
Pvc FRYE. I propose to offer it now as a special appropria- 
on? 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
Mr. FRYE. Then there is no objection to it? 
Mr. ALLISON. It ought to come in on page 15, after line 7. 


The SECRETARY, On page 15, after line 7, it is proposed to 


To establish gas buoys at or near the following-named places in the St. 

Lawrence River: One at Charity Shoals, one at Featherbed Shoals, one at 

land Point, one near the Sisters Island Light, one at Sunken Rock, 

one at Day Base Shoals, one at the Lower Narrows, and one at entrance 
upper harbor, Ogdensburg, $4,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Towa to anitem on page 20. The committee inserted a provision 
for constructing one revenue cutter for service on the Lakes. Two 
revenue cutters are absolutely necessary on the Lakes, and they 
ought to be first-class cutters, swift,and very strong. The Sena- 
tor knows why they ought to be without my stating the reason, 
and theSenatedoes. TheCommittee on Commerce, on the recom- 
mendation of the Tre Department, reported unanimously in 
favor of two vessels, to cost $200,000 each. A bill for that pur- 
pose passed the Senate without any opposition. I should like, 
in line 13, after the word “ constructing,” to strike out “a” and 
insert the word“ two,” making ‘‘ steamer” into the plural ‘‘ steam- 
ers,” and striking out two,“ in line 15, and making it four.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
this provision very carefully. We are now building, as the Sen- 
ator is aware, a revenue cutter for service on the Lakes, and the 
committee were of opinion that if we could get one additional 
yagi it would perhaps be all that we would be likely to secure 

year. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Maine that if we could pro- 
vide for two vessels it would be well to do so. But I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon another revenue cutter. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the amendment put in here. 
I think we are infinitely more likely to get one cutter if we provide 
for two in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not so sure of that. I shall not object to 
the Senator’s amendment, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment of the committee, begin- 
ning in line 13, page 20, it is proposed to strike out the word “a” 
and insert “two”; to strike out the word “steamer” and insert 
“steamers”; and, in line 15, to strike out the word “two” and 
insert four“; so as to read: 

For constructing two revenue steamers of the first class. under the direc- 
900 at the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to will be considered as recon- 
sidered, The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment,to be inserted on 
page 55, at the end of line 19. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment, to be inserted on 
page 3, after line 16. 
e amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 

F tructi bathroomand lava in the base tof thi M 

Myo ini ew ek ET ANO PORPANO 

Mr. BATE. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Harris], who is 
unable to be in the Chamber to-day, I offer an amendment, to be 
inserted after the word dollars,“ in line 10, on e112. The 
amendment embraces claims, permit me to say, which have been 
passed upon by the Court of Claims. All the items have been 
acted upon by the Court of Claims. The amendment has been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Claims, 

The SECRETARY, On page 112, line 10, after the word “ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed topay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to the several persons in this act named, the severalsums mentioned herein, 
the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and ac- 
cepted in each case asa full and final 8 of, the several claims exam- 
ined, investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled Au 
act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and demands against Government,” and 
known as the Bowman Act, namely 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a very long amendment. I make the 
point of order against the amendment that it is not in order on 
the pending bill. It is not for service in the fiscal year ending 
in 1897. It is a collection of claims, which are not in order upon 
an appropriation bill. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
not press the amendment, as it is clearly out of order, I have the 
amendment before me, and I have also before me the reports 
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relating tothe claims, They have always been considered in this 
body in separate bills; they have never appeared on any of the 
regular appropriation bills. They are not audited accounts; they 
are not estimated for; they are not judgments, and in no sense 
can they be considered as applicable to a bill of this character. 

Mr. WLEY. What claims are they? 

Mr. ALLISON, They are individual claims referred to the 
Court of Claims under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. BATE. I would rather that the amendment should not be 
disposed of just now. My colleague [Mr. Harris], in whose be- 
half. as I stated, I offered the amendment, is not here, and I know 
but little about the matter. The point of orderis made upon the 
amendment. I think my colleague will be here by Monday, and 
if we do not dispose of the bill to-day I have no doubt he would 
like to be heard upon it. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa, the 
chairman of the committee, that the matter had better go over for 
the present. 

. ALLISON, Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I am not here to say that the Senator from Iowa 
is not correct in his point of order. It is something I should like 
to look into. These are just claims. It has been so decided by 
the Court of Claims. The claims have been taken up item by 
item. There are reports to show it, The Government owes the 
money. It is not disputed. The committee sent the amendment 
here by unanimous report, and I do not see why we can not dis- 
pose of it, But it may be amenable to the point of order which 
the Senator makes. Iam not prepared to say that it is not. There- 
fore I think it is proper for us to delay it until my colleague 


comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will go over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. do not object to the Senator withdrawing 
the amendment or allowing it to lie upon the table; but, of course, 
ie tay disposed of during the day, for I expect to finish the 

ill to-day. vs 

Mr. BATE. If the bill is to be finished, of course the amend- 
ment will have to be disposed of; but if it is not finished I under- 
stand the amendment will not be disposed of. 

Mr. GORDON. I offer an amendment, to appear on the third 
page of the bill, after line 9. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment, submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. After line 9, on page 3, it is proposed to insert: 

That the act of Congress ed J 30, ded by act of Con- 
gress 3 anuary 2. tb. provi ding 8 of pira and the 
erection thereon of a public buil g for the accommodation of the United 
States circuit and district courts, the post-office, and other Government uses, 
in the city of Savannah and State of Georgia, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to extend the limit of cost of the site and building, including 
TTT 
Building of marble, and the Secretary of the 8 may authorize a con- 
tract or contracts to be entered into for construction of any portion or the 
whole of said building within the limit of cost prescribed by law for said 
building, and subject to appropriations heretofore made and to be made 
therefor by Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer as a substitute for the amendment 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, after line 15, it is proposed to 
insert: 


For court-house at Savannah, Ga.: For continuation of building, $25,000; 
and the limit of cost of said building is increased $100,000. 

Mr. GORDON. May I inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the effect of that amendment? Is it 
intended as a substitute for the amendment I have just offered? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Georgia will with- 
draw his amendment. The Treasury Department recommend an 
increase of the limit $100,000 at Sav: „Ga. This amendment 

rovides for that increase, and also gives a small appropriation of 
$55,000, which is substantially, I think, what the Senator desires, 

Mr. GORDON. I should have no objection whatever to the 
substitute, provided it would accomplish the p in view, 
which are to give a marble front to a building in the city of 
Savannah, which ought to have it, instead of an ordinary brick 
front. The amendment is recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, 
and recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. e amendment I have offered to the amend- 
ment covers that idea by increasing the limit $100,000. 

Mr. GORDON. That is satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

oposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment submitted 

y the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to what I am going to 
say. I did not understand exactly the point of order which was 


APRIL 25, 
made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] st the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Tennessee . BATE] for his 


coll e [Mr s]. Ihave an interest in that question, and 
I akona e to understand what is his objection to that amend- 
ment, what rule of the Senate is viola by its being offered, 
especially when the amendment proposes simply to pay a debt 
which has been adjudicated by the Court of Claims, and the pay- 
ment of which is recommended by the Committee on Claims of 


this pony: 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it the desire of the Senator that the point 
of order opon the amendment shall be now decided? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; because it is a matter of very great im- 
portance to some TETEA people. 

Mr. ALLISON. e Senator from Mississippi perhaps did not 
observe that the Senator from Tennessee ask that the amend- 
ment be laid aside for the present. ‘ 

Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator from Michigan and I have 
amendments of a similar character which we intend to offer, and 
that is the reason why I am now interposing. I should like to 
know the specific point on which the Senator from Iowa believes 
the amendment out of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. My point is that it is not estimated for. These 
claims have not through the accounting officers of the 
Treasury; they are not a judgment against the United States; 
they are simply the separate findings of the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act. We never have Por so far as I know, put upon 
a regular appropriation bill any of the claims decided or consid- 
ered by the Courtof Claims under the Bowman Act. If we begin 
that business on appropriation bills there will be no end either to 
the amount of money appropriated or the time consumed in their 
consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. I only desire to state what the Senator from 
Mississippi has already indicated, that there is a claim of the same 
character of those embraced in the amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee, which I have stated to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi I wished to offer as an amendment and intended to offer as 
an amendment, provided the amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee : ] was offered to the bill and admitted. If, 
however, the point of order is made against it, of course I shall 
not offer the amendment. Asthe point of order is the only ques- 
tion now before the Senate, I have nothing to say in relation to 
the merits of the amendment until that shall be determined ; but 
I am frank to say that I do not see how the point of order can be 
avoided under clause 4 of Rule XVI, which provides that— 

Noamendment the object of which is to poras for a private claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation bi 

These are claims in favor of 325 individual citizens claiming 
$572,790.54, findings of the Court of Claims. As I said, however, 
I have nothing to say about the merit of the claims themselyes 
until the point of order is decided. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Imovean amendment, on page 8, after line 
3, concerning the post-office at Fortress Monroe. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the amendment relating to 
claims is now before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] to request that the matter be not de- 
termined at this time. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly, Mr. President, but as other persons were 
interested in it, I did not want to interfere with their desires, I 
made my request in courtesy to my colleague, and I think that the 
amendment ought to lie over until he returns. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Mississippi insists that 
this matter should be disposed of. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; Ido not. 

Mr. BATE. That is a matter which I can not control, because 
the Senator has that right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to the amendment being 
laid aside tem 8 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say as to the amendment that I do 
not insist upon its consideration now. My object was simply to 
have from the Senator a more clear and explicit statement of the 
point on which he relied in making the point of order. That 


was all, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] submits'an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 3, it is proposed to insert: 

For post-office at Fortress Monroe, Va.: That the sum of $15,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, for the erection of a post-office building at Fortress Mon- 
roe, Va., upon the Government reservation. The said building shall be 
erected upon plans, SaN and contracts to be approved, in the man- 
ner 8 law, by the Secretary of War, and to cover quarters for the 
postmaster and office accommodations for customs officer and United States 
commissioner. Nor shall ane, plan for the erection of said building be a 
proved by the Secretary of War involving an expenditure exceeding the atl 
sum of $15,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is an amendment reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The amendment was agreed to, A 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Publio 
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Buildings and Grounds to report an amendment, to come in at the 
foot of pa 4. 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. At the bottom of page 4 it is proposed to 
insert. ‘ 

That the Secretary 


ublications issued by the order 
o 


of Congress; and said re re to con- 


Twelfth streets, and of any other public grounds located within the city of 
Washington within reasonable distance of the Departments to be accommo- 
dated by such hall of records. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to lines 14, 15, and 16, on page 3 of the bill, for which I 
propose as a substitute the amendment I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 14, 15, and 16, 
on page 3, and insert: 

For post-office and court-house at Kansas City, Mo.: For continuation of 
building, $50,000, and the limit of cost of said building and site is increased 
from $1,200,000 to $1,316,000. 

Mr. VEST. That only increases the limit $114,000, which was 
the amount fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to that amendment, but I call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that the Senate amended 
the appropriation contained in the bill so as to make the sum 
$100,000 instead of $50,000, the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury saying to us that if he had this additional $100,000 it would 
not be necessary to deal with the question of limit at this time. 
If the Senator prefers to deal with that question now I see no ob- 
jection to his amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I would rather do that, because the building can 
not go on unless the limit is increased, and this would be the end 


of the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I shall not object to the substitu- 
tion. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. On page 62, after line 15, I move to insert the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
8 SECRETARY. On page 62, after line 15, it is proposed to 

rt: 


Indianapolis Arsenal, Indianapolis, Ind.: For the payment to A. Bruner the 


sum of $4,323.15 for the construction of a main sewer in Clifford avenue, adia 
cent to the United States arsenal grounds, in the city of Indianapolis, Ind.: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall not issue a warrant for the 
payment of said sum until the officer in command of the arsenal at Indian 
apolis shall certify that the sewer now peoria for upon said grounds shall 
have been constrncted by the United States and the same connected with 
the sewerage system of the city of Indianapolis. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
this claim, if it can be called a claim, to reimburse Mr. Bruner 
for work he did on grounds of the United States, and we decided 
that it Br ga! 5 to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, an erefore left it off this bill. I trust the Senator will 
allow the amendment to lie over, to be placed on the general defi- 
ciency bill. I think that is the proper place for it. 

Mr. TURPIE. It was on the sundry civil bill of last year, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am aware of that. The Senate inserted this 
provision last year, but the House of Representatives did not 


agree to it. 

Mr. TURPIE. This amendment has heretofore been offered 
and placed on the sundry civil bill. It the House at the 
last session, but was stricken. out by the committee here on the 
ground that the connection of the local sewer had not been made 
to the general sewer in the street, for which this claim is made. 
Now the amendment is offered with a provision that that connec- 
tion shall be made, and that the sum named shall then be payable. 
It is about four years since the work was done. The claim has 
been before the Committee on Claims two or three times, and this 
is the third session in which it has been presented. The claim is 
3 just and fair. The sewer runs along the street which 

the boun of the arsenal grounds, 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is to pay for work already 
done, and not for work to be done, and therefore it belongs to the 
deficiency bill, and it is probable that when we get into confer- 
ence that may be claim I therefore ask the Senator if he will 
not be willing to allow the amendment to be eet upon the gen- 
eral deficiency bill, which I am sure will be done? 

Mr. TURPIE. With that assurance, Mr. President, I will with- 
draw the amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment, on page 1, line 
11, after the word ‘‘dollars,” by inserting “to be immediately 
available.” 

This is an appropriation for repairing the wharf at Sitka, Alaska. 


The wharf is now in a very dilapidated condition, and the work 
should be done immediately. I received a communication from 
the collector of that port some few weeks since, in which he said 
if the appropriation was not made available immediately the season 
would be gone and the wharf perhaps washed away. I trust the 
amendment will be accepted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word dollars,“ in line 11, page 1, 
it is proposed to insert to be immediately available”; so as to 


Government wharf in Alaska: For reconstructing or repairin, 
ting in safe and proper condition the wharf at Sitka, Alaska, 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, at the end of line 12, itis proposed 
to insert: 

For making certain proposed ti post- O 
Vork City. — 8 for Pid an nape 1 . ee ee 8 
therein, in accordance with plans pro; by the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury. to be done under the direction of the Sec etary of the Treasury, 
the sum of $00,000; such sum to be immediately available. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment certainly was not called to 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations, and I should 
be very glad to have the Senator from New York state the rea- 
sons for it. I have no knowledge of such an appropriation being 
estimated for. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, a bill to the same effect was reported 
favorably by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and has passed the Senate. If the amendment was not referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations it was an inadvertence on 
my part. I suppose, the bill having once passed the Senate, that 
is a compliance with the rules. 

Just a word as to the importance of this work, which arises 
from the fact that there is in the city of New York a corporation 
known as the American Law Institute, which has its library in the 
post-office building. It formerly had its library in the Chambers 
street public building, and has always accompanied the United 
States court. It is one of the most valuable law libraries in this 
country. Theaccommodationsforthatlibrary have become totally 
insufficient, and the corporation will have to remove the library to 
some other place unless ter accommodations can be furnished. 

The Supervising Architect has made an estimate of the amount 
necessary to make certain alterations. The stories are very high, 
especially the ones where the court rooms are. The court rooms 
can be reduced just one-half, and another story putin. By put- 
ting iron beams across the rooms they can be duplicated. It can 
be done for the sum named in the amendment, and it must be 
done immediately, or the association will have to remove its 
library. The penar of the association is Mr. Choate, and the 
best lawyers of New York are interested in it. The amendment 
is recommended by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
it is also recommended by the Supervising Architect and by the 
judges of the United States court in the city of New York. 

A bill having the same object in view has passed the Senate and 
can not pass the House of Representatives for various reasons 
well known to this body, and this amendment ought to go on this 
bill. That is the reason why I ask for its adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HILL. Ihave another amendment, to come in on page 20, 
at the end of line 15, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after the amendment already 
adopted, at the end of line 15, it is proposed to insert: 

For constructing and equipping a steam revenue cutter of the first class for 
tio Coast of the United States, with headquarters at the 


and put- 
„000, ta be 


service on the At: 
port of New York, the sum of $250,000, 

Mr. HILL. I offer the amendment to this bill at the suggestion 
of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. A bill to the 
same effect has already been reported favorably, which has passed 
the other House, and it is 5 that it should go upon this 
bill as an amendment. I therefore offer it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly on the Atlantic Coast a revenue 
cutter can be constructed for $200,000. I know of no appropria- 
tion hitherto for the construction of a revenue cutter on the 
Atlantic Coast at a higher cost than $200,000, and I hope that the 
5 will so modify his amendment. 


I know nothing in regard to what the cost should’ 
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be, except that the committee have reported the provision in that 


way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the word “fifty,” before the word thousand“; so as to make 
the appropriation 8200. 000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I offer another amendment, to come in at some 


pro lace in the bill. 

The. VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed. to insert: 

To Elihu ex-United States attorney, southern district of New York, 
larg OTA na G Sa 
ee in of the Attorney: the sum of $2,000. ` i 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a deficiency. I trust the Senator will 
not move to put it apon this bill. a 

Mr. HILL. Are there no claims of that character in this bill? 

Mr. HILL. A bill for thi urpose has passed the Senate thr 

T. N or this p e Sena ee 
ed to pass the other House, and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GRAY. On page 33, after line 16, I move the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, after line 16, it is proposed to 


with 
„on the southwestern portion of the grounds 
Institu there shall 8 out of any moneys in the 
therein ted, sum of $250,000; said buding to be 
—.— pn aec ar tam ier agg eege 


GRAY. I hope it may consist with the duty of the chair- 
the Committee on Appropriations to accept this amend- 
ment. I will say that I offer it in place of the senior Senator from 


urge 
and upon the Senate. 5 
Mr. PLATT. Is it the amendment z favor of which the Sena- 


There is no Department of the Government that is better 
conducted, more conscientiously ini in all of its 
branches, and from which there are so many benefits, direct and 
indirect, diffusing themselyes among all the people of the country. 

The Senator from Iowa, the chairman of committee, of 
course understands this question better than Ido. He is familiar 
with it. The Senator Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has the 
amendment very much on his mind and is exceedingly interested 
in its passage. He requested that I should make this statement 
for him as well as for myself to the Senate. I trust that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa a his way clear to accept the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. o Committee on Appropriations considered 
the amendment very carefully and recognize the importance at 
an early day of an additional building for the National Museum, 
but in view of what a to be an apparent necessity for a 
large increase of the bill as it came to us from the House, we 
thought this matter might be postponed for another year. I am 
3 to leave it to the * N of the Senate. I 

i e amendment is in order, and 

order upon it, 


do not make a point of | gom. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PASCO. On page 87, after line 14, I move to insert: 
Military 9 
ineluded in the tary cemetery adjacent to ae reservation of Key West 


This purchase is recommended by the Secre of War. The 
reasons for the recommendation are given in House Document 
No, 221, containing a letter from him, and accompanying docu- 
ments. The amendment has been submitted to the ittee 
on Appropriations and the ial attention of the chairman of 
the committee has been called to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer an amendment, to come in 
after line 16, on page 108, I will state that the amendment was 
referred to the ittee on the Judiciary and rted favor- 
ably from that committee. I will also state that a bill of a simi- 
lar character was favorably by the Committee on the 
Judiciary and is on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 16, page 106, insert: à 
a claim or claims the United States, includ- 


tates of California, and Nevada, heretofore 
of War to the Senate in Senate 
-first first 


ses 
” approved July 27, 1861, is 
mye of this act tof 


Court at Cnims of che United States and have the same adiar 
determined. Said Claims nding 
upon all such 
Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order upon the amend- 
ment that it is legislation. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the chairman of the com- 
i It makes no a 


propriation. It does not increase the bill in any manner. Itsimp 


have claims of this 


united in recommendin iation bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to sustain 

the t of order against the proposed amendment. 
: MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer another amendment. On 


page 58, line 5, before the word thousand,“ I move to strike out 
“two” and insert ten“; so as to read: 
rod lats of surveys: To enable the Commissi 
Land Oos to dotnet eproduce Worn oer er th ofc plat oe 
on and other 
an to furnish local land offices with — ry 
If the chairman will allow mea moment, I will state that it is 
the purpose of the amendment to 3 $10,000 instead of $2,000 
for reproducing defaced official plats of surveys on file and other 
pae constituting apart of therecordsof the General Land Office. 
ere are abont 76,000 township maps; and they are all important 
in the transaction of the public business in the d Office. The 
public-land States are immensely interested, of course, in the 
Jara and proper transaction of business relating to public 
ands. 


The officer in charge of the Burean submitted a letter recently 
recommending this increase in the appropriation and giving rea- 
sons why this work should be provided for. His recommendation 
is approved and earnestly recommended by the Commissioner of 
the al Land Office, and also by the Secretary of the Interior, 
letters from each of whom I hold in my hand, and I will ask to 
have them at least incorporated in the RECORD, or read now if 
desired. The chief of the division states that of the 76,000 maps 
now in the office there are 5,000 of them requi immediate at- 
tention, which are unfit for use, and nearly one-half of the whole 
number should have attention at a very early date; otherwise they 
can not go out into the hands of the subordinates of the office for 
the purpose of transacting the public business in that office. I ask 
that the communications be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the communications will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withont objection, they will be 
printed in the RECORD without reading. 

The communications are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 23, 1896. 

Sim: I have the honor to send you herewith a communication from the 
missioner of the General Land Office, eee ee eee renee 
of his office, setting forth the n ty for the increase of the 
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appropriation from $2,000. to $10,000 (the amount ori estimated) to 
mie nce worn and defaced township plats, and to request your favorable 
consideration of the same. 
Respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 5 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1896. 


requ 

set forth. 
It is believed that the needs for this appropriation, instead of the $2,000 recom- 

mended by the Committees on Appropriation in the sundry civil bill of the 

Senate and the House of Representatives, Fifty-fourth paw smo impera- 

tive, and I therefore approve the suggestions contained in theaccompanying 


Very respectfully, S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


ARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
psr N Washington, B. C., April 23, 1808. 
rn: I to state that in the a ponete Coumtes mae 
making appropriations for sundry 
was pe —— the Senate April 20. I find that the 
sum allotted 3 copper the map of the United 
States, and but $2,000 for reproducing worn and d plats, 


the appro) 
to 


States map (ame page 53, lines 20,21, and 22) be stricken 
000. 
file in this division. at least 5,000 re- 
nna mal on — 


be carried out, it is my fixed opinion 
ae inl Innere ot riya osi TETA 
Very respectfully, Chief of the Deaf! x 
The een Snares GENERAL LAND: OFFICE. è 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e eee 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. - 


ELL]. 

C z 

Mr. CALL. On page 20, after line 15, I move to insert: 

For the construction of a revenue cutter for service on the Gulf of Mexico, 
$150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

I will state that a bill for this purpose has passed the Senate, 
and that it is recommended by the Department. 2 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. ROACH. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 
I call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the 
amendment, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 81, after line 9, insert: 
beginning the construction of permanent buildin ding f. = 
eae var a Sct r and other means s a comman — m. and other 
pended andar the — of the Secretary of War, $50,000. ; 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert under the head of Military 


posts,” immediately after the amendment just adopted: 
ion of t Fort 
For cae of 9 — a nur 
The amendment was agreed to. z 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 4, after line 15, I move to insert: 
court- Salt Lake City, Utah: For purchase of 
site and 3 of —— — of building, $75,000. oe 
The amendment was to. 3 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 2, after line 22, I move to insert: 


Public building at Camden, N. J.: For construction of building, $25,000, and 
ft of Iding is increased $125,000. 


P. 
War, W 


the limit of cost of said buil: . 
Mr. WARREN. On page 64, after the word hundred, in line 
5, I move to insert and fifty”; so as to read: 
ical in the various of the United S „ 
40 . ee e portions e tates, $150,000, 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will not be od to. 
I make the point of order that the app: is higher 


appropriation proposed 
than the estimate. The estimate is only $100,000, and the amend: 
ment is beyond the estimate. 


tive, Judi and retest 
| publications be distributed by 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to state that the amendment was sub- 
mitted to a committee of this body and the committee unanimously 
recommended it. However, I do not wish to press it against the 
wishes of the Senator in charge of the bill. I believe that it ought 
to pass. I withdraw it simply in deference to the chairman of the 
committee, and for no other reason. 

Mr. N. Iam glad the Senator has done so. Task that 
the amendment on page 113, which was passed over, be considered 


now. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment passed over will be 
The SECRETARY. On page 113, after line 14, the Committee on 
Appropriations to insert: 
Purchase of historical publications: That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby. authorized and directed purchase from Gen. James D. 
McBride 2,500 ees: sets of his historical publications, PO% Impor- 


tant Periods in of the United States, Portraits of Presidents 
of the United States, and ‘nited States and Seals of the Execu- 
nts af the Government; and that said 


e Secret 
set for the use of the Senate of the Uni 
2 of ——— lees 3 sets to cach Senator, 


of the Executive Departm 
States, 1 set to the Congressio: 
for distribution 


military 

pont including 1 x West Point and 5 sets 
the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 2 sets to the 

ment of Justice for the use of the United States prison; 78 sets to the Navy 

the ons vessels of States 


„ Na val Academ; Nn 
e Na 3 

to the of culture for distribution among the various agri- 
Ree narrate y poate nited States and Territories, and 560 sets to the Cam- 

of Education fi various pu 

and educational institutions in the United S And the sum of $12.50 is 
hereby a; riated, out of any moneys in the Treasury otherwise ap- 
propre to enable the said Secretary of the Senate to carry into effect the 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2o’clock having arrived, 
Ie Chai aya before the Senate the unfinished business, whi 

i sta 


The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and generally 
all the material facts and circumstances conn with the sale 


of United States bonds by the Secretary of, the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896, t 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that we may proceed with the appro- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

ion i an i the amendment reported by the 
page 2 

ron og : oon han Sine ae 8 
amen seems to be a very 
the United States. I should like to have it i 
know something about it. 

Mr. TEL I can not hear what the Senator is saying. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like tohave the amendment explained. 
I want to know why we ought to expend money for this purpose. 
There must be some reason for it. 

Mr.SHOUP. In the early part of the session a bill for this pur- 
pose was introduced and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. The bill was then referred to a subcommittee, who 
corresponded with the heads of the Departments and had a favor- 
able report from the Secretary of State, the Secretary of War, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of the Navy, the Attor- 
ney-General, the Secretary of the Interior, and the issioner 
of cation. The subcommittee favorably on the bill. 
The bill received the favorable consideration of the Committee 
on Education and Labor and was reported to the Senate. This 
Pac cant pacts tie peeve ogri taser et on Sones 

in his possession the correspondence wii art- 

ments and is more familiar with the points set forth by the different 

5 and the Attorney-General and the Commissioner of 
ucation. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment is not the act of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations upon its own motion. The amendment 
came, as from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and it came to us with the indorsement of that committee and 
the indorsement of every Departinent of the Government. The 
amount to be appropriated is $12,500. The publications con- 
sist of several charts, the first being what was called the Centen- 
nial chart, gotten up in 1876 by the author, Mr. McBride, contain- 
ing the names of all the officers of the Government at that time, 
including Senators and Members of the House of tives, 
etc., with the Declaration of Independence and some other matters 
attached. Since that time he has added five other charts, which 
include the seals of the States, steel engravings of the Presidents 


I want to 
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of the United States, and various other things, making five or six 
charts. I will read from the correspondence on the subject, and 
I am going to ask to abe it entire in the RECORD, if the amend- 
ment is adopted, for the benefit of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The of State says—I will not read it all— 

This work contains, in a h y compact and convenient form, much his- 
torical information, a knowl of which will always be most useful to the 
people of our country. 

That is in response to the bill that was sent to him with a re- 
quest to state whether he had any objection to it. He said he 
would be glad to send copies to our different embassies. The 
Secretary of War recommends it also. He says: 

I take pleasure in sta’ that they are considered b: De mt of 
sunt eee einer 7 pagi Sere poutaa trip 

The Secretary of the Navy indorses it and says that he desires 
it for the libraries on the ships. 

The Secretary of Agriculture speaks of it in high terms and says: 


Then the Secretary of the Interior indorses it, and with it he sends 
the letter of the Commissioner of Education, Mr. Harris, which is 
quite a lengthy letter, and which Iwill have read if anyone desires 
to hear it. He says; 


A girt of these charts would be a valuable gift to any one of these schools, 
and if it is intended to distribute to these elementary schools the matter can 
be best managed by sending first the proper quota to each of the 800 city 
superintendents, etc. 


And heindorsesit in the highest terms. I believe several educa- 
tional societies have indo it from time to time. It seems to 
me that it is a matter we could hardly overlook. The committee 
felt that with these indorsements, as the sum is small, they ought 
to put the amendment in the bill, and we put it in. The commit- 
tee have no other interest in it than anybody else. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 11, 1896. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of March 3 
instant, inclosing copy of Senate bill 2305, * A bill providing for the purchase 
and distribution of certain historical publications therein named.” 

In response to your request for my views of that part of the bill with which 
this Department is concerned, I have the honor to advise you that not only 
do Lsee no objection to it, but the ent will be gaa to receive copies 
of General McBride's publications for distribution to the several embassies 
and legations of the United States. This work contains, ina highly compact 
and convenient form, much historical information. a owintae of which 
will always be most useful to the people of our country, 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servan 


RICHARD OLNEY. 
The Hon. James H. KYLE, 
United States Senate, 


War DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March $7, 1896. 

DEAR STR: I have the honor to 8 the receipt of your communi- 
cation of the 8d instant, inclosing Senate No. 208 „providing for the 
purchase and distribution of Sarton historical publications therein named.“ 

I have examined the historical charts submitted by Gen. James D. McBride, 
and take pleasure in stating that they are considered by this Department ot 
great interest and value. 

If Congress should see fit to supply the Department with them, or to pass 
the bill referred to, that poraus of the bill referring to the War Depart- 


ment should be amended substantially as follows: 
“Ninety sets to the War Department, for distribution to gn hand pons 
schools, the military service schools, the Military Academy at West Point. 


0 
oe. if any remain, to be distributed in the discretion of the Secretary of 
ar.” 


very respectfully, yours, JOSEPH B. DOE 
ed sda Assistant Secretary of War. 
Hon. James H. KYL 


B 
Committee on Education and Labor, United States Senate. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 5, 1896. 
Srr: Answering yours of the 3d instant, in which you ask for the views of 
the Department echt the provisions of Senate tin 2805, lines 16, 17, and 
18. 2, which provide that 78 sets of the i wigan ublication be furnished 
the Navy Department for distribution among the various vessels of the United 
States having libraries. including 1 set to the Naval Academy at po 
the pe panacea is of opinion that this number of sets could be distribute 
with advantage as indicated and would be of value in these libraries. There 
are not as many as 78 ships now ha libraries, but the re numbers 
might be retained for future use and some of them also sent to the Naval 
War College and to the Torpedo Station. 
Very respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, 


Hon. James H. KYLE, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Education and Labor, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, D. C., March 28, 1896. 

the receipt of go letter of March 

3, inclosing a copy of Senate bill No. 5 5 and dis- 

rtain historical publications therein named. In response to 

Ie E T TANE part of the eee in lines 23 and 
page 


to receive 
Thi rts toh been prepared t care, and I have 

Ro doubt will rove o at male valine as a means of ready instruction to 
officers and employees Government. 
Respectfully, F HOLMES CONRAD. 


Acting Attorney-General. 


Hon. James H. KYLE, 
United States Senate, 
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D. McBride, entitled ~“ 


APRIL. 25, 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1896. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of the 3d instant. inclosing Senate bill No. 2305, “providing for the purchase 
and distribution of certain historical publications therein named“ 

I have examined carefully the historical charts originated by Gen. James 

8 Periods in the tory of the United 

States,” “Portraits of the idents,” and The Seal of the United States 
and Seals of the Executive, Judicial, and Legislative De ments of the 
Government,” and take pleasure in stating that I cordially indorse the propo- 
sition to distribute these valuable historical charts among the various agri- 
cultural colleges in the United States and Territories. 

There is so much in them to inspire patriotism, that I earnestly hope the 
time will come when they will be found upon the walls of every school and 
educational institution in this country. 


Very respectfully, 
J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 
Hon. James H. KYLE, A ey, 
Committee on Education and Labor, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 10, 1896. 
rn: Replying to your communication of Janu 27, in which you inclose 
y of Senate bili 1550. providing for the purchase and distribution of cer- 
tain historical publications therein meet» pave the honor to transmit here- 
with a copy of the report of the oner of Education, to whom, in 
compliance with your request, said communication and bill were referred 
for an expression of * his views as to the educational worth of these publica- 
tions and the advisability of their being distributed among the various pub- 
lic ai oer and edncational institutions of the United States.“ 
ery respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon Anonas L. SHOUP, 


irman Committee on Education and Labor, 
United States Senate. 


[Copy.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1896. 

Srer: I herewith acknowledge the receipt of your communication of present 
date referring to me a bill from Hon. GEORGE L. Suoup, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor of the Senate of the United Sta uest- 
ing my views as to the educational worth of certain publications edi and 
a red by Gen. James D. McBride. intended to illustrate important periods 

n the history of the United States, the same to be placed in public libraries, 
common schools, and other educational institutions for the purpose of inter- 
esting and instructing the people in the 3 their Government and 
thereby Sending to patriotism. I am uested furnish an opinion as to 
the educatio! worth of these publications and the advisability of their 
being distributed among the various public libraries and educational institu- 
tions of the United States, and am requested to further state what in my 
9 would be the J number to supply to said institutions. 

I have the honor to state that I have examined the several publications 
referred to and found that e e other things. authentic por - 
traits of the Presidents of the United States; the seal of the United States 
and seals of the executive, judicial, and legislative de ents of the Gov- 
ernment.” It is admitted that one of the important means of interes 
and thereby educating ee ge in their government is the 6 of see- 
ing and ee red impo ocuments and symbols of sovereignt: 

nd authenticity, such as the Declaration of Independence and the sever: 
seals; the portraits of the persons who have been raised to the highest office 
in the gift of the Government. It seems to me that a set of charts like those 
prepared by General McBride, constituting a complete history of the subject- 
matter considered, should be placed in each of the schools of the count 
and in each of the public lib: es. This Bureau has prepared a list of 4, 
public libraries, each containing not less than 1,000 volumes. I would sug- 

st that the first order in the Senate bill No. 1759, of which a copy has been 
anded me, should specify that 4,000complete sets of the historic publications 
should be presented eg h this Bureau tothe public libraries of the United 
States. Second in order after the public Ukrania: I would recommend that 
the public 
with sets of t 


p 
. A 17575 of th 
of these schools and t is intended to distribute to these elementary schoo 
the matter can be best managed by sending first the proper quora to each 
the 800 — 4 superintendeuts, enrolling nearly 8,000,000 of the elementary 
pupils taug! teach 


The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. ' 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorad: 
one question. What is the exceptional condition of this particu- 
lar publication different from any other good publication which 

uires its purchase by the United States Government? 

r. TELLER. It is a historical chart that has been specially 
adapted, the author and friends think, to presenting in a concise 
and attractive form the history of the country. It contains par- 
ticularly the Centennial year, which was, as we know, a very 
important year, and then it contains whatis called the Columbian 
year, also. 

Mr. GORDON rose. 

. TELLER. I see the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] 
on the floor. He introduced the amendment, and I will allow him 
to make a statement. 

Mr. GORDON. I was merely going to add to what the Senator 
from Colorado has said that it has been my privilege to look into 


this matter very carefully. I was deeply interes in it myself, 
I really think that it would be a desideratum for every school in 
America to have the chart. I learned from it m in a very 


brief space many points of interest in the history of our country. 
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I think it is a very small amount of money to be appropriated for 
a purpose so patriotic and so necessary the education of the youth 
of our country in its great punta of history in the past. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would suggest to the Senator having the 
amendment in charge that there ought to be more than one copy 
each for the two Houses. Such books I know from experience 
which are desirable in matters of amusement or instruction are 
apt to be taken from the library and lost. I think there ought to 
be two 7 for each of the two Houses. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page 26, line 24, I move to increase the 
salary of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
from $5,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 81, line 2, before the word“ thousand,” 
I move to strike out the word “ fifty ” and insert “ seventy-five”; 
so as to read: 

To continue the construction of buildings at the Fort Riley (Kans.) mili- 
tary post, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, $75,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to that amendment. Inadvert- 
ently I offered an amendment with reference to the same post, 
which I leave to withdraw. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered. The question 
on nee to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

EF FERI. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [offer an amendment indicated in the printed 
form to come in at line 23, page 17, but the bill has been reprinted. 
with many additions, and the s and lines are changed. It is 
now line 20, page 21, after the words Revised Statutes,” the 
amendment referring to the printing of stamps by contract. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut sub- 
mits an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the words Revised Statutes,” line 20, 
page 21, insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That on and after the Ist day of January, 1897, no postage stamps 
shal] be manufactured or furnished by the Bureau of Bograving and Print- 
ing; but said stamps shall be procu by the Post-Office Department as for- 
a Bist MRT wack wok 0 be given Gut aj eee w 
ding. after public advertisement for proposals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be bs 8 80 to. : 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I object to that amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the amendment is agreed to 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, a vote 
will be taken upon the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Minnesota objects to the 
amendment I have proposed? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have certain things to say before the vote is 
taken. The first is to ask for a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Clark, Mantle, Shoup, 

m, Frye, Martin. Stewart, 
Bate Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
berry. ear, Neison, 

George, Palmer, ‘Turpie, 

Brice, Gordon, P: esi 
Burrows, Gorman, Peffer, Waithall, 
Butler, ray, Perkins, Warren, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, d ard. Wilson, 
Call, Hawley, te! tt. 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Carter, Jones, Ney. oh, 
Chilton, McMillan, Sher 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). 
Forty-nine Senators have answered to their names. The presence 
of a quorum is disclosed. 

Mr. NELSON. I make a point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr, HAWLEY. What is the point of order? 

Mr. NELSON. That it is obnoxious to the rule, inasmuch as 
it changes existing law. By existing law the printing of the 
stamps is done at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The 
object of the amendment is to take it away from the Bureau. It 
is in opposition to the existing law and chan, 8 It 
is in the nature of general legislation. I understand that by ex- 
isting law the printing of the stamps is done at the Bureau of 
Printing and Engraving, while the object of the amendment is to 
take it away from the Bureau and provide a different method for 
securing the printing of the stamps. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [should like to have the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations and also of the chairman 
of the Committee on Post- and Post-Roads. 


The point is made that this is a change of existing law. The 
Senator from Minnesota insists that the law now provides for the 
foo being printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


Has there been any change of the existing law which requires that 

it shall be let by contract? 

; Mr. ALLISON. I donot think there has been any change of 
aw. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Thelawstands as before, I understand. That 
was my impression, and so I am informed by the Senator from 

owa. 

Mr. PLATT. The law; section 3709, is this: 

All purchases and contracts for supplies or services in any of the Depart- 
ments, etc., shall be — by advertising si gra ot 3 8 —f 
Eitan tein E Sik 

As [understand the matter, the Bureauof Printing and Engrav- 
ing has no right whatever to compete for this work. It is the 
day of the Postmaster-General under the law as it now exists 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Bureau not only competed, 
but it po in a bid, I understand, after all the other bids were in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And opened. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And opened. 

Mr. PLATT. What I was going to say is that I do not under- 
stand that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing has any authority 
to compete for this work. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. None whatever, 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not a corporation. 

Mr. PLATT. And the work is now being done by the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing in opposition to the law. The object 
of the amendment is to restore the law and insist upon its per- 
formance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am much obliged to Senators, and that is 
just my view of it. I may add that if the amendment proposed a 
change of existing law, if I am not mistaken in the rules of the 
Senate, the fact that it has been unanimously approved by the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads would take it out of 
the objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam notsure, if the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me to interrupt him, but that the last clause of his 
amendment does change existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. What is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair failed to hear the 
remark of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the last clause of the Senator’s amend- 
ment, as I heard it read at the desk, does change existing law, 
That is to say, the Postmaster-General can now advertise. under 
existing law, and award the contract to the lowest or best bidder. 
That is precisely what was done two or threic ago. The 
Postmaster-General advertised for en all the bids 
came in he rejected them all and madea contract with the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing; but the amen t of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, I believe, requires him t-accept the lowest 
and best bid, which I think the law does not require. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will strike out those, nes and say he shall 
do it under section 3709 of the Revised Stati es. That would not 
change existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think not. f 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I will strike out all after the words 
“United States,” in line 7, and make it confo1 n to existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modifie ation will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike o tt all of the amend- 
ment after the words United States,” as fol) »ws: 

uirin ch work to be give t 
ays os g s 8 n out upon competi, tve bidding, after pub- 
ee BALES. That is what he would have to do under the 
statute. 

Mr. PEFFER. How will the amendment read then? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That on and after the Ist day of Jan „1897. 
shall be manufactured or furnished b The Barents: of En — Pe eed Prine 


ing: but said stamps shall be procured by the Post-Office ment as for- 
menr pels the provisions of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to 
explain may ona amendment? 

NELSON. I wish to say on the point of order—the Sena- 
tor can explain the amendment—that the amendment changes ex- 
isting law in that it absolutely prohibits the Post-Office Depart- 
ment from having the Bureau of Engraving do the work. Itis 
an absolute veto. Even under existing law there is nothing to 
hinder the Government from employing the Bureauof Engraving 
and Printing to do the work. The amendment is an absolute 
veto of > and to that extent it changes the letter and the spirit of 
exis W. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President, I hold that there is no statute 
anywhere and no proper usage of the Government which permits 
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one of its bureaus to enter into competition and bid for all the 


work that is being done. If the Senator's view is correct, why 
has not the Navy t a right, under section 3709, to bid 
for the building of ships? Why should not the Post-Office De- 


partment bid for the manufacture of mail bagsand all the various 
mechanical appliances that are used in that service? Why should 
not every Department of the Government bid for the manufac- 
ture of ev ing that it has or uses or gets now under contract? 
Mr. GRAY > W can a ent bid? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to know myself. 
Mr. GRAY. The Departments are supported by the taxes of 
the ple and they can underbid any contractor, and then the 
will have to pay the bill. 

. HAWLEY. The people have to pay the bill anyhow. 
They have to pay no matter how much in excess the e itures 
of the Department may run. The people of the United States 
have to pay it. The ents are not tions. The: 
are in no legal sense of the word persons at all. y are crea 
for another ; not for the purpose of manufacturing, but 
simply for purpose of inistering the laws as they stand 
upon the statute books. It took a oe statute to create the 
Bureau of bid. Pda hegre Printing an ssa er work. Its work 
has been ed. It has been doing its work. Some of it is done 


ie 2 = ds of those persons ut i ing consid 
ter ose were m, er- 
I 8 $i 


ably, one of them ing down, 50, for the 
5 . thousands of millions of them. 


and Prin 5 its office, was to see 
the bids and to put in a lower bid. Ifit had been an authorized 
bidder that d have been a very tinfair transaction. 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to ask him a question? Ought not the Government of the United 
States to be nearer and dearer to us than any private concern? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No,sir; not in this matter, and not in a great 
many others. The Government of the United States is not here 
to nurse a tof the Government. Weare here to do the 
work in the way and the best way it can be done for the 


. PEFFER. Are we not doing that now? f 
Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir; we are not 5 cheaply. I 
challenge investigation in that respect. Why not the u 
of Engraving and Printing y honestly and candidly and in de- 
tail to the inquiries legitima 7... fryers 
I hold it to be a very policy, especially as to bidding against 
private parties, to go out and their work and do it by govern- 
mental agencies. It is unfair competition. The Government, 
under this form of bidding, can do the work nominally and by pre- 
tense cheaper than an individual can bid. It may bid a centa 


thousand for the stamps. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Feasts hance eee Sa ios 
subject is being so thoroughly stated Sena m 2 
. after the bids had been 


oaet: Was a tly for something over 850, 000 cheaper, with 
e result that have already igs nearly thatamount in ma- 
chinery; that the bid did not include rent, or fuel, or li or the 
use of machinery, or interest upon the cost of the plant; that 42 

cent of the stamps so manufactured were unfit for use; that 
The Bureau has fallen 14 per cent short of supplying the number 
it contracted for. Upon any fair estimate it cost the Gov- 
ernment 40 to 50 per cent more than if done by private individ- 
uals; and the Bureau has made a miserable mess of it instead of 
— ing decent stamps, as the different bank-note companies 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Colorado, for he has made substantially all the speech that is 
necessary to be made on this question. Every word he has said 
can be fortified by reference to the record. It appears that after 
repeated inquiries by the House of Representatives, if I may 
be allowed to make reference to the other branch, after re- 


guished 
propriations of the Senate made a similar inquiry he got a re 
. 
able to get the p d. of the actual expenditure, nor a cor- 
rect statement, if I understand the matter, of the enormous loss 
and waste that came from doing botched and bad work, 


Now, the chief of the Bureau came here something like a year 
ago to get a deficiency appropriation to carry out the work of the 
year ending June 30, 1895, and he spent about all of his additional 
appropriation. He represented to the subcommittee on the sun- 

civil bill that he was making economies in various directions; 
that he had reduced the w. of printers engaged on internal- 
revenue stamps at the rate of about $23,000 per annum in order 
that he might get money enough to make the post-office stamps. 

He represented that he had reduced the w. of printers en- 
gaged on internal-revenue stamps at the rate of about 823,000 per 
annum, amounting from the date of the reduction to.the close of 
the fiscal year 1895 to about $11,000, and that the cost of materials 
was much less, 

That I do not know about. 

The undeniable fact— 


Iam quoting now. from a very interesting speech 


ro- 
for 
Department, and even then he came out barely 


has been altogether stated. 
all fortifying what has been said by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. woor — myself. 

Mr. SHER . Mr. President, it has been the established 
policy of the Government for a number of years, after a sad 
rience to the contrary, to engrave and print all forms of its publi 


securities 
Mr. HAWLEY. That is Hp 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bonds of the United States, paper money 
777... aE ees E N 
same 0 Apply stam e ought 
not to trust to an i e s ooan 
they are mani under the eyes of the officers of the United 
States. Even if it should cost more to the Government to print 
and engrave them, it is far ae for the safety of the Govern- 
its o 


just a moment in this connection? 
Mr. SHERMAN. i 


7 . Certainly. 

Pia 9 the see eye pen 9 Saat eae 
e postage stamps have been prin y private parties, and the 
were so printed until 1894, the only robbery that ever took 4 
and it was an extensive robbery—took place under the Bureau of 


Bogatin and Printing? 

$ SHERMAN. That makes no difference. The general prin- 

goes apply to postage stamps as well as to any other securi- 
es. 


TheGovernment ought tocontrol themanufacture and handling 
of the stamps at cuer oigo to the final execution of the stamps. 
That is the general policy. I am therefore o to intrusting 
any corporation or any set of individuals with the power to print 
money and stamp it with the authority of the United States. The 
postage stamp is a work, and there is great danger that 
there may, by possibility, be a leak in the delivery of the postage 
stamps and that the stamps will get into circulation at the loss of 
the Government. It would be difficult indeed to find out exactly 
the extent of the loss. 

I think it is wise, as a matter of public policy, that the Govern- 
ment should print all of its paper obligations, from the smallest 
postage stamp up to a regi bond of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. yI the Senator from Ohio whether there 
was any dissatisfaction with the contract system before it was 
changed to the present system in 1894; and, if so, what the grounds 
of dissatisfaction were? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The change was made so as to bring theprint- 
ing of postage stamps under the general rule of the Government, 
and there must have been a good reason which influenced the 
action of Congress two years ago. It strikes me, therefore, that 
we had better stand by it, and if there is any defect in the organ- 
ization of our Bureau of Engraving and Printing it ought to be 
corrected. Stamps should only be manufactured under the sur- 
veillance and the control of the Government. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I was waiting for the point of 
order to be decided, but I see that Senators are discussing the 
merits of the proposition, and I have a word or two to say. 

Some weeks ago I was down to the Bureau of Engraving and 


Printing. I observed closely and carefully—I spent an hour or 
two in doing it—the work that is going on there, and | was agree- 
ably surprised to see the skill and 


order and the efficiency that 
were everywhere manifest in the work of that organization. The 
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only criticism I have to offer is of the parsimony of the Govern- 
ment, our niggardliness here, in not giving those pooyi better 
quarters, more room, instead of a little cramped-up hencoop, if I 
may use that expression, and I do not think of anyt else that 
is more forcible, although I might think of something that would 
be more el t, for they are sandwiched in; they are workin: 
along in lit ‘ooves, scarcely wider than the dais upon whi 
our Presiding € fficer sits 

Mr. HA Y. I wish the Senator from Kansas would speak 
a little more distinctly, so that I can hear what he is saying. 7 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwas going on to say that the work which is 
now being done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is 
promt, it is accurate, it is perfect, it is cheap. The only criti- 
cism I have to offer is of the parsimony of Congress in not giving 
to the Bureau more rooni, better buildings, more machinery. 
Within the two or three years that the Bureau of Engraving and 
3 been doing the work they have progressed from day 
to day, from week to week, from month to month, from year to 
in the efficiency and excellence of their work. I thought at 

time the e was made that it was an excellent one, that 
it would prove in the end beneficial. - 

I believe that every t of the Government ought to do 
all of the Government’s work that itcan do or can accomplish. I 
believe we ought to build our own ships. I believe we ought to 
equip our own armies. I believe we ought to do everything that 
‘we can do in and of ourselves. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Including the construction of railroads? 

Mr. PEFFER. And to build railroads. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I thought. 

Mr. PEFFER. Of course that disposes of the Senator’s favor- 
able view of what I was going to say. Yes, I would build our 
own roads. I would not go so far, however, I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, as to confiscate i I would 
let the present ma t go along as best they can. That is 
what they are doing now. But wherever and whenever a Depart- 
ment of Government can orm its own work it ought to do 
so. Is there any reason why Government should go outside 
of its own force to procure the manufacture of postage stamps, 
when it can be done so well and so accurately here close to head- 


uarters? 

77%V%)%%%V MINIE in OEA view. I am 

ect reagent e amendment, I do hope that the 

8 i permitted to go ahead as it is doing now and 
its own stamps. 


that the Government aor ge, garg a great deal of dis- 
cussion in past years, and in some respects at least the policy has 
been ee eee 

The Senator Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] said some things which 
I wished to have him say in order to complete the reductio ad ab- 
surdum of his own t. He has said to us that the Gov- 
ernment ought to all of the railroads in the United States, 
and employ, of course, something in the neighborhood of 

Mr. The Senator from Connecticut perhaps did not 
understand me. I did not = the Government ought to build all 
of the railroads in the United States. The Government ought to 
build all the railroads that the Government needs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Government needs every one over which 
the mail 1 goon: 

Mr. PEFFER, Very well; let it build them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It needs one as much as it needs the other. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let it build them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have discussed those things and have set- 
tled the general policy of the United States Government. Com- 
plaint is made that there would be a vast body of employees and 
of the power which they could exert under the influence of the 
Government—that is, of their employers. 

There is a well-defined jealousy among the Senator’s friends of 
the infiuence employers may exert, and the Government is the 
most wealthy and the most influential employer of them all. 
rues is the total number of miles of railway in the United States 
now 


per 

9 It used to 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. In a moment. That is very much better than 
to destroy the continuity of a Senator’s remarks. 

In old times it used to be thought very important that the col- 
lector of the port of New York should be taken from the party in 
control, because it used to be the fashion of half of the employees 


there to go up to a State convention and run the whole machine. 
Public sentiment has in a measure corrected that and there is 
very much less of it. But that illustrates what I was saying as to 
the wiser modern policy and the vicious old one, to which I am 
not desirous of returning. 

It is proposed that the-Government shall take charge not only 
of the railways, but of all the telegraph lines. It is proposed that 
the ea casas shall conduct the great savings- interests as 
we! 

Now, elaborate the scheme at your leisure and see what an 
enormous machine the Government would come to be—how 

tactically the power over ev ing that enters into our daily 
ife would be centered in the Government, and in some cases at 
the very demand of the people who are all the while denouncing 
the Government as corrupt, denouncing the Senate and the Honse 
of Representatives, the President, and everybody else as unfit to 
conduct business. Yet they turn around the next day, and when 
they have a little bridge to build across a river they think they 
have done the prettiest thing in the world when they provide an 
engineer of the Army to build it, and in a thousand other ways 
display the powers of the Government. Is it fair, in a free gov- 
ernment, that we should require or permit a great , in the 
absence of law, to come in and look over the rest of the bids sub- 
mitted by private citizens, put in one confessedly ridiculously low, 
get the contract, and then have a great deficiency raised in the 
conduct of the business? I shall be very much surprised and I 
shall regret if the Senate shall sustain a departure from what I 
think is sound policy, and I shall lament that a sort of sanction 
will have been given to a very unwise practice, an extravagant 
FFC Printi 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says very properly that 
much of the work done by that fine Bureau has been ently 
well done. I admit that, and I am proud of it. I have many of 
their vings, obtained in one = and another, in the collection 
TAER have, and it does some of the finest work done in the 


25 Treasury notes. R 
Mr. HAWLEY. Not so much in that form as I would like, 
It is quite right that the i 


e that a postage stamp, which is 
is not absolutely necessary a „W. 
practically destroyed the moment it is used, should be as well done 
Garten ty ren creme berated es et oe ee 
was by reason gum, im ect an e di 
and inartistic A colors 2 8 wet nati 
cessity in this case of this wor ing to the Government. There 


Woche we to ae nee : 60 

wo ve a n stamps to any- 

thing worth going to for. „ 
The answer to what has been claimed, that the work can be bet- 


ter done by the Government, is that it was done for a long series 
of “henry by private corporations, who have done a vast amount 
of d and similar work for foreign governments, and they have 
just as much experience and skill in those concerns as can be foun 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing here. They furnish 
South America and other countries with practically all the evi- 
dences of obligations that those countries have, and it has been 
done to absolute perfection. We went on years and years with- 
out any growling about it, unless it was as to the designs. I do 
not know who was 5 for some of the modern designs. 

Mr. Thomas A. H. , of Easton, Pa., makes this remark in a 
letter Which happens to come under my eye just now: 


If you will kindly get the report of the Auditor of the T showing the 
z was paid to the American Bank Note 2 


dur- 
the amount of money used the printing department in halt 
of the stamps, and whet miserable apologies fi postage stam 
the past eightoon neantha. 85 W 

Senators speak of Goma this work under the charge of our own 
officers. It all been done under our own officers; nothing has 
been done or petit aap ee contracts bap ag of these painea 
parties except er oseinspection of the Government agent, 
who has oversight and control of the paper, the ink, the presswork, 
the gum, the issue, and all that sortof thing. Nor was there ever 
a fraud dignified enough to get into history in connection with 
this work—none whatever, to my knowledge—while the business 
was conducted by the parties in New York. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Connecticut does not say or 
intimate that the business of the Post-Office Department is not 
9 conducted. ‘Se are Gamage poe in 2 11 of 

5. in country; there are about 175, persons 
connected with these different offices. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is not that work enough for the Post-Office 
Department? 
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Mr. PEFFER. The distance that is traveled backward and 
forward in the transportation of the mails of the United States in 
the course of a year amounts to a line equal to about fifteen thou- 
sand times around the earth. It, is the most stupendous business 
establishment in the world, and yet it is conducted with the sys- 
tematic arrangement of clockwork by one man no larger than the 
Senator from 8 or myself, physically speaking, and it is 
done with perfection, sadet the Senator complains about the vast 
amount of power that will be concentrated in the Administration 
in case the principle involved in this discussion should be ex- 
tended to other Departments of the Government. 

Then the Senator undertakes to cast ridicule upon those who are 
taking the same view of the subject I do, because of the view that 
he and some other self-appointed critics allege that the party to 
which I belong holds, ere is nothing in our political c , 80 
far as I am aware—and I think I know a good deal about it—that 
has ever looked toward the taking possession of the present rail- 
way systems of the United States and bringing the entire trans- 
portation business of the country immediately under Government 
control—nothing of that kind. We do believe that the people 
ought to have control of all of their own transportation interests; 
but, while that is true, we do not believe in the doctrine of the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who insists that while we are 
anxious at some time or other to 88 the good will, and all 
that that implies, of the people of Cuba, we should therefore im- 
mediately go down and take ion of the island and take 
possession of the people. That is not our view of the situation at 
all, Mr. President. e do believe that the Government of the 
United States should control by Government agencies: that all 
public functions ought to be exercised bi public agencies in one 
way or another. t is the fundamental principle and the doc- 
trine of the party to which I have the honor to belong; but we do 
not propose to go about and make a holocaust of this business; we 
do not propose to tear everything down, as anarchists would, to 
destroy. Weare builders, Mr. President; we are not destroyers. 
In some respects, perhaps, we might be called iconoclasts, be- 
cause we are breakers of images, but they are party images. We 
are not dangerous at all. t a : 

The principle that is involved in the work that is going on in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing covers the whole ground, 
so far as the principle is concerned of public officers doing pub- 
lic work. This is purely public work; it is for the benefit of the 
people; and it is one of the agencies that Government has in car- 
rying on its business, in carrying on the work of the Post-Office 

partment, which has grown in a little over one hundred years 
from an expenditure of about $22,000 a year to ninety-odd million 
dollars a year, and from 75 post-offices in the entire country in 
1790 to some 75,000 post- offices in 1896; from an entire transporta- 
tion distance of about 1,875 miles to over 450,000 miles to-day; and 
with the accuracy of its performance, with the perfection of its 
expansion, and all those things, the wonder is, Mr. President, why 
Senators should object to this work being done by the Govern- 
ment. I know of no other reason for it unless it be the interests 
of private parties who are anxious to do this work. The labor 
must be done somewhere. Why not do it under the eye of the 
Government? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to take an appeal from that decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

; NELSON. Mr. President, do I understand an appeal has 
been taken from the decision of the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal has been taken, 

Mr. NELSON. Under those circumstances, inasmuch as the 
discussion has passed off from the point of order into a discussion 
upon the merits of the question, by a sort of unanimous consent, 
I want to take up about five minutes of the time of the Senate 
with a few remarks upon the merits of this question, as the dis- 
cussion seems to have been mainly devoted to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. there objection? The Chair 
hears none. i 

Mr. PLATT. An appeal from the decision of the Chair on the 
point of order is debatable, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, years ago most of the printi 
of the Government was done roun por firms. The nba a 
ings of these two Houses were printed in the Congressional Globe 
by Ace parties. All that system has been changed. We have 
a Government Printing Office here in the northwest, the best 
equipped and most perfect of its kind in the whole world, and all 
the printing of the Government—its rts, its bills, and, the 
853 marvelous thing of all, a RECORD of the legislative proceed- 
-ings—are peated there from day to day as perfectly and the work 
is as well done as it is possible to be done in any printing office on 


the face of the earth. Idonot think that this body or the Ameri- 
can people. so far as that printing is concerned, would like to go 
back to the old system, the old method of doing things. 

What we have done in that line we have done in the other line 
of printing in the finer work. We have established a Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing. where we print our bonds, all our differ- 
ent bank notes, Treasury notes, gold certificates, silver certifi- 
cates, national-bank notes, and stamps of various kinds. This 
pines is and has been done in a manner satisfactory and equal 

the best in the world. There is no country on the face of the 
earth that has finer paper currency than the United States of 
America. I have seen any number of paper notes, and I have not 
yet seen any kind of paper currency equal to our own paper cur- 
rency. 1 

The Bureau of Engraving and Printing has been in successful 
operation, and now, in this year of our Lord 1896, because some 
firm is disappointed in its bid, because some firm has not the 
privilege of Printing these stamps, because the Government has 
assumed to do that, what are we told? We are told all at once 
that this Bureau of Engraving and Printing. which prints the best 

aper moneyin the world, which can do as fine and as good print- 
ing as any printing institution in the world. is incompetent to print 
our postage stamps. I never knew that the people of the United 
States were suffering from bad tage stamps until it was told 
to me here on the floor of the Senate. For the last year I have 
been licking postage stamps unconsciously, and I never knew how 
bad they were until the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads told me. It is passing strange. Mr. Presi- 
dent, that this Bureau, which is competent to print the best kind 
of greenbacks, the best kind of national-bank notes, which can 
print beer and tobacco stamps, is all at once found incompetent to 
print postage stamps. 

Sir. are we running this Government for the interests of the 
Government or are we running it for disappointed bidders? We 
have a Bureau of Engraving and Printing here, fully equipped, 
with a good force, which is run honestly and economically. The 
printing of postage stamps is only an incident toits general work, 

t can do this fine work just as well as it can do all the other 
work of the Government. Having established it, why should we 
single out this matter of postage stamps and take it away from 
the Government simply use some bidders somewhere in the 
Northeast have been disappointed in bidding for the printing of 
Government postage stamps? 

Mr. President, we ought to think twice before we take this step, 
The people of this country are in favor of supporting their Gov- 
ernment just as it stands. We have a Government Printing Office 
here in the northwest for doing our ordinary and everyday print- 
ing. You might as well come forward at this time and say that 


office is incompetent to print our RECORD; that our RECORD is : 


dirty and nasty and we ought to let it to some private printer; 
that our documents and reports are not gotten out revialy. and 
we ought to submit their printing to private enterprise. 

It will not do to lugin this question of Populism about Govern- 
ment ownership of railroads and to attempt to throw discredit on 
the Government. You might as well attempt to bring that in to 
throw discredit on the Government in the management of its 
Post-Office Department. We run that Post-Office Department 
successfully, we run our Government Printing Office over here 
successfully, and we run the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing successfully, and I do not think anybody will want to have 
any of them dismantled and destroyed. Why should we do in a 
roundabout and insidious manner what we would not do openly 
and aboveboard? 

The Bureau of Engraving and Printing is competent to do our 
finer work. Look at the printing of bank notes. Why is it not 
competent to print an inferior grade of postage stamps? Let us 
stand by our colors and stand by our Government. It is our Gov- 
ernment; let us smoke its pipe in peace and wield its tomahawk 
in war. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Chair has ruled the amend- 
ment not to be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. GORMAN. And that there has been an appeal taken from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal has been taken from 
e aia of the Chair by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

TT]. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand discussion is not in order. 

Mr. PLATT. Discussion is perfectly in order, as I understand, 
upon an appo miom the decision of the Chair. Thatis debatable. 

ESE . Then I desire to say only a word or two, Mr, 
President. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. 


Mr. GORMAN. That this amendment is legislation, pure and 
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simple, I do not think there can be the slightest doubt. In the Post- 
Office appropriation bill of this year will be found an item appro- 
prising for manufacture of adhesive postage stamps and special- 

elivery stamps, $160,000.” When the appropriation was made 
placing that amount in the hands of the Postmaster-General, of 


course it would have been, I sup , Within the rules to put in a 
limitation in regard to the expenditure. The Ee igre or that, 
however, passed. Now comes the sundry civil bill, which has no 
reference whatever to the appropriation for printing postage 
stamps, when a new provision of law is attempted to be insert 

I submit that there can not be any question that this is legisla- 
tion pure and simple. 5 

Mr. PLATT. beg the Senatore pardon That was not the 
poms of order which was decided. e point of order the Chair 

ecided was that the proposed amendment would change existing 
law, and was therefore obnoxious to the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut that the Senator from Minnesota made 
two points; First, that the amendment would change existing law, 
and secondly, that it constituted 8 islation. The Chair 
did not sustain him on the first, because the first clause of the 
rule refers only to the question of increasing appropriations or 
adding a new item of appropriation. But the Chair sustained the 
Se int of order made by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. PLATT. It must have been when I was out of the Cham- 
ber, then. I was called away. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair inquires of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota if he did not make both points? 


Mr. NELSON. The Chair is correct. 
Mr. GRAY, I hope the Chair will state the ground of his deci- 
sion, if it will not interrupt the Senator from Mar land. 


Mr. GORMAN. Certainly not. I should be glad to hear the 
ground of the decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ground of the decision is 
simply that the amendment proposes to absolutely prohibit the 
Bureau of Engraving and Prin ting from printing stamps in 
the future, and the Chair believes that such a provision must 
be fairly termed “ general legislation.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. And it changes existing law. 

Mr. President, as an appeal has been taken from the decision of 
the Chair, as a matter of course it is usual in such cases to discuss 
the merits of the question. The Postmaster-General in 1894, in 

itting the Bureau of Engraving and ba, ho do this work, 
bad, I think, authority under existing law to make that arrange- 
ment. The statement of the case by the Department, which is a 
very strong one, is that the printing of all the stamps, bank notes, 
and Treasury notes can best be done and more safe a done and 
much more economically be done by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing than by private parties. 

In the first six months after the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing undertook to do this work they had not the facilities, nor had 
they so many skilled men as were found in the American Bank 
Note Company and other companies which had theretofore been 
doing it. During that time there was an inefficiency, if you 
please; certainly the work was not quite so well executed. Since 
then the Bureau has performed the duty to the entire satisfaction 
of the Government; and from what information comes to me and 
from the examination I have made of the matter, their work 
to-day is equal to the best work heretofore done by the note com- 
panies, and is certainly satisfactory to the Post-Office Department. 

It is claimed that in 1893 the cost of postage stamps to the Goy- 
ernment was $312,110, and in 1894 it was $338,745. The only ap- 
3 asked for doing the same work by the Bureau of 

ngraving and Printing was $160,000. It may be said in answer 
to that that there is in the present cost of $160,000 no estimate 
whatever for interest upon the plant, or for interest and wear and 
tear upon the fifty or sixty thousand dollars’ worth of machinery 
which it was necessary to place in the Bureau to do the work of 
printing p e stamps; and to that extent the statement is true. 

Mr. WLEY. Let me ask the Senator another question, if 
he will be so kind as to yield for that purpose. Whereabouts in 
the sundry civil bill now before us is to be found a definition or 
limitation of the money to be expended for stamps? A lump sum 
is applied to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing just as it was 
in previous years, but no mention whatever is made there of the 
stamp business. How has the existing law been changed? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator that he has made a 
mistake in the bill to which he has offered the amendment. If 
he will refer to the Post-Office appropriation bill, which 
some days ago, on page 8 of that bill he will find a specific ap- 
propriation for manufacture of adhesive postage stamps and 
special-delivery stamps, $160,000.” That sum is to be expended 
under the direction of the Postmaster-General, and he contracts 
with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for all the printing 
of stamps, and, as they are delivered they are paid for out of that 
appropriation. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There is nothing there said about giving the 
job to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. GORMAN. Nothing whatever. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes provides 
that such work shall be upon public bidding. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator is correct about that, as a mat- 
ter of course the Post-Office Department has been at fault; but 
I understand the Postmaster-General in making this arrangement 
with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing consulted the Attor- 
ney-General and the law officers of the Government; who advised 
that under this appropriation for postage stamps the Postmaster- 
General had a neht to disburse the money as he is now doing 
under this contract. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Maryland will allow me to 
read section 8709, on page 733 of the Revised Statutes, to which I 
referred. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That section reads as follows: 


Sxc. 8709. All purchases and contracts for supplies or services, in anf. of 
the Departments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be 
made by advertising a sufficient time previously for proposals yg poe the 
same, when the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of 
the articles, or performance of the service. When immediate delivery or 
performance is required by the public exigency, the articles or service re- 
quired may be procured by open pu or contract, at the places and in 

e manner in which such articles are usually bought and sold, or such serv- 
ices engaged, between individuals. 


That statute continues to be the law of the country, and has 
only been modified from time to time be Ghee two-penny pro- 
visions in certain cases, as, for instance, that the engineers of the 
Navy Department may buy supplies under $200 or under $300, or 
something of that kind, for immediate necessities. That statute 
pounn g that all this work should be done under public proposals 

as not been touched at all, so far as I can find, by any of the bills 
which have been during the yearsin which this practice 
of working in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing has existed. 
I find no reference to it in what the Senator has read from the 
Post-Office Eo bill. It gives so much money to the 
Postmaster-General, but it does not tell him he shall do the work 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. There is no specifica- 
tion of that Bureau anywhere. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President; there is no specific = 
vision requiring the Postmaster-General to have this work done 
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; that is true; but the 
Senator will find upon examination that it has never been held 
that the statute which he has just read, which was for the pur- 
chase of the little departmental ae A tng, applied to the Post- 
Office Department in such a case as this. At all events, bids were 
asked for this work and they were received, in fact, from the bank- 
note companies. I think two bids were made by outside parties 
which were not satisfactory to the Post-Office Department for 
some reason. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They were in the exact figures used in that 
appropriation bill. 

Š MAN. Iknow they were not satisfactory. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They were $150,000 and $160,000, Those were 

the outside bids. 


Mr. GORMAN. hah Mis not satisfactory to the Department, 
at all events. I do not know about the bids, but the Postmaster- 
General thought they were not satisfactory. He then asked for a 


proposition from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; and I 
am inclined to think that it was after the other bids had been sub- 
mitted and possibly had been opened. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was. 


Mr. GORMAN. You maycriticise the Postmaster-General for 
that action; that is another matter; but he was advised that he 
had the authority to contract with the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. He did so contract. and the contract has continued 
until this time, and it is claimed by the Bureau, and it would ap- 
pear from the appropriations that we have made that the cost to 
the 3 has been much less than it was under the old 
system. 

Mr. President, I have shown the Senate the amount appro- 
priated for this work. As to the other suggestion, that there is 
no charge made for interest on this t plant and machine 
oe the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, that is true, 

mi 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, before the Senator from Mary- 
land goes to the next point of his argument I wish to call his 
attention, and also the attention of the Senator from Connecticut 
to the wording of the statute, where it is required that bids s 
be proposed to furnish supplies. What I wanted to suggest to 
the Senator, and to all Senators, is that supplies do not mean the 
performance of work; itmeans paper, paste, ink, mucilage, and all 
those things which the Departments have to purchase from par- 
ties outside. I think that is all that is contemplated in the stat- 
8 securing of the necessary supplies for doing this particu- 

wor 
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Mr. GORMAN. In the bill which we are consi 


dering there is 
the general provision for an appropria ion for all the work of this 
‘Department. It doesnot include postage stamps, butall the print- 
ing for the Department, all the bank notes and internal- 
revenue stamps, the appropriations are less on this bill than 
they were one year ago, or two _ ago when the contract for 
of pee parties, and if the 
volume of the work of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for 
the Treasury Department is greater, it would seem to demonstrate 
that the claim of the Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing is correct, that he absolutely does the work for the 
ce ent $150,000 cheaper than heretofore. 
Mr. PEFFER. With our own plant. 

Mr. GORMAN. With our own plant, and he assigns the rea- 
son why he can do it. 

Mr, PEFFER. And under the civil service. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; this Bureau is entirely under the civil 
service. The reason he assigns is because in this work he can 
utilize to some extent the same people who are engaged in print- 
ing stamps for the Internal Revenue Department, and keep his 
ee eee all the time. 

Mr. HA That is to say, he pays for stamp work partly 
out of the money appropriated for bond work, internal-revenue 
stamps, and 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what he said. He said he could 
equalize the work elon’ in printing internal-revenue stam: 
So he nds it out of another fund in reality. : 

Mr. GORMAN. No; he claims not, and I say the figures would 
warrant hisstatement. He says that in 1894, the last year of print- 
8 by a piyan concern, the cost ca ranning the Borean 
ofEngravingan inting, nota stamp then being printed, 
was $1,195,705.66. Now, for the dert fiscal year, for the same pur- 

of his Bureau, with a greater amount of work, as he claims, 
8 of the increased amount of internal: revenue printing and 
the extraordinary demand for small notes, bank notes, and Treas- 
ury notes of all sorts and descriptions, we are appropriating only 
$1,103,000, or eighty-four or eighty-five thousand dollars less than 
we appropriated the last year of the contract. 

Mr. PEFFER. And doing vastly more work. 

Mr. GORMAN. Doing vastly more work, as the Senator from 
Kansas suggests. If the Senate is to vote upon the merits of this 
question, f suggest, from the official figures furnished, there can 
aiding any doubt about the economy of continuing the present 
work. 

e to ae work 2 ha I Tes & morens 
ureau began the printing of postage stamps there was 
for six months a good deal of 8 They used the old dies of 
the American Bank Note Company, which had been purchased by 
the Government, and their printing of the stamps Was not equal 
to the work of the American Bank Note Company's; but since 
then it is admitted, and admitted very fr: y, by one of the 
ablest officers of the Government we have ever had, who is now, 
think, interested in getting the work for Palas concerns, that, 
taking the last six months, the work of the Bureau is equal to 
anything we have had. They are making distinctive paper, and 
it is being made by the same firms with whom the private con- 
tractors contracted; and they have it in a shape that is almost as 
perfect asin the printing of national-bank notes and Treasury 
notes. 

I think, on an appropriation bill, it would be unwise to prohibit 

the Post-Office Department from continuing this work. I think 


, when 


it was his predecessor and not the present Postmaster-General who | Y 


made a mistake about it, and, if you will have a little patience we 
may have another Postmaster- eral within a year who will 
change it, or, if it is considered wise to do it by legislation, let the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads take up the question of 
the whole of the expenditures under the Pos ce Department, 
and let us have some greater checks and balances, if it can be done, 
without interfering with the postal service. 

There are no appropriations made by Congress of so large 
amounts as are placed in the hands of the Postmaster-General. 
Millions of money are absolutely in the hands of the Postmaster- 
General to determine without contractsand without public adver- 
tisement what railroad companies are to receive, and but for the 
fact that in all time past, so far as I know—there may have been a 
few small exceptions—eyery Postmaster-General has this 
2 fund it not with economy, certainly with honesty. But it 

oes seem that as this system is growing, as the country is grow- 
ing, and as the corporations are demanding more every year for 
their services, it would be wise if the Post-Office Committee, after 
consultation with the Postmaster-General, were to bring in a bill 
restricting the power of the Postmaster-General, and requiring, if 
you please, contracts in all these cases. 

The Senator from Connecticut and I have had discussions before 
on the general idea involved. I believe as a rule that safety and 
economy in all these matters are secured by having competition 


from outside sources with the Government. In the matter of 
printing bank notes, Treasury notes, and valuable securities thera 
were goog reasons why the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
should be established, All sorts of abuses would have grown up 
in all probability but for that establishment. It was a wise pro- 
vision and it ought not to be disturbed. The same consideration 
applies to a very great extent to stamps. It is claimed 
that under the -note contract no default ever occurred, but 
there is no way to follow that. One did occur under the present 
system with the Department here. but it was detected immedi- 
ately, the men were soon arrested, convicted, and imprisoned. 
The same guarantees as to safety and the prevention of fraud are 
thrown around postage stamps that are thrown around the bank 
notes and Treasury notes. I do not believe the system ought to 
be changed at this time and changed in this way. Let the Post- 
Office Committee, if they desire to restrict the Postmaster-General, 
come in with a general provision covering all these subjects. 

Mr. PLATT. I did not understand the ground upon which the 
Chair sustained the point of order, as I was called ont of the Cham- 
ber. I thought it was upon the ground first os apy by the 
Senator from Minnesota Blr. NELSON], that under Rule Vil it 


proposes to existing law. I understand now it was decided 
upon the ground that it is new legislation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; under clause g of Rule XVI. 


Mr. PLATT. Therefore I withdraw my appeal, and I submit 
another amendment, which I think is not open to the suggestion 
that it is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thea is withdrawn? 

The PRESIDING OFF The appeal is withdrawn, the 
Chair understands. The amendment now proposed will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “statutes,” in line 20, page 
21, insert: 

Provi That, out of the sums a 
the —— shall provide the full Sears . ma printing 
by law, and the printing of postage stamps shall be done by PR 3 the 
lowest bidder. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Iconcurin the amendment. I had an amend- 
ment to the same effect in my hands, intending to offer it if we 
were ruled out on the previous amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hold the amend- 


ment now Bo to be in order. 
Mr. HA X. Now, I want to say just afew words. I shall 


not prolong the discussion. The Senator from Maryland has left 
the Chamber, I believe. He told us, I think, that the appropria- 
tion this year in the Post-Office bill was $160,000 for procurin 
postage stamps. As against $150,000 by private parties, the bid 
made by the Bureau two and a half years ago was $139,487.52, 
We will add a few dollars and call it $140,000. I had no idea the 
estimate was made so closely. Now, telling us that that would be 
cheaper than anybody else could do it for, they propose to give 
this year $10,000 more than private parties stand ready to do the 
work for. So I think there is no economy in the transaction. 
Anyhow, I think there is more safety and more economy and more 
political wisdom in the old practice we had. 

I want to give a parting word to my friend the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. I do not wish to appear altogether igno- 
rant of the principles of the great Populistic hen I said 
that the Senator’s associates desired to own the railroads, etc., he 
corrected me. He said that they desired to build such railroads 
as the Government might need. I have here the Tribune Almanac 
for 1895 with the platforms of the various conventions for many 
ears. Here is the platform of the People’s Party convention 
which met at Omaha July 2, 1892. Is that the particular branch 
of reform under which the Senator marches? I ask the Senator 
from Kansas is that his convention, the one that met at Omaha 
July 2, 1892? 

. PEFFER. July 4, I think. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then my statement is substantially correct. 
It said in its third resolution: 

We believe that the time has come when the railroad corporations will 
either own the people or the people must own the railroads, etc. 

And again, under the head of Control of transportation“: 


T rtation be a means of exchange anda public necessity, the Gov- 
PB Sener should Bea operate the railroads in the interest of the people. 


The telegraph and telephone, like the post-office system, necessities 


for the transmission of news, should be owned and operated by Govern- 
ment in the interest of the people. 
All that I said and more, too, is ified there in that platform. 


Then it goes on to say that practically the Government should own 
the lands, but that involves an argument—I do not include that, 
I am entirely justified in what I said by the letter of the platform. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pepe by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 
Mr. ST. Mr. President, I wish to say a word upon the 
amendment. To speak plainly, a persistent effort has been made 
by the bank-note engraving companies to force the Government of 
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the United States to put this work into their hands under the com- 
petitivesystem. One of these companies is in the city of St. Louis, 
and I have received numerous letters urging upon me the propriety 


of rting this legislation. I have come to the conclusion that 

: = o nothing of the sort, and I simply want to give my reason 
‘or 

We have here a Bureau of Engraving and Printing, a most ex- 


msive one, where the finest kind of work in the way of engrav- 


g notes and securities and other pa of the Government is 
being done daily and hourly. I should like to know from some 
Senator why we should support this Bureau and at the same time 
put out a contract for the postage stamps for the whole people of 
the United States with outside parties? 

io principai argument made by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hawxxy], I understand, is that the 5 of the 
Statute requires that all supplies to furnish the Government and 
all contracts for services ex personal services shall be put up 
to the lowest and best bidder. I can not believe that the framers 
of that law ever contemplated its Nee to a case of this sort. 
That has not been the practice of Government. 

But aside from that, I do not think the law itself would 
trate any such absurdity. For instance, let us s apply it to the 
Public Printing Office. Suppose 3 ers 500,000 or 
1,000,000 copies of any publication. Under the construction put by 


the Senator from Connecticut upon that = provision of the 
statute we would have immediately to advertise that that work 
should be done by the lowest and best bidder. Is it possible that 
the framers of the statute ever intended any such absurdity, that 
with this enormous Printing Office—the lar ibly,in the 
world—we should allow all its machinery and all its workmen to 
remain idle while we put up tothe highest bidder the publi- 
cation of 1,000,000, 500,000, or 100,000 copies of any governmental 
ublication? Ido not think that was the meaning of the law. I 
not believe it was ever conte: ted that we should estab- 
lish this Bureau of Engraving and Printing and then take the 
peoples’ money and give it to outside parties, allo the work- 
men and machi ry ot ths Murad of e, ting to 
remain idle. Therefore I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say that the Senator's illustration of 
the Printing Office will not, in the common slang of the day, wash, 
because the Printing Office was established even before this law 
Was passed, and nobody ever thought of providing and does not 
provide that the prin 3 be done in this way. The work 
that has been done in other ways went on, and we the Post- 
Office distinctly provided for by law for just that kind of work. 
If we had had 2 Bureau of Printing for just the work of printi 
stamps it would have been another affair „of course—it woul 
have been perfectly legitimate to goon under that. But there is 
no thought of any interference with the Government Printing 
Office. Nobody can pretend to make a claim under the statute 
that the printing of 400,000 copies of the icultural Report 
should be let out, though I think it might be done cheaper. But 
no one objects to the existence of that splendid institution. 

Mr. VEST. I submit with great respect that that is no answer 
to what I stated. Congress has enacted a statute which, under 
the construction of the Senator from Connecticut, requires that all 
services except personal services shall be put up to the lowestand 
best bidder. That statute, as a matter of course, was not retro- 
active, but it did affect all services except personal services for the 
future; and there is nothing whatever which would take the work 
of publishing the agricultural reports out of the operation of that 
statute. If it applies to one bureau or one Department it applies 
to all. Isay, like the Senator from Connecticut, I do not think 
the framers of the statute ever intended it to apply, either to the 
pureau of Engraving and Printing or to the Public Printing 


ce. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does not the public printing go specifically to 
that office under the legislation from year to year? 

Mr. VEST. Itsimply uses the words ‘‘public printing”; that 
all documents of the Government ordered by Congress or neces- 
sary for the Departments shall be printed by the Public Printer 
atthe Public Printing Office. Afterwards this statute was en- 
acted, which declared that all services except personal services—a 
most unfortunate expression, but ing by the yerbiage—all 
Services except personal services shall be put up to the lowest and 
best bidder. If the construction of the Senator from Connecticut 
is good as to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, it is eqnally 
good as to every other bureau and Department the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, I wish 
to say that while the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] differs somewhat from that proposed 
by his colleague, the substance is the same and the object aimed at 
isthe same. I hope that the amendment will be voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. G RMAN, Let the amendment be read again. 


The Secretary. After the words Revised Statutes,” in line 
20, on page 21, insert: 


Provided, That out of the sum appropriated for — — required 
the Bureau shall provide the full amount of internal-revenue s i 
inting of postage stam the 


latter part of the amendment is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has ruled that the 
amendment is in order. The Chair thinks that there is some 
doubt as to the proper interpretation of the statute which has 
been read, but being in doubt, the Chair rules that the amendment 
is in order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there are no further amendments, I ask that 
the bill be reported to the Senate. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Barz] I believe is withdrawn. 

Mr. BATE. No, sir; it is not withdrawn. It was postponed 
5 I do not ask any further ee ee Jam per- 
fectly willing that the amendment shall be acted upon at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is a ruling asked upon the 
amendment? 

Mr. BATE. No; but I ask that the amendment be disposed of 
now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to the amendment because it is a pri- 
vate claim, or rather a collection of private claims, and notin 
order upon this bill. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I have nothing to say about the 
amendment 8 except that I wish to read section 4 of 
Rule XVI, which I am frank to say is rather against our view. 
The amendment was submitted by my 5 [Mr. Harris], ~ 
who is not well enough to be here to-day. am 3 
him, inasmuch as he introduced this amendment, but I represent 
likewise the interests he represents, for it concerns our people as 
well as many others in some fifteen States. The claims are small 
and numerous. The items have each and every one of them, how- 
ever, been passed upon by the Court of Claims, and they have to 
that extent adjudicated the question as to loyalty and amount, 
and all have been certified up here. 

Now, on the question of order made by the Senator from Iowa, 
— this matter in charge, I will read clause 4 of Senate Rule 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim 


Now, these are private claims, I admit— 
the provisions of an existing law or a teeaty stipulation which aball be sited 
© provisions of an ex jaw ora i 
on face of the 9 N an 
This is to carry out an existing law, and I think is sufficiently 
stated on the face of the amendment. There can be no question 
about it, for I read from the amendment itself to show what the 
law is and what we propose to carry out: 
That the Secre of the 8 und he is hereby, authorized and 
eee e of any mone the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
riated, to the several persons in this act named the several sums mentioned 
erein, the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and 


accepted iu each case as a full and final discharge of, the several claims exam- 
Court of Claims 


ined, investigated, and reported favorably by the of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled An 
act to afford o and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in the inv tion of claims and demands against the Government," and 
wman Act. 

That is on the face of the amendment. So it conforms, Ithink, 
to that part of the requirement of section 4 of Rule XVI, where 
it is stated that if it is a claim it shall be cited on the face of the 
amendment, 

I have nothing more to say about it. I am perfectly content 
that the Chair shall rule upon the point of order. Ido not wish 
to detain the Senate. I must confess, sir, that I am in doubt 
about it myself. I am generally agai such things, but I sub- 
mit that, it having been introduced and presented, it was hoped 
that there would be no debate upon it and that it would be d 
as some other matters of this kind are allowed to be pags upon 
appropriation bills, the point of order not being made. But the 
pon of order having been made, we have to take action upon it, 

thus present this view, and will abide the result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order raised against the amendment of the Senatorfrom Tennessee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) 
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making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 

Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 

Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 

urposes, agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announ that the House had agreed to the 
second report of the committee of conference on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other p further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 
11, 12, 18, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 305, 
806, 307, 308, 809, 310, 313, and 314; asked a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee, and 
el 3 managers at the further conference on the part of 

e House. 

The m e further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate: 

A bill (H. R. 1609) for the relief of Peter Fleming, Battery E, 
Third United States Artillery; 

A bill (H. R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 


Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; 

A bill (H. R. 2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; 

A bill (i R. 3001) ting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; 

A bill (H. R. 4068) to enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds to construct a water and sewer system; 

A bill (H. R. 4298) grinting à pension to Annie Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport in the district of Cuyahoga, in the 
State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon, Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A, Davis, 
widow of James P. Davis, and mother of Mary T. Davis, an in- 
valid daughter; and 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes. 


STOUT, HALL & BANGS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
W. H. B. Stout, Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac S. Bangs $31,802.52, in 
full payment of the balance due them on a contract to furnish 
stone for the walls of the cellar or subbasement of the Library 
building in the city of Washington. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state to the Senate that I understand the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] withdraws the 
amendment which he offered and withdraws all objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. PEFFER. I insist upon the regular order. I ask that the 
unfinished business may be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Kansas will allow the 
bill for which consideration has already been asked to be : 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield after the unfinished business is 
laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator withdraw his 


nest? 

ie PEFFER. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. .It was before the Senate, and 
was laid aside a ley 

Mr. PEFFER. That is true—for the 8 Gi bara bill. But 
the appropriation bill having been passed, that it may now 
be laid before the Senate, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PEFFER, providing for a 
committee of five Senators to investigate and rt gener: uy. all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield temporarily. 


WILLIAM H, CROOK. 


Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 6, 
before the word thousand,” to strike out six“ and insert four”; 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the be, and he is h 
h Treasury ereby, 


3 — pe to pay to Wi 1 — H. ra on of any ned fe — 
reasury not otherwise appropriated. sum of $4,000, as compensation for 
to ‘the President to sign land patents for the fiscal ears 


services as secre 
of el 1 1 5 a * services oh 9 aba 
ar duties as ecutive clerk an bursing 
abe same as was formerly paid for such service. Baca Pag Che 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. BECKFORD. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I have not yielded the floor. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFI Does the Senator from Kansas 
insist on proceeding with the unfinished business? 

Mr.PEFFER. TheSenator from New Hampshire has not asked 
me to yield. At least I did not so understand him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I addressed the Chair and was recognized, 
and then I yielded to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ö the Senator’s courtesy. Lask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of *he bill 
(S. 2594) granting an increase of pension to William A. Beckford. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pension 
William A. Beckford, late first lieutenant of Company F, Eighth 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ECKINGTON AND BELT LINE RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senate to consider Senate bill 2928 
in relation to an extension of the routes of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Com- 
pany. The bill has been 8 favorably by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEFFER. I insist upon my right to the floor. I will yield 
to the Senator from Maryland, however, for the purpose of con- 
sidering the bill he has indicated. Perhaps the Senator is not 
aware that the bond resolution is now before the Senate, and I 
have been yielding the floor to several Senators. I yield to the 
Senator from Maryland. 

3 GORMAN. Iam very much indebted to the Senator from 
nsas. 

Mr. HILL. The courtesy must be equal, of course. I hardly 
think the Senator from Kansas expects to take up the unfinished 
business at 4 o’clockon Saturday afternoon. It can not be finished 
to-day. In fact, I do not wish to have my argument cut off. 
Others desire to speak, and I suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that the resolution go over and take its place on Monday, and then 
if the Senate wishes to go on with it I shall be ready to proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER. I would not oppose a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. I would make a motion to adjourn, except that I do 
not wish to be discourteous to Senators as to routine business, 
which might be proceeded with and disposed of. 

Mr. GORM Isuggest that the bond resolution shall be laid 
before the Senate before we adjourn, so as to leave it the unfinished 
business, and that will serve the purpose, 

Mr. PUGH. It has already been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. With that understanding, I shall ask that the 
bill I have indicated may be considered. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill G 2928) to extend the routesof the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M’CARTHY. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2324) to relieve John McCarthy from the charge of desertion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in line 
6, to strike out the word ‘ desertion” and insert ‘‘ having deserted 
from the service August 6, 1865”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion now appearing against John 
McCarthy, formerly of the Uni States Navy, is hereby removed, and the 
said John MeCarthy be, and he is hereby, relieved from the chaiya of hav- 
ing deserted from the service August 6, 1865, and that he be, and he is hereby, 
restored to all the rights to which he would have been entitled had no charge 
of desertion been entered against him 
been made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. k 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

IRWIN TUCKER, : 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill Kes 1082) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster at 
Newport News, Va. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department to credit the accountof Irwin Tucker, 
postmaster at Newport News, Va., with $4,290.80 for postage 
stamps and with $83.93 for money-order funds stolen from his 
office February 8, 1894. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gasin the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word 
„dollar,“ to insert ‘‘and fifteen cents”; and after the word feet,“ 
in the same line, to insert: 


Until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1.10 Be r thousand cubic feet from 
July 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; ata rate not ex: $1.05 per thousand cubic 
feet from July 1, 1900, until July 1, 1901, after which last-named date th 

shall not exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet; 


So as to make the section read: 


That the Washington Gas Light Company of the District of Columbia is 
authorized to charge and collect, after the passage of this act, for W e 
gas furnished to and paid for by the Government of the United States, an 
other consumers in the District of Columbia, at the rate of not exceeding 
$1.15 per thousand cubic feet until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1.10 
per thousand cubic feet from July 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; at a rate not ex- 
pasta, Brin per thousand cubic feet from July 1, 1900, until J uly 1, 1901, after 
which last-named date the rate shall not exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet: 
Provided, That it consumers other than the Government shall not pay month! 
any gas bill within ten days after the same shall have been presented, said 


and had no record showing desertion 


© rate 


1 may charge and collect from said consumer so failing to pay said 
bill as aforesaid $1.25 per thousand cubic feet for the gas furnished to Ace 
sumer during said month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, after the word“ and,“ 
in line 15, to strike out the words “twenty-five” and insert 
“forty ”; and in line 16, after the word feet,“ to insert: 


Until July 1, 1898; at a rate not pein oar $1.35 per thousand cubic feet from 
July 1, until July 1, 1900; at a rate no 5 per thousand cubic 
feet from July 1, 1900, until July 1,1901, after which last-named date the rate 
shall not exceed $1.25 per thousand cubic feet; 


So as to make the section read: 


Sr. 2. That the Georgetown Gas Light Company, doing business in that part 
of the District of Columbia formerly known as i Aese brg is authorized to 
charge and collect, after passage of this act, for illuminating gas furnished 
to, and paid for, by the Government of the Ùnited States, and other consum- 
ersin that part of the District of Columbia, at the rate of not exceeding $1.40 

r thousand cubic feet until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $155 per 
ousand cubic feet from July 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; at a rate not exceed- 
ing — * r thousand cubic feet from July I, 1900, until July 1, 1901, after 
which named date the rate shall not exceed $1.25 per thousand cubic feet: 
Provided, That if consumers, other than the Government, shall not pay 


monthly any gas bill within ten days after the same shail have been pre- 


sented, said company may charge and collect from said consumer so failing 
t pay said bill as aforesaid $1. r thousand cubic feet for the gas fur- 
ed said consumer during said month, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 12, after the word 
“equal,” to strike out “twenty-two” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four,” 
and in line 18, after the words using the,” to strike out ‘‘ English 
parliamentary standard Argand burner having 15 holes and a 
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-inch chimney” and insert Bray slit union burner No. 7”; 80 
as to read: 
That section 1 of an act entitled An act regulating 


gas works,“ approved 


June 23, 1874, is amended so as to read as follows: That from and after the 


8th a of June, 1874, the illuminating power of the gas furnished by any 
ht company, person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be 
equal to 24 candles the Bunsen photometer, using the Bray slit union 


burner No. 7, cons g 5 cubic feet of gas per hour. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section the 
following: 


Sec. 5. That neither the Washington Gas 
hereafter issu: 


Lght Company nor the George- 
town Gas Light Company shall he: e any greater number of shares 


of stock than shall be equal to the actual and necessary cost of the construc- 
tion of future extensions or future enlargement of plant, which cost 
first be asco ed and authorized upon petition therefor to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, under such regulations as the chief justice 
and the justices thereof shall prescribe; also, if either of the said corpora- 
tions desire hereafter to — bonds upon their property, secured b 
mortgage or otherwise, upon petition therefor to said court, setting fort 
the necessity thereof and the amount of stock issued and outstanding, it 
may and be lawful for said court, or the chief justice and justices thereof, 
as the case may be, or one of them, upon public notice, to be 8 by 
the rules of said court, to permit the issuance of such bonds and mo as 
desired: Provided, that the amount of stock and bonds so issued shall not 
exceed the actual cost of such extensions or enlargement of plant: And pro- 
vided further, That the eee Gas Light Company is hereby authorized 
to issue such additional amount of capital stock as will provide for the con- 
version into such stock of its outstanding certificates of indebtedness, which 
conversion is hereby authorized to an amount not exceeding $000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. h 8 

The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 


SEC. 6. That the officers of the United States having in ch: the lighting 
of the public buildings situated in the District of Columbia and the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized, in their discretion, 
to enter into contracts with the Washington Gas Light Company or the George- 
town Gas Light Company for Government or public lighting, as the case may 
be, for a period not to exceed five years, at such rates as they may deem for 
the public interest, but not in any case exceeding the rates named in this act: 
d, That nothing in this section shall be construed to restrict the sub- 


Provide 
stitution of electric lighting for gas, either in public buildings or public 


streets, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 

Src. 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Michigan to the bill for a moment. I observe in one section of 
the bill a provision that the company may mortgage their plant 
upon obtaining a ie from the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. McMILLAN That is to enable the company to increase 
their capital stock when their plant is increased. 

Mr. ALLEN. It uses the language “ the chief justice and jus- 
tices thereof, as the case may be, or one of them.” ‘I suggest to the 
Senator the Pd pes of striking out the words “or one of them,” 
in line 18, of section 5, so that the entire court shall pass upon it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was neroet to. 

Mr. CALL. I think that this bill ought not to pass without 
mature consideration. As I heard it read, it is one of the very 
worst forms of monopoly that could be created. Fora long time 
the gas supply of this city and the conditions with which it has 
been surrounded haye been regarded by the people of this city 
and throughout the United States as a most iniquitous condition 
of things; and this bill continues this monopoly until 1901, im- 
pliedly, if not directly. I have no objection to any company 
making a reasonable profit; but for years it has been contended 
here, and reported npon by different committees, that there is a 
most outrageous condition of things in reference to the enormous 
profits which have been made by this gas company. Now, in 
common fairness to the people, when it has been reported here 
time and again that gas can be supplied and will be supplied by 
companies petitioning for the opportunity at one-half the cost 
proposed; for this body silently to permit this monopoly to be fixed 
without any inquiry whatever, with the right to take from the 
people of this District double the price for which other persons 
are anxious to supply gas—without inquiry, without evidence, 
without any discussion, that this condition of things may be con- 
tinued seems to me not creditable to this body. 

I can not speak with any certainty of the facts in regard to this 
case, but it is the univ opinion of business men and of persons 
who have investigated the condition of this gas company, and we 
read it in the public journals, that in some places gas of a superior 
quality and of greater illuminating power is furnished at 75 cents 
a thousand feet. 

Then, again, this bill provides that if a poor person shall fail to 
pay his gas bill within a certain time the 5 7 of gas shall be 
iner 25, 30, or 40 per cent. Why should not this enormously 
rich company be content with the ordinary means of obtaining 
what is due to it? Again, I am told that a r person here is re- 
quired to pay $5 for a deposit, notwithstanding this company have 
made, I understand, four, five, and six times the original cost of 
their plant and every year receive nearly as much as the entire 
money they have put into the concern. e know that the stock 
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of the gas company is held here by a few enormously rich men, 
who have grown rich by plundering the poor people of this Dis- 
trict in excessive and enormous charges. 


If these thi are not true, let them be disproved; but do not 
let us pass a bill of this description, with the most odious form of 
monopoly that can possibly be conceived of, and fasten it upon 
these people, without a single word of discussion. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Florida objects to the consideration of the bill. I wish to say that 
I sympathize strongly with his view. I was one of the committee 
who did everything in my power to get dollar gas, but I believed, 
as we could not get eve: ing we desired, in accepting the best 
we could get. is was a compromise; and I think, under all the 
circumstances, a very fair one. It will give dollar gas after five 

and makes an early reduction. - 

I think, on the whole, the purpose the Senator has at heart will 
be better accomplished by ing this bill than in any other pos- 
sible way. Ifear if tho bill is not agreed to by the Senate we 
may fail to get any reduction. This is a step in the right direction, 
3 I think the Senator, if he unders the case fully as it 
came before the committee, would be satisfied with the results 
that we reached. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say, as one of the com- 
mittee, that I fully agree with what the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] has just said. I was also one of those 
who desired to makea more radical reduction than that poner 
by the committee; but, as has been stated by the Senator from 

ermont as to himself, I finally d to the bill in its present 
2 because I thought it was better to do that than to jeopard- 
ize the getting of any reduction at all. 

There is a grad descending scale; there is a material reduc- 
tion immediately; and while I should be very glad if the reduction 
could have been greater, I felt that I was serving the interests of 
the people of this District in giving my assent to the bill as it has 
been reported, rather than jeopardize the passage of any bill what- 


ever. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the difficulty in adjusting the rate 
as the Senator from Georgia thinks itought to be adjusted? Was 
the difficulty with the company? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; not with the company, but there was a 
difference among Senators as to what was proper. 

Mr. GEORG Not the committee? 

Mr. BACON. Not the committee. There were a few members 
of the committee who wanted the price fixed at $1.25. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no dispute as to the power of Con- 
gress to fix the rate? 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly Congress has that power. There 
was no trouble upon that apg The sole difficulty grew out 
of the fact that there was a division among the members as to 
what was the proper rate. y 

I will state to the Senator from Mississippi that this conclusion 
was not reached simply by haphazard. Senators have gone care- 
fully through the figures and made calculations as to what was a 
fair 2 pcg and while they differed, it was thought best that there 
should be some common ground upon which they could agree, 
and this is the result. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senatorfrom Florida complained of the 

excessive charge made for delay in the parmons of gas bills. 

. BACON. Iam not exact in my recollection as to what it 
is, but in this case, asis notunusualin gascompanies—I know itis 
80 in other communities, and not only in gas companies, but tele- 
phone and other companies—a certain rate is allowed to persons 
who pay their bills promptly, and those who do not pay promptly 
are rig ey to pay a higher rate. Ido not remember exactly 
what t matter of detail is. I will state that the matter of 

was not Seo. considered by me. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state, in answer to what has been said 
on that question, that this is the rule in every city. There is al- 
* a rebate for the prompt payment of gas bills. 

. GEORGE. tis the charge here for delay in payment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. At present it is 25 cents—about 20 per cent. 
Under this bill it will be but 10 cents on a thousand feet at first. 

Mr. GEORGE. For how long a delay? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ten days. 

Mr, GEORGE. Twenty per cent, then, for ten days’ delay? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are less than 2 per cent of the people 
in the entire District of Columbia who do not 8 

Mr. GALLIN GER. A single observation, President, on 
this question. I started out very firmly convinced that we ought 
to have dollar gas in the District of Columbia. I will confess, 
however, that Í knew nothing whatever of the subject except 
what I had read in ne 


pers and learned from public clamor. 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, of which I am a 
member, gave days and days to the consideration of this question, 
hearing everybody who pretended to be interested in it or who 
had a grievance. The result was that it was demonstrated to our 
entire satisfaction that the cost of some of the ients of gas, 
coal particularly, which enters into the man of gas, was 


higher in this city than in the Northern cities, and that a less 
amount was received for the so-called residuum in this city than is 
received in other cities of the country. 

The vag (on demonstrated further that for the next three 
years the d entered into contracts whereby they are to pay a 
very much larger amount for certain important ingredients which 
are used in the manufacture of gas than they had been cg heap 
the past. fe’ Aen gas for $1.25 a thousand feet in the Di 
trict of Columbia. 

Beyond doubt the company has made very large profits, or what 
might be considered large profits, but those profits have not been 
anywhere nearly so excessive as is represented by parties who 
know nothing about the subject. We believed, after examinin 
all the facts and figures that we could get access to, that it U 
be disastrous to the interests of the stockholders if we made an 
immediate reduction to 81 per thousand feet. The result was that 
our judgment was—and it was the combined judgment of the 
committee, two or three members yielding convictions that they 
held a little more tenaciously than J did mine—that if we reduced 
for two years the price of gas from $1.25 to $1.15, taking some 
$80,000 from the revenues of the company, reducing it still further 
for the next two years to $1.05, and then to $1, it would be as far 
as we ought to hee do justice to the stockholders of this cor- 
poration, which invested some $4,000,000 in a gas plant in the 
city of Washington. There was no difference of opinion finally 
in the committee; and I do not think that any Senator offhand can 
rise up and say that he knows more about this matter than the 13 
members of the Committee on the District of Columbia, who have 
given, as I said a moment ago, days and days of their valuable time 
to the consideration of this great subject. I think we have done 
justice to the citizens of the District of Columbia. We have tried 
to do equal and exact justice to the men who have their money 
invested in this enterprise, and I trust the bill will pass without 
further objection. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he will 
state what profits have been made by this company? What was 
the amount of money originally actually paid into the company? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am sorry to say to the Senator from 
Florida that I am unable to do that. I will say to the Senator 
that beyond a doubt some twenty years ago, or thereabout, this 
company made enormous profits; there isno doubt about that; but 
the stock is now held to a very large extent by other parties than 
those who held it at that time. The committee were of opinion 
that that old argument which had been used against this cor- 
poration and has been repeated and reiterated over and over 
again, that they made v E the past, 
ought not to be urged against the present stockholders, and that 
their investments ought not to be jeopardized because of that fact. 

My judgment is that the oompany last ys, receiving $1.25 per 
thousand for their gas, were able to pay 10 per cent on their cap- 
ital. I would say that their capital stock is $2,000,000, and they 
having $4,000,000 invested, it would be 5 per cent on the amount 
invested. Sn ie aa a very respectable balance sheet, the exact 
amount of which I can not state, but by the bill which is now un- 
der consideration we propose to take $80,000 from their balance 
sheet for the next year, which we thought was all that we could 
be reasonably expected to do. 

I regret that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
is not here. He has made a very careful computation of the ex- 
penditures and receipts of this gas company, and was very largely 
instrumental in converting me as a member of that committee to 
the views he held, that we should be doing gross injustice to the 
stockholders of this company if we reduced gas at this time to a 
lower rate than $1.15 a thousand. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I would say to the Senator from Florida 
that the trouble is that the original stockholders, or most of them, 
have passed away. The present stockholders have paid a very 
large price for their stock in the open market. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator please repeat his statement? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Isay the present stockholders are principally 
persons who have purchased stock in the market at high rates, 
and the rate of interest the present stockholders get with gas at 
$1.25 a thousand is about 6 or 7 per cent. Of course the original 
stockholders make more. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator state how many stockholders 
map at this time and how many of the original stockholders 
now ho 

Mr. McMILLAN. The number of present stockholders would 
run into the hundreds, as I am informed. Some six or seven hun- 
dred of the stockholders are residents of Washington. 


Mr. CALL, What proportion of the original stockholders still 
remain? i 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ican not answer that question; but I will 
say that most of them died or sold their holdi 

. GALLINGER. They are practically dead, I will say 

to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Will either of the Senators state what amount of 
money the company’s plant can be duplicated for? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. The present plant could not be duplicated 
for less than $4,000,000, possibly $5,000,000. 

Mr. CALL. Does the Senator state that as a fact? : 

Mr. McMILLAN. I state it as a fact. That is my opinion, 
based on experience, and I have had a good deal of experience in 
such matters. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to know of what the great cost of the 
gas plant consists? The city ishes the streets and there is 
nothing but excavations which have been made. What is it for 
which it is to expend $4,000,000 by the company which 
supplies gas to this baie fi É 

Mr. McMILLAN. is is a very large city and requires a great 
many retorts. A great deal of real estate is required, an enormous 
quantity of piping, and betterments, for which money is contin- 
ually being expended 3 the gas business. I 
have not any question in my own mind that if any one were 
try to duplicate all the property in the ion of the com- 
pany y it would require at least $4,000,000 to doit. I have 
not any doubt about that. 

Mr. CALL. What are the gross receipts of the company? 

Mr. McMILLAN. About $1,100,000. 

Mr. CALL. One million one hundred thousand dollars on an 
investment of $4,000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That represents the gross receipts. _ 

Mr, McMILLAN. inly, that represents the gross receipts. 

Mr. CALL. I understand 

Mr. McMILLAN. OE ian ee a pg niga Pager george To 
is G ive, must ucted, ice of coal, whic 
is nearly double what it is in my city of Detroit, Coal costs more 
here than it does in most cities; for example, Cleveland, Buffalo, 
Chicago, or even m. ! aes 

Mr. CALL. It seems, then, that 3 in the District of 
Columbia is a subject of some kind of mi y, which increases 
its cost beyond what it is elsewhere. 1 
5 McMILLAN. The cost of labor, too, is very much greater 
e. 

Mr. CALL. Then the committee ought to report some kind of 
islation which would remedy that state of things. 

am informed, however, upon that point, that it is the opinion 

here that this gas plant can be duplicated for one-third of this 
amount. 777... OPONE VO VAr DIAN gen ONA 
to give bond and guarantee t they will do so to any extent 
which is demanded by Congress, for one-half the amount specified 
in this bill. Ido not know that to be true, or that these compa- 
nies are responsible, but I do know that if there be an of 
truth in the statement the opportunity should be offered to the 
ple here to have their gas supplied at one-half the cost provided 
Por In the bill. We ought to know before g this bill whether 
or not these statements are untrue, and that the opinions of Sen- 
ators who have spoken are well founded. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
the committee has very diligently investigated that phase of the 
mestion, giving a great many hours to the advocates of so-called 
en and the committee were unanimously of opinion that it 
could not be done. 
Mr. CALL. Is it true that a company has offered to furnish 
gas, if the e aaa for greatly less than the rates 
is bill? 


provided in 
Mr. GALLINGER. That ison the face of it true, but the com- 


Tad their arguments absolutely refuted by 


before the committee 

a tleman who is at the head of the only 1 gas company 
which is operating under their s „who says that the cost of | against 
gas is very much asa of fact than it is under the 
system which is used in this and most other cities. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Can the Senator from Michigan tell us how 
Cae hee Ga an AE cSt 
Mr. McMILLAN. early 400. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Then 400 miles of street would have to be torn 
8 I had rather pay more for gas than have 
one, s 
Mr. GALLINGER, And simply for experimental too. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
this is an 3 to reduce the price of gas in the District 
of Columbia. e haye examined this question very thoroughly 
and carefully, and we believe the bill the best possible solution of 
existing difficulties. The District Committee think we ought not 
to go to dollar gas at once, but that we ought to make the reduc- 
tion gradually. The bill will give the le of the District of 
Columbia cheaper gas immediately and bring the price down to 
@ dollar in five years. There are comparatively few cities in this 
whole country which have dollar In New York and in most 
cities the price is $1.25; and in ers it is $1.50. Weare trying 


to reduce it to $1 here; and if the Senator succeeds in defeatin 
this bill by objecting, he simply makes the people here pay 51.28 
per thousand feet for gas. 

Mr. CALL. There is another 
call attention, for which I have 


ponsa of the bill to which I 
eard no kind of justification. 
The bill makes the r man, who is unable to pay his bill 
promptly, pay $1.30, I believe it is, for his gas, and the man who 
is able to and has money lying by him has to pay a third less. 
sat G GER. gos no 3 a from 3 know of 
single company in the world which does not have a provision 
of this kind which they can enforce? 

Mr. CALL. I am Ppy to state that the American people 
ought not to be bound by the monopolies which have robbed and 
plundered the poor people of the world. We are here to protect 
the people; we are here to make this District the model govern- 
ment, in which the poor man equally with the rich man shall have 
all the comforts of life at his command; and I believe that it isin 


Congress of the United States by responsi 
ing to furnish bond and security to su 
largely than the amount named in this bi 


ple whose homes are suffering do not 
notthe comforts of life, and they feel the hard hand of oppression. 
If these ideas are not true, disprove them. If an unreasonable 
price is charged for coal, come forward here and correct it. This 
is the arena for discussion. Let us have the proof upon this subject. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that some company has 
ee eee OOTI, e it 
is said that in the past the old monopolies have been able to defeat 
these efforts to cheapen the gas furnished to the people of the 
country, and that the new companies have been absorbed by the 
larger concerns. Can not we prohibit that? For what is free 


[Mr. f Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER] sta’ . Sete EAT DOON areas ts made 
by this gas company. Senator from i . MoM- 
LAN] stated that the present stockholders, or a number of 
them, have given a very high premium for the stock, that they 
have paid out a large sum of money for their stock, and that they 
ought to receive a fair interest on this large increase in the value 
of the stock. So the a ent reduces itself down to this, that 
the company heretofore been allowed to increase the value of 
its stock by extortionate charges upon the public; and now, when 
we are un ing to regulate it, we are estopped from doing it 
because after they made these large profits they had sold the 
stock to other people, and it would be unjust to make the present 
holders take less interest than they think they ought toget. That 
is about the situation; and I do not think that is a fair argument 
inst the position taken by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I think this bill had better go over until the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] comes here, who, it is 
said, knows all about it. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. 

REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have the Senate 8 to the 
consideration of Order of Business 445, being resolution 54, pro- 
posing an = iry concerning the election in Alabama in 1894. 

Mr. PUGH. t do I understand to be the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I made no motion, I will say to the Senator 
from Alabama. I said that I desired at this time to proceed to the 
pigeon of the resolution I indicated. Does the Senator rise 

J 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who is 
the senior member representing the minority of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, which opposed the report of that resolu- 
tion to the Senate, is not Alf ween 

Mr, CHANDLER, If the tor will allow me a word, that 
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is true. The Senator from Delaware is doubtless called away by 
the pressure of private or public business. 

But I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that this resolu- 
tion was reported on the 8d of March with an amendment, and 


the minority were authorized to submit their views. The major- 
ity gave their reasons why the resolution ought to be adopted. It 
is a resolution of inquiry introduced, I think, in December by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who is here , Seog? me. 
The reasons given by the majority were reported March 10, 1896. 
It is now the 25th of April, and the minority have not yet submit- 
ted their views. We have waited for them patiently. 

If the resolution is not to be proceeded with at this time I cer- 
tainly desire to submit a few remarks, and so does the Senator 
from Nebraska, in reference to the facts which are the bases of the 
proposed inquiry. I do not like to go on in the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. I do not like to go on in the absence of the 
colleague of the Senator from Alabama, whose title to his seat is 
in some degree impugned by the facts which are stated in the 
majority report and stated in the speech made here more than a 
year ago by the Senator from Nebraska, and will be impugned by 
the facts which I shall state. 

But I ask the Senator from Alabama when there will be an 

portunity to state these facts and to discuss this question? 
There is no minority report. We have waited more than a month 
for that. We ask to take it up. The Senator from Delaware is 
absent. It is manifest that if things go on in this way we shall 
be as little likely to pass the resolution as we are to pass the reso- 
lution to investigate the sale of bonds as long as the Senator from 
New York chooses to discuss that resolution, 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he has any information as to when the minority report 
will be filed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am obliged to say Ihave not. Perhaps 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pod] can tell us. I have in- 
quired for it two or three times. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator called the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to the matter? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Several times, and the Senator from Dela- 
ware has had good excuses, it seemed to me, personally. Perhaps 
the Senator from Alabama can tell us why we have not the report. 

Mr. PUGH. It is true that the majority report was e at 
the time stated by the Senator and we have had sufficient time to 
present the views of the minority. But the cause of the delay 
ought to be well known to the Senator. The Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], who had charge of the preparation of the mi- 
nority report, has been engaged pretty much the whole time in 
listening to the protracted arguments upon the right of Mr. Du 
Pont to a seat in the Senate. Pretty much all of the time that 
he had to prepare the minority report has been taken up by the 
duty im on him to hear the argument and participate in 
the argument on the right of the claimant from Delaware as a 
Senator from his own State to a seat in this body. 

Iam sorry the Senator from Delaware is not present to make 
his own statement as to what engagements he has had that have 
interfered in preventing him from preparing the minority report. 
But I happen to know that he could not undertake to prepare it 
without submitting it not only to those who join with him in mak- 
ing the minority report, but to my colleague, who is perfect] 
familiar with all the facts, more so than any other Senator, an 
the right to whose seat is involved in the proposed investigation. 
One of the predicates of the power claimed by the Senate to make 
the investigation is that it strikes at the right of my coll e to 
the seat he now occupies in the Senate founded on the election in 
5 1894, at which the legislature was elected that sent him 
to this body. 10 

I am unable to state with my knowledge of the condition of my 
colleague what time he would be in a condition to give attention 
to the preparation or examination of the minorityreport. I know 
that the very day this skeleton was sent to him for examination 
and to make such additions to it as he thought proper he was 
taken with severe illness, and he was confined to his room or his 
bed until a few days ago, when he was able to leave town. He is 
now absent in Pennsylvania, seeking the rest that is indispensa- 
ble to restore him so that he can engage in his duties in this body. 
I am very much in hopes that he wi in a condition to give at- 
tention to the minority report in the course of the next week. 

We have no disposition at all to delay action on this resolution, 
and while I am unable to state to the Senator what particular 
day we shall be ready to submit the minority report, I think I 
can undertake to say that we will have it ready in the course of 
the next week. I will correspond with my colleague and learn 
whether he is in a condition to give it attention, and if he is, as soon 
as itis received from him it will be presented, and when it is printed 
I see no objection to calling up and considering the resolution. 

. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to show all possible 
consideration to the Senator from Alabama who is absent sick. 
I am willing to make such disposition of this Sa for the time 
being as may be satisfactory to the Senator from Nebraska, whose 


resolution itis. I desire at the earliest possible day to make some 
statements to the Senate in reference to the facts which are to be 
the basis of the investigation, if one is made by order of the Sen- 
ate. I shall not take more than fifteen or twenty minutes. I shall 
be very glad to go on at this time if there is no objection. If not, 
I shall certainly desire to do so at an early day. 

Mr. VEST. As it seems very evident that this case can not be 
determined this afternoon, I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to yield to me that I may call up an unobjected bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me just 
a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Sy 

Mr. ALLEN. It is due to myself that I should state the atti- 
tude I occupy to this resolution. I have been trying now for 
almost a year and a half to have it taken up and adopted by the 
Senate; and I have been at all times ready to take it up. The or- 
ganization of the Senate now being in the hands of the Republi- 
can party, and they being within one of a majority, I have felt 
and still feel that the country will hold them responsible for a 
failure to take up and pass the resolution promptly. I may sup- 
plement that, however, with the statement that if the Republican 
party gives its 44 votes in this Chamber in favor of the resolution 
there will be no doubt about its passage. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When does the Senator think we can get 
an opportunity to vote on it? That seems to be the point now. 
If he will expedite his political—I will not say associates, the 
Senators with whom he occasionally associates politically, oftener 
than he does with the Senators upon this side of the Chamber—if he 
will at pea them we will have a vote upon the resolution and 
can undoubtedly adopt it. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know. Iam afraid the resolution would 
not find much sympathy on this side of the Chamber. I feel as 
though the Republican party has declared itself repeatedly in 
favor of a fair ballot and an honest count, and that if it fails now, 
with a 1 in this Chamber 

Mr. FRYE. No 


Mr. ALLEN. It has a majority upon this resolution. It has 
within one of a majority, and I, as a Populist, will make the forty- 
fifth man in favor of it. Therefore you have the majority. 
the Republican party under those circumstances fails to take up 
and pass the resolution, as it has the power to do and has the 
time within which to do it, I shall feel that the country will 
simply construe its claim to preeminent purity in this respect as 
something of a mere claim, and that when the opportunity is pre- 
sented to it it fails to avail itself of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think the Senator attributes any 
dilatoriness to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We have been unfortunate in the fact that 
the Senator from Alabama whose seat is affected has been sick 
and is absent. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I feel that the Senator from New Hampshire has 
done all he could. I regret very much that the Senator from Ala- 
bama is sick and that there has necessarily been some delay in 
consequence. I hope, however, that the Senator from Delaware 
will get the , Sig ort on file. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. pann is in Pennsylvania, and can be 
reached by a few hours’ travel. I trust the minority report ma 
be submitted to him and he agree to it, or suggest such amend- 
ments as he sees fit, and that it will be filed promptly, and the 
resolution can be taken up and passed before Congress adjourns. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will add but a word and then I will yield 
to the Senator from Missouri, if he desires to have a bill passed. 
I will submit on Monday morning a supplemental report contain- 
ing the additional facts which I should like to state to the Senate 
in my remarks, so that the minority of the committee—who have 
been more than a month with the majority report before them 
without answering it—may also answer the supplemental facts in 
their minority report. After the minority report is printed I hope 
the Senator from Alabama will agree that we ought to have a day 
fixed for the discussion of the resolution, and we ought to have a 
vote upon the question whether there shall be an inquiry, 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
if he can approximate the time when the minority report will be 
filed and when the Senator from Alabama will himself be willing 
to take the resolution up for discussion and consideration? 

Mr. PUGH. I have stated that I am unable to mention what 
time my colleague will be in a condition to give attention to the 
co of the minority report. I apprehend that the Senator 

rom Delaware would not be willing to submit a minority report 
without giving my colleague an opportunity to examine it and 
make such additions or changes in it as he mignot think proper 
with his superior knowledge of the facts. The Senator can tell as 
well as I can what time my colleague will be in a condition to 
give attention to business. hope that he will recover rapidly 
enough to be in a condition to devote some time to the pre tion 
of the minority report, or at least to examine the report that will 
be submitted to him by the Senator from Delaware, 
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There has not been an hour’sintentional delay in the preparation 
of the minority report. The ci ces preventing its prepa- 
ration we had no agency whatever in 9 It was the sick- 
ness of my coll eand the unavoidable duties of the Senator 

Delaware. the absence of my colleague and knowing the 
engagements of the Senator from Delaware, askeleton report, im- 
pate in its thoroughness, has been presented and is now in the 

nds of my colleague. My belief is that with very little labor, 
when he is in condition to work at all, he will be able to make 
such additions to what he has in hand as to satisfy himself with 
the minority report, and it can be returned and presented to the 
Senate by the Senator from Delaware, 

In my relations to this case, being a Senator from the State and 
a colleague of the Senator whose right to a seat is involved in 
this investigation, I am embarr in undertaking to assume 

any charge, or control, or management of this attempt to ask the 
0 of the Senate for making the investigation. 

The first ground upon which the power is asked to be exercised 

by the Senate is that Alabama has no republican government, and 
the object of the inquiry is to ascertain facts upon which that 
conclusion is to be reached by the Senate. Thetrialis to bemade 
by the Senate whether, upon the facts discovered by this commit- 
tee, Alabama has a republican form of government. 
The next ground upon which the power of the Senate is invoked 
toorder the investigation is the denial of the right of 8 
to the seat that he obtained from the 1 ture of Alabama. 
I undertake to say it is a mere statement that perhaps will amount 
to nothing, but I am satisfied that when the facts in the minority 
report are presented to the Senate it will be the most remarkable 
event in its history if 44 Senators are found here to vote to order 
that investigation. There is no event in the history of the Senate 
that would compare with the one that would happen if that inves- 
tigation were ordered upon the facts which will be presented npon 
the record—indisputable facts presented upon the record in that 
minority report. 

Mr. AL . Willthe Senator from Alabama object to stating 
briefly what those facts will be? : 

Mr. PUGH. I do object, because they will be presented in the 
minority report in due time. 

Mr. AL I realize the situation the Senator is in. I hope, 
however, that there will not be manifested any p to further 
delay the filing of the minority report; that it may be filed at an 
early day next week, and the resolution taken up for consideration. 

ROBERT M’GEE. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 229) for the relief of Robert McGee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to investigate the claim of Robert McGee, to be paa 
out of interest money due to the Sioux Nation of Indians from 
the Government of the United States, $10,000, in compensation 
for damages sustained by him by reason of having been scalped 
and otherwise injured by the Brulé Sioux Indians while serving 
as a teamster with a train conveying Government supplies to Fort 
Union, N. Mex., July 18, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 2143) granting a P ero to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; 

A bill (H. R. . a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; 

A bill (H. R. 4298) granting a pension to Annie Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow of 
James P. Davis, and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid daughter. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1609) for the relief of Peter Fleming, Battery E, 
Third United States Artillery; 

A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; and 

A bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon, Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers. 

A bill (H. R. 4068) to enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds to construct a water and sewer system; 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 


ritories. 
f The bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 


State of Ohio, as a subport in the district of Cuyahoga, in the 
State of Ohio, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 
„ I ask that the unfinished business be laid before 

e Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. = 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 27, 1896, at 12 Ol 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 25, 1896. 
POST CHAPLAIN. 
The Rey. Sewell N. Pilchard, of Delaware, to be post chaplain, 
April 24, 1896, vice Parker, retired from active service. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
ii Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. Taylor, to be captain, Jan 6, 1896, vice 
1 3 y p uary „ 


First Lieut. William Luther Sibert, to be captain, March 31, 
1896, vice Symons, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Patton Echols, to be first lieutenant, Jan- 
uary 6, 1896, vice Taylor, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James Francis McIndoe, to be first lieutenant, 
March 31, 1896, vice Sibert, promoted. 

Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. James Alexander Leyden, Fourth Infantry, to be 
captain, April 22, 1896, vice O’Brien, Fourth Infantry, retired 

active service. 

Second Lieut. Percival Greene Lowe, Eighteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, April 22, 1896, vice Leyden, Fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Samuel E. ire, of Louisiana, to be a captain 
in the Rexenue-Cutter Service of the United States, in place of 
Alvan A. Fengar, deceased. 

Second Lieut. James H. Brown, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Samuel E. Maguire, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Ulysses G. Swartz, to be postmaster at Whiting, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry Schrage, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1896. 

James L. Lincoln, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Lizzie F. Graxes, whose commission expired February 9, 1896. 

Charles C. Field, to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the coun 
of Pierce and State of Washington, in the place of Benjamin 
Johnson, whose commission expired April 18, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 25, 1896. 
CONSUL. 


Leo Bergholz, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Erzerum, Armenia, 


INDIAN AGENT. 
Peter her, of Pocatello, Idaho, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Warm Springs Agency in Oregon. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Thomas L. Jenkins, of North Carolina, to be a third lieutenant. 
Rendotph Ridgely, jr., of Georgia, to be a third lieutenant. 

i 3 M. Sturdevant, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 
enant. 
James C. Hooker, of Mississippi, to be a third lieutenant. 
Frederick C. Billard, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant. 
Bernard H. Camden, of West Virginia, to be a third lieutenant, 
Benjamin M. Chiswell, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant. 
Leonard T. Cutter, of New Hampshire, to bea third lieutenant, 
Moses Goodrich, of New Hampshire, to be a third lieutenant. 
Harry G. Hamlet, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS, 
Thomas J. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Theodore Trowbridge, to be 
coun 


tmaster at Decatur, in the 
of Van Buren and State of Mic EW illiamspo 
erick Holtz, to be postmaster at Wi rt, inthe county 


of Warren and State of Indiana. 

James B. Lucas, to be postmaster at Romeo, in the county of | S 
Macomb and State of Michigan. 

Catherine E. McInnis, to be aster at Mosspoint, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mseisippt. 

Guy Northrop, to be postmaster a 28 Christian, in the 
county of Harrison Toga State of Jarpa LEY 

Franklin Sansom, to be postmaster at Indiana, in the county of 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania. 

Mary E. Gerety, to be postmaster at Honesdale, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jay R. Worst, to be at Berwyn, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alexander J. Myers, to be postmaster at Natrona, in the county 
of e cys Suge Stato of 5 

to be postmaster at Aitkin, in the 

county of Aitkin and Stave of Minnesota. 

O. 6. Lockett, to be postmaster at Kerrville, in the county of 
Kerr and State of Texas. A 

Lizzie K. Weber, to be terat North Wales, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV ES. 
SATURDAY, April 25, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 7 
The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN, delivered the following 
yer: 

1 Father who art in Heaven, we thank Thee for those tender 
ties which bind us together as families, and for those ties of friend- 
ship which tend to widen the circle of fraternity and teach us that 
all the world are akin. Help us to-day, O Lord, as we call to 
mind the character of one who lately occupied a seat amon us, 
that we may be able to throw the sweet veil of charity over all his 


faults and magnify his virtues; and help us that we may emulate 
those virtues, so that when we are called upon to from this 
life we, too, shall have the eulogy of our friends. ugh Jesus 


Christ our Lord. Amen. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the Gps 7 appr opriation bill. 

The SPE he Clerk will read the report of the com- 
mittee of conference. r 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. BINGHAM 983 the reading). Mr. Speaker, un- 
less some gentleman demands the reading of the details of the 
report, I am of opinion the statement will give to the House all 
the information required and e ite business. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reading of the report 
in detail will be omitted. Is there objection? pattar & pause, | 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The report of the committee of 3 is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreei otes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill K. A. 818 


pria 6248) making appro- 
Sine Una Satna eon casting: Jans Mi IM endl fox’ chou perpones: baring 
ment for the ear en une and for other purposes, 

met, after fulland tree conference have agreed to and do recom- 


mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 101, 131, 133, 134, 138, 
225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 234, 287, 288, 230, 240, 241, 242, 245, 247; 248) 249, 250, 251 
ee OER E O 231, and 


ent to the amendments of ie 
„219, 220, 221, 222, 224, 258, 285, 286, 287, 


289, 292, 300, and and i same. 

t numbered eee t to 
the 3 ol the Senate numbered 55, and oe the same with an 
amendment as 9 — lieu of the sum pri “ $4,500"; and the 


Senate 
e 56: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the mene pases of the Senate numbered 56, and peeo the same with an 
4 5 In lieu of the sum insert “ $39,900"; and the 
nate 
ent numbered 82: That the mined goon geben its disagreement to 
Big oy the same with an 
* $3,000"; and the 


he Senate numbered 82, and 
8 lieu of the sum proposed 
ent eee "89: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to — same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the foll: 
1,000 additional copies of series 1, 


“For prin ding, and wraj 
l eau for supplying 2 of the Navy who have not re- 


the 
And the Senate tothe 
Amendment m 99: Thatthe House recede m fis t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter by amendment 
* For 10 examinersof surveys, to constituto a board of examiners of 8 
under the direction of the of the General Land Office, 
— of said board to be by the Civil Service Commission, at 


$2,000 each, $20,000: Provided, That this amount shall be paid from the appro- 
priation for the examination of public surveys, and that no addition to the 

said ne nor Sey sectors of the emplo ees of the General Land 
Office, creation of this : Provided further, That 
if 3 of the a of said office be transferred or promoted to to this board, a 
umber of clerks for whom F is made iu this act 

ail be dropped s and tare laces shall not be 

sp the 


Ə same. 

Amendment num Suis: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and to the same with 
ee 8 In lieu of the sum pro; rt * $8,500"; and 

mate agree to 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with 
an amendment 35 5 lieu sum 810,500; and 


the Senate agree to the 
Amendment numbered 11} Ilir That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Fenat numbered 117, and to the same wi 

an amendment as 0 In lieu ot the sum Unopened tanec’ 

the Senate agree to the 


Amendment —ůů 118: 118: That the House 8 ent 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and to the same with 

an amendment ast follows: In lieu of the sum insert $8,500"; and 
the Senate agree to th 


e same. 
Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and arte same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert “ $6,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment ‘numbered 120: That the House 5 its 
to the amendment of the to the 


F same with 
: In lieu of the insert $8,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment timbered. 441: 121: That the House recede from its 


disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: nn insert 86,300“; and 


the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered 125 That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and adh the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr $8,300"; and 


the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its t 
to ths amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: ol the number proposed insert four“; 


and the Senate agree to thesame. 

Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from Ser 3 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree with 
an amendment as follows: In a pe ct the sum — : —.— $164,010"; n 


and the Senate agree to the 

Amendment numbered 155 b. That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as sagas In Seige of the number proposed insert six; 
and the Senate agree to the sa: 

Amendment numbered 150: " That the ae recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 150. by ead the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter evan 


said amendment in- 

sert the following: Eleven and thirteen”; and the Fn Fon to the same, 

eee neg Sapir pi toed wi 217: That the House rer oe its dis- 

natar £ the Senate numbered 1 163, 164, 

107. 1, Tos, 370,1 2. 4285 the 174,175, me, 177,178, 179, 180, 7 ts 184, 185, 

188,189, 190, 191, 193,198, 104, 195 95, 196, 198! 201; 202, 203; 204; 205, 208, 

DOT 208 208" 20 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 8 and 217, abd a to the same with an 
ame: ent as follows: In lieu of the amended 


on insert the folie follo’ 
“SEC. 7. That the United States district attorney Tor each of the follo 
judicial districts of the United States shall be paid, * lieu ot the salaries, feos, 
pa = Se other compensations now allowed by law, an annual onlary, AA 
llows: For the northern and middle districts of State of Alabama, each 
$4,000; for the southern district of the State of Alabama, $3,000; for se Terri- 
ay, of Arizona, $4,000; for the eastern district apana, Arkansas, $4,000; for tho 
estern district of ‘Arkansas, $5,000; for the northern district of California, 
sit for the southern district of California, * for the district of Colo- 
09 for th north wn district of Plorida’ $2500; tor the pontba 
‘or the northern ori or the sou 
oiy of Florida, 500; for the 3 district for 


for the district of I 
northern district of Ilin * 


0 f 


or the southern district 

for the ee of Indiana, 600; tor the northern and southern A8 pr e an 

Iowa, each $4,500; for the district Ege es for the district of Ken- 
tuck 801 ; for the eastern district of 500; for the western 

district o 000; for the district 


of Mississi 

the western e N Missouri, 
for the district 3. — e 

ew Ham 


96,500, for he dis district of Montana $ $1,000 
7 a district of Nevada, $3.000; for the 
yo for the 5 of se carey: ,000; for 


New 000; for the n ew York 
8905 for the . W New Yor S for bpp riot of Now Y district of 
of North Carolina, 


western dis 500; for 

000; for the northern and southern ts 
istrict of 5 000; for the district of 
a . —5 ‘cio 


of the district c rE South n Carolina, ae 
districts of 3 each 


for the eastern district of A; for the western 5 exas, 
* for the "district of Utah, $4,000; for the district of Vermont, $3,000; for 
rn district of V ; for the western district of Vi is, 
$4,500; a Ter the distriet ot 500; oe: the 1 of West Vir- 
; for the eastern district 284005 —— western dis- 
ict of Wisconsin, — nga for the district wn ‘you 
And the Senate to the same. 


rt “eight”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 223: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 223, and agree to oe with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert nine; and 
tho Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 235, and tothe same with an 
. In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $3,500"; and the 


F That the House recede from its disagreement 
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to the amendment of the Senate numbered 236, and to the same with an 
8 In lieu of the sum proposed 000 f „» and the 
Amen nt numbered 23: rr its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered — — 5 
amendment as follows. In lieu of e a A * $3,000"; and the 


6111 That the House Lee its ones with an 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 244, ao Sud tds 
O In lieu of the paein aa and the 


1 That the House receds a 


me 
eee inline cr ore et a same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum $3500": and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 256: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 256, and. tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “$2,500”; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “$4,000”; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Am t numbered 263: That the House recede from its t 
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 283, and to the same with an 
. In lieu ot the sum proposed r and the 

o the same. 

Amendment 1 That the House recede from its disagreement 
to tho the Senate numbered 268, and enon 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “$4000”; and the 
Perini 6 same, 

Ameni t numbered 270: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 270, and to the same with an 

dment as follows: In lieu of the matter inse: said amendment in- 
sert the follo For the eastern and western di the district of 
South Caro „; and the te to the same. 

Amendment numbered 271: That the recede from 8 
to the ame: oi ah cr aay DO ncn to the e with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert rt 34.000 8, and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 274: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate See 27 and — con ame with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the — — and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

We numbered 275: That the House recede from 3 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 275 and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert “ $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 276: That the House recede from Z 
to tho ent of th 


amendm: © oes W 
an ne yee as follows: 3 I bn, goto 222005 ma 


the Senate aaroo to the samo, 

283: That the House recede from its disagreemant 
to the 8 of the Senate numbered 283, and wot the same with 
an amendment as follows: oe lieu of the sum insert $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the sa 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 254, and ba evo Sy rhe E 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ten”; 


8: A. Thats tthe when. h opinion of the marshal of. district, 
Su. at any time w. e an; 
the public interest will eg Beng promoted, he ma; may appoint 8 
eee. cts, who shall be known as field depu 
unless ed by the court 8 by 
hold often 4 durin the gen of the 


1 as hereinafter 
meal ek and who provided by i receive three-fourths of 
. ieee. including — — ae ey at by 8 prar A by oe gog to 


VVV expenses, not ¢ of exceeding Ba 
on 
or 
— — to 5 actual 


a: while endeavoring to arrest, —— 5 
an ter ada cases, where 
addi- 


of crime: Provided, That a field 
ae onany trip inlieu of 
ju ustice ttorney-General may make an 
make the te annual 


dgment j requires, Attorne 
onal allowance, cere however, in any case to 
5 any field in excess of $2,500 nor more three- 
fees earned such field deputy. . marshal imme- 
or appointmen: this section 


W, 


ts under 

the facts as distin- 
intment, and 
tes bi such appointment as the 


blie interest may mire. The fi tana, North Dakota, for of the 
Nistricts of California, aan Wi South 


Soot: That. the House recede from its 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 291, and agree to the: 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert“ 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment bered 298: 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the number p: 
FP 

num ouse, t 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 244, and a to raima dan 
amendment as follows: In line 6 of the matter inse by said amendment 
strike out the words “re FVV 


Amendment num me — ent 
and to with 
“etna ae SS EE ee rt 


an amendment 
teon "and tho the House recede from its disagreemen: 
to the amendment of the Be ‘Senate ato numbered 2, and agree its deere nh | Nor 
amendment as ows: In lieu number proposed insert “ fifteen”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. J s 


j 
1 
3 


9 inserted by said amend- 
following: Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of”; and the Senate 


299: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the num proposed insert “ seven- 
teen"; and the Senate the same, 
Amendmen 


b 

the following: s to 15, inclusive”; and the Senate yt to th 

Amendment numbered 303: That House 5 its disagreement 
to the amendment of the — numbered = eae agree to the 

an amendment as follows: pnt . 

——————— — 

6 numbered 304: That the House ä 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the pre — 
eek following: “Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of ”; 


to the amendment 
amendment 


Bai 
127 of the in line 10, 
thereof the words the Ist day of 


to the same. 
$12: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the eae num 
an 


— * 


same. 
ee on the amendments 
19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 33, 83, 108, 100, 142, 144, 233, 


panas H. BINGHAM, 
JNO. E. McCALL, 


ALEX. M. f 
o 
S. M. CULLOM, 
H. M. TELLE 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
of the conference on the part of the House the disagree- 
. two Houses on certain amendments of the the Senate to tha 
tive, executive, and judicial a; tion 
(II. R. 6248) submit the ‘allowing | writ 
effect of the action agreed upon and 
conference report, namely: 


8 ite numbered 55 and 56: Appropriates instead 000 
the House and — — eat any wiry for stayed 


f the Se — 
305,300 307.308. 200, 10, 13, and f. 


er ot tho 
On 5 numbered : 8 $3,000, instead of as pro- 
posed House and 7 5 the Senate, for dental and 
contingant e» 9 for Idaho. 


amendment ee ween tae ae f 
tee —.— es — Lilies it passed the House 
in the office of the Na 


TA A aaa en 


NY, 
for the of a board of to 
—.— expenses pu on to conduct the preparation of said 


On amendment numbered 1 — e to employ 6 oon oka of 


the gee ma 
tment of a board of 


e Pai 
119, 120, 121 “and 122: Strikes out 
erks in the offices of the 
Gam ant W 


no aditioal Bak Ee rear Sia 


one-half of the increase pro 
surveyo! of New Mexico, 
On ts numbered 130, 131, 


amendmen 
the Department of Justice: A ‘or 


was 
thi tion. 

1 peeeey 2 — 

ee ee $820), instead of $2,500 as proposed by the 

wet P as moped tha Seni vp us Hens and Gab an . 

N instead of $2,800 as proposed by the 


3 
VT 
8 
X, $4,000, instead of $3,000 as proposed by the 
55 
W of $3,300 as proposed by 
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posed nate; 
Vermont, 5 instead of $2,000 as proposed by the House and $4,000 as 


e Senate; by th 
as 3 e 
by the Senate; and Wroming, E. . ee of 


‘oposed 2 Senate; the 
aggregal being $4. more than was 
proposed by the House and $67,000 less than was proposed by the Senate, and 
es out the provision proposed by the Senate to give salaries of $1,500 
each to field deputy marshals. 
The committee of conference were unable to agree as to the following Sen- 
ate amendments, namely: 
creasing the pay of certain committee clerks of the Senate from $1,440 


In 
r ae oe 
g for 10 additional messengers, at $1,440 each, of 10 ed 
laborers, at $1,000 for the Senate; 
Increasing the pay of 3 laborers from $720 to $840 each, for the Senate: 
Appropriating for 12 additional Capitol 8 at $1,190 each, in lieu of 
7 0 now employed in the Capitol Grounds, at $840 each; N 
Appropriating for 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of 
committees, at $1,500 each; 
DSIRE law: and for a reaister of copyrights: Ei FLOM to be eusneed by 
W. or a r of cop at $2,000, y 
tha Tomt Committee on the Library; 
Regulating time of meeting of legislature of New Mexico; 8 
Providing for printio and distributing advance sheets of the opinions of 
the Supreme Court to all circuit and district judges; 
Poring for a messenger, at $2,000, to perform the duties of librarian and 
crier for the circuit court of appeals of the Eighth judicial circuit; 
1 the salary of the marshal of the District of Columbia from $5,000 
; an 
Striking out the provision proposed by the House regulating the appoint- 
ment fees of United States commissioners. 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
JNO, E. MCCALL, 
ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Idonotknow whether there is any desireon the 
part of the House to debate the entsand disagreements of the 
report. If there are any inquiriesto be made, lam ready to answer 


them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwonuld like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if there is any legislation in regard to the capital of 
Oklahoma Territory? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In what respect? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is some money in one of these ap- 

ropriation bills, appropriated for some purpose; and, in connec- 
Hon with that, I am informed that there has been put in by the 
Senate a limitation on the part of the Territorial . to leg- 
islate upon the subject of the capital of the Territory. 

Mr. BIN GHAM. I would say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
it is not in this conference, but was acted upon in the first confer- 
ence by this committee, providing that the legislative assembly as 
to Oklahoma shall not consider any proposition or pass any bill to 
remove the seat of the government of said Territory from its 

t location. That was a: upon by the first conference, 
and is therefore not before us in this conference. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then it was agreed that a certain town 
should 1 until Statehood comes in, be established as the 
capital of the State, and putting it out of the power of the people 
of Oklahoma to have any voice in the matter of their capital. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iagain state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
that aph has already been agreed upon in the first conference. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., It is a piece of legislation that ought to 
destroy any man that has been a party to it in the 8 1 
have here a protest from a number of the largest towns of the 
Territory a number of them protesting against that legislation. 
I only voice that sentiment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that this committee at this time has 
no authority over the ene x 

3 VENOR. ell, I want the responsibility to be fixed; 
t i 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I am responsible in a measure for 
the insertion of that provision in the bill. I desire to state that 
ever since Oklahoma was 15115 to settlement Congress has in- 
serted, except in the first bill, a like provision. The gentleman 
from Indiana . STEELE], now a member of this House, was the 
first governor of the Territory. Congress provided where the 
temporary seat of government should be. The legislativeassembl 
met, and more disgraceful action never was known than that whic 
was taken by that legislature concerning thecapitallocation. Since 
that time most of the officials of the Territory, Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike, have appealed to Congress to remove the possibility 
ofarepetition of that disgrace before epee of the Territory have 
the right to determine by ballot where they desire to have their capi- 
tallocated. Inreply tothe gentleman from Ohio, I want tosay this: 
That perhaps were he not rankling with reference to other matters, 
he, with every fair-minded man in this House desirous of good 
government in the Territory of Oklahoma, would approve this 

rovision, and he would not have made this onslaught here. If 

ere is an official in the Territory who is not in favor of this pio: 
vision now, he was in favor of it and recommended it to the 


Congress by telegraph and by petition. The only reason now for 
dragging this matter in here is because, forsooth, I live in that 
town and am entering upon a campaign, and it is sought to have 
the people of the Territory think that perhaps by some underhand 


means I have succeeded in injecting this provision into the bill. 
The fact is, as I have stated, that it been in every bill, except 
the first, since Oklahoma was organized. Let me say further that 
I was in the Territory at the time the present provision was put 
in the bill by the Senate, but I justify the action of the Senate, I 
justify the action of the House conferees in putting it in, and I 
think I voice the desire of our people. I say they have done well; 
they have done an act of justice to our people. 

Lam willing and desirous of our people being given an oppor- 
tunity by their ballots to determine where the capital sho be 
and will support that kind of a proposition at all times. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, while I am willing to yield for 
a moment, I wish to say that this is not now a matter in dispute. 
I desire, however, to be courteous to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, you will not cut me off after my mo- 
tives have been attacked. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no desire to cut the gentleman off. I 
merely wish to call attention to the fact that this is not nowa 
matter in controversy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I simply wish to say that there is not any- 
thing ‘‘rankling” in me, and I do not know what the enormously 
distinguished gentleman means when he attacks me in that way. 

Mr. FL . What did the gentleman mean, then? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I happen to be the recipient of a large 
number of letters from respectable citizens of that Territory, one 
of which has just come to my desk, and I felt it to be my duty to 
call attention to the matter. That was all I proposed to do. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not. A man who attacks my mo- 
tives and undertakes to cast reproach upon me in that way must 
take care of himself and not interrupt me. I have received a let- 


ter which I pe to read in It is but one of a series of 
letters which I have received from a number of le in that 
Territory. This letter is written from Oklahoma City, by a gen- 


tleman whom I vouch for as a highly respectable man, a lawyer. 
He does not authorize me to give his name, but I should not hesi- 
tate much to do that if necessary. He writes: 


OKLAHOMA City, OKLA., April 22, 1896, 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, : * 


Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: There is a provision in the bill a riating certain mone 
for Oklahoma that is intended to prevent the Oklahoma ture from 
1 action relative to the removal of the capital from Guthrie. The 
bill is in the conference committee at this time, I understand. 

While the ple of this section may not desire to agitate that question, 
still such a is not doing justice to the other parts of the Territory. 
Oklahoma City has two railroads and is now the! t city in the Territory. 
It has the best accommodations for a capital, and before any 1 lature mee 
in this Territory there will be a third railroad in the city. Notwitstanding 
the protection of Congress in the way of each time preventing the legislature 
from taking any action upon the a question, Guthrie is suffering from 


ennui, while this city is moving ahead. 
I think it but just to all the ce of the Territory that the people shall 


have the right to say where this capital shall be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, simply because I had been appealed 
to in the matter, I called the attention of the House to this provis- 
ion in the bill, and I care nothing whatever about it—nothing 
whatever—and the bombastes furioso process by which the 
3 has worked himself into this spontaneous effervecence 

ere makes no impression upon me. [Laughter.] Irepeat, Icare 
nothing about this matter. 

Mr. FLYNN. What brought me out was the statement of the 
gentleman that whoever had anything to do with this ought to be 
destroyed.“ Iam willing to let my people destroy me, but not 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I regard it as due to the House, 
before calling the previous question, to make a brief statement. 
Among the most serious and complicated propositions your com- 
mittee had to consider were the many paragraphs with reference 
to the compensation of United States marshals and district attor- 
neys, the nge from the fee system ‘to the fixed salary or com- 
pensation. The Judiciary Committee of the House rendered 
valuable services to the House in connection with the discussion, 
as did also the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, in the several 
Chambers. We had these gentlemen in conference with us through- 
out our conferences, and they rendered more than valuable service, 
and this House is under 5755 great obligations to them. 

The Senate amended the House bill with reference to the district 
attorneys, increasing it 866,500. We were able, with the aid of 
the gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee, both of the House and 
of the Senate, to reduce that to $43,000, so that the House allow- 
ance of salaries was increased only $23,000. 

With reference to the marshals, the Senate increased the House 
allowance $71,500, and we were able to reduce that, so that the 
increase is only $4,500. [Applause.] There are between the two 
Houses vung for the next conference only $16,020 for contention 
other than the $67,000 increase of the subordinate force of the 


1896. 
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Senate. So that this conference report amounts almost to a con- 
clusion of the bill. 
The Senate made a net increase in the amount appro- 


printed by the bill of 0220 nisin cco ne eee onty == $247, 029. 20 
From which sum, by the terms of the coriference re- 
ports— 
The Senate recedes from 103, 920.00 
The House S 59, 209. 20 
Remaining in disp ut. 83, 900. 00 
/ Acc ani 247, 029. 20 
In dispute: 


No. 11,* $7,560. Committee clerks, $37,440 to $45,000. 

Nos. 12* and 13,* $3,320. Increasing 10 laborers, $1,000 each, to 
messengers, at $1,440 each, and for 3 laborers, at $340 each, in lieu 
of 5 laborers, at $720 each. 

No. 19,* $57,000. Clerks to Senators, at $1,500 each. 

* Relate to Senate. 


No. 36, $2,700. Copyright clerks. 

No. 38, $2,000. ter of copy ine. f 

Nos. 22, 23, 108, and 109, $7,320. Increase of Capitol police, 

No. 142, $2,000. Supreme Court, opinions for judges. 

No. 144, $2,000. Messenger to circuit court, eighth circuit. 

No. 233. Fixing salary of United States marshal, District of 
Columbia, at $6,000 instead of $5,000. r 

No. 305. Regulating appointment and fees of United States 
commissioners, d 8 
1 83. Regulating time of meeting of legislature of New 

exico. a 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply desired, Mr. Speaker, to concur in 
the tribute that the gentleman from Pennsylvania has paid to the 
J Sines? Committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. NDERSON. I would like to have the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania incorporate in the report, or with his remarks, this 
aba ae a comparative statement, for the information of the 

ouse. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill do so with pleasure. 


Statement showing the gross and net emoluments of United States district attorneys and United States marshals for the fiscal year 1895, and the salaries 
£ emolumenta op 6248 by the House and Senate and by the conference committee. A 


Gross and net | Amount of annual salary— 


Gross and net | Amount of annual salary— 


emoluments of emoluments 
the United y of the United A 
States district b States mar- 
y shal from Allowed Allow 


District. 


which his com- by the 
0 


attorney from | Allowed Allowed 


to 
by — confer- 


by the Which his by the 


8 use. | Senate. 
to exceed Ferre not to exceed ae: 
paid. y $6,000, is paid. 
1,598. 70 , 726. 08 
19.00.51 $e Traces |p $00] $5,000) $4,000 
ee 2 soo| son) e 
4.80.00 27, 645. 60 
4. 708.15 6.450. 23 f 3000) 4,000 8,000 
C r.. tacaantlie mitten [i sya 
9,400. 3 400| 4,0 4. 000 { ZD DO: } 4,000] 5,000 4,000 
8.44.0 (%%% 4,000} 4.000 . to |} sooo] 4,0% 4. 00 
10.500 f 5,00 5,00 5.1000 [ 10.88. 5,0 5,0 , 000 
turit oo] 5,00 4.800% 1.5. 4,000) 5,0 4,000 
2.600. |¢ sooj sooj 3.500% 13.51 3/0 4.00 3,000 
6.80.60 4000] 5,000} 4.000 aie soo] 5,00 4.000 
2.70.00 f 200| 3.000 2,50 Seras 20 2,00 2.000 
e e, ee sol en ee s ao 
055.00 878. 
31.178,42 500 -a-s |--2- 4-1- 12880 41 600] , 00 
2% % 4% amli f ganl) 4% som 
3, 607. 90 752. 
8,244.90 |] 3000) 4,000) 8,50 2 705.6 | e 
Georgia: 
77 ͤ sea crnene a 17.000. |t soo] 8,000] 51000 [ 8.81. 5,000] 5,000) 6,000 
ve fh A Sy se cvs E a Srt zs] 5,000] 3.500 1,000.00 2.50 6,00 850 
856. 60 514. 
777700000 2.50000 2.500 asoj 3.000 13.60.88 2.50 3,50 2000 
Ilinois: A 
r ET A 8.4. f 500| 5,800 5,00 2.00.00 f 5.0001 550| 6,000 
703. 60 
POS IN oe cate — olen 2 8,800.66 800 5,000] sooj} 2.87.48 4,500) 5.000 4.500 


Indian Territory: 
North EA 


6,765. 80 690. 

6,588.00 |} 788.8 4,500 
PHS 40 5,80 4,800 15. f. 0 0 8,000] 4.000 
6.140.800 5.500 4,50 89.6.1 40% 5,000 4.000 
5.2% % 40 5.00 4,500 1 at f 4.0 5,000 4. 000 
10, 129.19 Trt 

9858.43 5,00 5,500 5,000 |} 0.200.205, 5,50 5, 000 
2.00.00 f soo] 8,000] 3,500 $75.27 \1 2,500] 4.0 8,000 
2.0. 2.00 8,000] 2.800 34% 2000] 3.00 2.800 
2.00.0 2.500 4,000 3, 000 Teas |¢ 3.00 4,000} 3,000 
for |t 3000} 500| 4,000 06.15 3.000 4,500] 3,50 
* 8,285.15 792.2 

7.810. 25 f 5,000 5,500 5,000 20,000.00 f 8,000 5,500 8.00 

Net emoluments estimated for six months. 
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$4,000 
8,000 
[4,000 
8,000 
8,000 
4,000 
4,000 
8,500 
3,500 


Agreed 
to by 
confer- 
ence 
commit- 
tee. 


. JJ 8 335 Devas 


the 
ouse. 


5,000 
262,500 | 334,000 | 267,000 


+ Estimated in part. 
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5, 
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CONFERENCE AGREEMENT. 
ea 6ꝛwm ⅛ umi¹d; ⅛ ͤ. ae ĩ A 
Reduction under Senate 43,500 
Proposed increase by Senate 6,500 
increase CR Se Se a Ee A 4,500 
Reduction under Senate ««««M-nt 4%½„h 67,000 
Proposed increase by Senate 71,500 


I now move the previous question on the adoption of the ee 
The previous question was ordered; under the operation of whi 
the conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. BINGHAM, I now move that the House further insist 
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and ask for a 
further conference. 


The motion was agreed to. 2 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the of the House 
Mr. Brycuam, Mr. MoCAILIL of Tennessee, and Mr. Dock Rx. 


SENATE EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the House and 

the country upon the adoption of this conference report, whereby 

the fee system as to United States marshals and attorneys is re- 
by fixed salaries. 

At the time this bill was being originally considered by the 
House I made some remarks in opposition to the icious fee 
system. I stated then that this reform was beneficial and far- 
reaching, that it would operate to forbid petty persecutions and 
prosecutions of honest citizens, and that it would result in a large 
reduction of the cost of maintaining the courts of the United 
States. This prediction will be fully verified by the bill agreed 


upon. 

Ar. Speaker, there are yet remaining several items in contro- 
versy between the two Houses. Many of them are relatively un- 
important, and a conclusion will probably be reached upon the 
greater number of them at the next meeting of the conferees. It 
may be well to state, however, that the very considerable increase 
of the salaries of Senate employees is a subject of stubborn con- 
tention. The bill as already agreed u carries $338,162.50 for 
the compensation of 295 employees of this body. This amount is 
exclusive of the salaries of Reporters of Debates, reporters of com- 
mittees, and the reimbursement to members for clerk hire, and it 
shows that the ave cost per Representative for the pay of the 
House employees is $089. ax 

The bill as it comes to us from the Senate, and insisted upon by 
the Senate conferees, appropriates $403,529.90 for the salaries of 
273 Senate employees. is amount does not include Senate Re- 

rters of Debates, committee reporters, and clerks to Senators, 
The per capita cost, therefore, per Senator on account of the com- 
pensation of Senate employees is $4,483. 

Notwithstanding this, the Senate now insists that the salaries of 
Senators’ personal clerks be increased from $1,200 to $1,500 per an- 
num, and the compensation of clerks to certain unimportant com- 
mittees from $1,440 to $1,800 per annum. The House conferees 
have earnestly resisted this proposed increase of compensation, it 
being their judgment that the present period of grave industri 
depression is a peculiarly inopportune moment to increase the 
8 of Federal officeholders. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not further comment upon this comparative 
exhibit of the relative cost of maintaining the employees of the 
Senate and of the House. The facts I have submitted tell the 
story without the necessity for further comment or criticism. 

In conclusion, I desire to incorporate as a part of my remarks 
the following interesting historical review, by Hon. les S. 
Hamlin, Assistant Secretary of the , of the accounting 
system of the Government from the days of Alexander Hamilton 
until the present time. The en recital of Secretary 
Hamlin shows the various changes made by ‘‘ Uncle Sam” in his 
system of bookkeeping and the methods of transacting public 
business, and alsoshows that the new system of accounting secures 


economy, accuracy, and expedition. 


THE DOCKERY COMMISSION PLAN SAVES $250,000 YEARLY. 

The old accounting system of the Government was established 
in 1789 by the First Congress, it being one of the many details of 
the original machinery of government authorized under the Con- 
stitution. Alexander Hamilton, then Secretary of the 
was its reputed author. The system was one of double ch 
and divided responsibility. 

It provided for an auditor, by whom all accounts and claims 
against the Government were first examined; a comptroller, who 
revised the work of the auditor; a register, who i the 
settlements; and a treasurer, who made payments upon warrants 
issued after settlements. 


calendar year 1789 wereexpressed in astatute of 13 lines. For nearly 

irty years thereafter the appropriations for the conduct of the sev- 
eral Departments were sot in the most general terms, without 
stating the number of persons to be employed, specifying the sal- 
aries to be paid, or stipulating amounts for any other public 
objects. It was the early practice under the system, and appar- 
ently its design, to have all accounts i the Government 
(except possibly those for the Army and Navy) paid only after 
audit by the accounting officers. 

The growth of the country in area and population and the in- 


“cas in Tubia expenditures piren in time many D to 
made in the original system. e first important change was 
in 1792, when the office of accountant for the War t 


the Executive Departments before their submission tothe account- 
ing officers of the 5 

This system, thus t upon and patched about, requiring a 
triplicate examination as to expenditures and a quadruple exam- 
ination as to customs receipts, exhibited two fatal weaknesses, 
namely, an unavoidable delay in the final settlement of accounts, 
and an utter lack of power to require uniformly those intrusted 
with public funds to make punctual settlements. It failed in the 
fundamental proposition recognized by every Government and by 
every business establishment—that the essential virtue of an audit 
consists in the andit being as nearly contemporaneous with the 
receipt or expenditure as it is practicable to make it, and in the 
other equally fundamental proposition that sound business prin- 
ciples require that agents be compelled to account for funds al- 
ready in hand before approval is granted to requisitions for fur- 
ther advances. 

A HOW MONEY IS DRAWN. 

Money is drawn from the Treasury, after appropriation by Con- 
, under two forms of warrants: First, accountable warrants, 
E which 3 advanced to disbursing agents, to be accounted 
for after expenditure; second, by settlement warrants for money 
payable after audit and approval by the accounting officers. Of 
the enormous ee of the Government for the fiscal year 
1895, excluding those of the postal service, about 91 per cent are 
paid under accountable warrants, and only about 9 percent under 
settlement warrants. These percentages demonstrate that the 
audit of accounts by Officials serves only to determine, 
in large measure, simply whether expenditures have been made in 
accordance with the forms of law, and that the accounts rendered 
therefor are mathematically correct, and that after an adminis- 
trative examination of accounts by the Department responsible 
for the expenditure any system of Treasury auditing requiring 
another examination by more than one set of competent clerks 
serves only to cause delay, dangerous to the Government, and an 

indefensible extravagance. 

Any accounting system devised, no matter how wisely, more 
than a century ago is necessarily primitive when applied to con- 
ditions existing to-day, and to a country that has increased in 
area from less than 830,000 to more than 3,600,000 square miles, 
with a population that has grown from less than 4,000,000 to 70,- 
000,000, and with expenditures approximating $500,000,000 instead 
of $500,000 annually. 

From its original theory of an auditor and a comptroller, the 
old system develo: in the course of a century into a hydra- 
headed creation of five auditors acting under three comptrollers, 
a Department bureau (the General Land Office) settling its own 
accounts directly with one of the comptrollers, and a sixth auditor 
er independently of a com ller, except upon appeal. 

Under acts of Congress or by Executive tions, the juris- 
diction of the several auditors and comptrollers was confusing 
and utterly incomprehensible to the average citizen having to do 
with public affairs. One auditor settled a portion of the accounts 
of a Department, while other accounts of the same Department 
were settled by another auditor, and sometimes by two other 
auditors. The two comptrollers and the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms (acting as a comptroller) construed statutes affecting public 
accounts without any pretense as to harmony of conclusions. 
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[A statute passed in 1878 was construed by one of the comptrollers 
as a statute of limitation against ce ims, while another 
of the comptrollers held that the same statute was not one of 
limitation.] 

The necessity forareform in this anomalous accounting system 
had been recognized and pressed u public attention for many 
years; radical changes therein been recommended by Secre- 
taries of the Treasury and other public officials, and it had been 
the subject of investigation and report by committees of Congress. 
That no change was effected until the new system was inaugu- 
rated in October, 1894, under an act of Congress, is not greatly to 
be wondered at when all the obstacles in the way of so radical 
and far-reaching a reform are considered. Some officials in the 
public service opposed a change, fearing that it might adversel, 
affect themselves. Others, for years absorbed in the daily tread- 
mill of their office routine, could not see anything better Tan the 
methods in whose practice they had grown old. 8 real - 
estate agents, and others inveighed against any change, fearing 
lest their business might be injured thereby through a diminution 
oe employments. There were others who, from honest 

i erences of opinion, antagonized the new system as it was pro- 


; JOINT COMMISSION. 
“The joint commission of Sg Saige commonly known as the 
y th 


Dockery commission, authorized e act approved March 3, 
1893, consisted of three 5 and three Senators, as fol- 
lows: Representatives A. M. Dockery, J. D. RICHARDSON, NEL- 
son DINGLEY, Jr., and Senators F. M. , J. K. JONES, and 
S. M. CULLou. Hon. A. M. Dockery, of Missouri, was made chair- 
man. After many months of patient investigation and arduous 
toil, in which they were aided by the Secretary of the a 
by other public officials in the various Departments, and by effi- 
cient and experienced experts drawn from the business world, a 
new 3 was agreed upon. 

The new accounting system, as crystallized into a statute ap- 
proved July 31, 1894, went into successful operation on October 1 
of that year, and retains every feature of the old system that 


was of value. The pri or administrative audit of accounts 
by the several ents is strengthened and extended, notably 
in the case of the ent of Justice. The offices of the First 


and Second Comptroller and Commissioner of Customs were abol- 
ished, with their deputies and numerous other subordinates. In 
their place there was created the office of Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, to exercise all the functions performed by the three officers 
prc rig avoiding conflicting decisions and concentrating re- 
msi à 

PPa The auditors, instead of Bang Donn by numbers, are given 
titles indicative of their duties. eir action in settling accounts 
coming to them after an administrative audit is made final and 
conclusive against the executive branch of the Government, 
except that an appeal may be taken from their decisions to the 
Comptroller of the d by the head of the Department in- 
terested, or by the Comptroller of the Treasury himself, or by the 
claimant, or by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon any question 
of law or fact. The statute requires that when an auditor makes 
an original construction or modifies an existing construction of 
statutes, such decision shall be forthwith reported to the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, and the payment of items affected by the 
decision withheld until the Comptroller shall approve, disapprove, 
or modify the decision. ` 

This provision will necessarily beget a uniform rule of action 
applying to all public accounts. It authorizes the head of any 
Department or any disbursing officer to apply to the Comptroller 
of the Treasury for a decision upon any payment to be made, the 
decisions thus obtained to govern in the settlement of the account 
containing the disbursement. It requires also that where a claim 
is presented to an auditor before an administrative examination 
has been made the auditor must cause the claim to be examined 
by two of his subordinates, independently of each other. The 
new law further requires that upon the allowance of an account 
or claim the head of the Department interested shall forthwith be 
notified of the allowance, affording him opportunity to appeal if 
he believes the interest of the Government requires it. This 

rivilege of a is made effective by a provision requiring the 
etary of the Treasury to fix a time that shall elapse between 
an allowance of an account and the issuance of a warrant there- 
for, thus affording the administrative Department opportunity to 
take an appeal, if one be necessary. 
CHECK ON DISBURSING OFFICERS. 

Another innovation of thenewsystem which was believed at the 
time and has since been proven by experience to be a most impor- 
tant and valuable feature, is the one requiring that every requisi- 
tion for an advance of money, before being acted upon by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, be sent to the proper auditor for his 
action and requiring that the auditor withhold his 5 unless 
the accounts of the disbursing officer for whom the advance is 
asked have been forwarded to his Department at Washington 
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that 
is provision 


within a 
ment to the auditor within another specified time. 
is mandatory and is the most effectual method of preventing 


specified time and have been forwarded 


frauds against the Government that can be devised by any system 
of auditing. Under its operation, immediately after the enact- 
ment of the new law, disbursing officers were found to be in 
arrears in the settlement of their accounts—officers who were 
chargeable with millions of dollars, which they had expended for 
public p and for which they had rendered no accounts for 
settlement, although directed by law todoso. All of the accounts 
of each De ent of the Government are required to be settled 
by the one Auditor, whose new title indicates his jurisdiction 
thereof, as for instance, all of the accounts of the War Depart- 
ment go to the Auditor for the War 8 instead of, as 
previously, to the First, Second, and Third Auditors, whose titles 
indicated nothing and whose confused jurisdiction rested upon 
n construction of conflicting statutes or Treasury regu- 
ons. 

Under the new methods the work of settlement of public ac- 
counts is now as nearly current as it is practicable to have it 
under any system, while under the old system the work was from 
. in the offices of the several 
au 

The new system has been in successful operation since October 
1, 1894. It meets the unqualified approval of all the accounting 
officers of the Treasury and heads o partments and other offi- 
cials who have given the subject attention and who have publicl 
expressed opinions concerning it, and it is being effectually a 
ministered at an annual saving of nearly a quarter of a million of 
dollars ei kin with the cost of the old system. It insures 
accuracy in a degree equal to if not superior to the old system, 
while it is more economical and vastly more expeditious.” 

EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE ON PENSION BILL, : 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may have a session of the House to-night, beginning 
at 8 o'clock and extending not later than 11 o'clock, for the purpose 
of debate only on the pending bill relating to pensions. 

The SP. R. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. ERDMAN. pias seme there is leave to print already 
upon this bill, and I y see the necessity for acceding to that 


uest. 
Ar. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will not object to it; 
there are many gentlemen who desire to be heard. 
Mr ERDMAN 


y I Will not object. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, 
announced thatthe Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S.768) for the relief of James A. Moore; 

A bill (S. 2637) granting a pension to Jane Christian Marye; 

A bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2749) to establish the official survey of fractional town- 
ships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth prin- 
cipal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the 
Niobrara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 


The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expenses 
of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation of Hot 
Springs, Ark.; and > 

A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a ion to Eliza Wilson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 8 That the 
chairman of the Committee on the Library of the Senate and the chairman 
of the Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives and one 
other member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be selected by the 
two chairmen aforesaid, be, and they are hereby, constituted a joint special 
committee, with authority to sit during the recess of Mean Bee for the pur- 
of inquiring into the condition of the 1 7 Library and the 
Botanic Garden and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable, Also to report a 
lan for the organization, custody, and management of the new Library 
Buildin and the Congressional Li y and the Botanic Garden. That the 
said joint special committee is also authorized to 1 a stenographer 
whenever necessary during the course of the inquiry; that the necessary ex- 
penses of the sittings of the said joint special committee, including the pay 
of the stenographer, be taken equally from the contingent funds of the two 
Houses of Congress. 


1896. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, who also announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On April 15, 1896: ; 5 

An act (H. R. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog signal 


on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Michigan. 
On April 16, 1896: 
An act (H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a wagon 


and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city 
of Columbia, Ala. ; 

An act (H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson; and 

An act (H. R. 83) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first 
lieutenant, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts-Volunteer Infantry. 

On April 18. 1896: 

Anact (H. R. 6644) granting a pension to Gen. John M.Thayer, 
me ee po Me Mary È Fl 

act (H. R. granting a pension A 8 
dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 
Eighty-first Roriment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; f 

An act (H. R. 5088) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 
McLaws; and 

An act (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson. 

NoTE.—The following bill was presented to the President on 
April 7, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, has become a law without his approval: 

An act (H. R. 2912) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska 
Railroad Company, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
Railroad Company, its lessee in epee , the right of way over 
a part of the and Fox and Iowa Indian Reservation, in the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

On April 21, 1896: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
ie of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 

ers. 


lena, III. 

Nork.—The following bill was presented to the President on 
Je 13, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, has become a law without his approval: 

An act (H. R. 569) granne a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, 
widow of Charles S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers. 

On April 24, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 925) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of 
Providence, R. I.; 

An act (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman; 

An act (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker; 

An act (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; 

An act (H. R. 3993) geen a pension to Joseph Porter; 

An act (H. R. 3432) for the relief of John E. Evans; 

An act (H. R. 1050) to grant an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Deshler iting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; 
me oct (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

. Keith; 

An act (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Corigan; 7 ` > 
mine act (H. R. 3749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 


es; 
An act (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of 
Marcus D. Box; 

Ey R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Agnes A. Blackman; 


An act (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Rita Stine; 
e 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 
ohnson; 
H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improve- 
ments and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved Au- 
gust 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, etc. . 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit for consideration the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Saturday, May 2, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
for the purpose of considering private pension bills and bills removing 


charges of desertion; and that in Committee of the Whole debate on each 
ill shall be 


bi limited to ten minutes, this time to be divided equally between 
those favoring and those opposing the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 


SEED DISTRIBUTION. 


Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire a for present con- 
sideration the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Postmaster of this House is hereby authorized to 
employ not to exceed four assistant laborers, at not exceeding $3 per day, for 
such ane. not exceeding 3 days, as shall be necessary to distribute and 
deliver to the members of this House the garden seeds which are arriving in 
carload lots, and such assistants shall be paid for such service out of the 
House contingent fund. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I know the Agricultural De- 
partment has requested members to deliver the labels for seeds, 
assuring them that they would be filled by the office and mailed 
without going through our House post-office. Thus far there has 
been, as far as I am aware, no glut here of the seed or any neces- 
sity for the force pro d by this resolution. It may be necessary, 
but I think it would be better, before consent is given, to refer 
this matter to the Committee on Accounts for consideration. 

a Mr. LAYTON. It is entirely necessary, let me say to the gen- 
eman. 

Mr. ODELL. The members of the Committee on Accounts who 
are present have examined the resolution and agree upon the neces- 
sity for its adoption. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friend, let me say, is mistaken about 
there being no glut of seed here. Š 

Mr. ODELL. Entirely mistaken. 

Mr. COX. The question I would like to ask is this: Was it not 
understood that if members would send their franks to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture he would furnish them to the parties who 
were to supply the seed for distribution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know how that may be. I under- 
stood that if the franks were sent to the Department the packages 
of seed would go directly from the Department to the addresses 
given, and that there would be no necessity for sending them 
through our post-office here. . 

Mr. COX. I think my friend is mistaken in that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if it can be shown that there is 
a necessity for this,I do not p to stand in the way of it, 
and therefore I am entirely willing to have it considered, if we 
FE nava such a statement made as will show the necessity for its 

option, 

r. ODELL. Iwill say that the necessity for the passage of 
this resolution consists in a desire on the of a great many 
members to have the seeds sent to them in bulk, so that they may 
distribute them as they please. Whilea great many of the mem- 
bers have sent their franks to the Agricultural Department, yet 
thereare agreat many who want their seeds sent to them in bulk, 
and that requires the sending of the seeds through the Post-Office 
Department. There are already two or three carloads of seeds 
awaiting the disposition of the postmaster here now, and others 
are-arriving, which can not be handled by the post-office help. 

Mr. MoMILLIN Do I understand that they have been sent to 
the postmaster here? 

Mr. ODELL. They are to be distributed through the House 


post-office; yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? $ 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the resolution to which objection 
was made, fixing next Saturday for private pensions, be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of the general pension bill. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, REEDSBURG, WIS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold 
that motion just for a moment? 

Mr, PICKLER. I will withhold it if it is just for a moment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of 
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condemned cannon and four ae perenne of condemned cannon balls 
to the city of Reedsburg. 

The SP. he 8 from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the ardd be, and he is hereby, 
eee and directed to donate four 3 of condemned cannon and four 
condemned cannon balls to the ae eas Wis., for use 

8 ting the soldiers’ monument at that place: Pro: That the same 

without detriment to the service and that noexpense is thereby 
ap hi pe the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH S. BUNKER. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
mt consideration of the bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension 
ba Joseph S. Bunker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enact: TTT Interior be, an ä 
authorized — Ton n oseph 
— — we Sabine war and allow him a pen- 
sion rated at $15 per month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment, strik- 

out “fifteen ” and inserting “ 


eight.” 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. What war was that? 

Mr. TERRY. The Sabine Indian disturbances. By 3 
this was omitted from the eee eee ee, ee 
wars. A number of these old men, I understand, had already been 
put upon the rolls before it was discovered that they were not pro- 
vided for in the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this one of a whole class of men who are 
not now med? 

Mr. Y. I do not think there are many of them alive now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This seems to be adopting a new class. 

Mr. TERRY. No; this House has been giving relief of this 
kind for a number of sessions. 

Mr. 8 Has mae been any relief given to soldiers 


particular war 
nir HRE T. Oh, yes; 3 Several bills have already 
. This man is about 80 years old, and if you are going to 
3 for him, it is time to do it now. 
OUD. How many of these bills has the gentleman him- 
8 


Mr. TERRY. This is the second one I have presented. 

Mr. LOUD. How many more have you got? 

Mr. TERRY. I have not any more now. 

Mr. LOUD. Will you agree not to present any more? 

Mr. TERRY. No * can not put me under bond in that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. en did that war occur? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas whether he attends the Friday night sessions of the 
House? 

Mr. TERRY. I did while I thought there was any chance of 
* an and then I quit. 

UD. I should like to suggest to the gentleman that 


gee is no poses R anyway. They spend all the time 
in pensionin; 
Mr. TERE’ Well, this man is a private. 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know, Mr. Speaker, from the 
tleman from Arkansas whether there is anyt in reference 
Eine the history of that war that would justify taking this case up 


out of the order. 

Mr. TERR I think it is just following the ‘usual order we 
have been taking, and if it has to wait until we can consider it in 
the Friday night sessions we will not be able to get anything done. 

Mr. DOOKERY, I understand the gentleman wants the bill 
passed? 


Mr. TERRY. I would like to have the bill passed while this 


man is 3 

The SPEA Is theré objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to consider this 
bill under the five-minute rule as in Committee of the Whole. I 
only want to know what war, this man served in, and whether 

` heis fairly entitled to be pensioned, Now that, I think, we are 
Sna to koon, Aon 15 e 8 3 will be given. 
ere is no objection to considering it in ouse, 

Mr. PICKLER. When? 

Mr. CANNON. At any time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not now. 

Mr. TERRY. Here is the report. It will explain the whole 


matter. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the pension bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House ingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I hope this will be considered 
** unfinished business.” 

The SPEAKER. It seems unfinished. [Laughter.] 

PENSIONS. 
woe 3 . 3 o the Pid 
ouse on the state e Union for of consi 
the bill H. R. 8271. i as TER 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the 

gentleman from South Dakota has any time to yield. 

ae PICKLER. Does the Chair hold that the chairman of the 
committee has no control over the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by consent of committee unanimously 


obtained. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has been done unanimously heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair F 
ing members. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the Chair is goi 
time, it is a very strange matter that 
have control of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask to be recognized for 
gid minutes in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Public business will await the pleasure of 
gentlemen. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be 
recognized for minutes in my own ri 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will wait a moment, until 
order can be obtained. [After a pause.] The gentleman from 
New York is for fifteen 3 

. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, Ae sak ho 
my duty to make a few remarks on this general on bill, i = 
view of the fact that I was made for two or 5 
of villification and abuse during the consideration 
appropriation bill in the early part of this session. By rules 
of our House, according to our standing rules, every Friday even- 
ing is devoted to the consideration of measures in violation of the 
existing law—that is,to bills for the relief of deserters, and to 
private pension bills in contrayention of the provisions of outing 
ing statutes. I do not believe in special legislation. If you wish 
to provide 8 for the widows of officers, pass a general pen- 
sion bill. ou wish to provide for a certain class of cases, pro- 
vide for that dam by general statute; but do not by rule devote 
one evening in a week to the consideration of bills which practi- 
cally violate the laws upon our statute books. 

Now, on one of the evenings in March, when these particular 
bills were under consideration, the gentleman from Illinois 
CoNNOLLY], who addressed the committee, took occasion to attack 
the leaders of this House, and in of the general pension 
bill he said, Why does that bill y is no earnest step 
taken to have it passed?” And then : told us something about 
the chains which held backthe majority. He said: 

But there is a power somewhere in this House that is blocking this thing, 
holding it — and I insist that with the numbers we have we break the 
chains that are binding on this side of the House. 

Well, 3 if there were any chains holding you back, if 
there were any fetters binding you from entering upon the con- 
sideration and passage of a general pension law such as this, Isay 
m isa great pity for the 5 people, it is a great pity for our 

ed taxpayers, that these chains are not binding you 
today. That evening was a b evening, because a 
culiariy objectionable bill was then passed, and that was a bill 
pensioning a photographer, a man notenlisted, not connected with 
the Army in 8 way, not wounded in battle, but wounded, it 
would seem, by a stra T ROG an and as to whose disability there was 
considerable doa as 3 ing the result of the shot. That bill 
, and the President of the United States, on the 2istday 
of of April, vetoed it, saying in conclusion: 

Irseems to me an extension 8 to such cases would open the 
door to legislation hard to justify and impossible to restrain from abuse. 

The passage of that bill furnishes an a illustration of the dan- 
ger of passing private pension bills e reing the scope of our 
pension laws without and careful consideration and examina- 
tion. Now, we have devoted several days to the consideration of 
this general pension bill, and it has come before the House = 
amended form free from some of the gravest objections to the 
original bill; but the bill to-day remains as it was in its inception, 
a bill for the relief of eg a bill for the relief of ex-Confed- 
erates, and a bill to remove the requirement of dependence of the 
widow which is found in the act of June 27, 1890, 


to assume control of the 
committee should not 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe in giving full, fair, and adequate 
pensions to the men who were disabled or wounded in the Union 
service in the line of duty, and to the widows of such men. 
believe that they can not be too fully paid. Moreover, I am will- 
ing that the act of 1890 shall remain as it stands upon our statute 
book. But, gentlemen, I tell you there is a sentiment in this 
country, there is a feeling among the intelligent people, among 
the very masses Pop fn So nited 2 the 2 
enlar t of i ws, against the ent of the 
AONAR PONOSA n 3 27, 1890. We have listened for 
several days to bombastic and turgid oratory. We have listened 
to gentlemen who would fain make you believe that there never 
had 1 been any patriotism in any country until the breaking out of 
our civil war. From the earliest times, Mr. Chairman, from the 
time of préhistoric man, iotism has been found among all 
ples, and 1 would be the man to fail to give the full meed of 

raise to the patriot and the soldier who dies for his country. 

‘ou remember that one of our greatest poets, after speaking of the 
terrors of death, says: 


But to the hero, when his sword 
Has won the battle for the free, 

Thy voice sounds like a prophet's word, 

And in its hollow tones are 
The thanks of millions yet to be. 

I believe, sir, that by every man who fell fighting for his coun- 
try in our civil war, as in every other patriotic le, the thanks 
of millions yet to be could be heard in his death kne: [Applause. ] 
But, sir, 3 ce dee, before the pa pees pw to-day. It 
is no question of giving money, of granting and adequate pen- 
ane the men who were slain on the battlefield, to the men who 
were wounded on the battlefield, to the men who incurred disease 
or disability in the service in the line of duty. 

What is it that youproposetodo? Not to extend the operations 
of the dependent pension act of June 27,1890,to the deserving; 
not to extend the scope and operation of that act to those who 
would fairly come within its existing oo But it is pro- 
e here deliberately, in the year 1596, thirty-one years after 

close of the war, to impose upon the people an added burden 
of five or six millions per annum in order to pay what? To pay 
largess, to pay bounty to the men who were base enough, after 
having fought under another flag, to become mercenaries under 
the flag of the United States. I respect, I admire every man who 
fought only under the Union flag. I respect every man who 
fought only under the Confederate flag. But I have no respect, 
I have no admiration, I have only contempt for the men who, 
having fought under one flag, were base and cowardly enough, 
either from fear or for purposes of gain, to seek refuge under the 
opposite banner; and I e that that feeling is entertained by 
may gentlemen on the other side of the aisle. 

I do not believe that you as a whole, gentlemen, desire to pen- 
sion the ex-Confederates, who are not entitled to your t and 
who never should receive the respect of the men on this side of the 
House. Have we not done enough for the ex-Confederates already? 
We be with a very wise provision. Section 4716 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, passed, if I mistake not, first in 1862, reenacted in 
1864, and then again reenacted in substance in 1878, provided 


ones — rd My Bais as shall be 8 or to ae 
in a or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority of the 

Was not that a wise and proper provision of law? And yet on 
the 8d day of March, 1877, we modified and amended or practi- 
cally repealed the tion of that section, so as to let in the ex- 
Confederates who been wounded or disabled in the line of 
duty in the service of the Union. The act of 1877 provided that 
this section 4716 should not be construed to apply to such ns 
as afterwards voluntarily enlisted in the Para of the United 
States, and who, while in such service, in disability from 
wound or injury recei or disease contracted in the line of 
duty. Was not that amendment sufficiently broad? I call the 
attention of the committee to the fact, which sopane by the report 
of Assistant Secretary of the Interior, John M. Reynolds, that 
when a man was compulsorily forced to enlist in the Confederate 
army he is allowed, under the existing construction of the law, 
to receive a pension. S 

What is the next objectionable feature in this bill? But before 
hig tah eration the special provisions of the bill I will ask the 

ir what time I have remaining. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gen has two minutes remaining. 
Mr. 5 of New York. Did I not have thirty minutes, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had fifteen. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understood that I was al- 
lowed thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman that he 
Was recognized for fifteen minutes. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I did not so understand it, and 
1 now ask the gentleman from South Dakota to give me fifteen 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota has no 
more time, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I ask unanimous consent 
that I be allowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BART- 
LETT] asks unanimous consent that he be allowed to continue his 
remarks for fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know if there is an) 
limit upon any member except by the rule of the House which 
allows each member one hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no limit unless the gentleman 
makes an agreement with the Chair or is recognized by the Chair 
for a certain length of time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the Chair recognize members of the com- 
mittee when they wish to ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir will endeavor to recognize mem- 
bers of the committee when og oroe a desire to be recognized. 

8 I did not know whether you would or not. 

ter. 


[La 

The C MAN. The question is on the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York . BARTLETT] for unanimous consent 
oe be allowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. Is there objec- 
tion 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object for this reason: There are a 8 
many members who desire to be heard on this bill, and the i 
has already given a good deal of time to gentlemen who are not 
members of the committee, and 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York that he be allowed to proceed for fif- 
teen minutes? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAR of New York. Mr. Chairman, I say that if 
we further extend the scope and operations of the pension act of 
1890, we break faith with the le of the United States; we 
break that faith which was pledged to them when the act of 1890 
was passed by the of the United States. Of course it 
was a somewhat singular proposition to enlarge the scope of pen- 
sion legislation, then beyond that which had ever found favor in 
any other country in the world; for I believe that I am accurate 
when I state that there is no such pension act as the dependent 
pension act on the statute books of any other country in the world, 
and no such measure has ever found favor or advocacy in any 
other country in the world. 

It was a measure to enlarge pension legislation so that it would 
include hundreds of thousands of new applicants, so that it would 
involve an additional burden upon the people of the United States 
of millions and millions of dollars per annum, and in favor of 
whom? In favor, not of those men who, according to the words 
of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], bore the heat and 
burden of the fray, but men who were only ninety days in the 
service of their country, many of them. At the time of the pas- 
sage of that bill it was stated by Senator Davis of Minnesota, 
who had charge of the measure in the Senate, that the whole ad- 
ditional burden or cost would be only some $35,000,000, and that 
estimate in debate was increased only to about $40,000,000. What 
has been the practical result? That we are paying $61,000,000 per 
annum. This very year we are paying $61,000,000 or more to men 
or women who have filed applications under the provisions of the 
act of June 27,1890. Andnow yeu pr to e that act, as 
I have said, in favor of the deserter, in favor of the ex-Confed- 
erate, in favor of the woman who does not need a pension, and 
the result will be an additional burden of some five or six mil- 
lions of dollars, 

Among the objectionable sections of this bill is the first section, 
which Ee to ex-Confederates the benefit of the provisions of the 
act of June 27, 1890, and which repeals section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes and the amendatory act of March 3, 1877. I may say 
in ing that not one of these sections has any merit. They are 
either declaratory of the law as construed by the Pension Bureau, 
by the Interior Department, or they are pernicious in their pur- 
pose and intended operation. 

The third section is objectionable, because it assumes that our 
efficient Commissioner of Pensions, General Lochren, who I be- 
lieve is a fair, honest, and able administrator of his office, and 
further, that his chief, the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
Mr. Reynolds, and the Secretary of the Interior himself, Mr. 
Hoke Smith—that each and every one of them has improperly ad- 
ministered the existing pension laws. It assumes that all the 
cases, going back to a somewhat arbitrary date, January 7, 1893, 
should be reopened, that they must be reopened; and by that 


3 we virtually hold that the cases dy deci have 
been di 


onestly and unfairly decided. Now, without some 
reason, Mr, Chairman, without some argument, without some 
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clear evidence and proof, I do not believe that it is fair to attack 
the administration of any Department of this Government. 
The most objectionable section is section 13, which alters the 


act of 1890 in this respect: It makes an honorable discharge no 
longer necessary. It says in substance that it matters not whether 
a man was a deserter, whether he ran away and enlisted again for 
merely mercenary reasons and received a bounty jumper's re- 
ward, Give him a pension; let him come in; let the coward and 
the deserter receive the benefit of our enlarged pension laws! It 
provides that a pension shall be received under the act of 1890, not- 
withstanding what? The words“ dishonorable discharge” are a 
little too severe, but the substance is couched in more euphemistic 
language: 

Notwithstanding a prior service from which the person on whose service 
the claim depentis was not honorably discharged. 

Not ‘‘dishonorably discharged,” but simply not honorably 
discharged.” And so we are asked to let in the bounty jump- 
ers, all the deserters, provided they hoodwinked the authorities, 
and, having enlisted under their own names, made a subsequent 
fraudulent enlistment and served their ninety days. Give such 
men the benefit of our pension laws! Why, gentlemen, I think 
the proposition is too monstrous even to find favor with the most 
extreme advocate of the enlargement of our pension system. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Su a man was forced to join a 
Southern regiment, but was a Union man, and at the first oppor- 


tunity had deserted and enlisted in the Union Army. Will you 
provide him a ion? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to that question, 


Mr. Chairman, I shall call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that in Lougee’s appeal (7 Pension Decisions, 586) it was an- 
nounced relative to service in the Confederate army as affecting 
right to pension under act of June 27, 1890: 

That where there is a record of service in the Confederate army, whether 
by conscription or otherwise, such record failing to show whether such serv- 
ice was voluntary or involuntary, it will be presumed that service was vol- 
un ; and while such presumption may be rebutted, the burden of proof 
to show that such service was not voluntary. 

That, it will be conceded, is perfectly proper. Now, I go on to 
read the next section: 

Where it is shown that a claimant voluntarily en in or aided and 
abetted the rebellion, his claim under the act of June 27, 1890, should be re- 
jected under section 4716, Revised Statutes; but where it is shown that a 
claimant's service was wholly compulsory, who was conscripted into the Con- 
ao irra army, he is excepted from the operation of section 4716, Revised 

tu 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Lask for the gentleman’s individual 

inion. 
ee BARTLETT of New York. In cases where a man was 
forced into the Confederate service, I have no objection. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Where youcan discriminate that class 
from the other class you have been describing? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Where you can not discrimi- 
nate, ree at all should be paid. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does the gentleman think that no pen- 
sion should be paid to men who deserve a pension who were forced 
into the Confederate army? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What Isay is that where a man 
can show that his service was compulsory, not voluntary—that he 
was forced into the Army—let him have the pension. But where, 
as in ninety-nine cases ont of a hundred—yes, I may say as in 
nine hundred and ninety-nine cases out of a thousand—the serv- 
ice was entirely voluntary, no pension should be paid to the man 
under any circumstances; and I claim that the act of March 3, 
1877, giving such man a pension when wounded or disabled in 
the line of duty is radically wrong and absolutely improper. 

Mr. PICK . Will the Ear a yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Mexican soldier who was drawing a pen- 
sion and who went into the Confederate army had his pension 
stop’ under that section for a time; the soldier who served in 
the Indian wars and who was drawing a pension and afterwards 
went into the Confederate army had pension also stopped for 
a time; and so of the Navy as well as of the osmy: Now, there 
have been five different acts of Congress with reference to these 
matters restoring these pensions. Letmeask the gentleman from 


New York, then, why should he treat the Union soldier differ- |- 


ently or with less consideration than he is willing to give to the 
soldier of the Mexican war or the Indian wars? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I am not in favor of treating 
the soldier in any war in any different manner. I favor treating 
all alike, and if improper laws have been passed by the Congress 
of the United States in the past it is not within my power to 
revise them all to-day. 

Mr. PICKLER. But take the case of a man who served in the 
Confederate army and afterwards went into the Union service 
and was disabled and injured in the defense of the Union. I 
would like to ask the gentleman why he would treat him differ- 
ently from the Mexican war soldier or any other soldier? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have never voted to treat 
the soldier of the Mexican war in the way the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. PICKLER. But do you object to that principle? Can you 
say that a man who served in the Confederate army and after- 
wards went into the Union service and became disabled is an: 
less entitled to the pension than the man who served in the Mexi- 
can war and afterwards went into the Confederate service and 
had his pension restored? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If such a thing was done with 
reference to the other wars in which this country was engaged 
it does not make it right to repeat the wrong in this case. It is 
clearly wrong, clearly improper, and I do not advocate any such 
provision in any statute. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have but a very brief time, 
and win yield to the gentleman for a question but not an argu- 
ment. > 

Mr. MILNES. Only a question. The gentleman made a state- 
ment a moment ago, if I understood him aright, that an honor- 
able discharge had been made unn under this bill. Does 
Sie palant pretend to say that that is one of the effects of this 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I say a second discharge, if 
an honorable discharge, is held sufficient to wipe out a previous 
dishonorable discharge. I contend that a previous dishonorable 
discharge ought to be sufficient to keep a man off the pension rolls 
at any time and for all time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, we have in this bill a provi- 
sion of law which removes the necessity for dependence on the 
part of the widow, and provides that a widow who has an income 
of $300 a year can receive an additional pension of $96, when her 
sister, with no income whatever, is given but $96. That, I say, is 
unjust and manifestly unjust. 

The bill changes the provision of the law of 1890 in three essen- 
tial particulars, First, it lets in an enormous class of ex-Confed- 
erates to the pension roll who should never receive a dollar from 
the public Treasury. It further enlarges the law in this respect, 
that deserters—men who were dishonorably discharged from the 
service of the United States—may be restored toan honorable con- 
dition and receive a pension, and it further enlarges it so as to 
3 a class of widows who do not need the benefit of the pension 

WS. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to testify to the pleasure and ap- 
preciation with which I have read the remarks of my colleague 
Mr. MCCLELLAN], from the city and State of New York. I honor 
the distinguished gentleman; I honor his courage and manliness 
and ability, and although I could not help noting the ridiculous 
criticism made upon him wa gentleman from another part of the 
State of New York—from the cityof Buffalo—that criticism will 
be received either with utter indifference or with contempt. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will 3 yield for a moment? 
0 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Coreen. 
Mr. MAHANY. I understood the gentleman to say that I 
made an attack on my coll e from New York? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In your remarks, if they were 
correctly reported in the RECORD, you said you were sorry to see 
the son of so distinguished a general blocking the path of justice 
for the veterans of the late war. 

8 Does the gentleman construe that into an 
a 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should say it was an attack. 
5 RENNI Y. The gentleman is entitled to his construction 
of the lan È 
Mr. B TT of New York. Ishould certainly calla onarga 
that the gentleman was blocking the path of justice an attack, 
3 the gentleman tells us that he is an inheritor of 
the splendid and inspiring possibilities of this Republic. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, most people are the inheritors of actualities. ost 
people do not inherit bilities. I do not know of any law, 
aer physical or legal, by which a man can inherit mere possi- 
ilities. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for ten minutes, 


Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. KERR Mr. Chairman, it has never been so difficult to se- 
cure a pension, and 5 an adequate pension, as during the 
last three years. The Republican party in its years of power pro- 
vided just and liberal pension laws, and while the executive and 
administrative officers were of its choosing no serious complaint 
was made inst the Pension Bureau. 

The unholy crusade against the old soldiers of the Republic b 
this Administration was notaccidental in its origin nor p 
to secure needed reforms. It was began designedly, with pre- 
meditation and malice aforethought. From beginning to end its 
infamous course has not been relieved by one redeeming quality, 

The first message of the present President invited the cca: 


1896. 


and in the very organization of his Administration the batteries 
of the Government were trained on the broken and decimated 
ranks of the boys in blue, upon the remnant of the once grana 
army, upon the remnant of the once magnificent legions of Grant 
and Sherman, that bore theold flag through sunshine and storm, 
in victory and defeat, from Philippi to Petersburg. 

The appointment of the gentleman who presides over the Inte- 
rior ent created an atmosphere in which patriotism itself 
has withered and made impossible a just administration of the 
pension laws. He was and is a post bellum Confederate civilian, 
and I do not use the word Confederate as a term of opprobrium. 
I admire and honor courage wherever it is displayed. I do not 
forget that 500,000 Americans fought in the Southern army for 
Southern homes and firesides, for what they believed to be right, 
and with a valor and heroism that made glorious and immortal 
the victory of the Union arms. 

If a Confederate soldier had been appointed to administer the 
Interior Department I believe justice would have been done the 
Union soldiers. I conceive that it is not from this quarter that 
danger comes or is threatened, but rather from such cold-blooded 
civilians as the Secretary of the Interior and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT], whose unreasonable and unpatriotic 
attack upon the pension appropriation bill is still remembered. 

It would have been a most fitting thing, it would have more 
than half redeemed his fame, had the President appointed a Union 
soldier as Secretary of the Interior. It would have been proper 
had he appointed a Confederate soldier; one who, in good faith, 
had accepted the results and settlements of the war. But he ap- 

ointed neither. He appointed a man who, no doubt, is patriotic 
in the ordinary qualities of that term and in the ordinary duties of 
office and citizenship, yet who was wholly unfit for one of the great 
duties of his position, namely, the administration of the Pension 
Office, because he had imbibed all the prejudices of his section 
against the Union cause and those who battled for it, and had not 
those prejudices softened and neutralized by the chivalry and 
co eship which inheres in every soldier whether he marched 
under Old Glory” or the Stars and Bars. 

The President at the beginning of this profited much by the 
experience of his first Administration, He found vetoing private 
pension bills too slow for his sanguinary temperament. By that 

rocess the mortality of his attacks was limited by the number 
ngress attempted to put upon the roll. So he organized a ma- 
chine—a bloodless but merciless guillotine—and for more than a 
year, and until an outraged public sentiment compelled the slack- 
ening of its operations, the old heroes were cut down right and 


left. 

In the last three years ingratitude, ‘‘ more strong than traitor’s 
arms,” has broken the hearts of thousands of soldiers and sent 
hundreds of them to their graves, their service and sacrifice un- 

requited. What a stain upon the Republic the rejection of a sol- 
dier’s claim because, forsooth, according to the strictest letter of 
the law, he could not show whether the shock to his constitution, 
the drain upon his vitality, which had made him an old man while 
he was rong. a received at Bull Run or Shiloh,at both of 
which places, from home, he breasted the fierce waves of bat- 
tle like a veteran; whether he got it in the dark cedars of Mur- 
freesboro or in the storm of death at Vicksburg; whether in the 
tangles of the Wilderness, by the stone bridge at Antietam, or in 
beating back the tide of treason at Gettysburg; in scaling the 
slopes of Lookout to fight above the clouds with old Joe Hooker, 
in the sweep up and over Missionary Ridge, or with Sherman in 
his immortal march to the sea—the blood of Cæsar must be pro- 
duced to prove that Brutus struck, or no. The venue, the place, 
the when, the time, has undone thousands of soldiers who were in 
the Army from Mill Springs to Appomattox. These men, victori- 
ous on a score of battlefields, have fallen before the invincibility 
of the im ible. In all reason, what difference is it whether 
the disability was incurred in 62,63, 64, or 65? The ancient doc- 
trine of venue and time was never so strictly enforced as in the 
Pension Bureau under this Administration. e obstacles erected 
in the pathway of the soldiers have wrought the desired result. 
Let me prove it. 

During the last year of Harrison’s Administration there were 
prona under the act of 1890, 62,291 invalid pensions, and under 

eveland’s 8,810. During the last year of Republican rule there 
were 36,917 widows’ claims allowed, and under the first year of 
this Administretion 16,026. 

But let us lo at the adjudications under the old law. Durin. 

‘ 8 last year in office there were granted 10,223 invali 
pensions, and in President Cleveland's first year 6,129. During 
the last year of Republican Administration 7,295 widows’ claims 
pps allowed, and during the first year of this Administration 

„225. 

As I haye intimated, these figures demonstrate not only a result, 
but a change in the system and practice in the Pension Office. 
In these figures we see the cause and ground of the discontent 
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which has prevailed among the soldiers, and which has aroused 
patriotic resentment and protest all over the 2 £ 

Let me dwell a moment longer on this point. Of the 1,443,666 
pona thus far allowed, 1,234,849 were granted by Republican 

nsion Commissioners. Of the thirty-three years since this Bu- 
reau was created the Democrats have controlled seven years and the 
Republicans twenty-six years, or in other words, substantially 
one-fifth of the time has been under Democratic Administration 
and four-fifths under Republican. Now, what does all this show? 
That the Democrats have held the Pension Office one-fifth of the 
time and have ted less than one-seventh of the pensions, 

In this brief history we get some idea of the diluted and adul- 
terated patriotism of the present Administration. If the on 
laws were administered with that patriotism and fidelity to duty 
which characterized the service of the soldiers to the country no 
complaint would ever reach the Pension Office. [Applause. ] 

The report of the Pension Commissioner shows that there were 
sent out during the last year 142,289 ‘‘ credibility witness letters,” 
or an average of 474 per day, or 59 per hour, or about 1 a min- 
ute. These letters seek and invite information, or rather opinions, 
upon which to reject affidavits and evidence filed by soldiers to 
establish their pension claims, This proceeding is contrary to 
the whole course and spirit of legal investigation inevery Ameri- 
can tribunal save in the Pension Office. The answers to these 
letters are not under oath, and not required to be. Under this 
system a small postmaster at a crossroads may strike down and 
annihilate the evidence of half a dozen reputable citizens. 

A wise man once said that the common law was the perfection 
of reason, and as near as a human institution can beitis. Ithas 
preserved Anglo-Saxon liberty for many centuries. The three 
main 1 5 in this temple of jurisprudence are, first, an im- 
partial tribunal; second, the right to a clear and truthful state- 
ment of the charge; and third, the right to face and cross-exam- 
ine the witness by which the charge was to be sustained. Every 
one of these fundamental principles has been violated in the 
organization and practice of the Pension Office. 

na civil suit a contention between litigants in a court of jus- 
tice about property of smallest value no evidence is received ex- 
ip it be under oath. No evidence will be admitted unless the 
adverse party has or has had an opportunity to cross-examine the 
witness. Now, take this time-sanctioned and time-seasoned sys- 
tem, the crystallization of the wisdom of centuries, the peice of 
the most enlightened system of jurisprudence in the world, and put 
over against it this modern method of character assassination, 
and we have some conception of the monstrous injustice which 
has been 8 against the soldiers. 

An applicant's witnesses are destroyed, and he knows not from 
whence the blow proceeded. Three or four or five good citizens 
may be blackened and their evidence rejected upon the tale of a 
small politician told to satisfy his private malice or under the de- 
lusion that he is doing God’s service in helping the Democratic 
party. There is no system of jurisprudence so barbarous but that 
it would be dishonored by this proceeding and practice. 

It is simply a proceeding by which witnesses are impeached— 
that and nothing more. In every State in the Union, whether its 
practice is statutory or under the common law, the impeachment 
of a witness is a matter of grave importance; it proceeds with 
that formality and solemnity befitting its importance and the 
results. That is true not only in this Republic, but in every 
country where Anglo-Saxon institutions have been erected, and 
has been for five hundred years, save only in the Pension Office. To 
brand a man as a perjurer is a solemn thing; to deprive a man of 
his property or a right upon the assumption that his witnesses are 
false is a monstrous thing unless it is done by due course of law. 


From the old ays of Coke to this year of grace the legal and 
constitutional modus Serene of impeaching a witness has been 
fixed and clearly defined. 


The first uisite is that the whose credibility is to be 
attacked has the right to face the witnesses and cross-examine 
them. Again, although it may never have been written in the 
law, yet it is the unwritten rule that unless a certain number tes- 
tify against his credibility the impeachment fails. 

e second requisite is that the impeaching witnesses must live 
in the vicinity—the neighborhood—and be acquainted with the 
general reputation of the witness to be impeached as to truth and 
veracity. This testimony must not be predicated on particular 
transactions nor be the product of personal controversy or conten- 
tion. To sum it all up, it must be what neighbors say and think 
of an individual's credibility, and not the private opinion of the 
witness. This salutary rule is wholly disregarded, and upon pri- 
vate and personal opinions testimony is rejected and affiants 
branded as perjurers. 

But still again, in illustration of the obstacles thrown in the way 
of the soldiers in the Pension Office. The form required in tak- 
ing evidence, in ing affidavits, is onerous and unreasonable. 
Order No, 229 makes the pensioner’s road a hard one to travel, and 
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Ihave no doubt it was so intended. No court, no matter what 
the issue—millions may be staked on the result, life or death may 
turn upon the judgment, yet whenever an affidavit is competent 
evidence the certificate of the officer that the affiant was duly 
sworn (and in some States that he is a credible person) is all that 
is to admit it in evidence. 

229 reads as follows: 


INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1893. 
the preparation of testimony in support of claims in pension cases all 
statements oe Ye Rage particular case and not . formal must be writ- 


for typewriting (as the case may be 

is oral statements then made; —— 

1 person, when, where, and to whom he made such oral statements, 

and that in making the same he did not use, and was not aided or ted by 
tten or printed statement or recital prepared by 


place, and 
any wri tal ther 
person and not attached as an exhibit to his testim ne ga 
Any needless delay in the tion of 1 after such oral 
statement by the witness or ‘orwarding the same to this Bureau and any 
material al or be cause for re i ony. 
roved: 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
I object to this tion y because it carries with it 


especiall. 

the su tion that the soldier and his comrades will 5 
jury ess they are so h about as to render it impossible 
soldier and his co es are slandered by inference—they 

are branded as unworthy of belief unless by form and regulation; 
opportunity to prevaricate is cut off and their premedi- 
crime frustrated. This, in my judgment, is infamous. But 

still more infamous is another practice. e evidence—and I use 
the word evidence in this connection as a term of convenience 
merely—secured in response to these witness credibility letters is 
filed away in secret archives. Access to it and knowledge of its 
import is denied the applicant. His claim is rejected and his 
witnesses declared unworthy of belief upon this character of tes- 
timony, upon information w. he has never seen or heard, which 
he has no iat swage a to combat, deny, or explain. 

The Pension indulges in presumptions against the soldier 
which should not obtain, and it declines to act upon a 
in his favor which obtain in every system of enlightened juris- 

dence. It hasrefused over and over 5 a party 
dead whose absence ran into twenty, thirty, and forty years with- 
out tidings. It has presumed disabilities the t of vicious 


habits if proof was not furnished to the contrary. The equitable 
presumptions that good is to be presumed rather than evil, that a 
man’s ter is presumed good until it is proven and 


that he is not to befound guilty of an immoral or infamous offense 
or habit without proof are wholly ed, although there is 
no place in the world where the flowers of justice and equity ought 
to find a more ial soil in which to bloom than in Pen- 
sion Office. As it is now,if any bloom there they are exotics. 

The law ought to be amended as to the widows of soldiers. 
Especially should we treat tenderly and liberally the war widows— 
they who kept safely the little flocks around the sacred hearthstone 
of home while the husband and father was battling for our coun- 
try. How long shall they be compelled to exhaust the phil y 
and science of pathology and sequence before a few paltry 
from the nation’s riches shall go to supply their needs and make 
ny. comfortable for them the sunset slope of life? 

is pension administration has employed assiduously and ap- 
plied harshly the accumulated and refined science and mystery 
of all the generations of Esculapius to break the threads 
stretching from the soldier’s grave to“ the weary marches, the 
hospitals of pain, the prison pens, and the fields of battle.” 

It ought, instead, to call into uisition the hundred eyes of 
Argus and the hundred hands of Briaræus to find the broken 
strands and tie them. This narrow and technical construction 
of the pension laws is against the clearly defined and often ex- 
pressed sentiment of the country. 

The nation’s appreciation of their service and its gratitude to 
the Union soldiers have been manifested in a hundred ways and 
more. The battlefields upon which they fought have been marked 
by monuments, and so far as cold marble can enshrine it the story 

their heroism and patriotism will descend until these splendid 
memorials crumble to dust. Their bones have been gathered from 
fields swept with the storm of battle and laidin consecrated ground 
to sl e ages out. Splendid homes have been built in which 
the old heroes can live in and comfort until they are mus- 
tered out to join the comrades on the other side. The great 
tains, wrought in stone and marble, keep sentinel watch upon the 
streets of the capital. On Memorial Day, amid the e of 
flowers and the sweet incense of beautiful a nation lays 
upon their graves its tribute of thankfulness and love. This day, 
in a civic sense, is the most sacredly conspicuous of any in the 


calendar of the nation. It is a day of remembrance and 
all for the dead, and yet all the wealth of speech e e, 
the tribute of beautiful flowers and tears, can not throw a ray of 
light into the n tents in which the nor add a shade of 
luster to their immortal fame. For them chapter is en 
and their names are inscribed among the immortals. ee 

How much more, then, should we do for the living. Lincoln was 

em t and i ion of grateful patriotism, and 

when he said it was the first aoe of the redeemed country to take 
care of those who had borne the 


y destroy them, and placed both beyond the reach of the 
iconoclastic hand of treason. 

For three thousand years Thermopylæ stood the highest head- 
land in martial sarea The bloody angle at Gettysburg will stand 


above Thermopylæ a mountain above its foothills for the next 
three (komaba years. [Applanse. 

The sweep of Farragut up the issippi sinks into insignifi- 
8 maritime victories of Nelson an: tur and the Greeks 
a k 

The charge of the six hundred is embalmed in Tennyson’s poem, 
but the charge of Pickett at burg will go down the centuries 


as the highest exhibition of courage and heroism in the annals of 


warfare. 5 

Mr. Chairman, the day this Republic refuses or ects to care 
for its soldiers commensurate with their deserts, t day will 
mark the beginning of its decadence. Let us avert that day by 
paming thia law, and thus compel a fair and liberat administra- 
tion of the pension laws. As for myself, if I should live so long 
and have a vote, I shall continue to the end to vote liberal pen- 
sions to the old soldiers until the last one has joined his comrades 
= other — E i 

e opportunity presents itself, I shall vote against the 

osition in regard to deserters. [Loud applause. ] 8 5 
eee — Mr. 8 and gentlemen of the earn 
i not been my purpose to participate in this discussion at 
and 3 9 7 — say will be couched = shoh — 
come to me as I proceed with my remar 8 ing o 
this session I was assigned to the foot of the table in Invalid 
Pensions Committee room as one of a minority of four Demo- 
cratic members. We have tried in the discharge of our duties as 
members of that committee to be as fair, as patriotic, and as lib- 
eral to the old soldiers of the country asa pr sense of our 
obligations to them and to our constituents would justify. But, 
because of the fact that I was born in a State ordinarily classed 
as aSouthern State, and came from a people—I desire to state it 
frankly—who in the “late unpleasantness” sympathized with 
Lee and Jackson and the followers of those commanders in the 
South rather than with the followers of McClellan, of Sherman, and 
of Grant, I thought it — indelicate that I should stand 
spon this floor, Shonen born: Q ya short wale before oe war 

ouds were dispersed, uss questions of pension legislation 
for the Federal soldiers. 7 

But as I know my heart and my conscience, Mr. Chairman, I 
have tried to put those things behind me; I have tried to recog- 
nize the fact that a brave and true and really good and sure- 
enough” Union soldier is entitled to the benefit of liberal pension 
legislation by this now reunited co , and I have endeavored 
to act upon that theory. However, as I have intimated, I should 
not have participated in this discussion at all but that I have 
been provoked to do so by the course of this debate. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is not true that this side of the House has 
into this discussion. I call 


brief remarks of the gentleman from 
on this bill. He said: 

I do not desire to influence the of party or draw invidious distinct 
tions, but are any so blind as not to see that eee pail! Boag 
Bureau of Pensions and the Democratic A: on to the allowance of 
the just claims of the worthy soldier? 

And then comes a remark which, if nothing else had been said 
by him or by other gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, would 
have goaded me into participation in this discussion: 

Why are gentlemen on the other side so silent when a bill like the one 
— 555 against which they offer no cohesion, is up for consideration 


ew Jersey [Mr. STEWART] 


I do not know what the gentleman means by ‘‘ cohesion "—— 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. the gentleman will permit 
me, thatis a 8 it should be criticism.“ 

Mr. MILES. ell, I do not stand upon verbal criticism. It is 
the thought which I think the gentleman intended to express in 
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this language that I ask attention to, and not this mere word 
* cohesion,” which, of course, in this connection, means nothing. 
The gentleman goes on to say— 

Does their love for the old soldier restrain them, or rather donot consider- 
ations of settled opposition and indifference prevail? 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman on the other side made that 
remark only one member on the Democratic side had addressed 
this committee, and that was the gentleman from New York, Mr. 

. What has been said on this floor of the remarks of 
the gentleman from New York, who up to this time stood alone 
on his side of the Chamber in breaking that silence which the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey accepts as an evidence of opposition or 
indifference? I appeal to the fair-minded members of House, 
without regard to party affiliations—I a to them to point to 
one remark made by the gentleman from New York in his discus- 
sion of this question which could be properly criticised as partak- 
os, Teles ue i ip, or as tending to drag politics into the 
debate. And yet, sir, I regret that a veteran member of the Re- 
publican party, a distinguished member of the Judici Com- 
mittee of This House, a man who, therefore, ought to be calm and 
judicial in the discussion of public questions, when he took the 
floor chose to make a violent attack upon this son of a gallant 
Union commander, a brilliant, cultured, 8 generous, and 
1 American, Who first saw the light of day after the 
war closed, 


I think, Mr. Chairman, that when the gentleman comes to re- 
vise those remarks (for they are not yetin the RECORD) he will 
` not be content that the fair-minded soldiers of his district shall see 
that harsh, unjust, ungenerous, and unmanly criticism of the son 
of George B. McClellan. Here are the gentleman’s remarks. I 
have them as taken down from his lips. Just here, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to say I take it that the distinguished gentleman 
who presides over the deliberations of this body saw nothing in 
the ter, education, trai or history of young MoCERL- 
LAN to unfit him for this kind of work, to wit, the work of pen- 
sion 5 or else he would not have assigned him to duty 
upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, this man, advanced in years, who ought 
to be conservative, who ought to be deliberate, who ought to 
measure his words, who ought to know and appreciate the force 
of the English language, says—what, Mr. Chairman? 

that are within my memory, bui 
A eee e clays Ta tone tin eae da 
reason why the gentleman may be presumed to be hostile to this measure 
and every other measure that may be introduced here for the benefit of the 
Federal soldier surviving the war of the rebellion. 

But that is not all, Mr. Chairman. I read further from his 
remarks: 


Because I remember, sir, in 1864, after a gentleman had been 9 
portion of the armies of the Republic and withdrew from that leadership, the 
next I heard of him was raising the white flag of truce and — tn 
South Carolina and her from New York y 


day beckoned to the gentleman from South Carolina to 
fo them and saying, "Hold on for a time, and we will 
work. 


p you in your 

Here is an unmanly, ungenerous, indecorous, and unpatriotic 
assault upon the memory of as patriotic a soldier as ever fought 
in the war of the rebellion, made in the absence of Mr. MOCLEL- 


LAN from the floor of this House; made not only against the 
memory of a deceased soldier, but made against his ished, 
manly, and high-souled son, who was born after the t surren- 


a at Appomattox had closed the greatest epoch in American 
to 


ry. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not mean by my earnestness in this matter 
to manifest any temper, ill will, or unkindness toward the gentle- 
man from Illinois, because of these imprudent remarks; but what 
I do mean, Mr, i „is to protest with all the vehemence of 


ie rain oe * attack upon a distinguished soldier 

an un guished son. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there were some other thi Le by the 
ould con- 


gentleman from Illinois to which I might refer, but 
sume all of my time in a review of hi if I were to at- 
tempt to do so. He undertook to give credit to the Democratic 

for the Mexican war. Asa ocrat, I accept the respon- 
sibility cheerfully, Mr. Chairman, I take it, however, that if 
Ulysses S. Grant were living he would protest against giving credit 
to the great men of the Democratic party alone for all the honors 
of Chapultepec, Buena Vista, and EYA But if the tle- 
man repudiates the honors of that war so far as the Republican 
party is concerned, I say to him we glory in accepting the respon- 
sibility for the making of that war, exult in the results of that 
great conflict, and are proud of the luster it reflects upon the pages 
of American history. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman if he has read 
General Grant’s discussion of the cause and necessity for the 
Mexican war in his memoirs? 

Mr. MILES, There are a great many thi which I have up 
0 this time not read, but which when I shall have lived to the 


mature age of the gentleman from Ohio I shall have read. I fin 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ohio has a great deal o 
information upon a great many subjects which I do not claim to 
possess. But that has nothing whatever to do with the point I 


was trying to make. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. You were ing about what General 
Grant would say, and I asked you if you had read what he did say. 
Mr. MILES. What I said was that Grant would not be willing 
to concede that all the glories of the great battles of the Mexican 
war should be reckoned up by the historian as belonging to the 
Democratic party alone. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the late war, I do not want to enter 
into a discussion here upon that subject, for if I should do so I 
should fall into the same error as the gentleman from Illinois. I 
do not want to enter upon a discussion as to who was responsible 
for the making of the late unpleasantness;” but, Mr. Chairman, 
when that war came on all of the soldiers of the Union Army 
whose careers reflected renown upon American history were not 
members of the Republican party. I will ask if my friend from 
ae vic heard of the distinguished volunteer soldier General 
eedman 
Mr. GROSVENOR, I served on his staff, and served with him 


for two * 

Mr. A better Democrat never breathed the breath of 
life, and, I may add, the gentleman from Ohio was never before or 
sines under more excellent leadership. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nor a better soldier. 

Mr. MILES, And no better soldier ever lived. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MILES. I do not want to yield further. 

Mr. Chairman, no gener in that war ever won a more splenđid 
victory than did S at Chickamauga. But the Democratic 
roll in the late war is a long and illustrious one. It includes the 
names of Rosecrans, Sigel, Hancock, Kearny, Schofield, Slocum, 
George H. Thomas, Bragg, and Farragut, not to mention George 
B. McClellan. Referring once more, Mr. Chairman, to General 
McClellan’s sentiments on the question of the late war, and as a 
better refutation to the ch made against hismemory than any 
that I could hope to make, I shall send to the Clerk’s desk his let- 
ter of acceptance of the Democratic nomination in 1864, and ask 
that the marked be read as a part of my remarks, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


+ è * The effect of long and varied service in the Army d. war and 
has been to 5 and make indelible in my mind and the 
ve and reverence for the Union, Constitution, laws, and flag of our coun’ 
impressed — me in early youth. These f have thus far gui 
the course of my life and must continue to do so to its end. 

The existence of more than one government over the region which once 
omod our flag is incompatible with the peace, the power, and the happiness 
of the people. 

The — of our Union was the sole avowed object for which the 
war was commenced. It should have been conducted for that object only 
— ma 5 8 those principles which I took occasion to declare 
when ve service, 

Thus conducted, the work of retonciliation would have been easy, and we 
might have ren the benefits of our many victories on land and sea. 

The Union was originally formed by the exercise of a mo of conciliation 
and com 7 eee it the same spirit must prevail in 
our cou and in the hearts t . reestablishment of the 
Union in all its integrity is and must continue to be the indispensable condi- 
tion in any settlement. So soon as it is clear or even yoona that our pres- 
ent adversaries are ready for peace, upon the basis of the Union, we should 
exhaust all the resources of statesmanship practiced by civilized nations and 
taught by the traditions of the American people, consistent with the honor 
and interest of the country, tosecure such peace, reestablish the Union, and 

arantee for the future constitutional rights of every State. The Union 
in one condition of ‘we ask no more. 

Let us add what I doubt not was, although unexpressed, the sentiment of 
the convention as it is of the ple they represent, that when any State is 


to return to the Union it should be received at once with full guaranty 


of all its constitutional rights, 

Ifa and persistent effort to obtain these objects should fail, 
the sr Byte consequences will fall upon those who remain 
in t the Union. But the Union must be prese at all 

I could not look in the face of m t comrades of the Army and Navy 
Rte pentane hg ea cen her y battles m that 


sacrifice of so many of our slain and wounded brethren had been in 
vain; that we had abandoned that Union for which we have so often periled 
our lives. A vast 3 of our 2 whether in the Army and Navy or 
at home, would, as I would, hail with unbounded joy the permanent restora- 
tion of peace on the basis of the Union under the Conativation, without the 
effusion of another drop of blood. But no peace can be permanent without 


Union. 
As to the other subjects 8 in the resolution of the convention, I 
need only to say that I sh seek in the Constitution of the United States 
and the laws framed in accordance therewith the rule of my duty and the 
limitations of executive power; endeavor to restore economy in public ex- 
penditure, reestablish the supremacy of law, and, by the operation of a more 
Tipoa nationality, resume our commanding position among the nations of 

e earth, 

The condition of our finances, the ed eee re of the paper eran S and the 
burdens thereby im on labor and capital 8 a return 
to a sound finan: system; while the rights of citizens and rights of 

tates and the binding authority of law over President, Army, and le, 
are subjects of not less vital importance in war than in peace. e 
that the views here expressed are those of the convention and the people we 
represent, I accept the nomination. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let me ask the tleman, why not incorpo- 
rate, in connection with this letter of acceptance, the resolution ef 


the Democratic national convention of 1864, that declared the war 
a failure? one use on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GR OR. Yes; the second resolution of the conven- 
tion. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I want to be considerate and cour- 
teous to the distinguished gentleman from Maine, and to answer 
his question in a way that I believe will commend itself to his 
fair mind. I did not start out, sir,in a defense of the Demo- 
cratic portra war history. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
All right, gentlemen; just hear me out. If I had time I would be 
delighted to compare the history of the Democratic party in 

or war with the unsavory record of the Republican party; 
ut I could not in the few moments that are left of my time 
undertake a review of the history of the late unpleasantness. 
What I started out to do, and what I have undertaken to do, is to 
defend the great and good name of a distinguished Union soldier 
who has been char; in this debate with having beckoned to 
South Carolina in 1864 to hold on for a while longer” and he 
would help her out in the war of the rebellion. 

I say to you, sir, that there is nothing in the history of the war 
that is connected with the career of General McClellan and noth- 
ing in his political history that justifies the unmanly attack that 
has been made on his memory, now that heis sleeping beneath the 
sod. And the best refutation that I could make of the charge was 
to read his letter of acceptance of the Democratic nomination in 
1864. But I must put thi . aside, because, having taken 
the floor, in justice to m; I must address myself for a short 
time at least to the consideration of the peeing ; 

I had hoped, sir, I had sincerely hoped, that this Committee on 
Invalid Pensions would bring for the consideration of this House 
such a bill as would command the respect, the support, and the 
vote of every man on both sides of this Chamber; and I believe 
the: 9 done so, and been even more liberal to the real 
— sure-enough soldier than they have been in the legislation 
pro by the pending bill. 

. Chairman, for reasons which have ira pom well as- 
signed by my colleague on this committee [Mr. MCCLELLAN], I 
can not get the consent of my mind to vote for this bill, and mi 
objections to the bill control my vote against it. In view of all 
that I have heard from the lips of gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber, this is yoy strange, because their objections to the 
bill are the things which seem to control their votes in favor of 
the bill. My distinguished friend from Illinois spoke for half an 
hour against certain provisions of this bill, and yet I take it he 
will swallow it as a whole. My distinguished friend from Ohio 
a GROSVENOR] protested against the very provisions in this 

which will control my vote against it, and yet he said frankly 
that he would vote for the bill. > 

The sections to which I object are sections 13, 14, 17, 1, and 3. I 
shall be compelled, because of the few moments that are left me, to 
refer the House to the very cogent and convincing argument made 
by my distinguished colleague [Mr. McCLELLAN] for a statement 
of the reasons which cause me to object to sections 3, 14, and 17. 
And yet I want to say—and this is the concluding remark that I 
shall make—that I would forego my objections to sections 3, 14, 
and 17, although section 17 pr to put upon the pension list 
men who are noncombatants, who never enlisted, who never saw 
war, and men who never received injury in battle. 


Mr. PICKLER. Who? 

Mr. MILES. Pilots of boats and men of that class. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman say that pilots never saw 
any service? 

. MILES. They saw it at a very great distance, as the gen- 
tleman understands very well. He admitted in his opening state- 
ment, which was avery strong and a very fair one, very free from 
that partisanship that has characterized some of his hes here 
on Friday nights, and I tulate him for it—in that opening 
statement he admitted that section 17 included men who were 
unenlisted soldiers, and that it proposed to provide for men who 
were unenlisted soldiers. But t is immaterial. I do not pro- 
7 to stand ite sections 8, 14, and 17. Although I am a 

ocrat and although Iam the son of a rebel, I would stand 
here and vote for this bill cheerfully except that yon propose to 
place upon the pension rolls hirelings who honored no flag, who 
served no country, perjurers and deserters, who were true to no 
cause, and whose mercenary souls made them strangers to the 
manly impulses of patriotism. These people entertained no senti- 
ments, Mr. i , that gold would not stifle or suppress. _ 

That is my objection to this bill. I can not stand here and give 
my vote to those men who, in 1864, when Confederate money was 
cheap, and when oe hundred and two thousand dollars was 
being paid for substitutes, seeing the money that they could make 
which was good nioney, and seeing the cause for which they had 
oer three years of service was certain to be a lost cause, aban- 
oned that cause and went as hirelings, mercenaries, Hessians, to 
do battle for gold in company with the patriotic sons of the Union. 
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Oh, talk about forgiveness! It is not a question of forgiveness, 
Of course we all forgive them; but we owe ae pian Ae the real, 
true, sure-enough soldiers, of whom our friend from Illinois spoke 
so eloquently and so much with my approval. 

r. i f ick Lae f knows that every bounty jumper in 
the land will be pensioned if section 13 becomes a part of the 
aw aha no gentleman in this debate has undertaken to dispute 

e fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have done. I have spoken without prep- 
aration and somewhat at random, Iam sincerely sorry that this 
bill does not come to this House in such a way as to command m 
vote and my sincere r t. If the opportunity is allowed, 
shall move to amend sections 1 and 8, and then I will cheerfully 
vote for the remainder of this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MILES. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why are you not willing to serve a Union 
soldier as the Government serves all other soldiers? For instance, 
the Mexican soldier who was drawing a pension and went into the 
Confederate army had his pension taken away from him for a long 
time. The Congress of the United States has given it back to him. 
It has, under the same circumstances, given back the pensions of 
the survivors of the Indian wars. There have been five acts of 
Congress forgiving these Confederate soldiers who are drawing 
pannin y not be as fair to the Union soldier as you have 

en to all others? We have forgiven the Confederate soldier for 
everything now except being a Union soldier afterwards. Areyou 
not willing to forgive him for being a Union soldier after he has 
been a Confederate soldier? 

Mr. MILES. I have heard the gentleman make that statement 
some three or four times. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a good statement, and it is true. 

Mr. MILES. It has nothing whatever to do with the case. 

Mr. MILNES. Let me answer that question. Ican tell the 
gentleman from South Dakota what the difference is in my amon 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not call upon the gentleman from Michi- 
gan. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MILES. I give the gentleman the floor, That is all right. 
I hope I have made one convert. 

Mr. MILNES. The difference is that these men deserted from 
one service into the other. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; the question as to what they should 
suffer from having been Confederates, as I understand it. 

Mr. MILNES. the case of the Mexican soldier they did not 
do any such thing. 

Mr. MILES. tis so clear to 8 mind except the 
gentleman from South Dakota that I did not think it was worth 
while to state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. These men were in the prisons of the North. 
Our officers promised them their liberty on condition of enlist- 
ment on the Union side. Those men not only risked the ordinary 
dangers of the Union soldier, but they risked the danger of being 
hanged if caught by their neighbors. These men fought against 
their neighbors for principle. You have forgiven every other 
soldier, but you are not willing to forgive the Union soldier. 

Mr. MILNES. Let me ask the gentleman another question, 

Mr. PICKLER. Are you a Republican? 


Mr. MILNES. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do not you think Harrison’s Administration 
was friendly to the soldier? It always granted these pensions, 
and this Administration has taken them away. 

Mr. MILNES. Iam not going to indorse everything that the 
Harrison Administration or any other Administration did. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then you are opposed to that? 

Mr. MILNES. I will indorse what I believe to be right and 
condemn what I believe to be wrong; but the question is, what 
would you have thought of a Union soldier who was in Anderson- 
+ hor who joined the Confederate service on a promise of his 

i ? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, that is going to the wrong side. 
These men came to the right side—they came to the Union, to the 
old flag—and you are trying to punish them because they became 
Union soldiers afterwards. 

Mr. MILNES. I do not want to punish them, but Iam against 
pensioning them. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Democratic party has always been that 


way. 

Mr. MILES. The best evidence I could possibly offer to this 
House of that kind of good nature which is always forgiving is 
the scene which gentlemen have just witnessed, in allowing these 
gentlemen to 5 so much of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I have made myself perfectly clear. 
I want to vote for this bill if sections 1 and3 are stricken out. 
But if you do not strike those sections out, I give you notice now 
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that we shall make splendid weapons of them in the next cam- 
Po r. PICKLER, Oh, that is all right; you have always been 


9 to pensions 
r. . Now, the gentleman knows that the statement 
that I have always been opposed to pensions is not true, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
Mr. PICKLER, It is, cons as to soldiers whom you have put 
up on a pedestal, and the kind of a soldier whom you say ought 
to have a 3 is the kind that you do not often find. I do not 

say that 1 is Opposed to all pensions. 
r. MILES. Mr. Chairman, it is a little bit strange that a man 
who is opposed to pensions should be so careful to maintain the 
i msion certificate as some- 


nsion roll as a roll of honor and a € 
ihin else than a badge of shame! [Applausė on the Democratic 


side. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8271, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


VETO MESSAGE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I herewith return without OT Oe? ye ha House bill No. 1094, entitled “An 
act ting a pension to Fran Hoover.“ 

A propese by this bill to grant a pension of $50 a month to the bene - 
ficiary named, who served as a private for about one year and nine months 
in the Union Army during the war of the rebellion, 

I do not understand it is claimed in A that the present helpless 
condition of this soldier is at all attribu e to his army service. He him- 
self never applied fora on until after the of the law of 1890, 

roviding for a pension for those who had served in the Army and are unable 
2 maintain themselves by manual labor on account of disability not charge - 
able to army service. e committee of the House of Representatives, in 
r bill, declare: “ The testimony does not show the disease of the 
soldier to be of service origin.” 


pathy, but to t him a pension of 
on that his pitiable disability is related 
in view of the fact that he is now receiving the high- 

by a general law enacted to pee! 
it seems to me would result in an unfair discrimination as against many 
soldiers similar! 


our laws regulating ions. 
in its admninintietion aa it does upon tte liberality and generosity e 
we GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 25, 1896. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill and the veto 
message be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


HON. WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 


Mr. PENDLETON. Under the order of the House eulogies 
were to be delivered on our dec colleague, Mr, WILLIAM H. 
CRAIN, commencing at 2.30. I ask that the order be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the session on Saturday, April 26, beginning at 2.30 p. m., 
URAT the delivery of eulogies on the inte Wein overs ares Be 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, it is well for the living to 
express their sorrow and A the tribute of t dus to 
those who have been our daily associates and friends, and who 
have before us passed over the line which is drawn between time 
and eternity. 

It is a duty demanded by friendship, by affection, and by our 
common humanity; and while 1 in this duty it reminds us 
that we, too, are mortal; that we, too, are hastening to the grave, 
and that when a few more fleeting moments have passed we will 
be called into the presence of that Creator who has given us exist- 
ence and opportunity, and to whom we are responsible for the use 
of the opportunities he has placed in our p. 

We miss the gomal smile, the cordial greeting, the hearty hand- 
shake of our noble friend; our hearts are sore, for many of us have 
known him 1 and well, and none knew him but to love him. 

WILLIAM H. CRAIN was a native Texan, born at Galveston No- 
vember 25, 1848; uated at St. Francis Xayier College, New 
York, in 1867; studied law and was admitted to practice in 1871, 
at once taking high rank in his profession. Possessing fine natu- 
ral ability, well educated, with a genial, social di ition, it was 
natural that he should engage in politics. True to his convictions 
and loyal to his friends, he to himself a body of earnest sup- 


porters who followed his fortunesand made him successful in every 
contest. He was elected first as district attorney, then State sena- 
tor, and in 1884 to the Forty-ninth Congress, which place he held 
by successive reelections until his death. 

No man can long retain friends who is unworthy of them; on 


the other hand, he who through a long term of years and many 
trying ordeals secures and holds the respect and affection of a large 
number of the best among his fellow-men must possess many ster- 
Ene guanag: 

Mr. CRAIN was a poor man; he did not possess the money-mak- 
ing faculty, and he was too honest to barter his convictions for 
sordid gain. Yet when money was needed for legitimate cam- 
paign purposes, men—prudent, calculating business men—would 
use their means in his behalf as freely as if he were a brother or 
son. No man in Texas or any other State had a more loyal, faith- 
ful Sf ela asta Pp he 5 his n 125 er be 
ginning of a po campaign it was the signal fora e loy. 
53 and effort of Which his friends were capable. 

His death brought grief to many a heart and he will long be 
kindly remembered by the people he served so faithfully and well. 

When the news of his death was sent the grief was deep and 
sincere. Throughout his district (one of the largest in Texas) meet- 
ings were held at all the principal towns, and appropriate resolu- 
tions were adopted. 

The Congressional committee which escorted his remains to his 
home was met at Houston, 200 miles distant, by a special train 
occupied by his friends and neighbors. 

The estimate placed upon him by those who had known him 
longest and best can be better shown by the account of the cere- 
monies at his funeral and burial, taken from the San Antonio 
Express, which I here append as a part of my remarks: 


AT REST ON THE HILLSIDE—THE LAST HONORS PAID TO CONGRESSMAN 
CRAIN—DISTINGUISHED VISITORS AND TWO THOUSAND PEOPLE FOLLOW 
THE REMAINS TO THE GRAVE—FATHER SMITH’S TRIBUTE TO THE DEAD 
STATESMAN —MAGNIFICENT FLORAL TRIBUTES FROM A PEOPLE IN MOURN- 
ING—BURIED IN SIGHT OF HIS HOME—DETAILS OF THE FUNERAL. 


CUERO, TEX., February 14. 


Tenderly and with hearts whose every 3 was a requiem eee: 
pia of Cuero to-day laid in the bosom of Mother Earth all that is mo of 
heir beloved Congressman, WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN. Upon a hillside, 
where his children, playing in their home, can watch over his rest, they dug 
— vo, and into ey softly lowered his body amid 2,000 drooping 


Such a tribute seldom is paida man. It was devoid of grandeur, but rich 
in simple sincerity. It was a funeral in which all were mourners, a funeral 
in which the most lowly negro trudged PONT AIDE behind therich equipage, 
in which white and black, gray hairs and kiltered tots, contributed their 

ef to the common woe. It was an inspiring spectacle—a lesson that must 
ve made its impression u everyone who saw it. 

The shock which the sudden announcement of Mr. CRAIN’s death caused 
made the people of Cuero almost insensible of their own grief. Dejectedly 
they hung crape about their stores, made mourners of their houses, and 
omitted no eee show Soe 0 to the memory of their dead. But 

yeste: „as th 


FLORAL TRIBUTES. 


Some brought flowers to lay on his bier. Some were but small bunches of 
violets, ewes by a childish hand. Others were magnificent designs, which 
taxed the art of the florist. Scarce a variety of nature's poems was missing. 
They were banked up a foot high on the casket, obscuring from view all save 
asmall space of the glass through which the kindly face was visible. Then 
they were placed on tables and on the piano, and finally chairs had to be 


brought in to hold the wealth of floral oi swt nas All of them were pretty, 
some cent in the elaborateness of their design, some touching B the 
winsome simplicity. 


striking. One was a circle of immortelles, full 
th a rim not less than 6 inches wide. Around 
the edge of the immaculate immortelles was a faint line of purple, and 
elevated a few inches above was a iece not unlike that to an anchor. 
This, too, was of immortelles, and through it was Our friend” in purple. It 
was an offering from the Natio Association of Letter Carriers, who es- 
teemed Mr. CRAIN their especial friend because of his activity in legislation 


in their behalf. 

Another magnificent piece was presented Mrs. E. D. L. Wickes, of San 
Antonio. It was ve borate in design. is Bone two gm Hat palms, 
which lly nodded their tips together, map ad pe something 
like that of a heart, wasa bank, set incline, of flowers of ost every variety. 
About 2 feet long and a little less in width, it represented Mr. ORAIN’s desk 
in Congress. The outlines of the desk were marked by a border of Marechal 
Neil buds, 8 close to an inner border of passionate dark red roses, just 
opening. The y of the desk was of sprays of evergreens and pi and 
in the center an 5 book was formed of hyacinths and 3 Lying = 

‘ace of tha book was a broken pen, the stem being made of 
above the whole y nearly a foot was a cross formed 
red buds, The whole rested on a wire frame made 


all of them pretentious, 
while there were banks of flowers tied in bunches. Among the ied Paces 

Solan y were handsome gongu from “The Ladies of Edna.“ Mrs. chard 
Christi, Mrs. Robert Kleberg, and Mr. and Mrs. Sinclair Talia- 


add to the striking effect of the scene, three candles burned at the foot 


0 y were ver: 
2 feet in diameter, and 
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of the 
P 


where sat also a crucifix. The 


candles had been carried 
union. Indes 


Foley, of Washington, 
was with him when he died, last messages to his 


From the time the body was bite Go to the house until it was taken to the 
church this it was watch hya OMA of the Merchants’ Protective 
Hose Company, of which Mr. Crarn used to be an active Taeuber aid of whit: 
he was an honorary member at the time of his death. This 3 
png at their own request, for each of them felt an especial afii 


CROWDS VIEW THE 3 


Their vigil was not long, for, sava d 
oers were always crow "comin: Sebras 


was 
m for 


3 who had come in 
from Vi ctoria. . 
and had not a 8 air pervaded all a stran 

But as ft was, thi 
t a crowd that 

a 


began to drift toward the residence ie: the body 


fire compani 
the gate to the door and kept t ition on each side of the walk ia 


Among the . ieee we Oe . 

Dr age pawn Mr. Ed. ternal-revenue of Austin, 

r. Pleasan’ of the Democratic State executive committee. 
was Mr. Rudolph Kle- 


Brats Senator Law! was also among the callers, as 
berg, who came to look for the last t ‘ime on the face ‘of his 5 
Governor berson spent but a moment the body. then stood 
VVVVVVCCCCCCCCCCCVCCCVVV—— S 
wore W. es, hung y r ers, 
black rosettes at shi and where they crossed at the saw 4 
also wore white silk gloves, and these, with g * 1 - 
cloth Prin as’ ‘orm. en they arrived Under- 
taker Zurhorst, of who the ceremonies, pi sashes 
on Gov. el Proctor, and were among the hon- 
orary pall) The members of ro erein, with 
banner vily ved in a body and passed around the 
casket. it be: just 10 o'clock, the cover was screwed on the glass 
and the of WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN was shut from view forever. 
© flowers which had covered it were taken off, revealing a plain but rich 
t covered with ornamenta 


asko heavy velvet. Save for the 
sive silver handle pieces, th: di 


ere was no was a 
heavy silver plate on which was engraved: 
WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN. 
November 25, 1848. 
Fe 10, 

The active pallbearers were Charles Breeding, F 
Rath John M Jeff Baker, and Jose whom 
TCC 

to Which were hitched four han: horses. 

When the body was d ited in the the members of the fre com- 

marched and ca position infront. "the 
Bivided on each side 
mother, his 5 * Vi andl his fee chi 


pletely prostrated. Probably a in behind, 
ö prostrased. Proba 
SERVICES AT THE CHURCH. 

The big crowd which was standing a mage the being unable to get 
admission, opened Jo passageway, and when the „ closed Up 
and w m view. 

At the entrance the casket was met by Bishop Forest and five surpliced 
priests, with cru font, and 

“Tam the ion and the life ,” announced the arrival of the corpse, 


d chancel 
ment black, the church was notdraped. High above theal 
rested the floral piece which Wickes had 
FTW 
crowd was admitted until the church was full, when the doors 
— s rom high mass scarce in any detail except that the 
almost in Ae time. The Kyrie, 
5 Gloria. Father Wyer, of St. Joseph's Col- 
was on ‘celebrant; Father Kline, of St. Edward's, Austin, was 


took were immedi- 


th ‘deacon; ther Gerlach, ersville, su and Father Macys: 
z of ‘uy Bishop Forest sat on the 
the pore wan Father Sh of the sae SIE ‘orest 


enters ev 
neither ri 
and did not 
e man. 


ead. 
an unwelcome visitor,” he said, 885 unbid 
neither the righteous nor the wi 
spy ode bye De it ascended Cal 
the his vist God 
ed ambition. From birth they seek to 
influential positions of life. Menace ras editora of ne legislature of — 
th of newspapers 


seeks to rule by laws and N 


yonder years, when he th 
Paani at the door of the Ca 
at children. H. 


ht he was destined for public usefuln: 
olie Church and asked th be be admitted — 85 


5 their lost E of 
dey gh et ara! means “en do the ee t good to test number. She 
told that there was a God, t there was a Christ, the Son of She 


told him that there were two told stn also independent in their spheres—the ospr 


tholic, and, my dear friends, he 
took the teachings which he had received from the church and brought them 
into the public arena, and 8 not ee oy a Catholic but an American, feel- 
ing himself at home anywhere ntry. He was not afraid to say 
that he wasan American, and his Date to the church did not suffer. Never 
did he forget that he was a Catholic American. 

‘A Catholic American the deceased was, and as I have promised not to delay 
you long I can not better illustrate what I have said than 
mind the last speech which he uttered in 


still ring in your ears. Once more he t ic 

thirty years ago face to face. You saw them 322 you saw them 
fall dead and wounded, and on these flelds of carnage he showed 5 the Sis- 
ters of Charity white - winged ministers of God's merc the 
fields holding a cup of cold water to some parc Sh A 


saron t 
teaches 


so had he, but it is now in eter crafty an he realizes, no doubt, now the truth 
of the doctrines of — Cate a and one of them was prayer for the 
dead. And to-day and hereafter, when his name comes to Tor memory, do 


not forget to say: O Lord, have mercy on the Honorable WILLIAM HENRY 
Cam, he Catholic American Congressman.’ ™” 
Then Bishop Forest passed twice mag the n it — ing 


— water and once with the censer. 2 ees 
ana Soon Bishop Forest and five rob Sanaa they placed it in A 
it was borne to the cemetery. 
AT THE CEMETERY. 


6. TT 
view of the house which was the dead The pecoemion 


wie 2 45 at the ve was very brief. 
y — Forest and each of priests threw a 


en the active pallbearers, hats in han 
h fhe pulled 5 
crape en his arm and into the grave. 

The followed, dro; crape of which 
2 Then came the erg he escort, 
an aS OT een Cee ve 3. 
their hands and dropped them on 

Then of W. — — 3 were thrown in, 
and lastly four . and piled it up higli 
to mark last place of WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN. 


A TRIBUTE TO CRAIN. 
AUSTIN, TEX., February Il. 
Out of respect to the 5 of the late WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN, whose 
remains were to-day to the grave in the cemetery at Cuero, the 
flags on the State lay asien and the Federal b: 3 have been flying at half 


mast, No member of the Texas delega Congress was more ular 
in Austin than Mr. CRAIN, and the news Pot his death came to his Austin 


friends like a clap of thunder in a clear 3 impulsive, and bril- 
liant, was à life that shone lik ose around 
it by its matchless luster, while his us piedete T ‘and cast a on all 
who came beneath its influence. Born where tere ocean's roar the first 
— — = his infant ears, gaera nee to catch that inspiration mnd- 


erty, this — impulsive man, all na ed and a 
sari eas sun. ge: Shon ati gona; astar, through 
VVV its eccen course A 
z KODE EREN NO MaN FUE ee Reg 
To find thy likeness, CRAIN! 
A FRIEND. 


EAGLE 9 ACTION, 
EAGLE Pass, TEX., February 13. 


of party, met at the court-house 
community She untimely 


Judge Winchester Kelso was 


ter eulogistic remarks on the rare ability and personality of 
n eating ttee was a ppointed 7 5 Baber a 
1 E Williamson, W. 


A. H. Evans, and 
Koiso, N 5 rwards presented ‘oe bollowing resolutions, Which were 
y 


First, that this ee ert a has heard with 1 sorrow of 


our former Hepresentati ve, the Hon. W. H. CRAIN 
“Second. ‘That in the death of the Hon. W. H. CRAIN Texas has lost one of 
her noblest and best sons anda nation one of her ablest and wisest lawmakers. 


. That the 8 this entire community go out to the family 


of the 
“Fourth. That a of these resolutions be forwarded to the family of 
the deceased and 8 122 


While he was sincere in his political opinions and bold in assert- 
ing them, he never unnecessarily wounded the feelings of those 
who differed with him, and among his political opponents he num- 
bered some of his best friends. The Republican conven- 
tion in Aransas County adopted the resolutions which I here 
a d: 

a resolved by the Republicans of Aransas County in convention assembled, 
That in the death of the Hon. WILLIAM Henry CRAIN the citizenship of 
southwest Texas has lost a most polished, worthy, and able representative; 
that the Republicans of this district share and feel that loss, and join with 
their tic friends in mourning the demise of one of Democracy’s 
brightest minds and one of Republicanism's most honorable and talented 
foes; us a rowy of this 5 — 5 the — ond the aaa 2 — 
—— a uri to the family of the decane. 

He left to mourn his loss a wife, one of the purest and noblest 
women who ever blessed a home, and seven dren, all bright 
and sensible, but most of them too young to battle with the world. 

The grief-stricken mother must not only bear her burden 
woe, but must also take the place of both parents. 

Our friend had his faults, and no man more regretted and de- 
plored them. None of us is exempt. To err is human.“ 

To further seek his merits to disclose. 
Nor draw his frailties from their dread abode; 


hope repose, . 
The bosom of his Father and his God. . 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, the last speech Mr. CRAIN made 
and the very last words he uttered in this House illustrate two 
traits in his character which it must please his friends to recall. 

The Speaker will take care of me were his last spoken words 
on this floor, evidently in response to some suggestion of afellow- 
member not recorded, and they evince that courteous respect for 
authority, coupled with that gentle manliness which was charac- 
teristic of him under all circumstances. 

His last was for the charitable institutions of the District 


to comfortin 


: 2 ge iA 
e „1 boring 


e endeavo to inspire us 


Ruskin who said that a 
fineness of structure in the body which rendersit capable of the most 
delicate sensation, and of structure in the mind which renders it 
capable of the most delicate sympathies—one may say fineness of 
nature. Thatis, of course, compatible with heroic 8 
and mental firmness. In fact, heroic strength is not conceiva 
without such delicacy. Elephantine may drive its way 
through a forest and feel no touch of the boughs, but the white 
skin of Homer’s Atrides would have felt a bent rose leaf yet sub- 
due its feeling in Koy of battle and behave itself like iron.” 


Who that saw manly form and knew its sensitive nature; 
who that felt the erous warmth of his friendship, his uniform 
co „the brilliance of his mental make-up and his tender 
sym ies can fail to appreciate in his memory the man and the 


eman. 
Iwill leave to those whoknew him longer ho are more familiar 
with his political career the opportunity to dwell on the causes of 
his success. Yet it is proper to recall the fact that he pursued his 
a career in a college situated within the limits of the district 
which I have the honor to represent, and while there he lived in 
the neighborhood where I have spent my life. 

When we heard of his nomination for Congress in far-away 
Texas—his home State—we felt as keen an interest in his success 
as might any of his constituents, for while with us in the years 
when he was bud into manhood, when he was developing his 
best qualities of mind and heart, he became endeared to us, and 
when he bade us farewell he left behind him a reputation for 
brightness of mind and cleanness of heart and generosity of soul 
which earned for him our ardent wishes for his future happiness 
and prosperity, and up to the very hour of his death we have been 
far from indifferent to his success. 

We looked, in the nature of things, for a longer life, but the 
3 Providence, whose wisdom none will question, 

e con > 

For his friends in New York who were the companions of his 
early manhood I pay this last tribute of t to his memory. 

For myself I can only say that my association with him here 
was more than agreeable—and all too short. If there were any 
faults in his character they lie buried with his body beneath the 
“sacred grass and the saddened flowers.” 

Eo i 5 ee Serpe anes 5 
soul, his generous impulses, hi thies, is bright- 
ness of mind will live in our memories . characteristics which 
we honored and loved in him and which should endure, 

May he rest in peace. i 
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Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I shall not 1 
set speech or any formal eulogy of WILLIAM H. CRAIN. isk 
merely to utter a few words, however inadequate, expressive of 
the esteem and the admiration which I feel for many of the quali- 
ties of the man. No one could come in contact with him without ` 
appreciating the fact that he was a cultivated gentleman. His 
manners were graceful, easy, simple, and unaffected. They came, 
as the best manners always fo. tel the heart within the man. 
One of his most notable characteristics was generosity. He was 
generous not merely in pecuniary matters, but generous of his 
time, generous of his information, generous of efforts for others, 
generous in all his intercourse with his associates and his fellow- 
men. Another admirable quality of the man was frankness. 
Whatever faults he had were apparent to all. He wore his heart 
apon his sleeve. There was naught of hypocrisy in his make-up. 

a fine mind, highly cultivated, He had as wide a 


e 
of | fund of general information as most men in this House, and upon 
some 


ial subjects he as deep and as accurate in- 
formation as any man on this floor, if not more. I did not know 
him as long as many here. My acquaintance with him began in 
the Fifty-third Congress, but I knew him long enough to appre- 
ciate many of his attractive, high, and noble qualities, 

He was aman of sincere religious convictions, deeply attached 
to his church. Like most men who have mingled m with the 
world, its temptations, and its distractions, he may not alwa; 
have reached his own ideal in a strict following of his own reli- 
gious convictions, but his reverence for them was always deep 
and sincere. The last speech he made upon the fioor of this 
House was in their defense, and among the words he uttered 
was a deeply touching tribute to those pure and lovely devotees 
and ministrants of religion, the sister’ of the Catholic Church; 
and, indeed, it is a matter of sincere gratification to his friends to 
know that in his last hours he had the ministrations and the con- 
ES coe aoe nae 

res y e grass grow green above for itis a 
noble heart that sleeps beneath, 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, itis not my purpose to 
detail the various inciđents which collectively constitute the life 
history of the late member of this body whose memory we have 
met here to-day to honor. Of his biography others who have 
already spoken, or who may yet speak, are more competent to give 
account. Suffice it for me to say that, contrary to popular impres- 
sion, the men who have made the most valuable contributions to 
the welfare of the human race, the men whose lives have most 
strongly influenced the current of contemporary history—the really 

t men of the world—were not always, perhaps not generally, 
ose whose lives contained the most remarkable incident, 
most sensational episode, the most wonderful vicissitude. 

The dull, cold ear of death” shall be his 
till it responds to the t roll of the ages in the hour of the 
last judgment. Nothing that we may say or leave unsaid here 
to-day can or will be heard or recognized y him. ore we 

not to the dead but to the li 

The life of our departed friend and fellow-legislator offers us 
some useful lessons to be applied in the shaping out of our own 
personal life work. 

Born a Texan, he spent his whole life among the people of his 
native State, and was at one time the only native-born Texan in 
her delegation in the National Con Though a part of his 
youth was spent in the commercial me lis of America, sur- 
rounded by all the alluring attractions of the most advanced civi- 
lization of the Western World, yet he exhibited the sturdiness of 
his 3 and love for his native State by returning to her 
borders at the close of his collegiate career and engaging in the 
arduous and exacting labors of his profession, which ultimately 
brought him distinction among his people. While he might have 
imitated the example of many others by yielding to the dish- 
ments of life in the progressive East, and might have thus secured 
a high measure of success amid its gayer and richer environment, 
he preferred to cast his lot with his people in the lonely and 
3 settled plains of the Gulf Coast; and there he helped 

em to build the foundations of that great Commonwealth whose 
8 has awakened the admiration and yet excited the appre- 

ension of the older States of the East, and whose wonderful 


decreed | growth has threatened their political supremacy. 


As he made his home, by choice, with the poor and humble 
(though proud, brave, and adventurous) settlers in a new land, 
where ambition and self-interest could find little food for hope; so 
he was always a consistent exponent of that high chivalry that 
pleads for the helpless, champions the fallen, and gives its a bet 
thy and effort to those who are needy rather than to those who are 
able to nag Sadan interest. In him the poor found a friend, the 
destitute a efactor, the oppressed a defender. These are the 

ualities that ap most strongly to the hearts of the masses. 
panop in golden armor, attended by a congress of sub- 
servient and tributary kings, and surrounded by all the parapher 
naliaand proofs of earthly power, might well excite the wonder 
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or even the admiration of the world of warriors that gathered 
around him as he stood upon the shores of the Bosphorus in the 
long ago and claimed dominion over the two continents that its 
waters divided; but the picture of Stonewall Jackson, sleeping 
on a tattered blanket in a tentless field and rising at morn to share 
in the breakfast of corn bread and rye coffee that constituted the 
fare of his poorest soldiers—that submergence of self in the serv- 
ice of a t cause reaches at once to the hearts of his followers 
on the fields of blood and his admirers throughout the world 
wherever men read history and admire unselfishness. Whatever 
else may be said of democracy, whatever other deductions may be 
made from its workings, we must concede that where it truly 
exists no man can long retain “a public station unless he pos- 
sess some of the great qualities that entitle men to success. Our 
deceased friend easily kept his place in this body and in the affec- 


tions of his people, year after year, campaign after con pele. and 


the secret o popularity was his brilliancy of thought, elo- 
quence of s h, his magnetic influence, and his chivalric char- 
acter. In this day of greed and selfishness this is no mean tribute 


to the memory of any man when measured by the higher stand- 
ards of human worth. 

In addition to his nobler qualities of mind and heart, our friend 
had his weaknesses, as who of us—who, anywhere—has not? It 
is neither true to fact nor any particular honor to the dead to deny, 
after death, those frailties that the dead themselves did not and 
would not deny or extenuate while living. He who would teach 
us that our deceased friend had no weaknesses, felt no tempta- 
tions, stumbled notin his march through the allurements of life, 
would lift him at once above the plane of mortal men and above 
that sympathy which the world is ever ready to accord to the 
noble ling, — suffering weak. Of our departed 
friend, it mig t well be said: 

Is it true, O Christ in heaven, 
That the strongest suffer most? 

That the noblest wander farthest, 
And most hopelessly are lost? 

But for him let it be said that it is a grander triumph for the 
man of warm and generous impulses to walk, even with uncer- 
tain and stumbling steps, than it is for the cold, cynical, unfeel- 
ing man to pursue the path of right without deviation, because 
his icy nature makes him incapable of temptation. It is one of 
the most beautiful, because one of the most comforting, thoughts 
connected with Christian theology that when all the individuals 
of the human race shall be convened in one mighty throng around 
the throne of God at the last judgment we shall all be judged 
by One who “took upon himself our weaknesses and bore our 
infirmities,” One who trod in the footsteps of our erring life, and 
who, though He yielded not to temptation even when offered all 
the kingdoms of this world, yet knew from experience the power 
of the influences that entice men away from the right. 

If, then, we hope to enjoy charity o qa ent from the Son of 
Man when our life work shall be unroll ore the gaze of Omnis- 
cience, how much more meet is it_ that with none but loving 
hands and broad charity should we lift the veil that covers from 
the eyes of the world the frailties of our dead brother? Without 
seeking to deny or minimize his shortcomings, let us speak of 
them in tones of sympathy and 0 and with a felt, even if 
unspoken, prayer that we may profit by his errors and be saved 
from the inherited weaknesses of our own natures. 

While our friend may not have attained international celebrity, 


let us not conclude t his life was not a success. The true 
measure of success is the work that we do for the generations to 
ae a rity, for humanity. He has not lived in vain who 
has filled 


e full measure of his opportunity, who has justly ex- 
ercised his means of serving his fellow-man, who has contributed 
something to the progress and happiness of humanity. In the 
laboriously framed fabric of nati greatness, woven and inter- 
woven with the threads of complicated purposes, conflicting in- 
terests, and mutual concession, no one man’s work is easily sepa- 
rated from that of his fellows. Where so many have contributed 
to a nation’s greatness and a nation’s glory it is difficult to mete 
out to each actor his proportionate share of credit for what it is 
or blame for what it is not; but the statutes of this country and 
the e . observation of many members of this body show that 
our friend and fellow-legislator played no unimportant part in 
the accomplishment of much that wasand is good. His eloquent 
voice was heard and his personal vote and general influence were 
cast for what he believed to be the pere good of his peuple and 
his country. Along the stream of his life work lie no dous 
cataracts whose reverberations tell the world he lived; but the 
current of his influence moved quietly and steadily on toward the 
achievement of his aim—the ocean of his country’s glory and 


greatness. 

Let us honor our dead by imitating his fidelity to trust and his 
chivalry of soul. Let us utilize his life even in his death, by draw- 
ing from it lessons that may ennoble our own lives, Duty above 


selfishness, the use for the public 
us by the voice of the people—let 
execution of these high aims may we find in our entire consecra- 
tion to public duty the surest safeguard against the temptations 
that beset him and us, and as a result of this consecration may we 
secure the highest reward attainable for duty well performed— 
the approbation of conscience and the deserved applause of the 
people we are here to represent. 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we to-day pay tribute to the 
memory of one who has been called from among us in the full 
vigor of matured manhood, and who it might reasonably have 
been expected would have been spared to his family, his friends 
and his country for many years. He had already accomplished. 
much, but apparently he barely reached the beginning of the 
broader career of usefulness and honor for which he seemed des- 
tined and for which he was so well fitted. 

The beginning of my 3 acquaintance with Mr. CRAIN 
Was of recent date, but I long known of him as one of the 
gifted sons of his native State, upon which he reflected so much 
credit, whom all delighted to honor, and in whose well-earned 
triumphs we took a just pride. 

At an age at which most lawyers are regarded as mere tyros in 
the profession Mr. CRAIN became the prosecuting attorney of his 
district, and by his courteous demeanor, his fair and honorable con- 
duct, and the vigorous and eminently successful manner in which 
he discharged the duties incumbent upon him he established him- 
self in the confidence and esteem and gained a hold upon the 
se of the people of his section of the State which was never 

paired. 

As a State senator he soon became widely known as a man of 
dauntless courage, of tireless energy, of unquestionable integrity, 
of excellent judgment, and as the most eloquent speaker and readi- 
est debater among the young leaders who were then forging to 
the front; and it was not strange that the members of his political 
party, which had suffered defeat in his Congressional district at 
the previous election, should have turned instinctively to him as 
the one person whom they A ahah to have bear their banner, 
and to whom they were willing to intrust the task of restoring 
their supremacy. He was nominated without de le as the 
candidate of his party and was triumphantly elected a member 
of the Forty-ninth and of each succeeding Congress. 

Of his work here much has been and more might be said. The 
courtly manners and chivalrous courtesy which had character- 
ized him in all the walks of life, the felicity with which he could 
express himself in debate, his Flossing address and happy faculty 
of forming acquaintances and making friends, soon caused Mr. 
CRAIN to become one of the best and most favorably known mem- 
bers of this 3 

Why he should have been called away in the very prime of life 
we can not understand. We can only deplore his loss and extend 
to his bereaved wife and fatherless children oursympathy. While 
we realize that no words of ours can— 


Soothe the cold ear of death— 


it will be some consolation to them to know that others share 
with them their sorrow; that others who knew him far from home 
and kindred had learned to love him and that they cherish his 
memory. 

To us, the comrades in his labors, his sudden and unexpected 
death should teach a solemn lesson. We are reminded that we, 
too, must respond to the summons to join the innumerable cara- 
yan, andi that we should prepare for ahh nobler, better, and 

0. 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, In the midst of life we are in 
death.” The truth of the quotation just given was never more 
strikingly illustrated than in the fate of the man to whose mem- 
ory we to-day do honor. 

One day standing in his place on the floor of this House, in the 
full flush of vigorous manhood, his voice ringing forth like a 
clarion in proclamation of what he believed was right, justice, 
and for the best interests of humanity, the next report was in- 
wafted upon the unwilling ears of his associates here that he was 
in the grasp of fell disease, and yet the next and the black, som- 
ber draping of his accustomed seat, surmounted by a white wreath 
of flowerets, symbolical of hope, laimed to us in lan 
impressively eloquent by its very silence that the stal wart 0 
was cold in death, that the pores 97 755 voice was for aye hushed, 
and that the immortal spirit of WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN had passed 
from the brief here into the never-ending hereafter, and that as a 
fellow-mortal in earthly avocation we should meet and greet him 
no more forever. 

The story of his life’s vicissitudes is eventful and interesting, 
but I leave its recital to those who were more intimately associated. 
with him in his career than I, 


of the opportunities given 
ese be our aims. And in the 
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He was a leader 271 6 men, but the task of describing his great 
qualities of leadership I leave to those who have followed where 
he led in the great battle of politics. s 

He was an orator bounteously endowed by nature with match- 
less powers of eloquence, ripened almost into perfection by years 
of training and experience in public life, but to those who have 
many times and often listened to his ringing sentences I leave the 
task of describing his wonderful abilities and powers as an orator. 

The Hon. WILLIAM Henry CRAIN was to me a stranger. In the 
brief time we were associates on the floor of this House I never 
had the honor of addressing to him a single word in conversation 
or of grasping his hand in an introductory clasp. 

But scenes and pictures oftentimes appear upon the panorama 
of passing events that enable a stranger instantaneously to judge 
the character of a fellow-stranger in certain lines better, far bet- 
ter and more accurately, than a lifetime of intimate acquaintance 
would enable him to judge, and such an opportunity was afforded 
me to so judge him. 

The only public utterance that I ever heard WILLIAM HENRY 
Crain make was when he stood up in his place and such a. vivid 
word picture of battle painted that we could hear the rattle of 
the drums, the blare of the trumpet, the shrill notes of the bugle, 
and the scream of the fife cheering men on to carnage, and the 
deep resonant tones of commanding officers as they urged their 
men to stand firm. 3 

So vivid was the picture that we could see long lines of infantry 
marching and countermarching; could see the smoke of their 
muskets and hear the whistle of bullets as they sped on their mis- 
sion of death. i * 

We could see batteries of artillery op into position with al- 
most automatic precision, could hear the reverberating roar of the 

ieces as they belched forth their awful missiles of annihilation, 
ear the rattle of grape and canister, the crash of solid shot, and 
the wild shriek of the shell. r 

Spellbound by his magic eloquence we saw the charging squad- 
rons of horsemen meet in battle shock, and could hear the very 
csan g steel as saber clanked against saber in the terrible music 
of death. 

Then with the hand of a master he shifted the scenes, and we be- 
held with horror the awful ravages of war after deadly battle, 
where Americans had met Americans on the red field of conflict 
in fratricidal strife, and by the pale moonlight, so vivid was the 
description, could we see rows upon rows of dead warriors and 
thousands of shot-torn, saber-slashed, mangled, and wounded 
fellow-men lying on the carnage-swept field. £ 

Then his yoice sank into the pathos of inexpressible tenderness 
as he described, with such startling reality that before our eyes 
we could see them there, the black-robed sisters, ministering 
angels of the church he loved so well—flitting to and fro among 
the stricken ones, closing the eyes of the dead, moistening the lips 
of the dying and ban ging the torn and mangled with women’s 
tender tingers—black-ro sisters, with vision keen as eagle’s 
to discover suffering, but with eyes so stricken with the color- 
blindness of heavenly charity that they were utterly unable to 
discover whether the recipients of their kindly ministrations wore 
the gray of the Confederacy or the blue of the Union. 

And when he closed with splendid peroration, the curtains of his 
secret soul were rolled away and a grand and noble trait of char- 
acter stood revealed in WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN, the most godlike 
trait that mortal man can a deep and abiding love for 
his fellow-man and a boundless sympathy for oppressed humanity. 

And when the funeral train, bearing all that was mortal of the 
Congressman, ing southward, reached the borders of his 
nativeState, evidences of his love and sympathy for his fellow-man 
multiplied, for love and sympathy always beget love and sympa- 
thy in return, and the uncovered crowds that watched the cortége 
pass by bore upon their faces that wan and disconsolate expres- 
sion that one sees upon the faces of those who stand by the grave 
of a friend. 

And when we reached the beautiful city of Cuero, his home for 
many years, the throng of people thatso sadly awaited our arrival 
bore upon their faces that look of sad and desolate loneliness that 
one sees upon the face of one who has lost one dearer than a friend. 
` Loving hands bore him from the funeral train to his modest 
residence, and there in state he lay; and multitudes of people— 
white, black, rich, poor, of all conditions of life—old men and 
women tottering on staves, men and women in life's autumn time, 
husbands and wives in the full vigor of noontide existence, youths 
and maidens, little children led by the hand—came to look once 
more and for the last time upon the features of him they had 
loved and honored. No idle motive of curiosity prompted them 
thus to come. Grief—deep, all-pervading grief—was the impellin; 
force that moved them to look again upon him they loved so well 
in life. Sorrow, heartfelt sorrow, was ey here manifest, and 
the tears of those who knew him longest and knew him best that 
that day fell upon his casket constituted a eulogy more eloquent 
than mortal lips can utter, 


And as I gazed upon the sorrow-stricken features of those who 
stood round his bier the beautiful poem of Leigh Hunt came to 
my mind: 


An rangar writing in a book of gold. 

Ex ing peace had made Ben Adhem bold, 

And to the presence in the room he said: 

“What writest thou? The vision raised its head, 
And, with a look made all of sweet accord, 
Answered, “ The names of those who love the Lord.” 
“And is mine one? asked Abou. “Nay, not so,” 
Replied the angel. Abou spoke more low, 

But cheerily still, and said: I pray thee, then, 
Write me as one who loves his fellow-men.” 

The angel wrote and vanished. The next night 

It came again with a great wakening vene 

And showed the names of those whom love of God had blest, 
And lo! Ben Adhem's name led all the rest. 


I would not have you think that WILLIAM Henry CRAIN was a 
man perfect. No doubt he had failings many, for he was mortal. 
No doubt he had faults numerous, for he was, like us, human. But 
when I saw the fond remembrance in which he was held by friends 
and neighbors, I doubted not but that in God's great ledger, the 
only account books where mistakes are never made and where 
errors never creep in, over inst the name of WILLIAM HENRY 
CRAIN, written in letters of brightest gold, were the words: He 
loved his fellow-men.” 

After brief but impressive services in the church where, with 
wife and loved ones, he oft had worshiped, he was borne, y 
borne,to burial. Deep in the bosom of his much-loved State they 
laid him down to rest and to await the Archangel’s summons, 
Peace, peace to his ashes. 

No stately column need be raised to Pad gad his memory 
among the sons of Texas or their descendants. 

In the hearts of Texans has he left a monument much more 
lasting than marble tomb or time-enduring granite shaft. 


Mr. McDEARMON. Mr. Speaker, it was not my privilege to 
enjoy an intimate social acquaintance with the distinguished 
gentleman whose life and character we are considering. I had 
the honor to serve with him in the Fifty-third Congress and until 
his death in this, but my personal associations with him did not 
extend beyond a passing acquaintance and a few casual conversa- 
tions. I was, however, attracted by his courtly bearing, knightly 
courtesy, and distinguished mien upon my first entrance into this 
body as a member, and I soon discovered that he was one of the 
leading spirits of the exceptionally able body of men, as a whole, 
who composed the membership of this House in the Fifty-third 
Con . His commanding appearance, melodious voice, pol- 
ished manner, vigorous and impassioned but faultlessly classical 
language, his clear, logical, and forceful eee always com- 
manded the closest attention of the House, challenging the respect 
of his political opponents, the aongnt and pride of his friends, 
and the admiration and applause of all. Mr. CRAIN was, in the 
true sense of the word, an orator. He possessed a vivid and 
towering imagination. His mind had been well trained in his 
early youth, and when I first knew him it had become richly laden 
with varied and valuable information. He had drunk deep at 
the fountain of knowledge and was endowed with its rarest 
fruits. His ability to clothe the most commonplace thoughts in 
the choicest rhetoric was striking and remarkable. His long ex- 

rience as a member of this y and his familiarity with pub- 
ic affairs, coupled with his general information, enabled him to 
bear a varie ana honorable part in all of the great discussions 
which made the Fifty-third Congress memorable. 

He never failed to illumine any subject which he debated or 
to instruct and enlighten his heaters with his incisive and lucid 
aramona or to entrance them with his matchless eloquence. 
While my social intercourse with him was limited, as I have 
stated, yet I recall several little incidents with which he was con- 
nected which gave me an insight into his character, which, to- 
gether with what I have learned about him since his death, con- 
vinced me that he was a man of the most scrupulous integrity 
and chivalric honor; and that his lofty soul was incapable of a 
low thought or an ignoble act. 

He impressed me as being a man of superb moral and physical 
courage; a high-spirited, cultured, dignified, and accomplished 
gentleman in every sense of that too-often abused term. When 
the proceedings of this House were interrupted last February by 
the solemn and startling announcement that WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 
who had so recently been an active and Press participant 
in the discussion of the grave questions which then engaged our 


attention, was dead, that he had been suddenly cut down in the 
pame of his splendid manhood, had journeyed to that ‘‘un- 

iscovered country from whose bourn no traveler returns,” we 
had another and a deeply impressive reminder and admonition 
that we are all sojourners here, and that sooner or later we, too, 
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I was unusually shocked by the announcement of Mr. CRAIN’sS 
death, and was very soon thereafter designated as one of the com- 
mittee appointed by the Chair to escort his remains to his far-off 
home in southern Texas. - 

Our long, sad journey on the funeral train, deeply draped in 
the gloomy habiliments of death, in its rapid flight seen the 
great Commonwealths of Old Virginia, the two Carolinas, Georgis, 
Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas, ever and anon flitting past his- 
toric spots where in the not Jong ago great armies of Americans 
contended in bloody strife with brother Americans; the lamenta- 
tions of the stricken widow and orphans; the sweetly solemn and 
peculiarly impressive ceremonies and sermon by the Catholic 
clergy in the church where he was accustomed to worship, and 
se 8 e open grave on the hillside where we left our brother asleep, 

5 — 75 awaken in my mind the emotions of sym- 
pathy for those who Rop and to lead me to contemplate the life 
and character of him whose remains it became my sad duty to 
bury. The many noble traits of character and manly 
ich characterized our departed brother have been 
jlovingly described and eloquently portrayed by his distinguished 
colleagues, whose good fortune it was to know him as a companion 
‘and to love him as a friend. His brilliant achievements as a 
statesman and valuable public services to his State and to the 
nation during his long and honorable career as a member of this 
House have been graphically and faithfully recounted by those 
who served with him from his advent into public life, and who 
witnessed his labors and rejoiced at his glorious triumphs. 

But his votes and public utterances are tran in the im- 

ishable archives of the several in whose i 


Congress 
rially affected the welfare and destiny of our country, his influence 
has been felt and his voice has been heard in advocacy of the ri 
and in condemnation of the wrong. Idoubt whether the es 
OE any oer of te many se ee eloquent statesmen whose foot- 
rints are interspersed the volumes of the CONGRESSIONAL 
. will, in beauty purity of diction, rhetorical 
and polish, together with vigorous ts and sound gic, 
surpass those of WILLIAM H. CRAIN. ions that are to fol- 
low will take our when we are gone and will pass impartial 
popen is actions and ours the transcript of our 
spo. wurde and votes as we leave them upon record. 

Mr. CRAIN has his entrance and his exit. His gentle spirit 
which made others happier by its charming influence came upon 
earth, dwelt among men for a brief season, and departed as mys- 
teriously as it came. 

The light of his genius dazzled and bewitched us during his 
„ it was extinguished the world seemed darker 

ra time. 

He was fondly loved by those who knew him 3 
Throngs of his constituents and friends from far and near, includ- 
ing the governor of the State and his staff, came on special trains 
to ify of their grief and to mourn at the grave of their friend 
and leader. The entire population of his home, the beautiful and 
picturesque city of Cuerro, paid affectionate tribute to his mem- 
ory by attending en masse his funeral, while many tears and sobs 
testified that true hearts sincerely mourned the death of one th 
fondly loved. I feel, Mr. Speaker, that this House has lost a val- 
uable and able member, the country a loyal and patriotic citizen, 
and the world a noble man by the death of WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 
I reverently offer this poor tribute to his memory. 

Peace to his ashes, 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, it became my sad duty, by your 
appointment, to accompany the remains of the Hon. WILLIAM H. 
to their last resting place, to his home in Texas, there to be 
a Christian burial among his relatives and friends, and I 
ve now been asked to submit a few remarks in respect to his 
memory. It was not my to be intimately acquainted 
with our deceased brother. In fact, I never had the pleasure of 
being formally introduced to him, and therefore can say but little 
of his ity, as can those who knew him well and were his 
associates in his long and honorable career in this bod 
That he was a man of 


y. 

t learning and ability, ever ready to 
serye his constituents and fight manfully for their rights, is fully 
evidenced by the official records of this House. 

That his services were duly appreciated by his constituents his 
return to Congress for so many consecutive terms fully testifies. 
One of the best things that can be said of any man is that those 
who knew him best—those among whom he was born and grew 
7 manhood, those among whom and with whom he has spent 
whole life—loved him, honored him, and believed him worthy 


The Hon. WILLIAM H. CRAIN was a native of the great State 
of Texas. He oer up on its mighty plains, in its genial climate, 
and among the liberty-loving and generous people of that great 
State, beloved and honored 2 all its people. 

It was they who recognized his worth and ability; it was they 
who elected him district attorney while yet a very young man. 
It was his neighbors and friends who sent him to represent them 
in the senate of his native State at the age of 28 years. 

It was those who knew him and appreciated his great learning 
and ability who sent him to represent them in this Hall during 
the Forty-ninth Co and returned him at every Congres- 
sional election th up to this ess. 

No man served his constituency more loyally than he. Noman 
in either House of Congress was more beloved than he who has 
gone to his last resting g place. 

That he had his faults no one will attempt to deny, but who 
tas not faults? That he had many virtues al who know him bear 

mony. 

During our long journey through the sunny Southland, and 
especially when we reached his native State and Congressional 
district, the people turned out in vast multitudes, regardless of 
party or sect, to view the funeral train, and to pay their respects 
to the remains of their Representative and friend. Thousands of 

x all along the route through Texas at every station stood 
with uncoy: heads to pay their last sad respects to our de- 
parted friend and brother, 

When the funeral train arrived at Cuero, the beautiful little 
city where for so rat ber he had resided with his interestin 

amily, every business house was closed, and the people ee 
out en masse to receive the mortal remains of their neighbor and 


It was indeed a sad home coming. It was a great and sad be- 
reavement to his stricken family. t the high respect and love 
borne for him by those who knew him best was shown on every 


His funeral was largely attended, not only by the people of his 
Congressional district, but by prominent men throughout the 
Sata 3 of Texas, together with his staff, came to 
pay their respects. 

Catholic bishop of the diocese and other clergy came to 
assist at his funeral and to give words of consolation and cheer to 
his bereaved family, and nds of men and women, repre- 
senting all classes of people, stood around the open grave and 
6 

othing we can say or do here to-day will add to or take from 
the record he made for himself and his country during that long 
period in which he was in its service. We can only pay our last 
tribute to his menig, 

He has gone to that home beyond ag, Spe river, and where, in 
the course of nature, we, too, will soon follow him. 5 

Let us remember all that was good and true in his nature, and 
forget those frailties and shortcomings which universally afflict 

ind, and from which none of us tin ant 

Farewell, our brother, sleep peacefully th thy native sod. 
Sleep on until that t day when all who sleep shall arise and 
be judged by a righteous judgment, by Him who knoweth our 
innermost motives and actions, and who rewardeth according to 
our merits. Again farewell! 


Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, the custom 3 the 
House of Representatives when death stalks in its mi and 
carries away any of its members, to memorialize the life, charac- 


ter, and of the dead is a beautiful one, notwithstanding 
re ne oat H of many distinguished members of this 
body who are endeayoring to abolish memorial services. I still 
say it is a beautiful custom, and long may it last! 

e man whose memory we honor to-day by this custom, WIL- 
LIAM HENRY CRAIN, was in the city of Galveston, Tex., No- 
vember 25, 1848. He was the first native son of the Lone Star 


ated from that famous 
valedictorian of his class. 

After an absence of twelve years in the North, young CRAIN 
returned to Texas. For two years he lived on a ranch, worked 
as a cowboy, rode wild horses and drove cattle, and performed 
all the guon Pee to a cowboy on a ranch; but growing 
tired of that life, he moved to Indianola, then a thrivin cty in 
Texas, and there taught school, While teaching he studied aw 
with Messrs. Stockdale & Proctor, and was admitted to the bar 
and licensed to practice in 1871, 


1896. 


In July, 1878, he married Miss a G. Mitchell, daughter 
of Capt. I. N. Mitchell, of Indianola. The result of this union 
living to-day are six children, four boys and two girls, namely: 
Frank, Viva, William Heny; James Kerr, Newton Mitchell, and 
Mary, varying in ages from 7 to 21 years. Ene 

In 1872 he was elected district attorney of the Twenty-third 15 
dicial district and served until 1876. this position he, by his 
brilliancy and versatility, soon attracted attention, making for 
himself in this office a splendid record. When he entered on the 
discharge of the duties of his office the country was overrun with 
malefactors of every description. When he retired from office 
nearly all the malefactors had left that section of the country, 
and law had taken the place of lawlessness. Owing to the ardu- 
ous duties attendant upon this position and being somewhat shat- 
tered in health, he re a reelection to the office of district 
attorney, but accepted a nomination as State senator from the 
Democratic party to represent the Seventh district, to which posi- 
tion he was elected practically without opposition. In that body 
he was an active worker, taking high rank for a young man, and 
at that time even was looked on as one of the coming men of the 
State. Owing to change of residence he resigned after a single 
session. 

He then removed to Hallettsville and practiced his profession 
with Col. S. C. Patten for four years. he was successful, and 
soon built up a large and lucrative practice. While an active 
member of the Democratic party, and always useful and untiring 
in his efforts for his ambitious friends, he was not an aspirant for 
any office, but was prevailed upon, on account of his oratorical abil- 
ity, to serve as an elector for the State at large on the Hancock 
ticket in 1880. 

Prior to 1882 he removed to Cuero, Dewitt County, which, 
under the apportionment of 1881, was placed in the Seventh Con- 
= istrict. Here he formed a law partnership with the 
on. Rudolph Kleberg, who was 1 elected to fill his unex- 

term in this While eben was never 

issolved, it was merely nominal after his tion to Congress in 
1884. He represented the Seventh ional district continu- 
ously until 1892, when a redistricting of the State placed him in 
the th. This last district he represented since its formation. 
He never attended but one convention at which he was a candi- 


date, notwithstanding that at times there was a deal of oppo- 
sition. He was el to the Forty-ninth, ieth, Fifty-first, 
Fifty-second, Fifty-third, and Fifty-fourth esses. At the 
expiration of this it was his papos, he lived, to 


decline further service in public life, and soannounced to his con- 
stituency several months prior to his death, His most bitter ene- 
mies have always accorded to him honesty of purpose and the 
courage of his convictions, Į 

He the love and confidence of his constituents to are- 
wer in his section of his 


his opinion. 
ore his death, he made 


Mr. Chairman, goin back or thirty-five a war was 
the dissolution this Union. iers 8 both sides of 
and Dixon’s line flocked to the standards of what bt considered right. The 


on one side soldier on the other. 

side of the Union, there came upon the battlefields the white- mes- 

sengers of peace, robed in the raiments of mercy and ty. many a 
e ministrations 


tongue of 
tiful creatures, who, pene by soldiers and officers, as well 
the President of the Uni e the erent seen. sod lamented Lin 
a to them. Was there shy gu ion then on the part o 
ee D 
to those sol t 
whom he now represents, rise in their 
itable work of those angelic forms in 
one word of was uttered then. Yet th 


fidelity 
A in view of the fact that this commi 
its vote in favor of the ap tion for the National A tion for the 
Relief of Destitute Col ‘omen and Children (for which I voted), in view 
of the fact-that that is an assertion on our that the institution is not 
private in its character and is nonsectarian, although according to the state- 
hairman 8 riations it is in no wise 
different from the one now before us for consi: 2 I fail to see how our 
Republican brethren can vote against the appropriation. 


His interest in the future Sere gts of southwestern Texas | T 


from a speech delivered at 


is shown by the following yest i oe 


Corpus Christi on Tuesday, Marc 


The e of the North and West want to find a more con clima: 
than now enjoy in their t homes. They are well aware that 
no such climate and soil can be found anywhere in world as are found 


within the confines of the State of Texas. water in itself would not build 


thers, sons, and brothers bared their breasts to repel the invaders. 
But that era has happil: times o want another 
Tn invasion, an: invaders with open arms a 


velop the resources of the country. 
. nearly doubled in the last decade, and it can 
go on and double for the next d „and the next, and the next, and still 
ere will be room for more industrious settlers in this grand empire. All 
these settlers will contribute to the wealth and gen of the country, 
and will furnish export cargoes for the ships of the world that will enter 
your deep-water ports a few years hence. Without these settlers Texas 
would not derive any great benefit to the State at from deep water 


It is the back country after all that makes great cities, and it is the d 
back country of the whole Union that has crested and maintained the large 
commercial ci along the Atlantic try 


Seaboard. Without the back coun: 
maintained. We want the hardy 


me- 
chanics, and artisans in the next few years southwest Texas will leap 
forwrant with a bound that will astonish the world. They are surely com- 
ing, and you should welcome them and bid them join hands with you and 
lend nature a helping hand. Cut up your pastures into small tracts, sell 
them to the man with the hoe, and prosperity will follow in his tracks. He 

the ucts of the soil for merchand: ht 


will have to exchange ise 

hither by rail and water. will raise a family, and every member be 
both a er and a consumer, and the wealth of the country will be in- 
cr proportionately. 


Mr. CRAIN was a ripe scholar, and was shortly before his death 
paid a compliment by that eminenteducationist and great scholar, 
. William Everett, of Massachusetts, in reply to a communica- 
tion from a gentleman in this city, who wrote to know if Dr. Ever- 
ett had been correctly quoted in expressing his appreciation of the 
former’s ability to handle his mother tongue. This was the reply: 
Quincy, Mass., December 26, 1895. 
My DEAR SIR: You were not misinformed. My seat was very near Mr, 
‘s, and I had constant ities to hear him, both in con —.— 


. His was simply faul t, natural, 
out a trace of . provincialism, or wy, language of a culti- 
TEO AIOE: e ees NA OENE SES SS WEN ee 
I avoid comparisons, but it was a delight to me to hear anyone talk whose 
would satisfy every r 


is the native 
Yours, very truly, WILLIAM EVERETT. 
EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 

The admiration which Mr. CRAIN had won in early life as an 
entertaining and amiable companion in private society increased 
with his years. Those who knew him not within the circle of 
friendship knew him only by halves. He was always what he 
appeared, the scholar and the gentleman, the entertaining and 
instructive companion; polite, yet friendly; social, yet cas yp be 
In his friendships he was strong, firm, and unalterable. He had 
great benevolence, ideas of Wwilanthropy, and no tongue 
or pen can do him more justice than hi kind deeds for men, 
* and children, and those deeds are usually outdone by the 


ing. 

He was at his of duty when suddenly taken ill on Thurs- 
day afternoon, February 6, suffering severely from a cold con- 
tracted at the Southern Relief Society ball on the night of Feb- 
ruary 4, and died of pneumonia on the Monday following, in the 
meridian of a most useful life. His death was a shock to the 
House, to his constituency, and to me a personal bereavement. 

Mr. CRAIN was not unmindful of his end, yet seemed not to 
dread it, but patiently and placidly waited the hour appointed to 
all living, and as the dawn was breaking he y passed 
to eternal rest. Thus died the Hon. WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN, on 
Monday, February 10, 1896. On the same night the committee 
of the two Houses of Congress with the remains of the great 
“eae statesman started on the long sad journey to his far-distant 

me. 

From Houston his venerable and sorrow- stricken mother, with 
delegations of his friends and constituents from the surrounding 
country, accompanied the body to his home and family. As the 
draped car passed through the towns of the district he loved so 
well, sorrow was plainly seen upon the faces of the people, for 
the voice of their e ent and chivalrous Representative was now 
hushed forever. 

He was buried in the cemetery at Cuero, his home. The sun 
shone bright and clear on that day, but it —— no delight to 
the eyes, no cheer to the hearts of his friends. Flags hung from 
every pole at half-mast, business was ended, and the schools 
were closed to enable the children of his home to look for the last 
time upon his intellectual face and to witness the commitment 
to mother earth of the body of Texas’s noble son. Tributes were 
offered and resolutions were adopted throughout the State ex- 
pressive of the sorrow of the Bt Courts were adjourned and 
res was paid to his memory by bench, bar, and press. 

nago aaah B. Green, a distinguished jurist of San Antonio, 
ex., said: 

I unhesitatingly say that I believe he is the most brilliant man Texas ever 
Wi I know towed 


sent to of no man upon whom nature bes more 
of her gifts, in an intimate uaintance with him I never knew him to 


te | exercise any of his p eros gifts except for the good of his fellow-men, He was 
VOCA 


very strong as an te, and particularly strong in legislative and parlia- 
men bođies. His cou with made 
FFC ress, and „„ our 
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section of the State. He accomplished and was instrumental in accomplish- 
ing many works that tend to the material roar of our State, and upon 

of the future gigantic developments of our particular section the cor- 
stones thereof should have inscribed the name of WILLIAM HENRY 


RAIN. 

Ican not rl the estimate that should be upon him as a 
companion 3 — Pubs servant, and man. It would ne ore one of his 
rare qualities and powers to write a suitable eul: his memory. 
Suffice it to say that he used his — endowment by nature for the 
good and honor of his State and ict, and that he was eminently a useful 
man. 


Ju Thomas M. Paschal, of Texas, a colleague of his in the 
last ion wrote thus: 


who have crossed the t river and now rest beneath the shade 

trees will the mantle of ty be more completely drawn than over 

him. At the foot of none will be laid more lasting or genuine tribute. And 

e eie ever shed a tear as his name is en, or his words and deeds 
remem 


The press of the State which had honored him, and which he 
had honored, laid tributes of grief and sorrow on his bier. I quote 
the following from the Laredo News: 

To pay tribute to this man is the duty of Mater A man who called him friend. 
To those from whom he differed, both in politics and religion, he accorded 
the test freedom, and expected nothing less than he gave, and even 

had nothing to teach him in friendship. Could it be possible that such 
aman could go to t that mind could not conceive without a ue an 


—.— of them was WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN 
of 


The El Paso Times said: 


His bitterest enemies have always accorded to him honesty of purpose and 
the courage of his convictions. BILL CRAIN will live in the pale moo ht of 


3 and his name will shine resplendent in the list of patriots who have 
larstar. By 


over the river to rest in the shade of the trees. 
To his political promises he was constant as the 
his friends, through calm and storm, he stood like the granite 
hills. He knew the People; the ple knew him. Many times 
he was their standard bearer. e was never defeated and never 
surrendered until he bowed his head in death. 
And now he sleeps in the breast of the mother State he loved 
and served so well. Farewell, friend CRAIN. Thy life’s battle 
is over. May thy soul find sweet rest in the sleep of the dead, and 


when the morning light breaks on resurrection day may your 
soul ascend to that abode above where all is peace and all is love. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it was not my privilege to 
enjoy a very intimate acquaintance with WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN, 
but the short acquaintance I had with him endeared him to me 
very strongly. I think I do not go beyond the bounds of reason 
and fairness when I say that he was truly one of God’s noblemen. 
The gentlemen who have preceded me and who have uttered words 
of earnest eul were, most of them, much more intimatel 
acquainted with him than I was. They have told you, in beauti- 
ful and expressive language, of his career at college, how his 
kindly nature and his broad and generous sympath endeared 
him to every member of his class, and how at t early age he 

ve promise of future greatness. They have followed his course 
in the days of his early manhood in his native State. They have 
told you of his service as district attorney, an office which de- 
mands the exercise of the best judgment, and sometimes of the 
stern spirit of justice, and they have described how, in that ca- 
pacity, he was first of all true to the Commonwealth, true to the 
people, and how, regardless of friend or foe, he always meted out 
exact justice. They have described his career as a leader in the 
senate of Texas, and told you how he then manifested the same 
abilities and qualities which afterwards made him eminent in this 
House, 

He became a member of this body in the year 1884. By his abil- 
ity, by his knowledge of popao airs, by his wisdom, his fore- 
thought, and his TA PEA he soon became a prominent factorin 
the Howe of Representatives, I remember when, by reason of ill 
health, I was absent from the deliberations of this body on the 
occasion of the first debate of the District appropriation bill, Iread 
the sentiments spoken by Mr. CRAIN on t oor—words which 
have been quoted by the gentleman who has preceded me—and I 
remember how proudand happy I felt that there was in this Cham- 
ber a man holding the same religious views which I held, belong- 
ing to the same church to which I belonged, who was ready to 
stand up here to defend her principles and defend her sons and 
daughters when unjustly attacked. But that was to be expected 
from WILLIAM Henry Crain. He was always loyal and devoted 
to his church, vais loyal and devoted to her teachings. In all 
the debates in which he participated in this body he showed him- 
self to be one of the keenest observers, one of the best informed 
members, one who had always the interests of the whole people in 
view, one who could at all times abn eae upon to cast his vote 
in the interest of justice and of broad humanity. 


The gentleman who has preceded me . CROWLEY] read to 
the House a few moments ago the graceful tribute paid by Dr. 
Everett to the beauty of the diction and the rhetoric of Mr. CRAIN, 
Nothing that I could say would add to that, and I will not at- 
‘one to make any addition to itother than to say that such a trib- 
utefrom sucha source, coming from aman in my own State whose 
abilities in that line are ira keri to be among the most eminent 
in our Commonwealth, is highly honorable and must be very grati- 
fying to those who hold the memory of Mr. CRAIN in admiring 
and affectionate remembrance. 

Mr. Speaker, WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN is no more. He diedin 
this beautiful city of Washington during the cold, bleak days of 
winter. His body lies entombed beneath the n fields of Texas. 
The flowers of spring now grow and blush above his grave, and 
we, the members of this House, gather here ae to pay tribute 
to his noble qualities. In gne let me say, Mr. en that 
it seems to me that Boyle OReilly typified such a inan as Mr. 
CRAIN most eloquently when he wrote the beautiful lines which 


end: 
Sonis, brothers; here was a teacher, 
And the lessons he taught were good; 
There are no classes nor races, 
But one human brotherhood. 


There are no creeds to be outlawed, 
Mankind is une in is ri hts and 
One right, one hope, — 8 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. S er, I was not apprised until a few 
moments before I entered the Hall that there were to be eulogies 
this afternoon upon our departed colleague, WILLIAM HENRY 
Crain, and therefore I have not prepared myself to say anything 
formally, but stillI can not forego this opportunity of paying my 
tribute of respect to the memory of a man who, during more than 
ten years in this Congress, commanded my admiration and affec- 
tion. My early acquaintance with Mr. CRAIN, upon his entering 
Congress, sprang from a very peculiar coincidence. Before he 
was born, and when I had been born but a little while, my father, 
William Milliken, of Montville, Me., went to Texas. He built a 
number of houses at Port Lavaca. During his first year there the 
Comanche Indians, who were then very strong and very hostile to 
the whites, raided the town, scalped the men, violated the women, 
and set the town on fire. Those who could do so took to boats 
and vessels to secure their safety. 

On the same boat with my father was a very beautiful and ac- 
complished girl. Eight years afterwards, having been married, 
there was born to her a boy; and in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
that boy, having grown to manhood, I met as a coll e in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives. It was WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 
our departed coll e and friend. His mother, a very charming 
lady, was in Washington several years ago, and recollected the 
Indian raid upon Port Lavaca and allits terrible details, which, 
of course, were most interesting history tome. The coincidence 
to which I have referred attracted me to Mr. CRAIN, gave mea 
personal interest in him, a feeling of warm friendship for him, 
and I became more intimate with him on that account than I should 
otherwise have been. It was an intimacy that was always most 
gratifying to 9 for I found him to be one of the most lovable 
characters that I had ever had the good fortune to know. 

WILLIAM H. CRAIN was a brave, honest, earnest man. His 
handsome face, his fine physique, his manly bearing, his uniform 
courtesy and kindness, and his generous nature could not fail to 
make him attractive to every one who had a heart and a mind to 
admire that which is good and beautiful. 

Even if I were ever so well prepared, I am sure, Mr. Speaker. 
that I could not say anything that would be satisfactory to m if 
on this occasion. There are times in human life when the feelin, 
which well up in the heart can not find adequate expression in 
words. When the devout Christian stands by the altar and par- 
takes of the bread and wine which to him, if to no one else, is the 
blood and body of the Saviour whom he worships, and in whose 
pure life and painful, tragic death he thinks he sees his only hope 
ofa ee beyond the grave, he does it in subdued tones or 
silence. en the Mohammedan, at the setting of the sun, kneels 
down and makes his orisons, he does it in utterance inaudible; and 
when a man stands by the deathbed of a friend, or thinks of him 
as we do to-day of here pone over the dark and shadowy river, 
tears alone are his na ree fe: ti So, while I would gladly 
pay to our deceased and lamented co e a tribute such as I feel 
and such as he deserves, it is not possible for me to do so, 

He has gone to return to us no more upon the shores of time. 
We shall see his incomings and outgoings no longer. His eloquent 
voice has been hushed. e charm of his material presence we 
shall feel here not again. But I feel that the influence of his 
noble qualities of mind and heart will ever linger with us as lin- 
gers the perfume of a sweet flower even when we have long 
parted from it. 
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We will cherish his memory as a ion most dear to us. 
Let us hope and believe that his eyes have opened to the morning 
light of a never-ending day. Let us have faith that he dwells be- 
neath the smile of that Divine Power who created life, not to be 
swallowed up in death, but to be renewed, purified, and ed 
in a realm of clearer light and broader vision, where the noblest 
aspirations and dest dreams of our lives here shall become 
our assured and beautiful realities. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I had not such an acquaintance 
with the gentleman whose memory we mourn to-day as would 
warrant me in any detailed remarks in the way of a funeral ora- 
tion or eulogium upon his character. What I have heard others 
say concerning him certainly has been calculated to bring a senti- 
ment of complacency to our minds in connection with him: In the 
first place, that he was a gallant man, and in the next, that he had 
faith; and if these were possessed by him he fulfilled and carried 
out the requirements of two of the t cardinal virtues taught 
in the Divine Word. We have been instructed to add to our faith, 
as the best of virtues which man can , manliness and cour- 
rage; and certainly there can be nothing more appropriate for a 
man who represents and loves the people than to kebi bit the spirit, 
the sentiment, and the practice of bravery and manliness, 

Mr. Speaker, I am always delighted whenever I see among pub- 
lic men that generous tone of bearing toward their associates, that 
unselfish attitude of action and opinion, which indicates to my 
mind the 3 of true manliness. 

As I said on a former occasion, greatness in human life is not to 
be measured alone by intellectual powon It is a faculty that 
concerns the heart as well as the in. A man must have a 
great soul to bea greatman. He may have very many infirmities 
and man illos, but if the soul is broad, full of humanity 
and 8 and of charity, he has in his heart some of the 
elements that make a great man. And then, if he has a broad in- 
tellect, with discriminating, comprehensive faculties of the mind 
and acumen to perceive circumstances, conditions, or situations 
and make them available to the interests of human nature, I think 
he needs no qualifications that go to make up a great man. And 
in so far as this was amanly man, aman of that character, he had 
at least the elements of greatness in his composition. So far as I 
had an opportunity in being acquainted with him I found him 
brave and intellectual. 

I have been pleased, Mr. Speaker, on these funeral occasions, 
the with disposition of kindliness which has been manifested on 
the part of the members of this body to speak well of those who 
have left us. In voting and speaking upon a resolution in rd 
toa oe irs to do away with the memorial services, such as 
those which Congress has been in the habit of practicing in the 
past, I took the ground and made remarks touching the point 
that if nothing else were to be gained than an opportunity to 
speak well of those who have left us it seems to me that the ex- 
ercises would be well worth the trouble and the time. 

I said that public men, and particularly men in deliberative 
bodies, were too likely to find out what was objectionable in, and to 
enlarge upon the shortcomings of, their confreres and fellows, but 
that these funeral occasions afforded ially favorable oppor 
tunities for magnifying what they had found, if they never 
before acknowledged it, good and broad and great in their de- 
parted fellows. was impressed with this idea during the 
services that were held the other day. These manly intellects, 
broad hearts, affectionate natures which we find in representative 
men, such as those that have passed away from these scenes and 
are sleeping the last long sleep of death—I say these broad intel- 
lects, ever seeking to know more and more of the mysterious and 
the mighty, and these enlarged affectional impulses of the human 
soul, to me are presumptive arguments in favor of another life. 

I do not and can not believe that so much of good material, 
intellectual, affectional, spiritual, social, was ever intended to be 
interwrought into a human structure for the existence and the 
limitations of only three score years and ten. When an architect 
builds a magnificent temple he lays the foundation deep in the 
soil, constructs it of impregnable and lasting marble, spreads the 
architrave and extends the walls, so that it shall not be a thing 
of a season; but, with all its grandeur and costliness and splen- 
dor, the idea underlies the whole operation that it is to last for 
generations, and he would, if he could, like theancient Egyptians, 
aim at immortality with material things. I can not believe that 
Almighty God, the skillful and eternal Creator who has con- 
structed the strange architecture of the little pebble and the fine 
fiber and fabric of the wing of the tiny insect, which can keep its 
piace in the pathway of the eagle through the storm—that that 

ivine hand, with all its skill, ever incorporated so much valua- 
ble material in a human life to let it cease utterly at the end of 
three score years and ten. 

I wanted to say this here in this House, and that was the pur- 
pose I had in rising. I believe that death is not the end of all 
things; that it is not the destruction of the living power; that the 


fact that we live now is a presumption that we shall live here- 


after, unless it can be shown that death is the destruction of the 
living power, and I think every presumption is against it. And 
though we may not be willing to go into the fine-spun philosophy 
of theology, I think this 3 lays itself at the door of the 
common sense of every man. ere is too much in us to pass 
away with a season. These men who have left us will live again 
somewhere, in the undiscovered country to which we are hasten- 
ing: and it is a good thing for us toremember that we are mortal 
and that we are immortal, and that our immortality carries with 
it a responsibility which is as becoming and as fitting and as 
effective in a legislator as in any other man in the community. 

I have long since thought, before it was ever my honored privi- 
lege to appear in this august presence, that it ought to be consid- 
ered a great functional pri e of a legislature such as this, a 
National islature, to hold up and have a very high standard of 
manhood. I think we ought to be above any small or meanly 
selfish thing; that we ought, indeed, to learn to ascend the eleva- 
tion of human excellence which has been so beautifully marked 
out in those striking words in Scripture, adding to faith virtue, 
and to virtue knowledge, and to knowledge temperance, and to 
1 patience, and to patience godliness, and to godliness 
brotherly kindness, and to brotherly kindness charity; that every 
man should make an earnest and honest daily attempt to ascend 
this sublime elevation, and when he gets at the summit he ought 
to find himself with his feet on the neck of his passions. In that 
any height to which he has attained he ought to feel that he is 
really himself a conqueror of the world through faith and virtue, 
And it is my honest desire that the American Congress shall have 
just as much of this grand principle as is possible under the cir- 
cumstances and environments of public life. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
our esteemed colleague and friend, W. H. CRAIN, late a Representative from 


the State of Texas. 

Resolved, That the sympathies of the members of this House be extended 
to the family of Mr. CRATN in their bereavement, and that the Clerk of the 
House transmit to them a copy of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the deceased the House do 
now adjourn. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House, in 


accordance with the special order, adjourned until 8 o’clock p. m. 


SPECIAL EVENING SESSION. 


The House was called to order at 8 o’clock p. m. by Mr. BROWN- 
ING, Chief Clerk, who read the following communication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., April 25, 1896. 
Mr. PAYNE of New York is appointed to act as Speaker pro tempore for 


the evening session. 
T. B. REED, Speaker. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The gentleman from New York will please 
take the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 8271 be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 8271 be consid- 
ered to-night in the House as in Committee of the Whole, for 

neral debate. Is thereobjection? [After a pause.] The Chair 

ears none. 
see COX. Mr. Speaker, we are in the House considering this 
ill? i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
will be recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. COX. I donot want half thattime. It is so evident to 
everybody that we are proceeding here to-night without anybody 
prenens in the consideration of this bill, that will probably involve 

om $3,000,000 to $5,000,000 of appropriation, that I think it 
proper for the House to adjourn, and I make that motion. There 
are not six members on the floor of the House. 

Thequestion wastaken; andthe Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. Just for the sake of seeing how many there are here, 
I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 6. 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The oe pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is 
recognized. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, for two days the bill now being con- 
sidered has been under discussion, and during that time we have 


recorded against 
the whole matter is” 


dier. Why, sir, upon a careful examination of every vote that 
been had upon the passage of ion bills since 1879 we find 
that all of the opposition has come the Democratic party with 


the exception of one single Republican vote. The following has 
been the party vote on all im t bills since 1879 as I find the 
vote recorded in the records of Congress: 

Arrears act of January 25, 1879: In the Senate—Republicans 
voted for the bill, 28; against the bill, none. Democrats for the 
bill, 16; against the bill, 4. In the 5 for the 


. 6 Democrats for the bill, 48; against 
e bill, 62. 
Arrears act of March 3, 1879: In the Senate for the bill, 44; 


inst the bill, zen Democrats). In the House—for the bill, 
183; against the bill, 67 (66 Democrats, 1 Republican). 

Right to increase or reduce pensions, act of June 21, 1879: In 
the Senate—no yea-and-nay vote. In the House—for the bill, 187; 
against the bill, 22 (all 5 z 

Widows’ increase act of March 19, 1886: In the Senate—no yea- 
and-nay vote. Inthe House—Republicans forthe bill, 118; against 

ill, none. Democrats for the bill, 80; against the bill, 66. 

Dependent pension bill: In the Senate—no and-nay vote. 
In the House—Republicans for the bill, 114; against the bill, none. 
Democrats for the bill, 66; against the bill, 76. 

On motion to over veto: In the House—Republicans for 
the bill, 138; st the bill, none. Democrats for the bill, 37; 
against the bill, 125. 

Amputation act of A 4, 1886: In the House—Republicans 
for the bill, 91; against the bill, none. Democrats for the bill, 75; 

inst the bill, 51. In the Senate—no yea-and-nay vote. 

Dependent pension bill, act of June 27, 1890, first vote: In the 
House—Democrats for the bill, 38; against the bill, 71. Repub- 
licans for the bill, 141; against the bill, none. In the Senate— 
Democrats for the bill, 10; against the bill,12. Republicans for 
the bill, 32; against, none. 

Dependent ion bill, conference vote: In the House—Demo- 
crats for the bill, 28; against the bill, 56. Republicans for the bill, 
117; against the bill, none. In the Senate—Democrats for the bill, 
8; against the bill, 18. Republicans for the bill, 31; against the 


bill, none. 
Arrears act: Democrats for the bill, 48; Democrats against the 
bill, 61; Republicans for the bill 116. Republicans against the bill, 


none. 
i As this bill passed under suspension of the rules, it required two- 
thirds, or 150 yeas, of which 150 the Republicans furnished 116 and 
the Democrats the remainder. 
This bill was taken up in the Senate on January 16, 1879, and 
after brief debate it was by a vote of 43 to 3. 
hi teem were 27 Republicans and 16 Democrats, and the 3 nays 
were all Democrats. 


cast against it in either House was by a Democrat. 

On the votes on pension bills which I have cited I find that only 
one Republican vote is recorded as cast inst any of the bills, 
and that the total Republican vote cast in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the bills I have named was 1,421, and that 657 
Democratic votes are recorded against these just and meritorious 
pension measures. The yotes mentioned show, Mr. er, that 
all opposition to pension legislation has come from the tic 


party. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democrats of the North, as represented on the 
floor of this House to-day, are but the lickspittles of their South- 
ern brethren, ready and willing to lick the ds of those Demo- 
crats of the South who, by unconstitutional abridgment of the 
suffrage, occupy seats in mgress, and who silently but effec- 
tively dictate to and shape the policy of the Northern Democratic 
Congressmen, who are too cowardly to claim their souls their 
own. 
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given for poy act he ever committed except that of entering the 
the 


Army of nion, and I believe tho time has come when he 
should be forgiven that act. 

I did not have an opportunity, or perhaps I might have had an 
ty and did not embrace it, of being a soldier in the 

nion Army; but in order to anticipate any remark that may be 
made by gentlemen on the other side of this House on account of 
the fact that Iam of Canadian birth I want to say proudly that 
40,000 Canadians left their homes and enlisted in the Union . 

heads from the 
the rebellion and 


spread 
the North and burn Northern cities. Al h Iwas not one of 
o = the heat of battle in our great 
natio e for liberty and union, itis not n that 
T should be critici The count of 
fact, because I have en 


backs upon those who saved 


p e nation and made this a land of 


I find that our Southern brethren have not yet forgotten the 
unholy and treasonable cause for which they fought, in f of 
which I find that in the city of Charleston, S. C:, on the of the 
present month the Confederates assembled in reunion and boasted 
of their treason, and in this connection, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
include in my remarks a ion of the account of the Confederate 
reunion at Charleston as I find it recorded in the Charleston (S. C.) 
News and Courier of April 23, 1896, as follows: 
~ LAST NIGHT’S GRAND RALLY. 
at German Artillery Hall 
the four years of the great 
dreds of lights, and in the 
ladies and bravest men, hun- 
Carolina veterans were royally welcomed to the old City by 


German Artillery Hall is a handsome place at all times, but never be- 
fore has it presented such a scene as last e . The entrance is through 
an arch formed by two immense palmetto trees, by cannon and 
.. Ne TOE ae ee ee The 

leasing variety, baer mpeg 
thern cross. The sou 
and at various other ts 
with the perae Ds every- 
in palme 


center Jefferson 


OPENED WITH PRAYER, 

When quiet was restored and the andience was in order Commander Brodie, 
of Camp Sumter, asked the members to unite in prayer. The Rev. Mr. 
2 Laps SO UOTI She Tener, om he touched the hearts 

75 5 


noi God Almighty Jehovah of Hosts, in Thy kind 
i „Je lence we are met 
to- as the representa’ vanished es, of y fought bat- 
of the dear, Confederacy. Let Thy benediction rest upon our 
exchange of salutations u our revival of co! 
“ May we hold in ete: honor the glorious chieftains who led us and the 
who dered their lives to their conviction of du 


May the moti that governed us and the righteous 
A ves us 
the South went forth to battle be transmitted to the future by 


survivors whose ranks are thinning and who must all soon be 
et ee ina cause far grander 
— — and be gathered at last as the good soldiers 
of Jesus Christ— over world and the flesh and the devil, into the 
everlasting Kin of our God. 
“Hear usin the name of our Redeemer. Amen.” 
* > + + + $ $ 


THE MAYOR'S WELCOME. 


Mayor Smyth as he arose was received with a use. He proceeded at 
once to extend a most cordial welcome to the visitors, sa - 

“COMRADES: There needs no words of mine to em the welcome 
Charleston offers to Confederate veterans. In spite of the years that have 
rolled by and the vicissitudes through which she has in spite of the 
calami and persec ms she has suffered and still suffers, the heart of 
this old city beats as true to-night to the great principles for which you 
fought as in 1860, when the first ordinance of secession was within her 
W. or in 1861, when the boom of the first cannon of the war rover ted 
across the blue waves of her beautiful harbor, to be echoed and reechoed a 
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stones | beer and of welcome. Tha: 
God, st a Charleston's — can not popes Apathy It has stood every 
test and $ ere is nos 

— —— the heroes who fought and bled 


e — defended and to 
i u 80 y defen: 
with his d breath he neathed that sword that 
es her i . — to his. Á 
“Even amid those sad, dark days ‘when the cruel war was o'er,' and 


has now been mee to Camp Sumter, and to-day there are in 
tw camps of Confederate veterans, a ipter of the Daugh- 
2252 c the Confederacy, and an enthusiastic camp of the Sons of V a 


who are here to-night to extend to you the right hand of 
‘welcome. 


2 * * * $ * * 


fi ths ago, on Hampton's Day [a witnessed the 
3 — of the to greet tha í that noble hero, 
and to the shouts oe t and swelled 5 
; had seen ast throng assembled to listen W. 
2 — iy visd rh their feet, like one man, at his entrance, 


women joining the men in enthusiastic cheers u rs: 
had 5 .— and heard that day, you would have been con beyond a 
— — that there was life in the old land yet,’ and that the great heart 
of Charleston thrilled and throbbed with the same old love and patriotic de- 
votion of days gone by.“ 


„The signal flags of a half dozen ships made a variety; 
but the prevailing theme is the ‘stars and bars’ and the Southern 
cross!” The“ stage was with the flags of the Confederacy 
of 1861, and at various points axe the Confederate of 1862, 1863, 
and 1864, with the battle flags everywhere,” w the preacher 
prayed, “May the motives that governed us and the righteous 

inciples for which the South went forth to battle be transmitted 
5 the future by impartial and unprejudiced historians,” and the 
mayor of Charleston said, The heart of the old city beats as 
true to-night to the great principles for which you fought as in 
1860, when the first ordinance of secession was within her 
walls; and had you stood in the streets a few months ago, on 
Hampton’s day, you would have been convinced beyond a ques- 
tion that there was ‘life in the old land yet,’ and that the great 
heart of Charleston thrilled and throbbed with the same old love 
and patriotic devotion of days gone by.” 

This, Mr. Speaker, lains the sentiment of South Carolina 
to-day. The words of the South Carolina editor, preacher, and 
mayor of Charleston speak for themselves; and, sir, as a sequel to 
the account of the recent Confederate reunion I will include in my 
remarks the following editorial on the reunion from the Charles- 
ton (S. C.) News and Courier of the same date, which r I hold 
in my hand, and find on the editorial page an article which declares 
that the attempt to establish the Southern Confederacy was a 
“dream that was worth the dreaming. It has left us,” says this 
South Carolina editor, nothing to regret but its end.” Isit pos- 
sible that any man in this country rT: ts the end of that terrible 
strife? Is it possible that any editor in all this land of ours can 
regret that that strife has been ended? 

Sis. PICKLER. What did the gentleman say was the date of 


oe HAR 
Mr, DY. Thursday morning, April 23, 1896. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


. HARDY. I would like fifteen minutes more, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed fifteen minutes additional. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. HARDY. editorial, Mr. Speaker, is as follows: 


What hosts of strange and stirring 
eration in Charleston to-day as we look on the groups of veterans on the 


ben’ 
— faces, pen — toneled ith 15 frost of 

ani W. e ES 
3 with their varied N 


sharing in it, th its soul- 
even though it vanished into nothingness at 


eens awa 
Orious years! 
wW it lasted. 


brunt of war without for the odds or counting the odds 
against us, content in the ä each would do his part and do it 
well and to the bitter end! 


It was a dream that was worth the . It has left us n to 
regret butitsend. We were free ee nie 
the dream a cora reality. The land we fought for was ours. The dear 
fag that ame g it Kia are It floated in the 3 and under the 
stars over ople, of one one blood, and having one purpose 

of the nations and Snake it forever 


the purpose to estab! it among the 

worthy of its glorious unfolding. A dream only though it it was a dream 
worth the and whose every incident is worth ing as often as 
its heroes come together around peaceful fires of their ever-thinning 
= 8 or as — as T came —— dren and children's children 
a eir knees ear ve story told again and again around 
the fires in their homes. 


The memories of one day, one hour, of the glorious past are worth more to 
us than a decade of such dull years as these. They are memories to be cher- 
ished and loved and ded and handed down from heroic father to son, 
and from eq heroic mother to daughter, as their chiefest treasures for 
all time to come. What is there to compare with them in the gross and grov- 
eling present? Who of the new generation can taste the cup of passionate 
delights, of profound emotions, of exalted sentiments, of burning enthusi- 
asms, of p in victories hardly but grandly won, which was our i 
in full measure, and which we drained even the bitter dregs, with these 
“old soldiers” only a few years ago? 

Itisallovernow. The dream hasfaded and gone. The dear is folded 
and is forgotten save by the faithful few. The flag it ‘opposed floats over 
it, and we walk in its shadow as we go about the . 
in the latter and duller days. We are at one with those who — K. us down 
and crushed our hope. Their monuments tower over the fiel 
FTT 1 unmarked 
graves. e area conquered people an marks of our conquest are on 
every hand. Some of us have already attained the last low level of subju- 
ö and bowing in humility tothe feet of the victors, deny the faith their 

thers fought for and e59 sa! on over their defeat. Happily for 
our pride and hope for the future, they are few. But we are a aes peo- 

le since the war drums were sil the battle flags were folded a lit- 
more than three decades ago, and the change has worse, as 
PPT liberty and independence,” wh 
ol vs ot᷑ our years = an when 
we were our own masters and played the part of brave men on the world’s 
stage, come back in mem: r.... Shea a e of the 
brave men who gaveſto us that blessed if brief experience. Hats off to them! 
A heart’s welcome to them! All honor to them, e one! We owe tothem 
all that we have of honor and fame in history. The of the glory of the 
Southern Conf is the story of their deeds, and the record is closed for- 
ever. Afew more years and will have passed from our sight never to 
return. There are none to take places. We shall miss them when they 
shi 


are 

T ould be their portion while they are 
yet with us. It is “ Confederate week in Charleston, and the old all 
crowned with the gray“ we love so well, are our guests whileit lasts. Let 
us not ee Se to honor and entertain them, every one, in such 
spirit and form as is due to the immortals. 


That is an editorial in the leading paper of Charleston, the chief 
city of the great State of South Carolina. Mr. S er, that 
editorial does not preach good doctrine to the American people. 
That editorial . the soldier of the South that 
the Southern cause was right in the great conflict of years gone 
by. That editorial is wrong. The Southern people should teach 
their children that they at the time thought they were right in the 
great struggle which they maintained against the flag and the 
country, but are now convinced of their error. They should teach 
the children that there is only one flag and room for only one flag 
in this nation, and that not the Stars and Bars,” but the Stars 


been for 


and Stripes,” the heaven-born banner of Washington, of Lincoln, 
of Grant, and the Union. [Applause.] So much, Mr. Speaker, 
for the present prevailing sentiment in South Carolina. The 


country can consider the matter and govern itself accordingly. 
ward aries of the preacher, the speech of the mayor, and the eds 
torial of the editor will stand denounced and condemned by every 
loyal heart in all this broad land of ours as the rankest vaporings 
of the unreconstructed, disloyal element of the South Carolina 
Democracy, and can only find a responsive echo in the breasts of 
the cowardly, truckling Democrats of the North, who always 
stand ready to kiss the hand that smites them— : 
And crook the 5 of the knee, 
Where thrift ar ollow rae eo 

to their brethren of the Sonth, who love them only to use them. 

Now, sir, I want to say simply this, that those men and those 
boys who left wives, children, and sweethearts, who left the plow, 
who left the pulpit, who left the office, who left the shop, who left 
everything that was dear to them in life and went out from 1861 
to 1865 to maintain the integrity and supremacy of this Govern- 
ment, were right, and I want to declare im this presence to-night 
that every man who opposed the fag, who fought against the 
Government, was 3 and will beleverlasti gly and eter- 
nally wrong. [Applause.] I know the holy principles and high 
motives which the hearts and actuated these men and boys 
of the North in the great struggle for human liberty and union. 
I know, sir, that in every nation and in every clime men have 
fought and died for liberty. I know that the Frenchman has 
stood behind his barricades in the streets of Paris and fought 
against the autocratic rule of kings and emperors. I know that 
the German has stood by his castles upon the Rhine and guarded 
inst those who sought to také away that which his 
ined and held. I know that the negroes under 
Toussaint l'Ouverture fought on their island for liberty, and 
patriots are fighting now in their island home of Cuba in order 
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that li 
here an 


may BATS another resting place in the Western Hemi- 
in the isles of the western ocean. I know that the 
ots haye fought upon the hills of Scotland and with Bruce at 


Bannockburn that they might stand on their native heath and 
claim their country free, — 4. I know that Ireland, 
r, downtrodden, and oppressed, has ever stood for liberty, and 

e daily prayer of every 8 is that his green isle may once 
again become one of the nations of the earth; and I know further 
that in years gone by, during the great famine in Ireland, when 
the slaveholders of the South raised a large sum of money and 
sent it to that grand Irishman, Daniel O’Connell, to relieve the 
struggling poor of Ireland, he sent it back to them in scorn, with 
this message: 

Ireland is poor—God knows she is—but she is not so poor that she will 
accept money to relieve her starving people which was earned by the unre- 
quited toil of the slave. 

Applause. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I am honestly and candidly and heartily in 
favor of paying a pension to every man who served in the grand 
army of the Republic, if he needsit [applause]; and, furthermore, 
to every widow of every soldier and to every dependent orphan of 
every soldier who served in that Army. 

Go out into the great States of the West, and you gentlemen 
who stand in this House as you dostand here, and who think that 
this country extends no further toward the setting sun than Oak- 
land or Deer Park, in Maryland, go out into the West, where 
many of these soldiers live, and witness their sufferings, their 
trials, and their struggles, and you will come back here and grant 
them more liberal pensions. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, some of our friends in the House do not seem to 
realize the fact that in the great West there are men who fought 
from 1861 to 1865, and who to-day have their wives and their chil- 
dren about them, and the widows who were wives of soldiers 
during the war, many of whom are to-day suffering for the com- 
forts of life. There are in the district I have the honor to humbly 
represent on this floor about seven or eight thousand of them. 
Some are provided for, but the great majority, who gave from one 
to five years of the best days of their lives in the service of their 
country, receive very pensions and are to-day actually suf- 
fering for the very necessaries of life because this Pension ce— 
this office of circumlocution—has so surrounded the claimants 
with frivolous technicalities that they can not comply with the 
conditions required and are therefore denied pensions to which 
they are entitled. 

I believe that the Commissioner of Pensions was a good soldier 
and that he wants to do everything that is necessary for the ben- 
efit of the soldiers of the Union and remove the snags that stand 
in the way of the progress of their pension claims. The bill that 
is now before this committee will have the same effect as sending 
a snagboat up the Ohio or Mississippi River; it will take out every 
snag and give a free channel and a straight road to every pen- 
sioner who has an honest claim before the Pension Department, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that every soldier, that every widow 
of a soldier, should have such pension as would purchase for them 
at least the necessaries of life. [Applause.] This army that went 
out from 1861 to 1865 was composed of 2,700,000 men. They were 
the flower of the Republic and were prompted in the mighty deeds 
they wrought during those four years of war by a spirit of patriot- 
ism, and their sacrifices and sufferings have made the nation they 
saved their eternal debtor. [Applause. 

While we can not pay the debt in full, we can acquit ourselves 
of the obligation in part by seeing that no soldier and no family 
of a dead soldier shall ever know want; that his widow, whether 
he died in line of duty or not, shall have more than a pittance 
doled ont to her; that she shall not be confined to rules of proof 
at times impossible for her to com ly with; that dependant par- 
ents shall not be shut off because thirty Tonn ago they were not 
dependent. We can see that the disabled soldier is taken care of, 
whether disabled in line of duty or otherwise. We can see that 
the 15,000 surviving comrades in the poorhouses of the land are 
relieved. All these are wards of the nation. If the Republic de- 

- mands love and loyalty she must care for those who suffered and 
for the widows and helpless orphans of those who sacrificed their 
lives for her. They died to preserve this nation and make men 
free. Their widows and orphans, and the surviving soldiers of 
the Republic must have thrown around them the fostering care 
of the Government they suffered and died to save, not ina nig- 
gardly, empty-handed manner, but in a full, heaping measure, 
and may 8 the day when the spirit of Lincoln, of Grant, 
of Garfield, and of Oliver P. Morton shall again prevail through- 
out the land, and the high F 8 tsg the seats of National Govern- 
ment shall once more be filled by those who sought to save and 
not to destroy the nation’s life. 

The soldiers of the Union were comrades in the greatest army 
ever assembled upon earth since the beginning of modern war- 
fare. In the four years of unceasing battle 8 ici- 
pated in more than 2,000 actual engagements, The conflict from 


first to last armed nearly 3,000,000 men. The Army subsisted 
during the four years of war in the open field on a continuous 
advance over the fortified territory of a brave and powerful 
enemy. It was compelled to accept forits battlefield those places 
selected by the foe and carefully 85 ared to resist attack. 
Added to this, it kept up an almost unbroken line of battle more 
than 1,500 miles in length, presenting a spectacle of war of so great 
and wonderful magnitude that it stands without a parallel in his- 
tory or tradition. Nearly a million lives were offered up as will- 
ing sacrifices on the altar of American liberty. The war for the 
Union was the completion of the work left 8 ed to us by the 
Revolutionary fathers. They left us the blot of slavery on the 
escutcheon of American liberty. The South boasted of its wealth 
piled up by the unrequited toil of the slave. The plaintive wail 
of the bondman made discord in the harmony of the nation. 
Every starry banner that floated in the heavens the slave pen 
and the whipping post for a background. We boasted of our 
freedom, and the civilized world pointed the finger of scorn at us 
and denounced us as a nation of liars. The day of national retri- 
bution was here. The prophecy of Lincoln was to be fulfilled: 
Every ae of blood drawn by the lash was to be pag by one 
drawn by the sword, and every dollar accumulated by the un- 
requited toil of the slave was to be scattered like chaff to the four 
corners of the earth.” The supreme moment had arrived. Popu- 
lar government was to be tested in the crucible of civil war. 

had called his servant Lincoln to become the herald of liberty, the 
savior of a nation, the emancipator of a race. 

This nation could not endure half slave and half free. Freedom 
cried out for aid in the midnight of her despair, and 2,000,000 
patriots sprang to her rescue. The clash of arms was heard 
throughout the world, and the host of liberty marched to victory 
through the red sea of war. The cause of the Union was the 
cause of mankind. The soldiers of the Union shot to death the 
monster of slavery and disunion. They drove treason from its 
fortified citadels and proclaimed a new doctrine of liberty to the 
world, and here I pour out my full measure of gratitude upon the 
altar of my adopted country to these men who suffered and who 
died that there might be erécted on this earth one great nation, 
the foundation stone of which is the eternal liberty of the citizen 
and the equality of all men before the law; the only nation, sir, 
which grants to the citizen absolute liberty of conscience, of ac- 
tion, and of religion, to be exercised by all alike under wise and 
beneficent laws; the oniy bray bahia pe Mr. S. er, of the peo- 
ple, by the people, and for the people” that has had an 8 

lace in the universe since the Mates hurled this earth ball into 
Infinite ae and one which I believe will continue to exist and 
be a guiding hand and an inspiration of liberty to all the nations 
of the world until the stars shall sing together and time shall be no 
more. And, Mr. Speaker, all that stands for freedom, for liberty, 
for greatness, for unity in this mighty nation of ours to-day is 
largely owing to the deeds wrought by those defenders of the Re- 
public who stood by Old Glory and battled for God, for home, and 
native land during that great epoch in our country’s history— 
from 1861 to 1865—and nothing thata grateful Governmentcan give 
is too good for those of that noble army of heroes who still remain 
and forthe widows of those who have gone beyond; and he whoin 
this time of peace, aug in the full enjoyment of the blessings 
won by the sacrifices and shed blood of the Union soldier, grudges 
to him his meager pension is an enemy to his country, bereft of 
patriotism and dead to gratitude, [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


[Mr. GIBSON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that I pro- 
pose to offer the bill just referred to by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, by way of two addi- 
tional sections, to be numbered 18 and 19, but identical with the 
bill reported by Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. I desire to give that notice now. The proposed new 
sections are as follows: 


SEOC. 18. That the provisions of alone? ponon laws are hereby extended 
to the officers and enlisted men, their awa nann dependent mothers 
and fathers, of all militia raised in the several States during the years 1861 
to 1865, inclusive, who performed military service in the Federal Army, or 
when serving with United States volunteers or regulars, or when serving 
as State militia under the orders or command of the War Department or any 
military officer of the United States, during a period of ninety days or longer, 
and that a certificate of discharge from such service from either State or 
United States authority shall be prima facie evidence of such service. 

Sec. 19. That the following provisions of y 3, section 4693, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to wit: “ But noc of a militiaman or non- 
rson on account of disability from wounds or injury received in 
th rebels or Indians while E tale rendering service shall be 
rele a rosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 

4” „an 


pealed. 
[Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


the same are hereby, re: 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have listened. with 
at interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama 
far. WHEELER]. When he speaks about the friendship of the 
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Democratic for the old soldiers and of the large appropri- 
ations made by that party ot which he is a member to pay pen- 
sions, I would like toask him what party wrote the laws upon the 
statuté books which called for those large = (apse Every 


one of them was written thereby the Republican party and not by 


the Democratic ,and he knowsit. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] There never been but one N vote cast 
against a general pension law since 1861, and t was cast by a 


Representative from Florida. Cry 

e gentleman talks about the large appropriations made by 
the Democratic party for pensions for the old soldiers. If the 
Democratic party did make those os 1 baer Lask the gentle- 
man whether the appropriations they made were not made to 
carry out the act of 1890, which was passed by the Republicans? 
And Iremind him that after having appropriated ten millions 
less than the last Republican Congress his party, by failing to 

roperly carry out that law, cov back into the Treasury 811. 
900.000 of that pension appropriation which should have been paid 
to the old soldiers. eos on the Republican side.] If your 
party is the friend of the old soldier, I ask you, General WHEELER, 
why it is that they have reduced the pension expenditure so that 
eighteen millions less was dispersed for the last year than for the 

ear ended June 30, 1893, and why they paid out twenty-one mil- 
ions less than the Republicans estimated would be required? [Ap- 
lause.] In reply to a question by the gentleman from South 
Dakota, you enged kim to name a case where this Adminis- 
tration had done injustice to an old soldier, I give you the name 
of a man, B. H. Yonker, late Company D, Third Indiana, certificate 
229749, who, according to reports of the medical examiners ap- 
inted by this Administration, is rated fifty-eighteenths, yet they 
ecline to give him a pension under the new law. He drew $? a 
month under the old law. He applied under the new law and was 
rated at fifty-eighteenths—— 

Mr. PICKLER. That means $50 a month. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes; and they refused the pension 
which he is entitled to under the new law. 

But that is not all. You say that there are no other cases, and 
that this Administration does justice to the old soldiers. I can 
e the name of another man, J. D. Muller, late Company L, 

hirteenth Missouri, certificate 553895, who was drawing a pen- 
sion of $12 a month by virtue of a bill passed by a Ses 
Co and signed by a Republican President. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] The medical examiners ra him at 
twelve-eighteenths for one disability, twelve-eighteenths for an- 
other, and four-eighteenths for another; and yet your Administra- 
tion, which you say is so friendly to the soldiers, reduced his pen- 
sion from $12 to 88 a month, notwithstanding the fact that two 
reputable physicians testified that he was totally unable to per- 
form manual labor. And yet you ciaim that justice is done to 
the old soldier! 

But, more than that, Mr. Speaker; take the report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions within a period of one year and two months— 
that is tosay, from March, 1893, to May, 1894—and you will find 
that they dropped, suspended, or reduced over 15,000 pensioners 
in that 8 and yet of their own accord, compelled by public 
sentiment, they were forced to restore over 9,500 of these men to 
the rolls. [Applause.] 

Another thing: Your President proclaimed in a message to the 
Fifty-third Congress that thousands of neighborhoods have their 
well-known fraudulent pensioners,” and — do you know that in 
the report of 1895 your Goma ioner of Pensions says that there 
have been only a little over 500 cases recommended for prosecu- 
tion and only convictions out of a total roll of 970,000? [Pro- 
2 950 applause.] Think of that condition of affairs, General, 
and then if you can repeat the statement that this Administration 
is friendly to the old soldiers. Youcan not doit. [Applause.] 

Mr. CROWTHER. And but thirty-nine of them were old sol- 
diers. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. And as by my friend from 
Missouri, only thirty-nine of that whole number were old soldiers. 

But that is not That demonstrated what the Republicans 
have always claimed, that the pension roll of this country is aroll 
of honor. [Applause.] But when I read that infamous state- 
ment of the President of the United States, and then when I look 
at that record, I conclude that the statement was not only untrue 
and unjust, but it was unmanly, and came with bad grace 
from a man who was not brave enough to shoulder his musket in 
the defense of his country, but did his fighting by a substitute. 


E General, do you want any more of the record of 
—.— party? [Laughter.] If you do, I can name for you case 
case 


But, Mr. S. er, I did not intend to talk upon this measure to- 
night. I did not intend to say anything, but having listened to 
the speeches made this afternoon, especially that by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], and I am sorry he is not 
here this evening. He criticised the bill, and said that there was 
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not a provision of it that was good. He objected to that section 
of the bill particularly which provides that the widows of sol- 
diers shall come under the new law where their income is less than 
8300 a year. He says, just think of giving a woman a pension of 


$8 a month who has yan income of $300 a year! Then I 
thought of the statement he made more than two years ago on 
this floor, when he told us what a t sacrifice he was making 
in coming to Congress when he an income from his law prac- 
tice of $25,000 a year. And I thought what a big heart that man 
must have who would begruoge the granting of a pension of $8 a 
month toa r widow when he received more in one day from 
his income than she would receive in one long year. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If he did. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes; if he did. 

But I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, that the man who can listen without feeling to the appeal 
of the widows and the old soldiers of this country—the man who 
can listen without feeling to their appeals must have a heart that 
an X ray could not penetrate. [Applause.] He stated to the 
House this afternoon that the people were Be e the enlarge- 
ment of the pension laws“; that Congress had gone far enough. 
I want to his attention to this fact: On the 22d day of May. 
1865, the old soldiers marched down Pennsylvania avenue, an 
as they came to the Treasury 3 they saw on that building 
a canvas containing these words: There is one debt the Govern- 
ment owes which it can never pay, and that is the debt it owes to 
soldiers and sailors who served the Union.” [Applause.] 

That was the sentiment of the country then, and, Mr. Spaken; 
that is the sentiment of this country y [applause], and it will 
always be the sentiment of the country. 6 Plause. 

Mr. S er, I do not like the way this bill is limited. I think 
the trouble with the bill is that it does not go far enough; and that 
is the sentiment in the section of country that I have the honor to 

resent on this floor. The old soldiers of this country, those 
who took part in that war which saved the Union, have waited a 
long and w time, and have waited long enough. [Applause.] 
They are entitled to more than this bill gives them; and I want to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama to the fact that 
as every general pension law ever written upon the statute books 
was written there by Republican votes in the House and Senate, 
so that party, when restored to power again, as it will be on the 
4th of ch, 1897 [applause on the Republican side], will do 
full justice to every old soldier, and to the widow of every old 
soldier, and to the orphan of every old soldier in this country. 
Eaters) And one of its first acts will be to right the wrongs 
this Administration has done tothe brave defenders of this country. 


Prolon applause. 

i Mr. MEIN. ile. Pposker, I desire to pay my respects to the 

gentleman from New York who criticised this bill this afternoon. 
KLER. To which gentleman do you refer? 

Mr. MAHANY. Irefer to the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
BARTLETT, and I will take for my text one criticism which he 
2 upon the rhetoric of my remarks delivered on Thursda: 

. This gentleman, whose legal ability has been exploited wit 
such sarcasm in the speech of the gentleman who has just pre- 
ceded me [Mr. Curtis of Kansas}, is ee, eminent in 
his profession. If you doubt it, you can be convinced, for he ad- 
mits it. [Laughter.] In the course of my remarks I said that the 
men of this generation are the inheritors of the splendid and inspir- 
ing possibilities of this Republic, a heri secured to us through 
the sacrifices of the heroes who gave their lives for the preserva- 
tion of the Union. The gentleman from New York, whose acute 
legal mind nets him an income, according to his own confession, 
of $25,000 a year, ignores the 8 question of justice to the 
nation's dead and living benefactors, in order to quibble on a 
point of rhetorie, a subject regarding which his knowledge seems 
to be as vague as his legal lore is sup to be profound. He 
stakes his reputation, legal and rhetorical, on the statement that 
one can not inherit a possibility. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I think he is the most striking illustration 
of that fact, because he inherited at birth the possibility of mak- 
ing himself an irritating figure in the sion legislation of this 
country—a possibility which he has fully realized t to the percep- 
tion of everybody but himself. When he says that one can not 
inherit a possibility, he strikes down the noblest ideal of this Re- 
public, because to a boy born in poverty and confronted by all the 
obstacles which that condition involves, there is only one precious 
thing which he does inherit, and that is the possibility of rising 
from that condition. In the beautiful language of Tennyson, he is 

The heir of all the ages, in the foremost files of time. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is possibility, and possibility alone, that 
glorifies American citizenship. It is the gift which the fathers of 
the Revolution and the preservers of the Union gave as their leg- 
acy to posteri I do not expect that the gentleman from New 
York, whose disposition leads him, unconsciously, perhaps, to 
harass helpless pensioners, will understand an inheritance of that 
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kind. Apparently he recognizes only such as have a rating in 
commercial agencies. 

Butin a broader sense the possibility of bettering our conditions, 
of having all the doors of honor swing wide to merit, is the best 
heri conferred upon Americans by the worthies of an elder 
day. mpera: in this respect, our citizenship with that of other 
lands. Take the German peasant, and contrast his condition 
with that of the an Emperor, the most powerful monarch in 
the world. The peasant has no possibility of b; ing down the 
obstacles that confront him in his hope of progress. ink of the 
German Emperor on the other hand, who, rising above the counts, 
the dukes, the princes, and the federated kings, towers into such 
a height of power and glory as almost to invest him with the at- 
tributes of a god. Yet that same German peasant, emigrating to 
the United States, may have born to him hereason Cho fifty years 
thereafter may become the President of the United States and 
deal on terms of absolute equality with the Sovereign of Ger- 
many. That is a possibility which Americans inherit from the 
statesmen who framed and 


is to pass upon the merits of a pension measure, 


any part. 


ble. The 
people are unalterably against 
such petulant and captious be tion aon to the justice which is due 
d owed service secured freedom to all 
mankind. [Applause. 


And then, on Waden of Mr. PICKLER (at 10 o'clock and 4 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
— from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
ollows: 
A bill (S. 261) for the relief of Arthur P. Selby—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


on š 
A bill (S. 308) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2503) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, replying to 
the House resolution of February 14, 1896, making inquiry as to 
the number of employees below a fair standard of efficiency—to 
the Committee on ‘orm in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 


A letter from the Assistant of War, transmitting, 
with a communication from the Chief of Ordnance, documents 
relating to payment for work done on Columbia Arsenal—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7668) to establish a term 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, 
Va., in the western district of Virginia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1490); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House dar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5169) ting 

t of Fort Supply (now abandoned) and certain etal to 
8 of O oma, the same without amendment, 
ort (No. 1491); which said bill and report 

ittee of the Whole House on the state 


accompanied by a 
were referred to the 
of the Union. 


Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8189) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to 
amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act and other 
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to pro- 
vide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain railroads, and to se- 
cure the payment of all indebtedness to the United States of cer- 
tain companies therein mentioned, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1497); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
e reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refi to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
ea COX, from the Committee on Claims: 
e bill (S. 1365) entitled“ An act for the relief of the National 
New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut.” (Report No. 


1492.) 

The bill (S. 250) entitled “An act for the relief of W. H. L. 
8 ( No. 1493.) 
ra (eee ee ee 

5 ) enti 25 granting a pension to w 
M. Callaham.” rt No. 1494.) 

By Mr. THO from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Edwards, 
opens, D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. (Report No. 

— 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine. 
(Report No. 1496.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

res the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. HOWARD i Babys of James Seldon Cowdon, of 
Vienna, Fairfax County, Va.): A bill (H. R. 8464) to enact a gen- 
eral loan law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request of James Seldon Cowdon, of Vienna, Fairfax 
County, Va.): A bill (H. R. 8465) to pay the debts of the United 
Sra and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 8466) to allow actual settlers 
upon the Mille Lacs Indian rvation, in Minnesota, to ect 
title to lands in said reservation under the eral land laws of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8467) donating four con- 
demned cannon to Post No. 20, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Weston, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8468) making an appropria- 
tion for the purpose of constructing a sidewalk in front of the 

blic building at Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on Public 

ildimgs and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK request): A bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize 
the Baltimore and Washi Transit Company, of Maryland, to 
enter the District of Columbi the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill eee to amend an act entitled An act to 
restrict the o 3 of real estate in the Territories to Ameri- 
can citizens,” etc.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8471) relating to the probate of 
wills in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8472) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von 
Essen for the use of the public white schools of that portion of 
said District formerly known as Georgetown—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R.8473) for the enlargement of 
the volume of currency and the distribution of the same—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8474) for the n and 
better protection of American labor and the enforcement of the 
law of oane, and the restriction of immigration to such a de- 


e | gree as will serve that end—to the Committee on Immigration 


and Naturalization. 

By a Bohs a 2 (House AR ae foi 5 set 
apart Saturday, May 2, ‘or consideration vate pen- 
sion bills to the Committee on Rules. 
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By Mr. LINTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 279) that the 
House of Representatives consider on Monday, May 4, 1896, House 
bill No. 1, to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe their 
salaries—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the es- 
tablishment of a national military park at Vicksburg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the es- 
tablishment of a national military park at Vicksburg—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the general court of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4339, to establish a national military park at Vicksburg, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial of the general court of Mas- 
sachusetts, favoring the establishment of a military park at Vicks- 
burg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A memorial of the general court of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 4339 to 
establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were from 

nan consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
Ws: 

Papers to accompany the bill (H. R. 7984) for the relief of the 
widow of Bvt. Lieut. Col. P. W. Stanhope, deceased— Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8444) to t a restoration of pension to Wallace 
G. S on 8 discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8475) for the relief of Charles 
French—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to Lucy 
B. 5 gee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JONES: A bill (H. R. 8477) for the relief of Joseph O. 
Smith—to the Committes on Claims. 
By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8478) for the 
relief of John H. McBrayer—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8479) for the relief of the 
rsonal representative of Powhatan Perkins, deceased—to the 
ittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8480) for the relief of Mrs. Lavinia Payne— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8481) for the relief of the estate of John R. 
low—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8482) to correct the military 
record of Thomas C. Jones, late of the United States Army—tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8483) to increase the pension of 
B a. MOSES: 4 ba H K 8484) oan to 

y i 2 ill (H. R. ting a pension 

Poy Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. oo to 
% Š ill ( à ting a pension 

i O’Brien, daughter of Edward O’Brien, deceased, etc.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8486) granting 
2 pension to Margaret Maria Hedge—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8487) granting a pension to Esther Jackson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8488) granting a pension to 
5 Moore, widow of Amos Moore to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

8 SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8489) for the relief of 
Dy Nr. SPARRMAN. A bill CHR 84 

y ny 2 ill (H. R. 8490) ting a ion to 

Robert Gamble to the Committee on 8 e 
By Mr. TRELOAR (by request): A bill (H. R. 8491) for the 
relief of Mrs. Alice G. London, widow of Capt. Robert on— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
e WALKER of Virginia: 5 for the relief 
of John Powers to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as 2 3 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Washington, urging 


the passage of House bill No.5220, or some similar measure, re- 
quiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to 
t rapid transit on its lines, and opposing the extension of the 

g 


tracks of said company until its existin 3 
and operated to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By . BINGHAM: Petition of Louis P. Gegenheimer and 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Charles French, of U. S. S. Phlox, to accom- 
pany House bill, for the amendment of his naval record—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 
1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of James T. Alling, praying for 
favorable action of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to pro- 
vide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee 
on the P and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Patriotic Sons of America in 
Schuylkill County, Pa., embracing 59 camps with a membership. 
of 6,000, praying for the p of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Paint and Oil Club of New 
England, of Boston, Mass., in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, for a 
bureau of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of the heirs of Charles A. Comer, 
deceased, late of Cherokee County, Ala., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Also, petition of Jane C. Vandiver, of Cherokee County, Ala., 
praying reference of her war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
Salkum, Wash., and Mountain Grove, Mo., respecting the Mar- 
quette statue—to the Committee on the Li x 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition and resolution of the town council 
of Miami, Ind. T., relating to the Indian appropriation bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Harry Clark, of Little Rock, Ark.; 
also of C. M. Henderson & Co., asking favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per 
half ounce and to amend the postal laws relating to-second-class 
and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oo iros o F. > Clarke and nE zoni Mich.; also 
0 . Grant and others, of Chicago, III., favoring the 
sage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amendin 5 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Pa to accompany a bill for the relief 
of personal representative of Powhatan Perkins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Madison Grimes, of Loudoun 
County, Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: Petition of A. R. Toms and others 
of Junction City, Kans., 75 the acceptance of the statue of 

uette in Statuary —tothe Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the president and faculty of Mid- 
dlebury College, Vermont, favoring the adoption of the metric 

of E and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, and ures. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Papers relating to the pen- 
sion case of aret Maria Hedge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAN: Petition of citizens of Holland Patent. 
Oneida County, N. Y., for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the postal laws; 8 legislation author- 
5 — the Post-Office Department to prohibit the use of the mails 
in advertising frauds on the business public—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
eeu: EE one nS 1 of the board of * of 

e city of Cambridge, „ remonstrating against passage 
of the so-called Pasco amendment to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post. Roads. 

_ By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Harry Clark, of the Press. Pub- 
lishing Company, Little Rock, Ark., asking for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter 
e x half ounce and to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of G. A. Bethne and 32 others, 
of Luther College, Decorah, Iowa, in favor of the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Meena and Measures. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of the ci 
council of Cambridge, Mass., inst the so-called Pasco amend- 
ment to the Pos ce appropriation bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 27, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. Hud Jonxsrox, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


n, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of the proceedings of 
Saturday last will be read. 
Mr. CHAN DLER. Mr. President, I regret to notice that there 
is not a quorum of the Senate present. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secre called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Alle Faulkner, McMillan, Stew: 
‘allison, Gallinger, Mills, Tee 
Berry, Gear, Palmer, Tillman, 
Blackburn, George, Pasco, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Hale, Peffer, Vest, 

WS, Hansbrough, Perkins, Walthall, 
Caffery, Harris, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Call, Hawley, Platt White, 
Carter, Hill, Pri ilson. 
6 

Hark, ones, 8 
Lodge, pes 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Journal will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the 1 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. CALL, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present a memorial of the Brightwood 
Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia, relative to the 
sewe system in the District of Columbia. I move that the 
memorial be printed as a document and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the city council 
of Cambridge, „ directing the mayor of that city to remon- 
strate against the adoption of the so-called Pasco amendment to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on porot eoan: : 

Mr. VEST presented a polmon of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of St. Louis, o praying for the passage of the joint 
resolution recently introdu in the House of Representatives, 
providing for an extension of the bonded MEE as to all spirits 
put in bond after July 1, 1896, and up to July 1, 1898, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, remonstrating against placing the statue of Père Mar- 

uette in Statuary Hall, or in any other public hall or repository 
in the country; which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of the members of 
Mount Washington Lodge, No. 276, of the International Association 
of Machinists, of Concord, N. H., ‘‘ begging that a committee of 
investigation may be appointed to inquire into and thoroughly 
investigate the treatment our fellow-members are subjected to 
and the conditions they labor under in United States navy-yards 
and arsenals, icularly at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard.” The 

titioners state further that a board of naval officers have met 

secret session and have reported on this matter, but their scope 
was limited and they did not give our brother craftsmen an oppor- 
tunity of giving their side of the case.” I am in doubt whether 
the petition should go to the Committee on Education and Labor 
or to the Committee on Naval Affairs. r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Education and 
Labor, the Chair suggests. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the officers of the 
Merrimac Valley Association of Post-Office Clerks, of Lowell, 
Mass., praying for the passage of House bill No. 3273, providin; 
for the reorganization of the postal service; which was referr 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Wray, 
Gillette, Bachelor, and Victor, in the State of Colorado, re- 
monstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in 


peaty Hall; which were referred to the Committee on the 
1 Dri . 

3 presented a petition of the faculty of the State Agricul- 
tural College of Colorado, at Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to reduce the cost, increase the value, and 
simplify the methods of publication of the public documents fur- 
nished to designated depository libraries; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Victor, Colo., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Linton bill, relative to im- 
migration and naturalization; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Northern Mineral Mine 
Workers’ Progressive Union, of Virginia, Minn.; a petition of Lo- 
cal Union, No. 257, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, 
of Lancaster, Pa., and a petition of the Carriage and Wagon 
Workers’ Local Union, No. 2, Carriage and Wagon Workers’ In- 
ternational Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the free coin- 
age of silver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, BAKER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Junc- 
tion City, Kans., remonstrating against placing the statue of Père 
Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2083) authorizing sale 
of the title of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city 
of Washington, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Tr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 906) to amend the 
charter of the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of 
5 reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. r 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2807) to remit penalties and interest on arrears of taxes in 
the District of Columbia, submitted an adverse ah thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
aot Mase the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the 
city of St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the sol- 
diers’ monument in said cemetery, reported it without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Asso- 
ciation of Allegan, Mich., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls, 
Tepora it with an amendment. 

. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 497) to provide for a 
public 5 Tampa, Fla., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1830) providing for the construc- 
tion of a military road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to the mouth 
of the Buffalo Fork of the Snake River, near Jacksons Lake, in 
Uinta County, Wyo., reported it with amendment, and submitted 
a rt thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Claims, rted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, the amendment providing for the bec of claims 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the ch spoliation 
act of January 20, 1885, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on 6 and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7977) making appropriations 
for the construction, air, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, to report it 
with amendments, and to submit a written report thereon, which 
it is desirable should be printed as early as possible. 

I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill, probably on Wednesday morning, if the naval 
appropriation bill be then completed. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed and the 
bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2859) changing the time for holding cir- 
cuit court of the United States at Hartford, in the district of Con- 
necticut, 5 it with an amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 162) for the erection 
of a monument and statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant on Pos be- 
longing to the United States Government, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
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Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1008) to remit the 
penalties on unpaid taxes in the District of Columbia, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was med indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay February 6, 1896, 
authorizing the compilation of the colonial charters and constitu- 
tions of each State of the United States, reported it without amend- 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to re- 
port an original bill, and I ask leave to present a written report 
within a few days. Itis not yet ready. The bill is a substitute 
for Senate bill 172, which I report back and ask that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. The original bill I ask may be read twice by 
its title and placed on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claimsin 
the case of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 

inst the United States was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. is for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South will be 
postponed indefinitely. 

REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. CHANDLER. In behalf of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections I submit, as I gave notice on Saturday I should do, 
a 1 report to accompany Senate resolution 54. I ask 
that this supplemental report, together with the first report, No. 
447, submitted March 10, 1896, may be printed together; that there 
be a reprint of the on report with the supplemental report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Rays ALLEN. I ask that the supplemental report be read at 
is time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska calls for 
the reading of the supplemental report. The Secretary will read 
as requested. - 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest, instead of having the report read 
and delaying the morning business, that the Senator from Ne- 
braska modify his request so as to have it printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLEN. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As well as a se te document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The supplemental report is as follows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections made a report in favor of the is 


resolution of inquiry on March 10, 1896 (Senate Report No. 447), at which time 
notice was given that there would be a minority report opposing the resolu- 
tion. That minority report is not forthcoming after a lapse of forty-cight 
days. 5 of the committee, therefore, add a supplemental state- 
ment, as follows: 

At the State election in Alabama in Au 1894, as appease by the state- 
ments made in the majority report of March 10, William C. Oates, instead of 
. by 27,582 votes, was defeated and Reuben F. Kolb elected by 
about 7,000 majority, the vg nope election being secured by an enormously 
ictitious fe reaching 34,000 fraudulently returned from certain counties 


been vigorously denied by the supporters of Mr. Oates, and it has been 
claimed that even if there was an actual majority for Mr. Kolb for governor, 
still there can be no plausible claim that Mr. Oates’s supporters did not choose 
a lawful jority of the legislature which elected Senator Morgan. In refu- 
tation of assertion, occasion is taken in this supplemental report to state 
the claim as to the legislature made by Mr. Kolb and his supporters. 

First, we recapitulate the claim made by the petitioners for the cat brea as 
to the popular vote for governor. The speech of the Senator from Nebraska, 
Mr. ALLEN, made in the Senate, Feb: 11, 1895, contained the following 
statement of the popular vote in the black-belt counties: 


State election, August, 1894. 


Black-belt counties. a (oor Estimated 
) a-] fraudu- 

* Itually cast. lent vote. 
6 — —— ——— 1,118 340 773 
Barbour 4,064 1,243 2, 821 
Bullock 2, 601 795 1,806 
Clarke 2,959 905 2, 054 
Dallas 6, 684 2,045 4,639 
Greene 1,045 319 726 
Hale.. 3,107 950 2, 157 
Lowndes.. 5,356 1,638 3,718 
Monroe 2,074 634 1,440 
5,210 1,504 3,616 

oobi 8, 852 1,178 2.674 

POTY ounsa 1,673 511 1,162 
Russell.. 1,690 517 1,173 
Sumter . 2,251 688 1,563 
Wilcox.. 6, 401 1,958 4,443 
CCC 50, 080 785 

315 


While Senator ALLEN fn the above table estimates the fraudulent vote in 
the 15 counties at 34,765, he does not state the votes returned from those 
counties and counted for Oates and Kolb, respectively. 
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There has been no pretense that any of the 6,718 votes for Mr. Kolb in these 
counties were fraudulent. Deduct, therefore, the fraudulent vote of 34,765 
from the vote returned for Mr. Oates of 43,362, and Oates received only 8,597 
actual votes, which, added to 6,718, the number cast for Mr. Kolb, make 15, 
being the number stated by Senator ALLEN as the vote actually cast. 

The 34,765 fraudulent votes returned for Mr. Oates overcome the 27.582 ma- 
arity: 8 he was d elected and show the election of Mr. Kolb by 
about 7,000 majority. 


ae now proceed to show what was the actual lawful result as to the legis- 


ture. 
A table of the 14 black-belt counties, with the number of Democratic sena- 
tors and representatives who sat in the legislature, is as follows: 


R 
epresent- 
Counties. Senators. tives. 
. dd S EN CETE 1 
2 1 3 
1 2 
1 3 
1 
2 
2 
1 
1 
4 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 


There was false ration and ballot-box stuffing in the 14 counties and 
innumerable fraudulent returns, which might invalidate all the elections 
and reject all the members. At all events, it is beyond doubt that Populist 
or Republican members were actually elected in the 4 counties marked with 
astar, namely: Autauga, Barbour, Lowndes, and Macon, two senators and 
seven representatives. 

A table showing the white counties, where the Populist or Republican can- 
didates were chosen, but the Democratic candidates were fraudulently de- 
clared elected, is as follows: 


7 
l 


Counties. 


Senators. 


atives. 


Bl ommon omoro roto 


* And one Populist. 


Now, to apply the foregoing facts. 
The Alabama legislature as it actually assembled showed 45 Democratic 
majority, according to the following table: 


A revision of the result, eliminating the frauds in the 12 white counties 
and the 4 black counties, in accordance with the above tables, gives a Popu- 
Republican majority of 29, as follows: 


Result changed by fraud in 12 white 
1 ͤ— 


Total Republicans and Populists, 81; total Democrats, 52; total, 1883. Popu- 
list and Republican majority, = 

Tho fo; claims of the petitioners for the investigation have been 
pagan to committee to be apparently correct. Wh 


Oates 
were overwhelmingly defeated in the white counties of the State. 
manufactured majorities," which, the Selma Times says, the young 
men of the black belt are weary of going into the ballot boxes and b 
up,” have not been manufactured in order to prevent negro domination, 
in order to enable a minority faction of the white voters to hold in subjection 
the majority of the white voters. The article in the Selma Times is as follows: 

[Selma Times, published at Selma, Dallas County, Ala.) 
A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 

The Times believes that the time has arrived for the holding of a constitu- 
bama in order to regulate the franchise. The white 
and black vote of Alabama is very nearly e divided, and with a “free 
ballot and a fair count” there would be cers filling every office in 

third of the Alabama, and t would necessitate a standing 
tween the races. That we do not want. 
riate th te of ane ig ee at tales th R 225 

or appr. o vote of an negro. o do no vo they ou 
Ly ag se of voting. his 1 ad was given or onosi upon 
VVV 
e oan eep our race and civiliza- 
fears A It was, and still is, a cruelty 


it matters not 
‘ee we believe 
that it it is necessary to tect the women and children of Lowndes County 
and of Alabama, my county will continue to bring up 4,999 Democratic ma- 
jority.” He is our kind of a Democrat under the present order of things. 

We hope, however, to see these things changed. The only way to do so is 
to adopt the Mississippi plan. The only way to reach that plan is througha 
constitutional n the black belt are weary of 
going into the ballot boxes and bringing up man orities in 
order to keep from being ruined by n or what is worse, by unscru- 
pulous white men leading the black hordes to the polls. We need a change— 
‘we must havea change. 

A constitutional convention can do an intelligent man no harm in restrict- 
ing the ballot. The unlettered white man and the ignorant will be on 
the same footing as to the ballot, but sonan both would a powerful 
educational uplifting stimulant. If either would vote they must study. An 
educational qualification will fire their ambition, and as a consequence a 
better citizenship would result. 

A constitutional convention to restrict suffrage is a necessity at this time. 
We are for it. 

OYSTER BEDS IN RARITAN BAY, 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Fisheries, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 357) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to estimate dam 
done to planted oysters and ormer beds in Raritan Bay and adjoin- 

waters in New York and New Jersey, and to make compen- 
sation therefor, to report a jointresolution. The joint resolution 
is short, and I ask to have it considered at this time. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 139) directing the Secretary of War 
to cause an investigation to be made ing the claims of cer- 
tain citizens of New York and New Jersey that damages were 
done to their 8 and oyster beds in Raritan Bay by 
dredges and other v in the employ of the United States, and 
to Jef sae the circumstances relating thereto, was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tary of War be, and he is hereby, canse an investigation to be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be e for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 857 will be postponed 
indefinitely. 

QUIN NE MO SE. 

Mr. WILSON. If the morning business has closed, I ask unani- 
mous consent to call up the bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin ne 
mo se, an Indian. 

Mr. HALE. Is the morning business over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. emorning business is not yet con- 
cluded. The Senator from Washington asks unanimous consent 
nk the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 


Mr. HALE. I desire as soon as the routine morning business 
is completed to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. I shall not object to this bill if it 
gives rise to no debate, but after that I shall call for the regular 
order, and ask to be recognized at the completion of the routine 


ess. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the Senator from Maine kindly to give wa 
for a moment after the Senator from Washington gets his 
through. I have a little bill that will take no time. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Iowa to wait until I get 
the appropriation bill up, and then I will yield. 

Mr. GEAR. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington calls 
up a bill which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin ne 
mo se, an Indian, which had bee rted from the Committee 


Mr.CHILTON. Ihave no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, but I have an amendment pending that I would like to have 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? - 
eh 855 HALE. If the bill gives rise to any debate I must object 


Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I will 
state that the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas I 
propose to accept, and the bill will not lead to any debate, although 
the adoption of the amendment will cause the Interior Department 
to send a special agent to the State of Washington to examine the 
land. I shall accept the amendment, however. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the bill. 
Let my amendment be stated, and then I will 


Mr. CHILTON. 
lain it. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs will first be stated. 
The first amendment was, in section 1, line 16, after the word 
“removed,” to insert: 


And the fee simple to said above-described real estate is hereby vested in 
the said Quin ne mo se, his heirs and assigns, forever. 


So as to make the section read: 


That the restrictions imposed by the act of Congress approved January 1 
1881, upon homestead certificate No. 763, dated the Sth day ot June, . 
granting to Quin ne mo se, an Indian, the southeast quarter of the southeast 
quarter, and the lot numbered 4, of section 34; the southwest quarter of the 
southwest quarter of section 34, all in township 25 north; and the west half 
of lot numbered 5 and lot numbered 4, of section 3, in township 24, north of 
. 45 east of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Washin; contain- 
ing 167/J acres, be, and the same are hereby, removed, and the fee simple to 

d above-described real estate is hereby vested in the said ne mo se, 
his heirs and assigns, forever. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the follow- 
ing words: 


Provided, 
said lands the same shall be subject to judgment, decree, and order of any 
shall de subj 


none of the provisions of the act of approved January 18, 1881, shall 
apply to lands after the alienation of the title thereof as ‘ore 
provided. 

The amendment was 80. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Texas 


5 CHILTON] will be stated, 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That said lands shall not be alienated by said Quin ne mo se or 
his heirs without the previous permission of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WILSON. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator from Washington has stated, I 
believe, that the adoption of the amendment will require the 
— of a special agent tothe State of Washington to determine 
upon the suggestion contained in the amendment. I will state 
that the amendment was prepared after communication with the 
Interior Department. I have here a letter from the 5 
the Interior written some time ago to the Commissioner of Indi 

irs, but which contains his present views on the subject, in 
which he states his unwillingness to have this Indian resume his 
tribal relations, and under such circumstances it seems a wise 
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thing to subject the sale of the Indian’s homestead to the approval 

of the Secretary of the Interior. I will read the letter. It is very 

short. The Secretary of the Interior says: 

et Baro consideren our . of 75 . instant in the matter = 
en 2 0 daho, - 

— — 3 to poland dids of certain lands 3 him 1 

the 1 rovisions of the act of March 3, 1875, by the removal of +e ve 


that part of the country is so com; T 
sides by white 55 3 children to school and 
was therefore com toabandon his home and remove to the Coeur d'Alene 
3 50 * oo ——— Satins Orn 

and as he is unn ve aj gress 
for parmission E .sall and ESON of the exme TS reenoval OE tlie“ rOn ANS 
clause in his patent. 


That is the effect of the bill which the Senator from Washing- 
ton has called up. 
under the 


Your letter shows that Quin ne mo se homesteaded these lands 
1 the act of March 3. 1875 That any Indian born in 
United States who is the head of a or who has arrived at the age 
of 21 years and who has abandoned or who may hereafter abandon his tribal 
relations shall, on satisfactory proof of such abandonment under 
the Secretary of the Interior, be entitled to 
act to secure homesteads 


to to entries made under this act —and that 
80 8 oe a ne thereby conveyed 


the om condition that the 
to brance, by a voluntary 
decree or order of any court, or sub to tax- 
remain inali 


tion f. x riod of twent; F * 
ation for a pe: y years e 8 

t to the up of tribal relations among Indians 

grat en. wed ty dare Interior in his annual report for 

The Secretary said: “A 1 „ 

tion of the Indian race, and with it are found n totally inconsist- 

— mon the idea of permanent habitations, individual ownership, and domes- 


u 8 
habits 5 Exery proper i therefore, ought to be of- 
to individual ownership 55 
eee eee, ae the 1 — $ 
e safeguards mentioned and su ers as . 
tly facilitate the work of their civilization. It 

tribal or tions and communities; it will bring Indians 
88 to our laws, civil and criminal; it will induce them to abandon oving 

bits and teach them the benefits of industry and individual owne „an 


then prove bly advantageous in promoting their ty”; Con- 
gress concurring ia the views o£ the Department, the Indian 
act of 1875. 

Quin ne mo se— 

Who is the individual Indian mentioned in the bill— 

Quin ne mo se, in order to obtain this must have made satisfac- 
tory proof that he had abandoned his tribal relations and by this action be- 
‘came a citizen of the United States, entitled to all the rights, and 
immunities of such citizens without in any manner impairing or rwise 
aff t to tribal or other as provided by act of Feb- 
ruary 8. 1878 (24 Stats., 388), and having e a citizen 


And now comes the point of this letter— 
and having become a citizen I am unable to see how he can be reinstated 
robo Indian — N oops ee 5 Ase} the — 
policy Q ie Overnment as 1875, supra, 
other acts i Indians with the 


view of — — = hing 1 Gated om hg — 


oi 
Quin ne mo se has no right on the Cœur d'Alene Reservation except as 
poe by the act of 1887; and having abandoned his tribal relations and 


en his home on the public domain he has no t to remain on said res- 
ervation. He isa citizen of the United States, and his home is on the lands 
patented to him. 

CFC 
to sell his lands and to return to the Coeur d' Alene and become 
an Indian in tribal relations. 


I read this letter merely to show that my amendment is in the 
line of precaution which the views of the Interior De ent 
makes necessary. It will commit to that Department the matter 
of permitting this Indian to sell his lands. he is permitted to 
return to the reservation I presume he will be allowed to dispose 
of his land. 3 no 8 e to = bill with that 
limitation, an Senator from Washington having agreed to 
accept it, it can be without hindrance. 

Mr. WILSON. . President, a single word in reply to the 
letter just read by the Senator from Texas. 

It makes no difference whether the Secretary of the Interior is 
unwilling that Quin ne mo se shall abandon his land or not, be- 
cause Quin ne mo se abandoned the land five yearsago. Whether 
the Secretary is unwilling or not, he can i teste nothing 


I epee amendment offered by the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. C. pro 
cause it is now purely a moot debate; yet I wish to call the atten- 
If this Indian has left his home 
one on the Coeur d'Alene — ase A has done 


sO 
without consent of the Interior Department. rests with the 


Department at any time to remove him from that reservation. It 
is entirely proper, therefore, that before he parts with his land he 


should have the consent of the Interior Department. That is all 
the amendment provides for. It is merely in the line of the uni- 
versal pele eet has prevailed in regard to lands allotted to 
individual Indians. It merely requires that this ward of the 
nation shall obtain executive consent before alienating his home- 
stead, and thus be protected both in receiving a fair price and in 
regard to other surroundings of the trade. e old rule was that 
the President’s consent was required. Since that time there has 
been a modification of the practice, so that the Secretary of the 
Interior is now usually entitled to consent. I am not aware of 
any case where Indians have been allowed to sell their land with- 
out some order of Executive consent. My amendment is merely 
in the line of safeguarding the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bil aa Seed k be engrossed f third reading, read 

was or to or a thi ing, 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. TIBBITS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1597) for the relief of 
William H. Tibbits, to report it favorably with an amendment, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I must object to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the bill go on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Alice G. London; which was read all by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2958) restoring the name of Mrs. 
Penelope E. Russ to the pension roll; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
ot . — ie on bill (S. 2959 i Mrs. 

e in u a S ) granting a ion to 
Sarah Townsend; which was read twice by its tithe, and, with the 
as ma ey per, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. T introduced a bill (S. 2960) restoring the pension 
of Alexander W. Browning; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2961) granting a pension to 
Aaron Jernigan, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom ying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. P T introduced a bill (S. 2963) to amend sections 
18, 19, 20, and 21 of the act entitled An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1891; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2964) to declare the members 
of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory to 
be citizens of the United States and subject to the Constitution 
and laws thereof, to authorize them to revise their rolls of citizen- 
ship, to allot their lands in severalty, to provide for laying out 
towns therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Belect Committee on the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes of Indians. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


n ä itted po amendments 5 E be pro- 
im to general ciency appropriation bill; w. 
with the 3 papers, were referred to the e 
on ApprO iations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Mc submitted an amendment intended to be 
posed by him tothe District of Columbia a riation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


printed. 

Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Distri ict of Columbia, and 


ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CART. submitted an amendment intended to be po 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation : 


RESTORATION OF PROTECTIVE DUTIES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposa -by him to the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of 
the ised Statutes of the United States concerning the distilling 
of brandy from fruits; which was referred to the ittee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
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PURCHASE OF ANALOSTAN ISLAND. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Saturday last the Senator from Vermont 
Ge Proctor] reported from the Committee on the District of 
lumbia an amendment providing for the purchase of Analostan 
Island, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appro- 
riation bill, which was sent to the Committee on Appropriations. 
That report was made upon a misapprehension of facts, and with 
the concurrence of the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I move a reconsideration of the vote whereby the 
amendment was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
. be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 
4 Sey VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
e 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRAIN. 
Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That on Saturday, May 16, the session of the Senate for the day 
man after 8.30 o'clock p. m., be devoted to eulogies on the late W. H. CRAIN, 


O. F. LYNCH. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I offer a resolution which I desire to have 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
of the Senate. I wish to say in offering the resolution 
that it provides for a deplorable case, which now confronts us, and 
one as to which it is absolutely necessary something should be 
done. I will therefore ask the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
to consider it as soon as possible. 8 
The resolution was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he perehy is, 
authorized and directed to appoint C. F. Lynch a messenger, who shall be 
paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses at the Senate, until otherwise provided for. 


CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate document room 
500 copies of Senate Document No. 182, of the Fifty-fourth Congress, first 
session. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. 
The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7542) =, ap- 
ropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
0, 1897, and for other pu , Which had been repo from 
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 
Mr. HALE, I that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committee be con- 


sidered as they are reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Grar] for 
a moment, 


Mr. GEAR. 


CLARISSA E. HOBBS. 


Beit 3 etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is — 
f toiii Mates aed on 1 of $12 5 — th for 
b. ©, Nebr., an y her a Ə rai 0 r mon or 
— — as nurse in the Twelfth ent Iowa Infantry. * 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. TIBBITS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill which I just reported. 

Mr. HALE, It will not give rise to any debate, I understand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. None. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1597) for the relief of William 
H. Tibbits; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in line 

21, after the w „other,“ to insert the word valid“; so as to 


Provided, however, That said W. H. Tibbits shall not have made any other 
valid entry of land of the United States under the homestead laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC MARSH. 
Mr. HALE. Iyield tothe Senator from 3 ALLEN]. 


Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Maine, I 
ask leave to call up the bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Marsh. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in 
line 10, after the word „spent,“ to strike out upon the above- 
described tract of land, his entry on and claim of which were 
canceled by the decision of the Secretary of the Interior as afore- 
said,” and insert: ' 

In improving land embraced in timber-culture entry No. 13732 in the 
North Platte land district in Nebraska: Provided, That in order to obtain 
the benefit of this act said Isaac Marsh shall show that he was not the owner 


in fee simple of 80 acres of land free of incumbrance at the date of the passage 
of this act. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Isaac Marsh, of Lincoln County, Nebr., be, and he 
is 3 3 and authorized to make a homestead entry of 100 acres 
onany of the public lands of the United States which are now or may hereafter 
become subject to homestead entry, without any fees or payments to the 
Government, excepting the local land office fees, and that in making proof 
thereof he shall be given credit for any time he may have nt in improv- 
ing land embraced in timber-culture entry No. 1373. in the North Platte land 
district in Nebraska: Provided, That in order to obtain the benefit of this act 
said Isaac Marsh shall show that he was not the owner in fee simple of 80 
acres of land free of incumbrance at the date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the preamble be stricken out, 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Now let the naval appropriation bill be read for 
action on the committee amendments. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, and for other 


p . 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 7, after 
the word “action,” to strike out the following additional proviso: 

Provided further. That all officers who have been or may be appointed to 
any co of the Navy or to the Marine Corps after service in a different 
corps of the Navy or of the Marine Corps have all the benefits of their 

revious service in the same manner as if said appointments were a reentry 
to the Navy or into the Marine Corps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 12, after the word 
same,“ to strike out “eight thousand” and insert “ including 
one draftsman, at $1,200, nine thousand two hundred”; so as to 
make the clause read: 


Naval War College and Torpedo School on Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode 
Island: For maintenance of the Naval War College and To: o School on 
Coasters Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, inclu one drafts- 


man, at $1,200, $9,200. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, after the word 
all,“ to strike out ten thousand” and insert eleven thousand 
two hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For the proper preservation, cementing, and 5 cellar walls, re- 


ing window casings, floors, and door gs; a water in attic for 
use in case of fire, and a rainwater cistern and pumps, $2,000; in all, $11,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 10, to insert: 

For testing methods of throwin, h explosives from board 
with the o ry 3 5 — ode sae 8 ship 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘Bureau of Ordnance and ordnance stores” 
from $792,000 to $842,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 7, line 21, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy 
may, in his discretion, purchase by contract all or any part of 
such guns”; so as to ake the clause read: 

Reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers: Toward the armament of modern 

for auxiliary cruisers mentioned in the act approved March 3, 1891, and 
n section 4 of the act approved May 10, 1892, $250,000: Provided, That the 


Secretary of the Navy may, in his discretion, purchase by contract all or any 
part of such guns. 


Mr. QUAY. At that point I desire to amend the clause by 
striking out the words two hundred and fifty” and inserting 
five hundred”; so as to make the appropriation for the armament 
of modern guns for auxiliary cruisers, according to the estimates 
of the Department, a half million dollars. 
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Mr. HALE. The order of the Senate was to first consider com- 
mittee amendments and take up other amendments afterwards. 
Will the Senator wait until we get through with the committee 
amendments to the bill? 

Mr. QUAY. 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Pennsylvania after the committee amendments shall have 
been concluded. The question is on the amendment which has 
been read. : 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making ap- 
propriations for“ torpedo station, Newport, R. I.,“ on page 8, line 
15, after the word dollars,“ to strike out Extending” and insert 
“extending.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 16, line 1, to increase the ap- 
propriations for ‘‘navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. V.,“ from $15,341.50 
to $16,541.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for “civil establishment, Bureau of Yards and 
Docks,” from $60,286.04 to $61,486,04. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, of page 19, line 2, to reduce the ap- 
propriations for Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa.,“ from $79,730 
to $79,725. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 20, after the word 
dollars.“ to insert purchase of land adjoining the naval sta- 
tion, $5,000”; and in line 22, before the word “thousand,” to strike 
out “eighty” and insert “eighty-five”; so as to make the clause read: 

re setae Pere Bere Si Ws Sheet fen cee el eae 

man 7 Well. N y 
$150,000; dient: tower and tank, $4,000; storehouse, $10,000; purchase of land 

oining the naval station, $5,000; in all, $185,182. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 2, to insert: 


To pave Hanover street from Maryland avenue to agnar street, Wagner 
street from Hanover street to King George street, and g George street 
from College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek, in the city of Annapolis, 
Md., $8,000, in addition to the sum of $13,000 made by the naval appropriation 
act approved July 26, 1894, which is hereby continued available for the same 

urpose; and the Secretary of the Navy is pen’. authorized to convey to 
tne city of Annapolis, Md., the title to the bed of King George street from 
College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek. 


Mr. HALE. That amendment ought to be perfected by striking 
out all after the word purpose,“ in line 10, as the deed for the 


property referred to has been given. I make that motion. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment, in 
line 10, after the word purpose,” by striking out 

And the Secre of the Navy is hereby authorized to convey to the city 
of Annapolis, Må., the title to the bed of King George street from College 
avenue to College or Graveyard Creek. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resum The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 14, 
to insert: 

That the Board of Visitors of the Naval Academy, when visiting said 
Academy in 1896, shall fully examine into and rt to the Secretary of the 


Navy and to Congress the availability and desirability of acquiring as an 
annex to the grounds of said Academy so much of the propert joining 


thereto in the city of Annapolis as is si between the north side of Han- 
over street, the east side of Governor street, the north side of King George 
street, and the west side of Holland street, and the probable cost thereof 
purchase or by condemnation for public use. 
The amendment was agreed to. s 
The next amendment was, on 23, line 16, after the word 
“laboratory,” to strike out “and department of instruction, mu- 
seum of hygiene”; so as to make the clause read: 
Medical department: For surgeons’ necessaries for vessels in commission, 
EA as the several naval OEA wavs SHE caval IREAS 
ent at the several nay: navy- nay ru 
and Naval Academy, $65,000. X 2 si 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, line 2, before the word 
“ repairs,” to strike out ‘‘ other” and insert order“; so as to read: 
Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secre- 
ba Big the Navy of the authority to cause the necessary repairs and preser- 
vation of the U. 8. 8. Hartford or to order repairs of ships damaged in for- 
e asa or on the high seas, so far as may be necessary to bring them 
ome, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 2, to strike out: 
For making plans, examining and 8 the und and other prelim- 
i work toward the construction of a model „with all buildings and 
appliances, to be built upon the grounds of the old Observatory, Washington, 
. C., under the Bureau of Construction and Repair of the Navy Depart- 
ment, which shall conduct therein the work of investigating and determin- 
ing the most suitable and desirable sha) and forms to adopted for 
United States naval vessels, $7,500: That upon the authorization 
of the tary of the Navy experiments may be made at this establish- 


ment for private shipbuilders, who shall defray the cost of material and of 
labor of per diem employees for such experiments: And provided further, 


That the results of such private experiments shall be 
tial and shall not be divulged without the consent of 
whom they may be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 42. Iine 3, in the items for 
contingent expenses, Naval Academy, after the word “ dollars,” 
to insert for contingencies for the Superintendent of the Academy, 
$1,000,” and in line 5, before the word thousand,” to increase the 
total of the appropriations from $45,400 to $46,400. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, in the items 
for the Marine Corps, to strike out: 

Pay of 10 sergeants, 40 corporals, 12 drummers, 12 fifers, and 426 privates, to 
be enlisted in accordance with the provisions of section 1596, Revised Stat- 
utes, $74,560, to be immediately pyatlabia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isuggest to the Senator from Maine that 
he allow the provisions about the Marine Corps to go over until 
the reading of the bill is finished. 

Mr. HALE. That is very acceptable to me, as there will be 
some controversy about it. 

Mr. LODGE. To what provisions does the Senator refer? 

Mr. HALE. Aill provisions relating to the increase of the Ma- 
rine Corps. Let them all go over. 

Mr. LODGE. There are only three of them. 

Mr. HALE. There are three of them. They stand on all fours, 
If one goes out the others will go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Baconin the chair). With- 
out objection, the provisions as to the Marine Corps will go over 
for the present. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 44, line 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the 1 of the Senate 
8 these provisions which relate to the Marine Corps shall also 


Over? 
Mr. Hal-. The amendment on page 45, lines 19 to 23, should 


be d over. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The clause to which the Chair 
directs the attention of the Senate begins with line 3, page 45. 
It relates somewhat to the Marine Corps. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the civil force. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate having passed over 
the preceding provisions relative to the Marine Corps, the Chair 
desires to know whether it is also the wish of the Senate to have 
this provision passed over? 

1 HALE, There is no amendment at that point in my copy 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment. The 
Chair will suggest that there were no amendments on page 42, 
under the heading Marine Corps,” which was also passed over. 
The Chair understood that everything which relates to the Marine 
Corps was, under the order, to be passed over for the present. 

CHANDLER. The amendment on page 43 was not in- 


ded as confiden- 
e shipbuilder for 


cluded in the request. 
Mr. HALE, ere is no objection to the amendment on page 
47 being di to. If itis disagreed to it will leave the text 


of the bill as it came from the House remain. 

Mr. GORMAN. To which amendment does the Senator from 
Maine refer? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 43, line 20, after the word dollars,” 
the committee report an amendment to strike out: 

And hereafter officers of the Marine Corps traveling under orders without 
troops shall be allowed the same mileage as is now allowed officers of the 
Navy traveling without troops. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator in charge of the 
bill to say that there is no objection to having to pay the same in 
the two cases; that that is the correct rule of payment. 

Mr. GORMAN. As J understand it, this is an increase of the 
traveling expenses of the Marine Corps. They now receive the 
same expenses that are allowed to army officers. This is an in- 
crease. I donot understand that the Senator in charge of the bill 
desires to have the amendment disagreed to. 

Mr. HALE. No; I had in mind the amendment on page 47. 
This amendment may be agreed to and go into conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment on pages 45 and 46 have 
been passed over? 

Mr. HALE. They have been passed over. : 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 46, line 8, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 47, line 7, after the word “dollars,” to strike out: 


credit of ce railroad companies named in said act amounts earned or to 
be earned by them during each fiscal year on account o: rtation of the 
Army and t on of the mails be, 


and the same are hereby, extended 
and made applicable to the transportation of the Navy and the ‘Marine Corps; 
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So.as to make the clause read: 
including — aon the e eH 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand this is the amendment which is 


tion of troops, 
000. 


: For 
iting service, 
to be di to. 
Mr. I have no objection to the amendment being dis- 
agreed to on pos that have come in since thebill was reported. 

The PR GQ OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Commi on pe eee . was, on page 48, line 24, after 
the words ‘‘ District of Columbia,” to insert ‘‘and for the er 
of the Marine Band”; so as to make the clause read: 


Hire of quarters, Marine Corps: For hire of quarters for officers serving 
with tlle where there are no publicquarters to the Government, 
and where there are not sufi by the United States to 


ten. Ah esch, fl. 87 f 515 £ quarters for 3 
a mon for hire oi ‘ers. 
as Rhu. of $10 each per month, $380; in all, $6,024. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 9, in the items 
for contingent expenses, Marine Corps, to strike out: 

For iron be tt: clothing boxes, 
E a EE asians aad Sate 
to be enlisted in accordance with the visions of section 1596, Revise: 
Statutes, $3,000, to be immediately availa’ 


Mr. HALE. Let this amendment go over with the others. It 
should 8 over. 
The P. ING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 


over. 
Mr. HALE. This brings us to the provision as to “ Increase of 
the Navy.” As there will be amendments offered to this clause, in 


to the Senator that the clause as to 
armor and armament better go over with the matter of the 
increase of the Navy, because it will be necessary to amend it if 
the Senate decides to reduce the number of ships to be authorized 
by the proposed act. There will not be required so much for 
armor for a less number of vessels. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; it can go over with the other items. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 22, page 53. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 53, after line 24, to insert: : 


‘The pose ney fa ae Navy is hereby authorized and directed to cause one 
of the six ligh: composite gunboats authorized by the act making appro- 


the l year e 
‘or other „approved March 2, 1895, to be built and for a train- 


ship for the — —— tna — aval 3 at Annapolis, —.— 
chan: Said vessel as ma necessary for ada as su 
training ship shall be made thereto.” * 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. As the nominal reading of the bill has been com- 
pleted, I move an amendment. On page 2, line 7, after the word 
*‘enlist,” I move to insert the words ' at any time after the pas- 
sage of this act”; so that the enlistment of those men can go on 
at the t time in order to meet the needs of the new ships, 
The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] gave 
notice of an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. On page 7, line 20, before the word“ thousand,” 
I move to strike out two hundred and fifty” and insert “four 
hundred”; so as to read: 

Reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers: Toward the armament of modern 

for auxiliary cruisers mentioned in the act approved March 8, 1891, and 
section 4 of the act approved May 10, 1892, $400,000. 


That is still $100,000 less than the estimate of the Bureau of 
Ordnance. 


Mr. GORMAN, Of course this is one of the items in the bill 
which the Senate ought to consider. Itisanewestimate. There 
pervs bunny of ͤ ͤ an apyropriation cf $000,000, witch i 
serve supply of projectiles an appropria „000, which is 
new; for ditional somiy of oes, $142,000, which is also 
new; an appropriation of $250,000 for reserve guns for the auxil- 
of 625 000 for the avail . for ships of the N 

P or a guns for ships of the Navy. 
That makes seven or eight hun thousand dollars forthe ä A) 
guns. These provisions, taken together with the other provisions 
of the bill, which must be considered, for a large increase in the 
Navy, make it a very extraordinary indeed. 
| The total amount of the bill as it comes from the other House is 
$31,647,239.95; that is money actually appropriated. The contracts 
| that are authorized, which will require appropriations, swell that 


ropriation in the same bill 


sno aa e While I m — Tavor and — alwa; 
in favor of proper increase in the Navy, I suggest that in 
present condition of our finances, in the present condition of our 
wants, we ought not to proceed so rapidly as is proposed by the 
pading bill. Notwithstanding the Department claim that they 
ve facilities at the Washingto: 


n Navy-Yard to mannfacture 

guns within a reasonable time and in time to equip the ships 

that have heretofore been authorized and those that are to be au- 

thorized by this bill, I do not believe that it is wise to go to this 
extent at the present time. 

This is all I desire to say upon the pending item. When we 

reach the other and more important matter I shall have more to 


sy UE it. 

. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not 
object to this particular amendment, but will confine any efforts 
he may make to limit naval nditures to other portions of the 
bill. Senator will remember that more than a year ago the 
estimate of the amount needed forthe armament for the auxiliary 
cruisers was $500,000, and there was quite an earnest debate at 
that time because no amount was appropriated for the armament 
for the additional cruisers. 

Mr. President, it a; that we have the right to take at 
moment the New York, the Paris, the St. Louis, and the St. Paul, 
the great Lacie te Sig steamers constituting the American Line, 
two of them built abroad, two of them built in this country, 
and they are among the fleetestships in the world. They are, I 
may say, taken together, perhaps the four best ships in the world 
belonging to any one steamship line. The United States can take 
them to-morrow, and if it has the armament ready to put upon 
them, it can send them out upon the ocean and they can move 
faster than any other ships in the world. They can destroy any 
ota ee — ting — ten millions of 0 

ere are represen: per illions of money, not 
one dollar of V United States and 
every dollar of which has been paid by Be gest ies, by private 
enterprise. We can stop the voyages of those ships, take the ves- 
sels to-morrow, convert them into fleet naval vessels, and send 
them out the ocean, if we only have the guns to put upon 
the ships. We have not a gun to put upon the shipsand we have 
not pagum fhe work of making the guns to put upon them. By 
expending a half million dollars we can secure as an addition to 
our Navy $10,500,000 worth of naval material, It is like buying 
guns for men. The men cost nothing until yon call them into the 
service. When you call them into the service in an emergency, 
if you have not guns they are of no use to you. In my 8 
there is no expenditure to be made immediately by the United 
States so important as the expenditures to make these four great, 
fine, fleet, magnificent ships an actual part of the Navy of the 
United States, by providing the guns which could be put upon 
them at an hour's notice. 

There are 29 ships of the ey, navy, which, as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. rl ill state, we have the right to 
take at any moment; but I confine myself entirely to these four 
fleet ships, the armament for which I desire to see pr as 
soon as possible. The British Government and other governments 
provide guns for their auxiliary navy, for the commercial vessels 
which they have the right to take at any time. They provide the 


guns and those are upon the docks or the wharves of those 
nations and can be made ready at a moment's notice to be placed 
n the ships. 


e can not excuse ourselves for neglecting longer to provide 
the guns for these vessels. The Senator from Maryland a year 
e Anar oaa A DATS DOPA AOA AEA AA 

e guns W e Navy was engaged in - 
ing. Theanswer to that was then, and theanswer now is, thatthe 
Navy Department is authorized to build no guns whatever except 
when there is a ship which is ready, or ought to be ready, for the 
guns, and therefore no guns which the Navy Department is now 
engaged in building can be putupon the New York, the Paris, the 
St. Louis, or the St. Paul without holding those back from 
some naval vessel, the whole cost of which the people of the United 
States are paying. 

In this view of the case, I ask the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gorman], if he wants to limit the total appropriation made by the 
bill, and with whom I am entirely ing to coo te to some 
extent, to concede that for this expenditure of 000, which 
ought to be $500,000, we give to the Government in the shortest 
period of time the possible naval defense which can be 
secured for that amount of money. 

Mr. GORMAN, I recognize fully the force of the argument of 
the distinguished Senator from New ire, who has given as 
much attention to the affairs of the Navy as any Senator in this 
body. I know his anxiety to build up the Navy. It has been so 
from his first connection with it. Ishare with him the general 
view that we must manufacture sufficient guns to equip the ships 
that we have or have the right to control. 

The Senator states that in the last naval appropriation bill this 
item appeared and I opposed it. I opposed it then for the reason 
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that I believed the appropriations were as great without this pro- 
vision as the condition of the Treasury would warrant. I op- 

it for another reason. I did not i that the capacity 
of the Washington yard was equal to the appropriations we had 
made, but if the capacity of that yard was equal to the appropria- 
tionsmade for the armament of the other ships, the man TS 
of steel for the tubes and the jackets of these guns were not able 
to furnish them if we had made the appropriation, and therefore 
the appropriation would have been useless. I believed then that 
that was true. I believe it now. I know theoretically the capac- 


ity of this yard is FT 
turned out completed, and I know that since the appropria- 
tion act was the manufacturers of steel have claimed that 


their facilities are greatly increased and they are enabled to fur- 
nish a larger amount than a grax ago. 

During the last fiscal year before the ist day of July they were 
compelled to suspend a large number of persons employed in the 
Washi n 3 and reduce that force. It is true that 
it was given out from the headquarters of the Navy Department 
to the newspaper press that that suspension was because of the 
failure of Congress to make an appropriation for these very guns. 
We were then about 3 upon this patriotic course; we were 
then about to stir up a war g in the country, and it grew to 
immense proportions. But the fact was that that suspension was 
not the fault of Congress or the want of an appropriation, but it 
grew out of the fact that the manufacturers of the steel tubes 
and steel jackets for these guns had failed to furnish, according 
to their contract, the number that had been ordered. I do not 
know of any case where the Executive branch of the Government 
were so freety at fault and so much to be condemned as they 
werein that particular case in trying to hold Congress responsi- 
ble for the ane 

The fact is, Mr. President, all the guns have not been delivered 
s They could not have been delivered. After it was thought 

t serious trouble might come because of other questions south 
of us, this yard and the other yards were placed upon a war foot- 
ing; all the guns that could be manufactured by the machinery that 
they have have been manufactured, Then there was no proposi- 
tion as has been now recommended by the Committee on Appro: 

tions to duplicate the facilities for manufacturing guns. That 
is proposed in the 8 bill. There is a provision inserted that 
the Secretary of the Navy may contract for any portion of the 
guns that he sees proper. Fortunately for the country if an emer- 
gency should arise we have the Bethlehem and other works that 
can construct these guns equally as well as at the navy-yard. So 
the objection I had last year to making an appropriation that 
would be useless because of the want of facilities has to a great 
extent away. 

But, Mr. President, as to the necessity and as to all this great 
haste in preparing for war, I do not share that feeling. I agree 
that the most important feature of the increase of the Navy now 
is the manufacture of guns. They could be utilized not only upon 
our Government vessels, but the great steamers the Senator from 
New Hampshire referred to, the New York, the Paris, the St. 
Louis, and the others of that line, could be utilized, if we were at 
war, as commerce destroyers. But is the emergency so great that 
we must appropriate now half a million dollars for that purpose? 
There is an item in the bill immediately p ing the one under 
consideration appropriating $250,000 for reserve guns, which can 
be used for any purpose on any vessel that we can control, and 
with the $250,000 as we have reported for reserve guns for auxiliary 
cruisers will make $500,000. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania . QUAY] pro to increase 
this amount of $250,000 to $400,000, which wo make $900,000 
upon that account, and then millions are to be given for the ordi- 
nary construction of the larger guns to go upon the war vessels. 
If the Treasury were in a condition I would sag, Yes; make this 


increased appr ation,” but I submit to the Senate that it is 
unwise at t e to G an amount so large on this 
account and then follow it up with the twenty-odd million dollars 


for war vessels. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. What is the condition of the to-day? 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust to get to that a little later in the day, or 
to-morrow, when we reach the main item of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. We havea cash balance of $280,000,000, more 
than we have had for many years. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have a large amount of silver also stored 
in the Treasury. 
Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; we have too much cash balance. We 
are not talking about silver. We are talking about the cash bal- 
ance in the Treasury, and if it is not gotten out the people will 
suffer, I think. 5 . the duty 3 hour HMS to make 
appropriations, if we have anything to a i ‘or. 

TGORMAN. When we come to 9 of the bill I 

suppose the discussion will be more general, and I propose to sub- 
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mit some remarks then in reply to the suggestion made by my 


distinguished friend from Nevada; but in this matter I say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania Finz Quay] and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] that it will be wiser to go on as we 
have gone on in the past and make fair provision for all these 
items, as we have done, without the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, which would swell the appropriation for this 
item to $400,000. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars ought 
to be sufficient for the current year. I trust the Senator will not 
ress his amendment, and I trust that later on both the Senator 
m New Hampshire and the Senator from Pennsylvania will unite 
with me in reducing the aggregate amount proposed to be appro- 
priated for the increase of the wE 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think there is no appropri 
tion in the bill that is worth so much in an increase of our force 
at sea as this simple provision here. It goes to procure the neces- 
sary for the Paris, the New York, and the other two new 
vessels of that class and hold the guns in store ready for use in an 
emergency. While we practically own those ships now, while we 
have a right to take them at any moment, while they are a part 
of our Navy, they are, of course, absolutely useless for fighting. 
The proposed armament for the Paris and the New York and the 
two sister ships is five 6-inch guns each. The 6-inch jectile 
weighs 100 pounds, so each vessel would be able to 500 

munds of steel at a 8 One of those vessels would whip, 

think, about the best naval vessel that existed before the war of 
the rebellion. That 100-pound steel projectile is a fearful missile 
when sent with the velocity given it now with the improved 
wder. Those guns should be kept in store conveniently near. 
ey could be put on board in a single night. The vessels are 
adapted to them; the frames are strengthened; the decks are 
strengthened. The traverse plates for the gun carriages are to be 
seen on the deck by any passenger. An examination below would 
disclose the strengthened frames. Trundle the guns on board 
withthe ammunition, and you would have on the four ships twenty 
6-inch gons, throwing an aggregato weight of 2,000 pounds. 

Mr. E. Right in line of the Senator’s remarks, the 
improvements in modern machinery, as the Senator knows, make 
the rapid fire now apply to the 6-inch gun. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Heretofore it has only been applied to the 4 inch, 
but thecontractors now are able to furnish rapid-fire 6-inch 
as they have heretofore by contract furnished 4-inch guns. That 
I may say, aa way, is the reason for the provision put on at 
the close of the paragraph authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to contract. They are an auxiliary gun. The 6-inch rapid-fire gun, 
as the Senator says, makes one of these cruisers one of the most 
destructive in the whole naval construction in the world. 

Mr. Y. The devices for rapid firing and the extraor- 
dinary improvement in powder make the 6-inch gun or 5 or 4 inch 
gun probably worth twice as much as it would have been worth 
five years ago: 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator from Connecticut if those guns 
are available for coast defenses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They could be placed in coast defenses. 

Mr. GRAY. In earthworks? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly; they are just as capable on shore as 
on board ship. The same carriages would not be furnished if the 
guns were intended for work on shore, that is all. 

Mr. GRAY. Solsup 

Mr. HAWLEY. If these 20 guns were in the harbor of New 
York and it became necessary to trundle them down to Sandy 
Hook or Fort Hamilton, of course that could be done, and there 
they could be used just as well as anywhere else. I say there is 
ae wiser expenditure in the whole bill for the money init than 

one. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not know thatI can add any- 
thing to what has been said by the Senator from Connecticut 

Mr. HAWLEY) and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 

JHANDLER] in reply to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. SONAS 
Of course, the Senator from Maryland and every Senator 
recognize the truth of the old adage, “In time of peace prepare 
for war.” It is no argument that the Senator from Mary 
should say that there seems to be no instant occasion for the use 
of these guns. There has been a time within a very few days, or 
a very few weeks at least, when there might have been imminent 
necessity for the employment of these cruisers, but under the 
policy of the Senator from Maryland in the last Congress they 
would have been found absolutely worthless, He made a mis- 
take and his party made a mistake I thought then, and I trust 
that the Senate will not permit them to do it now. 

There are in the Navy of the United States some 75 to 100 ves- 
sels which, if the armament is ready, can be made, in the event 
= 2 Siue 5 sees There = 29 larger vessels 
of which we have the rig ake possession. Concerning th 
in their report the Bureau of Ordnance say: * 


Five hundred thousand dollars will be juired for the manufacture of sev 
enty 4, 5, and 6 inch gune for arming in part the — 
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Two hundred and fifty guns will be required to place them in 


absolute equipment; so that from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000 is abso- 
lutely required to place us in condition to utilize our means of 
troubling an enemy on the high seas. 


The Government is now entirely without means of furnishing these ships 
with guns or ordnance equipped of any kind. Twenty-nine of these ships 
which have been selected as suitable for cruisersin time of war would form a 
most important adjunct to our naval force if they were properly equipped. 
a id geal _— Tonna; a en I pe o — steamers 5 to 

ound upon the es, where they would, if proper! constitute 
the best defense of these shores in time of ‘need. It would 8 to keep 
the gun shops working to their full capacity for several years in order to 
provide gons for such pu! . The old smoothbore guns of which a large 
number have accumulated during many years, are now practically obsolete, 
and an ample supply of modern guns should be manufactured, in order that 
in a crisis we should not be compelled to use such inferior weapons as the old 
smoothbore guns, 

The British Government appreciates the situation, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Here is what they are doing, and here is what this Govern- 
ment should be doing. I quote from the Naval and Mili 
Record, published at Portsmouth, in England, April 4, 1896, It 
Says: 

The admiralty will Pay in subsidies this year to the Cunard, Peninsular, 
and Oriental. te Star Line, and Canadian Pacific Steamship companies 
the sum of £48,620, an increase of £3,137 on the amount paid during the last 
prene months. The vessels, with the amount of subsidy for each, are as 

‘ollows: 

Cunard Company, e and Lucania, £7,500 each; White Star Line. 
Teutonic, ST Me jestic, £7,396; Peninsular and Oriental Company, 
= 1 £3, Fae ig sto ont Aes. 1 each: on Fact — 

m: 3 88 0 ia, Empress o, ina, and Empress of Japan, 
3 addition to this, the companies engage to hold the following steam- 
ships at the disposition of the admiralt, without further subsidy: White 
Star Line, Britannic, Germanic, and Adriatic; C Company, Etruria, 
Umbria, Aurania, and Servia; Peninsular and Oriental Company, Britannia, 
8 5 Oriental, Valetta, Masillia, Rome, Carthage, Ballarat and 
ma 


Now, Mr. President, I quote further, and invite the attention 
of the Senate to the quotation: 
of the latter types of mac! 


A reserve stock of breech-l thine guns, 
with the n moun and fi has recently been supplied in 
lieu of muzzle-l g guns for the ready armament of these vessels in the 
event of their being required. As a precaution against delay, a merchant 
cruiser reserve depot has been established on each station at which the ves- 
sels call, so that a merchant ship could be converted into a war vessel withina 
very short time; in fact, within a few hours if she happened to be at one of 


the naval depot ports. 
My intention in offering the amendment is meray put the 
Government in a way of beginning what the British Government 


has already accomplished with a view to meeting uson the seas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom California will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays. before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside, without losing its place 
on the Calendar, until the present appropriation bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN J. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 


KINS] will be stated. A 5 

The SECRETARY. Amend by adding, on page 6, after line 8: 

Naval training station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the 
harbor of San ncisco, Cal., for apprentices: For the construction of build- 
ings and other improvements, $100,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not see the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] present, but I shall be compelled to raise a point of order 
on the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. On what grounds does the Senator from Mary- 
land make a point of order? 

Mr. GORMAN, Itis new legislation, and is not estimated for. 

Mr. PERKINS. Early in December I introduced a bill provid- 
ing for this training station. It duly passed the Senate. It passed 
the House of Representatives, and on the 24th of April the Presi- 
dent affixed his signature to the bill establishing the training sta- 
tion. Therefore we are simply proposing by the amendment to 
carry out the law and establish the station. I fail to see how 
the point of order can lie. 

r. GORMAN. Does the Senator state that the act has passed 
both Houses and is a law? 

Mr. PERKINS. It passed both Houses, and it was approved 
by the President April 24. I verified it in the office of the Secre- 

of the Senate a few minutes since. 
. GORMAN. What is the provision of the act? I have not 
had my attention called to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Maryland voted for it. I 
will have it read if he desires. I will state that in substance it 
established a training station for apprentices upon Yerba Buena 


Island, in the harbor of San Francisco, Mr. President, I wish to 
state that the object of the act and of the pending amendment is 
to Americanize the Navy. On the Pacific Coast we have no place 
where an apprentice boy can be enlisted into the NaN, 

We have at 2 a naval training station. e have two 
training ships to take the boys who are fat a pal at that station 
upon cruises on the Atlantic, the Gulf of Mexico, and elsewhere, 
and we are training boys to become seamen and Americanize our 
Navy and man an American Pano 

On the Pacific Coast, extending from Lower California to Alaska, 
with over 4,000 miles of coast, with more than 25,000 miles, fol- 
lowing the indentation of the shore, we have no place where boys 
can be enlisted in the Navy. Five or six times during the past 

ear, as a special concession from the Navy Department, I have 
permission to have boys there, and they are doing well. We 
have hundreds and hundreds of American boys who are seeking 
to gain admission into the Navy. 
he object of the amendment is to establish a station for that 
purpose. I do not mean to say, as the Senator from Maryland may 
say, that we are going to make sailors on land; but when you take 
a 7 of 14 or 15 years of age, modest, ignorant of the ways of the 
world, without discipline, without drill, it requires time to fit him 
to go on a cruising 8 Therefore he is to be sent to the 
station, where he is probably disciplined in morals, in cleanliness, 
and all that goes to make a proper boy, and after six months’ ora 
year’s time he is detailed on a sailing vessel and sent off to sea, 
and in due time he will become an American seaman. 

We have nomerchant service whereby we can recruit our seamen 
from that service, as was the case in the earlier history of our 
potan. I was deeply impressed in reading the rt a few days 
since of the course pursued by the English navy. Nomatter what 
we may thinkof them, they speak our lan in a measure they 
are our own people, and they frequently get lessons that we may 
profit by. One of these lessons Aaseth i is that their ships are 
manned by English subjects. I do not believe that outside of the 
culinary departmentof the bah Shey navy you will find one-quarter 
of 1 per cent who are not English subjects. The English seaman 
feels a pride in his country’s navy and the ship that is his home. 
He is a patriot and ready to fight for St. psec cross. I was 
5 with the plan they have adopted whi ives them that 
3 patriotism, which makes their ships and their sailors the 
pride of their country. 

In the naval estimates for the year ending March 31, 1897, out 
of the total number of officers and men for Her Majesty's fleet of 
65,757, of which 56,420 are petty officers and seamen, there are 
4,495 boys, and out of a total for other services of 7,932 there were 
5,300 boys under training, which gives their navy a total of 9,795 
boys assigned to seagoing ships or at a training station. So about 
16 iper cent, I think, of their navy are boys. 

e have 9,250 seamen, I think, under the present law, and 750 
boys. So we have only about 8 per cent of boys, one-half the 
number allowed b e 

Allow me, Mr. Presi ent, to ask where are the Decaturs of 1781 
to come from? Where are the Perrys to come from, who said in 

lowing language, We have met the enemy and they are ours? 

ere are those who fought in 1812 and shed luster and glory 
upon the glorious Stars and Stripes to come from in future if itis 
not the American boys to whom we shall look? I sayit is short- 
minded policy on the part of Congress that they have not taken a 
greater interestin building up our Navy by encouraging Ameri- 
can boys to enlist in the service of the Navy. We are proud of 
our new Navy. Ourships are built by American mechanics; the 
are the product of American workmen. Now, let us have it 
Americans, and let every home be represented by some 
relative of that home in the Navy. 

In looking over the report of the enlistment last year for the 
months of July, August, September, and October I find that a 
majority of all the seamen enlisted in our Navy were foreigners. 
Can we sit idly by and permit this to go on when by a mere pit- 
tance we can establish training stations where we will give our 
boys an elementary education, disci ipline them, drill them in good 
morals, in cleanliness, and teach them that the greatest gift that 
can be given to anyone is to be an American citizen? No one feels 
more patriotism, and there is no one who stands ready to hold up 
the dignity and honor of our fiag and our country more than does 
the American seaman. We have not encouraged American sea- 
men heretofore, but we have now commenced and the Department 
are in sympathy with us. I hope the amendment which I have 
offered will be adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. As to the suggestion of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia that a bill has recently been passed to establish a training 
school on the Pacific Coast, I have the act to which the Senator 
refers, which reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to estab- 
lish a training station for naval apprentices on the island of Yerba Buena (or 
Goat Island), in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.; and said Secretary is au- 
thorized to designate two officers of the Navy, and the Secretary of War is 


authorized to designate one officer of the Army, said three officers to consti- 
tute a board, who shall select and assign so much of said island as may be 
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n kor the of estab! said naval training station; and the 
8 wW. en approved eg oy maia nava shall be, by virtue of this 
act, transferred tothe avy Department for the purposes of said naval train- 


station. 
3 rentices of the Navy, whether at a training station, or 
5 Thes al appre training Ship shail be additional to the sans — 
enlisted persons allowed by law for the Navy. 

It is true that this act may have een recently approved by the 
President, and I take it for granted that it has n, but we have 
no official knowledge of that fact, and | make the point that no 
estimate has been made for an appropriation such as is contem- 
plated by the amendment of the Senator from California and 
that his amendment is not in order on this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the Senator from 
Maryland, I ask to have read for his information a letter from the 
Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1898. 

My DEAR SENATOR: After consultation with Admiral Ramsay, who has 
ch of the personnel, I would respectfully submit the following estimates 
for the necessary buildings to be erected on Yerba Buena Island to fit it for 
a naval apprentice station: 
a S E ee ee ee $67,000 
marters for commandant... 44% 


To 
I believe there is a wharf already at the island. 
I have the honor to remain, your obedient —— 


E. O. MATTHE 
Chief of Bureau Yards and Docks. 


WS. 

Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will see that that is not an esti- 
mate. There is no estimate here for this appropriation, and the 
ink on the pen with which the bill which recently passed was 
signed, if it has been spe is scarcely dry. No action whatever 
has been taken by the Navy Department looking to the establish- 
ment of such a training station, and, of course, no estimate can 
come in at the present time. What the Senator has presented is 
merely a letter from the chief of one of the Department bureaus. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senator from Maryland would not 
the amendment be in order to carry out a law already ? 
We a bill through both Houses, which has gone to the 
President, and which the Senator has read, which authorizes the 
establishment of a training station on the PacificCoast. Now, is 
it not in order to move to give the Secretary of the Navy some 
sum of money to enable him to eld ea the provisions of that 
act under the clause of our rules, with which the Senator is very 
familiar, that an amendment making an appropriation may be in 
order to carry out a previous order or decision of the Senate at the 
ae session. This is not merely a decision of the Senate, but of 

ongress. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think clearly not. The paper which the Sen- 
ator from California has had read is a mere letter from the chief 
of one of the bureaus in the Navy Department, and I do not think 
it will cover the case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the rule read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the first 
clause of Rule XVI. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 


A riations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shail be referred to the Committee 


ess thi 


5 S. I am willing to submit the amendment on 
t rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 
order under the statement made by the Senator from ifornia. 
The question is on the amendment. [Putting the question.] The 


ayes 7 5 5 to have it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I know the anxiety of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from California and his colleagues from the 
Pacific Coast to secure for that section of the country liberal ap- 
propriations. I have myself always believed that we must give 


every ible enco ent to the people on the Pacific Coast 
to build their vessels and to create manufacturing establish- 
ments which will be necessary in the future. I think their indus- 


try and their influence with this Co and with past Con- 

gresses in securing appro riations will stand for all time as a 

omens to show what Senators may accomplish by persistent 
On. 


We have provided for the Pacific Coast most liberally by this 


bill. I have been anxious to see the great navy-yard at Mare 
Island made one of the first shipbuilding yards in the country. 
It is established at a point which is absolutely necessary not 
only for war purposes, but with a view of building up a great 
commercial marine. For that navy-xard we have most liberally 
provided. Ships to be used by the Treasury De; ent in the 
enforcement of the revenue laws we have given the Pacific Coast 
without stint. 

We make special provision to increase the cost of all these 
structures on the Pacific Coast because it seems to be necessary. 
We have given dry docks at San Francisco and upon Puget Sound. 
We are appealed to, Mr. President, and with justice, to increase 
the appropriations on account of those dry docks, so that we may 
have places for our great ships to enter and to be repaired. We 
have great pe also coming from the Gulf, and we have it 
from the Atlantic Coast; but the Committee on Appropriations, 
which is most liberal—too liberal, in my judgment, considering 
the present condition of affairs—has been compelled to deny these 
requests from other sections of the Spuy: but I say to the Sen- 
ators from California, while I have been the consistent friend of 
the projects they have had on hand, because I believed they were 
necessary and in the best interests of the country, this amend- 
ment ought not to be now pressed. 

The Chair has decided the amendment to be in order—I will 
not take an appeal from the decision of the Chair—simply because 
of a bill which is said to have passed both Houses and to have be- 
come a law, but of which, so far as I know, there is no official 
notice; and this amendment is pressed in this body without ever 
having been sent to the Committee on Appropriations and with- 
out an estimate from any head of a Department, making provision’ 
for buildings and for the maintenance of this institution when 
the ground has not been laid off and when no officer of the Goy- 
ernment has yet ascertained what ought to be done. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And there is no limitation upon the cost. 

Mr. GORMAN. Les, Mr. President, that is true, as the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia suggests, and yet we are to be pressed 
here to appropriate sixty or seventy thousand dollars to begin an 
enterprise which, so far as we know officially, may cost a million 
or five million dollars in the end. 

The Pacific Coast has been treated with more generosity than 
any other section of this country in appropriations as they are 
found in this bill, and if the Senators from that coast press the 
amendment, let the Senate determine it. I appeal to the Senator 
from California not to press the amendment, because from the 
beginning of my service here I have been more than liberal to 
every enterprise which has been projected upon that coast. but 
this is going beyond anything that has occurred in legislation of 
which I have knowledge. It is pressing a great matter without 
an estimate and without its haying been referred to the proper 
committee for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The decision of the Chair was based 
upon the legislation indicated by the Senator from California 
[Mr. TEETE] The Senate has been officially notified of the ap- 
proval by the ident of the act referred to, the Chair will state 
in justification of the decision which he has rendered. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I want, on behalf of the delega- 
tion from California, to say to the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] that we fully appreciate his kindness in 
what he has done in years past in assisting us to bring before the 
country the great undevelo interests of our State and of the 
Pacific Coast generally. That isa part of our great country, it 
is a part of the Senator’s country, and he would be less a patriot, 
less an American citizen, than I know him to be if he had not assisted 
in fostering and building up for the good of our country the great 


shipbuildi g ds on the Pacific Coast and assisting in the con- 
struction of the ay docks and improvements of the navy-yard in 
California, which do not belong to that State alone, but belong as 


sanity Maryland, which the Senator represents with so much 
a N 

We have agreed on every proposition relating to the building 
upof the Navy. Weadmit what the Senator has done for Cali- 
fornia; but he seems to have come to the crossroads near the 
close of his remarks. He said he believed in building ships on 
the Pacific Coast. So do we; and we believe in manning them 
on the Pacific Coast—manning them with Americans. e wish 
to man them with Americans because we want to Americanize our 
Navy. But in order to do that we must take apprentices, and we 
must teach them the art of seamanship; we must teach them those 
intricate things connected with a man-of-war, witha vessel which 
plies upon the ocean, and which it is necessary for them to know 
if they are to become efficient in that profession, for it is a pro- 
fession, a trade, which noone can acquire except by application and 
by experience. All weask of you to do is to do that which the 
Secretary of the Navy has recommended, that the heads of the 
different bureaus of the De ent have recommended; that is, 
to assist us in the construction and establishment on that great 
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Pacific empire of the West, the great Pacific coast of California, 
a station similar to that which you have at Newport. 
When the Senator appeals to ng coenae and myself, as he 


has done, asking us to withdraw this amendment, I fear if I did 
so I should be unjust to the thousands of boys on that coast who 
are waiting anxiously the time when they may be admitted as 
apprentices into the naval schools of our country. I would be 
unjust to those people who are writing me by every mail saying, 
“ Press that bill. We have hundreds of boys here whoare driven 
out of employment by reason of Japanese and Chinese competi- 
tion, and we want to send them into the Navy and help Ameri- 
canize it.” 

But I will, with the consent of my colleague, instead of $100,000, 
make the amendment $50,000, and we will raise the balance of the 
money among liberal-minded people of California, if it be 
art oe to he the work. 

Mr.PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
before he takes his seat? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood from the Senator’s remarks that 
he is limiting admission to this naval school to the boys of Cali- 
fornia. Is that correct? af 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir. No such provision is in the amend- 
ment. They may come from any State in the Union. Weare not 
exclusive in California. 

Mr. PEFFER. I 9 not. 

Mr. PERKINS. An ys in Kansas whose friends will pa 
their we will it to the school and make good sailors of. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, during my four years of service 
on the Naval Committee in the House of Representatives I had 
occasion to look into the results of the training school established 
at Newport, and I think anyone who has examined the workings 
of the apprentice system and its results must be satisfied that no 
measure has ever been passed by Congress which has been more 
beneficial to the character of the American Navy than that. At 
the time when this apprentice school was established the seamen 
on American ships of war had become very largely ms of for- 
eign birth, and it was to get rid of that undoubted evil that the 
apprentice system was established and the training school with a 
training ship was formed. 

I do not regard the proposition of the Senator from California 
as in the least a local matter; it is one which affects the character 
of the American Navy. As we have two great ocean coasts, where 
it is obviously necessary and will be necessary for us to maintain 
two independent fleets, it seems to me of the utmost importance 
that we should have a training school, not so large, perhaps, as 
the one at Ne rt, but of a similar character, to provide appren- 


tices for the ships on the Pacific Coast. There have been times, 
as the matter now stands, when it has been found n to 
ship an entire crew across the continent in order toman the ships 


on that coast. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is so now. 

Mr. LODGE. If we establish a training school at San Fran- 
cisco and furnish it, as it will be furnished, with a training ship, 
we shall be able in a very short time to largely supply vessels on 
the Pacific Coast with men drawn from the training school. It 
will increase, as the Newport school has increased, the percentage 
of native American seamen; it will improve the character of the 
service, and I think it can not fail to be a benefit to the whole 


Navy. 
Thos: therefore, that the amendment as proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California will be adopted, for it is simply designed to 
out the wise general policy which has been already esta 
Baned by Congress with the training school and training ship at 
Ne . 
Mr. WILSON. I should like to have the amendment again 


read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from California as modified will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘one 
hundred” where they ap in the amendment and insert fifty”; 
so as to make the amendment read: 

on d), in 
FS ren 
buildings and other improvements, $50,000. 

Mr. PLATT. Where is that amendment to be inserted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After line 8, on pago 6. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there ought to be some limitation 
to the building of houses or the erection of other buildings in con- 
nection with A orang OEE DOYA ing 5 e nols 

urpose origin: of the ing sc was to put boys on 
8 on 3 ships, and train them there. The tendency F 
to abandon the training ship and to go on shore and get quarters, 
thereby subverting the 8 intention of the training school. 
This is the tendency to-day at Newport; and the committee has 
all the time to stand in the way of os itions to abandon the 
original design of these schools, uld not vote for this 


amendment unless there were some limitation which would pre- 
vent this very thing happening, which destroys the purpose of 
any training school for the Navy. 

Some years ago Con dedicated the Hartford to the service 
of the training school whenever it should be established. Con- 
gress has appropriated most gegerously in that direction for fitting 
up that ship, and there ought not now to be any great project 
started which will result in a large expenditure for buildings on 
shore, and thereby take away the uses for which the Hartford 
was dedicated by Congress. Unless there is some limitation of 
ae et to the amendment I certainly should not vote in 

avor of it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I have no objection to the Sen- 
ator making a limitation as to the amount which is to be expended. 
on shore; but no one understands better than he does—for he is 
from the coast of Maine—that it is ee F. or at least it is in- 
expedient, to house, say, 500 oe on board of a small ship for 
twelve months in the year. Perhaps the Senator forgets when he 
was a boy and liked to play baseball. But boys should have the 
opportunity of going on shore at times, and there be disciplined 
in shore life as well ason meg postin At Newport, lam informed, 
there are frequently 300 or boys on shore. The 3 
however, endeavors to so provide as not to have more than 200 at 
a time; to have relays, as it were. So it should be with us on 
the Pacific Coast. e capect to have 500 boys there attached to 
the training school, one-half of whom will be at sea all the time; 
and perhaps the Adams or some other wooden ship might be used 
for the purpose. I think the boys should be disciplined on a sailing 
ship-to learn seamanship, for a large number of them will be at 
sea all the time on that coast. 

I am willing to accept any reasonable amendment. Ihave no 
object in view, Mr. President, except as I have stated—that which 
Congress has evinced its willingness to attain by the law to which 
I have referred—the establishment of an apprentice school where 
boys may enter, not because they trace their genealogy to some 
Senator or some member of the House of Representatives who 
gets them an appointment at the Naval Academy, but where boys 
who are physically and mentally able to pass an examination 
may enter and receive a training which will make them the pride 
of our American Navy. Officers are all very well in their way, 
but it was Lord Nelson who won the great naval battle, who ran 
up at the masthead the inspiring words which have come down 
through time, England expects every mau to do his duty.“ We 
all know how well every man did his duty on that great naval 
occasion. So with us, we want our American boys to do their 
da Taje Mno càn not do it unless we give them an opportunity 
of doing it. 

To-day, as has been stated by the Senator from Massachusetts 
5 LopGE], it is necessary to transport sailors from the Atlan- 

to the Pacific Ocean to man our ships. We are pa: for the 
transportation of boys from the Atlantic to the Pacific when we 
have thousands of boys in the States of Washington, Oregon, and 
California who are waiting 1 to enter the Government 
service. This amendment only provides an opportunity for them 
to do so; and for the life of me I can not understand how any pa- 
triotic American can object to so mild a measure as this. It is in 
the interest of our Navy; it is in the interest of American boys; 
itis in the interest of our country. 

I have modified the amendment on the 1 of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], and I hope it will now be 
an a by a viva voce vote, and without objection. 

i FAULKNER., Mr. President, the sentiment of Congress 


b- | has been fully expressed in favor of this project by a 
ident 


the bill which has already been passed, and which the 
has approved, but that bill looks forward to the transaction from 
that period being conducted in a businesslike sake Š The law pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Navy shall formulate plans for the 
establishment of that school, for the erection of the buildings 
n at that point, and to submit a report to Congress for its 
approval. By the adoption of the propositſon of the Senator from 
ifornia at this time, without any estimate whatever from the 
Department, without any plan laid out by the Department as to 
the extent of the buildings which it will be necessary to erect, it 
is proposed that we shall appropriate a lump sum of $50,000, and 
say, Go ahead, lay out your p ; expend the $50,000, and sub- 
sequently make your report to Congress; and if it is not ap- 
proved we will tear down the buildings, throw away the $50,000 
and make a new appropriation.” 

Now, I submit to the honorable Senator from California that to 
go into this business the proper way would be to wait until suitable 
plans have been formulated by the Department. When those 
plans have been formulated, Congress is committed by the act 
which has already been passed to make appropriations for the 
erection of those buildings, if the plans are in accordance with 
Mae be ent of Congress as to that particular training school. 

A ident, we can not even pass a bill for the erection of a 
court-house for use of the Government without a limitation upon 
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the Department in the expenditure of the money for that pur- 
pose; and yet here in this amendment there is no limitation w. 
ever. The designed by the Department may involve thou- 
sands and thousands of dollars over and above what Congress 
would be willing to appropriate for this particular purpose, and 
oe of $50,000 might be absolutely thrown away and 
by 838 not approving of the designs which may be 
subsequently adopted. 
For these reasons, and these alone, I shall feel compelled to vote 
against the amendment of the honorable Senator from California. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from California has 
asked me to formulate an amendment which would restrain the 


erection of unnecessary in connection with this institu- 
0 The Secretary of the Navy is the man 
0 t. 


The trouble is that the Senator from California is too fast in 
asking for an appropriation now. He has got his bill through 
iding for this training school, and the Secretary of the Navy 
will report a plan at the next session of , and then we 
shall be able to act intelligently. 

I may 3 Senator will recall it—when he first to 
me about this proposed amendment I said, ‘‘ You should be con- 
tent with the passage of the act, and at the next session of Congress 
the Secretary will come in with his plans and make limitations, 
which Congress will consider.” Ican not make them now, because 
I do not know what the limitations should be. In the meantime, 
the distinctive work that is valuable for this coming training 
school, the building and the restoring of the Hartford and mak- 
ing her a training ship, is going on, but she can take no boys be- 
tween now and next mber, and there is no ship which can 
take one of these boys between now and next December. 

I understand the 


through, eee an that it shall be considered by 
the Navy and a report made to Congress. If 
adopted there will not be a single boy from the Senator's State 
who will get into the trainin; ool anywhere between now and 
next December. Therefore I hope the Senator will feel that he 
has accomplished his great work in getting Congress to establish 
this training school and leave the a of money to come 
in subsequently, when an estimate made, a ee 
er, and the whole scheme laid before Congress. That is why I 
feel constrained to vote against the appropriation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, one word more and I am done. 
I seldom in a contest syrrender until I am defeated, but when I 
see my associates on the committee so inconsistent as they have 
been in their declarations in is 3 that aoe should bea limit 
upon every app: iation made, I must admit it is discouraging. 

We have gone through this bill, and there is not an appropria 
tion made under the Burean of Navigation, under the Bureau of 
Ordnance, or under the Bureau of Equipment, which is limited, 
or in which there is a provision that a specific work shall cost no 
more than the amount named; and my short experience here has 
led me to believe that many deficiency bills have come in where 
there was a limit prescribed. $ 

One word in answer to my friend from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER], that there has been no estimate for this appropria- 
tion. We have the same estimate that we have for other purposes. 
It has been read from the desk. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that it is not in law what we 
call an estimate. It is simply a statement of the head of a bureau 
in the Na ent. ithout examination we do not even 
know whether there is a dock there. He thinks there is. 

Mr.PERKINS. By the advice and consent of theSecretary of the 
Navy the bill became a law on the 24th of the tmonth. This 
5 will not be available until after the Ist of 
next July. There is ample time to make the estimates, to appoint 
the commission, to select a site, and have the school in operation. 
The Hartford is a magnificent ship, a ship with a historic reputa- 
tion, a credit to the Navy, and, while she will accommodate some 
of the young men, she is not suitable for a proper training ship. 
There should be a vessel like the Adams or some other smaller ves- 
sel. We have in this bill several propositions, one affecting espe- 
cially the building of battle ships upon the Pacific Coast. As I 
stated before, my friend the Senator from Maryland has always 
been kind to us in California. He has made an appeal to me to 
withdraw the amendment. I propose to do so, with the permis- 
sion of the Senate, and let the matter rest until next December. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment by direction of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The SECRETARY. On page2,afterline 23, it is proposed to insert: 


And provided yinen be made from opria 
tions in this to — Betas on Rant er ee 3 or 
retired list while such officer is employed, after June 1897, by any per- 
son or company furnishing naval supp or war m to the Govern- 
ment; and such employment is hereby made unlawful after said date. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to have some explanation of the 
amendment. Will the Senator from New 5 kindly give 
the Senate the reason for the amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on Naval Affairs have been 
investigating the subject of contracts for battle ships and armor, 
and their attention has been called to what they consider an un- 
wise practice in connection with the naval service. 

Naval officers upon the retired list draw ordinarily three-quarters 
of the full pay of a naval officer. They are not subject to be ordered 
to duty except in time of war. They have been in the habit, when 
their ailments or infirmities or disabilities which placed them upon 
the retired list have not wholly incapacitated them for duty, of 
entering into private employment. en that private employ- 
ment is with iness concerns that do not do business with the 
Government, no objection is perceived to such action. A retired 
naval officer—and he may be comparatively a young man—can 
draw his pay from the Government and also work for private 
individuals or corporations, and, as Isay, there is no objection to 
it unless his employer is doing business with the United States. 

The committee were of opinion that where this permission to 
a retired naval officer had used by him to enter into the 
employment of large contractors with the Government, as, for in- 
stance, the contractors to furnish armor to the United States—con- 
tractors having large contracts running up into the millions of 
dollars—it is objectionable. It is objectionable, we think, to have 
a naval officer drawing a large sum annually from the United 
States, and also drawing compensation to a large amount from 
contractors who do business with the Government. To put it 
more in the concrete, it is objectionable to have retired officers of 
the Navy, drawing their salaries as retired officers, enter into the 
5 of contractors who are doing business on a large 

with the Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator one point which he 
may have brought out, as my attention was div: The amend- 
ment does not interfere at all with the employment of a naval 
officer who is not needed for the uses of the Navy by any private 
concern that has nothing to do with the Government. It does 
not touch that at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. L had just reached that point, I will say to 
the Senator from Maine. I have stated the objection. Why is it 
objectionable? A retired officer of the Navy or Army is on the 
list. He comes to Washi He is received with open arms 
at the War Department or at the Navy De t. He has 
facilities for learning what is going on in either of the two De- 
partments. Itis not desirable that he should be treated other- 
wise when he comes to the Department to which he belongs. But 
is it not a great mistake to allow that naval officer, with all the 
knowledge that he has, with all the facilities he has, with all the 
opportunities he has in connection with the Department, to enter 
into the service of these contractors who are thus doing business 
with the United States? Hecan enter into any private employ- 
ment he pleases when the persons who employ him are not in the 
eae See Dera eee r ing contracts with 
the Government. ithout imputing any censure as to any past 
transaction, the committee reac e conclusion that here is a 
practice which ought to end. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] will notice that this 
employment is not prohibited until a year from the 30th of June 
next, so that any naval officers now so employed will have plenty 
of time in which to arrange to enter into other business, if it be 
n that they should enter into other business for their sub- 
sistence. I y avoid 

Mr. GRAY. At what point does the amendment come in? I 
have just entered the Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It comes in at the close of the paragraph, 
under the heading Pay of the Navy.” 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be again read. Some of us 
were not here when it was first read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will again be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 23, page 2, it is proposed to insert: 

And provided , That no payment shall be made from the appropria- 
tions in this bill to any officer in the Navy or Marine Corps on the active or 
retired list while such officer is emplo after June 30, 1807, by any per- 
son or com furnishing naval supplies or war material to the Govern- 
ment; and — employment is hereby made unlawful after said date. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I purposely refrained from citing any par- 
ticular „ abuse has taken place, because 
these employments have been allowed by the Navy Department, 
I suppose they have been allowed by the War Department. But 
there are cases which do not reflect credit upon the naval service, 
and the committee think they ought to come to an end. 
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Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 


question? I may ak him to repeat what he has said when I was 
out of the Chamber, and if so I shall be sorry. What is the real 
objection to a retired officer of the Navy, who has the requisite 
accomplishments, being employed by a concern that is making 
steel or guns for the Navy, if they can make his accomplishments 
and experience useful to themselves and to the Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The objection is that that man is of our own 
household. He belongs to us. He has served us on the active 
a he has gone upon the retired list; but still he is a naval 
officer. . 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And his relations with the Navy Depart- 
ment are such that it is an impropriety, I think—I believe the 
committee were inclined to think so—while drawing a salary and 
remaining an officer of the Government to enter into the employ- 
ment of a large corporation having great business transactions 
with the Navy Department. 

Mr. GRAY. Take the case, if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will allow me—I do not know whether he has finished. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I have finished. 

Mr. GRAY. If I am not interrupting him, take the case of an 
officer of the Navy who has conceded skill in his profession, 
and more than ordinary accomplishment in the direction of 
construction and in the making of material for our guns or 
armor plate, and he is retired against his will, say, for color- 
blindness or something of that kind. Whyshould he be debarred, 
after being turned down by a board of superserviceable naval 
surgeons, from the profession of his life and of his choice and be 
put upon a pay that beg, him, and not be allowed to use the 
unquestioned ability and skill that he may have derived while in 
the service of the United States in the employment of a concern 
that is ie ae great work for the Navy? What objection is 
there to it? hat impropriety is there init? He is not to be con- 
demned to beggary because certain naval surgeons who want to 
exploit their own usefulness, perhaps, have discovered that he is 
not so efficient, physically, as they think he ought to be, whereas 
he is just as efficient as any officer who w. the deck of an 
American vessel, and have i pore Bet him to gary practically 
by putting him upon the furlough list along with drunkards and 
imbeciles and others who have the reproach of being retired for 
causes of that kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator from Delaware wants 
me to interrupt him at this point, because if he will reflect for a 
moment he will see that an officer retired for color-blindness does 
not go 5 5 the furlough retired list. 

Mr. GRAY. He does go N that list. I beg the Senator's 
pardon. That is just where they have gone, to my knowledge. 

Mr. HAWLEY. At $75 a month. 

Mr. GRAY. At $75 a month. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That, I suppose, is because his disability is 
treated as not having occurred in the naval service. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly it did not occur in the naval service, if 
there was such; and yet an officer of that kind might be as efficient 
to perform service at sea as any man who holds an active com- 


mission. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware seems to want 
to discuss the conduct of a naval board in particular cases. 
Would the Senator be willing to keep on the active list and send 
to sea a man who can not tell a green light from a red light? 

Mr. GRAY. When a man has been in the Navy twenty-five 
years and has passed every examination, professionally and other- 
wise, and has acquitted himself so as to make himself one of the 
very best types of the American citizen, I do not think color-blind- 
ness ought to drive him from the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator the question. 

Mr. GRAY. There is never a time when he is on the deck of 
a naval vessel to 5 the light of another vessel that there 
are not others u dec 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator the specific question 
whether, if a man could not tell a red light from a green light, he 
would retain him in active service? 

Mr. GRAY. I think the country ought not to be deprived of 
his services in a case of that kind. I think the naval surgeons have 
made too much of that. It magnifies their importance, perhaps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whether the Senator would do that or not, 
it is not the superserviceable surgeons of whom he s 

Mr. GRAY. They make the regulations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Who declare that color-blindness shall pre- 
vent a naval officer from being promoted. It is the Secretary of 
the 2 it is the Department. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, the Department does it under the advice of 


the ms. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Still the head of a Department is responsible 
for what takes place. 

Mr. GRAY. The Department does it under the advice of the 
surgeons, 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says the officers are reduced 
to beg Now, an officer is not 

Mr. GRAY. An officer 40 years of age, or thereabouts, when 
he can do nothing else, is reduced to beggary when he is put upon 
one-quarter of his pr 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me suggest this case to the Senator. 
Such an officer goes into the employ of a contractor, a corpora- 
tion having large contracts with the Government. There is a 
controversy; there are moot questions between the contractor 
and the Navy Department. That officer can be sent over here 
he can be sent to the Navy Department, he can be sent to ascer- 
tain facts and do business. There certainly is an incongruity in 
having that officer draw a very handsome salary from the United 
States and also be in the employ of the contractor furnishing 
naval supplies to the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink not. I think the Navy is exceedingly for- 
tunate in having such a man. All of his 3 and preposses- 
sions and tendencies are in favor of the Navy. You can not say 
that such a man would be less faithful than a man who had no 
connection with the Government. 

Mr.CHANDLER. He is certainly serving two masters—a Gov- 
ernment contractor and the Government, too. 

Mr. GRAY. The Government has no right to complain. The 
contractor may have a right to complain. What right has the 
Government to complain if the contractors have a naval officer 
in their employ. He is certainly as good as a civilian who has no 
prejudices or 5 pean in favor of the Navy. 

Mr. CHAN . Such an officer draws $5,000 from the con- 
tractor for naval supplies and $2,500 from us, 

Mr. GRAY. There is no such case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is that? 

Mr. GRAY. There are no such cases, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think there are. 

Mr. GRAY. No; there are not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are cases very much like that. There 
are cases in that proportion. 

Mr. GRAY. e only men who are likely to seek such employ- 
ment and receive it are the younger officers who have obtained 
the skill, who have studied and have made themselves proficient 
in their professions, who are turned down from some slight phys- 
ical defect such as I have described, who have to seek a living 
elsewhere. They are retained upon the retired list at the very 
lowest possible pay, furlough pay, pay that is given to men who 
are retired for drunkenness or incapacity or something of that 
kind and have to seek a living for themselves. 

Now, if the officers avail themselves of the skill and 5 
Which they have obtained while in the Navy to get employment 
from the people who have contracts with the Navy, certainly the 
Government no right to complain, for all their prepossessions 
and all their prejudices, if there are any, must be in favor of the 
Government, whereas a civilian employee employed by such a 
firm would be altogether, it seems to me, in the service and for 
the interest of his concern. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware makes a mis- 
take when he says that a naval officer is put on the retired list for 
drunkenness. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know whether there are any officers who 
have been retired for drunkenness, but there is a list, the retired 
list of the Navy —— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The whole retired list of the Navy is a roll 
of honor, and there is a very explicit law, which the Senator him- 
self helped to frame, which provides that when a naval officer 
fails to secure his promotion on account of any fact arising from 
his own misconduct he shall not go upon the retired list. He 
goes out of the service. 

Mr. GRAY. However that may be,I can not see where the in- 
terests of the Government are prejudiced in the slightest degree 
by having men whom these private concerns are anxious to em- 
ploy, and whom they are anxious to employ only because they 

ve the requisite skill and the requisite knowledge and accom- 
plishment to accept such employment. I do not see why the Gov- 
ernment should complain if those men are engaged by firms doing 
work for the Government. 

Mr. SHAN DLER. Because the Government is paying them a 

itself. 

Mr. GRAY. It pays them a salary anyhow. 

Mr. HALE. In addition to that they are in an employment 
that is literally antagonistic tothe Government. The contractors 
from early morn until the end of the day are seeking constantly 
to the advantage of the Government, to get enormous profits, 
and to deplete the Treasury of appropriations; and a naval officer 
commissioned by the Government, under pay, o ht to be for- 
bidden to enter into their employment at any and all times. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 

Mr. HALE, It will make a scandal if he is not. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh! 

Mr. HALE. It is antagonistic. As the Senator from New 
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Hampshire says, he is trying to serve two masters, and the mas- 
ters are 5 to each other. If I were Secretary of the 
Navy I should never permit a naval officer to take employment in 
a company or with an individual engaged in contracts with the 
8 I would keep him out of such employ because it is 
antagonistic. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Ham 
shire a question or two. I did not exactly catch the name of the 
naval officer who is engaged in this kind of work. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. No names have been mentioned, I will say. 
I have purposely refrained from mentioning names because we 
ank this question ought to be disposed of as a matter of prin- 

le. 3 
r. ALLEN. I understood the Senator to say that the Naval 
Affairs Committee had made an investigation and had found that 
several retired naval officers had been engaged in this practice, 
and I think I heard the Senator from New pshire mention 
the name of one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the result of the investigation been reduced 
to writing and reported to the Senate? i 

Mr. D . The committee have not yet finished their 
investigation, A 

Mr. EN. Ishould like to ask the Senator if it will be re- 
duced to ten presented to the Senate at any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The testimony is fully printed. > 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will let me say that I do not think 
anything in the investigation disclosed any bad management or 
corruption on the part of those officers, but the committee was 
profoundly impressed with the unfortunate situation in which 
they found themselves, being officers of the Navy employed by a 
corporation that is all the time seeking for large appropriations 
from the Government, I think the Senator from New Hampshire 
will agree with me that nothing was found reflecting upon the 

rsonal character and integrity of those officers. It is their un- 

ortunate situation. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I did not think there was anything involving 
moral turpitude found by the committee, but I was not certain 
whether or not it was the of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee to report the result of its investigation to the Senate before 
the adjournment of Congress. Iask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if that is the popes of the committee? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will state that it is very doubtful whether 
the committee will make a report before the adjournment of th 
present session. 8 3 

Mr. ALLEN. It is the purpose of the committee, however, to 
make a report? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To make a report. 

Mr. ALLEN. At some time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To make a report and to make public the 
testimony which has been taken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The testimony, as the Senator from Maine 
says, makes no reflection upon any particular naval officer now 
in the employ of the armor contractors. But the testimony does 
disclose a system which the committee deem to be unwise. For 
instance, the committee wished to see the two representatives of 
the United States who are at the Carnegie works and the Bethle- 
hem works, and word was sent that the committee would be glad 
to see them. The naval officers who were at the works were sent 
for. Two naval officers appeared. The committee supposed that 
they were there as the inspecting officers of the Government, but 
behold! they were two officers on the retired list in the employ- 
ment of the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Iron Company. 

Mr. GRAY. om the United States had disqualified from 
being there as agents of the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They were naval officers who had been 
retired, one of them upon his own application, I think, and the 
other for color-blindness. They appeared before us. We found 
that they were on the other side instead of on our side. Then we 
made a second request, and the two officers who represented the 
United States as inspecting officers at those great works appeared. 
I could go on and make several statements which 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. 

Mr. C LER. In one moment. I could go on and make 
several statements which tend to show that an unwise system has 
grown Fea but I refrain. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether one of those retired officers of whom he speaks was 
in the service of Carnegie & Co. prior to the recent trouble 
pican out of the defective minar pime furnished by that firin 

the Government? The Senator will recall that a year or so ago 
the Government was said to have been defrauded in the qualit: 
of certain armor plate furnished by Carnegie & Co., for which, 
think, the contractors were in something like 
$150,000. Whether or not it has been paid I do not know, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain whether the naval officer 
was then in the employ of Carnegie, Phipps & Co. 

Mr. ALLEN. as he there at or prior to that time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says he is not certain. 

I have only a few observations to make in reference to this mat- 
ter. I presume that Nebraska is not 9 interested in 
naval vessels any more than any other State in the Union which 
pays its taxes and desires to see an efficient public service. But it 
occurs to me that the Committee on Naval Affairs ought to pur- 
sue this investigation assiduously and report all the facts as well 
as the names of naval officers who have so far forgotten their duty 
to the Government that while they are receiving pay from this 
Government they permit themselves to enter the service of a cor- 

ration whose principal business is to obtain money from the 

vernment. 

I can not agree with my friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray], with whom it is always a pleasure to me toagree. It 
occurs to me that an ordinary sense of delicacy would dictate to 
a man who has almost been raised in the naval service of this 
country at the expense of the Government, and has enjoyed the 
salary and emoluments and honors that come to him in conse- 
quence of his position, the propriety of refraining from puttin 
himself in an attitude, when placed upon the retired list, whic 
could be construed into hostility to the Government to which he 
owes loyalty and obedience. 

It is not claimed that these retired naval officers are employed 
in consequence of their great ability. The claim is not placed 
upon that ground. It must be paco upon the ground that their 
association with naval officers from boyhood has given to them 
peculiar influence in naval circles and peculiar knowledge of 
Government demands and Government requirements, and thus 
made them more efficient in the services of contractors for naval 
supplies than an ordinary civilian would be who does not possess 
such knowledge. It is true that no man can serve two masters 
whose interests are hostile and at the same time be loyal to both. 
He must serve one to the exclusion of the other. It occurs to me 
that a man whose sense of delicacy is so blunt that, after having 
been educated by the Government and paid by it for his services 
almost from childhood to mature manhood, would suffer him- 
self, when he has been retired and put upon the retired list at the 
expense of the Government, to enter the services of a private 
contractor, to use the knowledge the Government has given him 
in taking money rom the Government and uaine i over to the 
contractor, ought not to be permitted to enter that service as 
long as he is upon the retired list, and that his sense of delicacy 
is 1 blunted. I think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, having said so much, perhaps it is necessary 
that I should say a word more in reply to the Senator from 
Nebraska. All this talk about blunting of sensibility, I think, so 
far as I know anything about the facts of the case, is out of place 
and does not apply certainly to anyone that I know. There is no 
question about lack of 8 or lack of personal honor, or of 
any of those feelings which wo d permit a man to put himself in 
any questionable attitude whatever. 

e Senator will see there is everything in the way of putting it. 
He speaks of the question whether an officer of the Navy should 
seek employment with a firm having contracts with the Govern- 
ment. at is not the Epa on I pk It is a question of an offi- 
cer of the Navy, retired against his will, confessedly an accom- 
plished officer, confessedly a man who has done his duty in every 
situation in which he has been placed, retired by a board of sur- 
geons for some physical defect or a supposed physical defect for 
which he was not msible, put upon the lowest grade of the 
retired list, prevented from serving his country, prevented from 
enjoying his rank and pay, prevented from pursuing the career 
of which he was proud and in which he would have glad to 
have continued, and obliged to seek other employment to support 
himself and his family, who seeks employment in the direction in 
which his own experience and his own abilities would suggest, 
and while he is in that employment there is a contract with the 
Government. Is he to throw it up because the Government has 
chosen to avail itself of the facilities of that particular firm or asso- 
ciation of persons doing the work? Is thereanything of risk to the 
Government because it has a retired officer among the active em- 
ployees of this firm? Certainly you can not claim that the Goy- 
ernment will be any better off if it had a civilian employed in that 
poron You do not claim that the man who happens to have 

noconnection with the Navyis any better able to consider the 
interests of the Government than one who has had some attach- 
ment for it and some prejudice in its favor. 

So far as the interest of the Government goes, it is idle to talk 
about being jeopardized; and the whole question comes back as to 
your care for the honor and integrity and sense of propriety of a 
particular officer. Now, I am quite willing to leave that to the 
officers themselyes. Ido not think that there is any propriety 
in it. Ido not think, apart from any specific charge of double 
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dealing, or of conduct unbecoming, as the phrase goes in courts- 
— an officer and a gentleman, that we have anything to do 
with it. When we turn these men out and put them upon one- 
quarter of their original pay, when they have nearly arrived at the 
meridian of life, with f. on their hands, I am willing to let 
them earn a living the best way that they can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is it not three-quarters pay? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; it is not three-quarters pay. That is 
where they are retired for disability incurred in the service. Iam 

ing of a retirement not owing toa disability incurred in the 
service, but some physical defect. 

Mr. ALLEN. w me to ask the Senator from Delaware, if 
the law is wrong in permitting these officers to be retired under 

hy not repeal the law and enact one that 
will be just to them, and not put them in the attitude of being in 
the 3 of private corporations? 

Mr. GRAY. I would be very glad to aid in passing a law that 
would enable the Government to avail itself of the service of one 
or two, at least, of these men whom I know. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why put them in the attitude of taking pay from 
a private company or advancing its interests against the Govern- 
ment and at the same time receiving pay from the Government 
as retired officers? 

Mr. GRAY. Putting a man in the attitude of taking 882 
a private company and advancing its interests against the Gov- 
ernment, if the Senator will pardon me, I do not quite understand. 
I 2 — myself alive to questions of that kind and suggestions 
of t kind that concern personal honor. 
vent the Senator from Nebraska, a Senator of the United States, 
from performing his full duties to his Governmentif he happened 
to be the owner or manager of a concern that was doing work for 
the Government? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not undertake to represent the Govern- 
ment at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Not to represent the Government, but would you 
undertake to represent your own concern? 

- Mr. ALLEN. No, I would not put myself in the attitude of 
being an officer of the Government and at the same time an em- 
ployee or officer of a corporation that was undertaking to contract 
vith the Government. 

Mr. GRAY, Oh, I grant it 

Mr. ALLEN. The objection I make 

Mr. GRAY. Let me make my statement, and then I will not 
interrupt the Senator again. I grant you, of course, if one of 
these o. was in a position of responsibility or trust on behalf 
or on the part of the Government, and had to act for the Govern- 
ment in the slightest degree, then I would consent as quickly as 
the Senator could to the im: iety of his being em 1 
concern that Was dealing with ent for which he had 
to act. But in the case we are dealing with the officer has no 
responsibility for the Government. He is not called upon to act 
for the Government in the slightest degree. He has been put 
aside and rendered incompetent to act for the Government. The 
only question is whether he may not, in earning his living hon- 
estly and lawfully and honorably, be employed by a concern that 
is doing work for the Government for which he once had the right 
perhaps to be assigned to duty. : 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not understand my position, I 
am sorry to say, or I do not understand his. I understood the 
Senator from New Hampshire to put this case: That Carnegie & 
Co. are large contractors with the Government for naval supplies, 
and when a contract was to be drawn and the ents and 
specifications were to be made two retired naval o = gael 
to contract and conduct the negotiations for Carnegie & Co. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; but not on behalf of the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; not on behalf of the Government. They 
appeared there to conduct the affairs of Carnegie & Co., contract- 
ors with the Government, who draw hundreds of thousands of 
dollars from the Government under their contract. Thé Senator 
from New Hampshire said it was supposed by those who were 
representing the Government for a time that these naval officers 
were also separa | the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. But did they represent themselves as representing 
the Government? 

Mr. ALLEN. However, before the contract was completed it 
was discovered that they did not represent the Government, but 
they were in the employ of Carnegie & Co., and other officers of 
the Government were brought in to re t the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Was that mistake on the part of the committee 
due to these officers at all? 

Mr. ALLEN. It may have been due, and probably was due, if 

Uigent 


the committee were intelli 
Eo GRAY. Ido not think the Senator from New Hampshire 
say 80. 
Mr. ALLEN. They were no doubt asked, but certainly the 
aa ee oF were conducted by these two officers. 
. CHANDLER. What is the inquiry? 
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Mr. GRAY. Isaid to the Senator from Nebraska that I did not 
think the Senator from New Hampshire would say the mistake 
made by the committee for a little while that these two retired 
officers were the inspectors of the Government was due to any- 
thing the officers themselves said or did. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it was a revelation, I will say to my 
friend from South Carolina. I ask the attention of the Senator 

Mr. GRAY. Will not the Senator, in justice to these officers, 
answer my question? 

> Let me finish my statement and then I will yield 

the floor. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It was a matter of astonishment to us that 
the fact was as it appeared. 


Mr. ALLEN. at is what I understand. The Senator from 
New Hampshire said that these two retired officers a there 
to conduct the negotiation for Carnegie & Co., an e commit- 


tee supposed for some time that they were representing the Gov- 
ernment, and e cere that they were not. t is the 
way I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to put the 


Mr. GRAY. AN I wanted to make plain was in justice to 
them. Idonot know that that mistake was đue to aelh enpa they 
did or said. I should be very sorry 

Mr. CHANDLER. By no means. 

Mr. GRAY. By no means. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but Isu if they had announced plainl 

i gie & Co. it would eal 8 
} to find out that they were not 
representing the Government. I su they did not disclose 
that fact until something they said or did disclosed it to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, yes; I will say that we ascertained im- 
mediately that they were in the po ee eating e A 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the tor from New Hanvahiso 
to say in that connection there that these officers were receiving 
a salary from the Government at the same time. 

Mr. GRAY. As retired officers. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not care what you call them. 

Mr. GRAY. I say as retired officers. 
Mr. ALLEN. As retired officers, something like $75 a month 


Mr. ALLEN. They were receiving pay from the Government 
at the precise moment Foy More receiving pay from Carnegie & 
Co. to make a contract with the Government by which the Gov- 
ernment was to expen 

Mr. CALL (in his seat). Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. LIhavethe floor. If the Senator desires to inter 
5 7 me, let him interrupt me publicly. . 

r. CALL. I did not intend to interrupt the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair will suggest to Senators that if interruptions are de- 
sired they will please address the Chair and receive permission, 
The Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were engaged in this kind of transaction at 
that time, receiving compensation from Carnegie & Co., as em- 
ployees of a private co: tion. It would be the same if it were 
a private individual. re is no difference in thaf respect. By 
their intelligence, and by their knowledge of the Government, and 
by their knowledge of the ramifications of the Navy Department, 
they enabled Carnegie & Co. to get a beneficial contract from the 
Government, because Carnegie & Co. would not have been paying 
them unless the contract was of some benefit to them, and at the 
same time they were drawing from this 1 
officers. They had received their education at the ds of the 
Government. They perhaps would have been no more than the 
balance of us common creatures that walk the earth if the Gov- 
ernment had not educated them at its own They had 
received all the honors and emoluments due to their position and 
due to their promotionfrom timetotime. Yet the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware says he can see nothing in that fact or in the 
relation they i to Canoe & Co. and the Government at 
that time that no delicate man should not undertake. 

Mr. President, if the rule announcd by the Senator from Dela- 
ware is to be adopted in this country (and I am sorry to say that 
it has been adopted and has been the practice too long) and is to 
become the rule of the Government, then the beginning of the end- 
ing of thisrepublican form of our Government is apparent. Noman 
can honestly serve two men at the same time whose interests are 
diverse. ese men are not employed in consequence of their 
extensive knowledge of i or an of that kind. It 
is not pretended that they possess superior knowledge to a civilian 
in that respect. But they have seen, the information they 
have acquired, and the ae they have obtained in the naval 
service of the Government, the friendships which have 
extended through the years from boyhood to mature manhood, are 
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purchased by the private employer when he employs these retired 


TS. 

I am not in favor of permitting the naval or military officers of 
the Government who are retired to be placed in this position. I be- 
lieve them, as a rule, to be highly honorable gentlemen. If there 
is anythi in the me of their retirement, in the law 
which retires them, let us in at the proper place, at the founda- 
tion, and rectify that law. they are being retired for mere ex- 
cuses that there is nothing in, such as color-blindness—and if it 
was not for color-blindness it would be for something else, prob- 
ably—it is a subterfuge to start with. If ner are being retired 
in consequence of subterfuges that are created by the fertile im- 
aginations of retiring boards or physicians, let us retire the retir- 
ing board; let us put some. restrictions upon the surgeons and 
doctors in the naval service; let us define by proper legislation the 
causes for which a man shall be retired before he reaches a cer- 
tain age and restrict those causes. Let us give these men the full 
benefit of the life they have chosen to lead and the education they 
have obtained to serve the Government, and not put them in the 
attitude of retiring upon inadequate pay and seeking employment 
from private corporations dealing with the Government and ob- 
taining money out of the Government, when at the same time 
and in the same breath they are receiving pay from the Govern- 
ment with whom they contract. It is a delicate position to be 
placedin. It is, Mr. ident, a postion in which noman with 
& true sense of deli himself. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. ident, as a member of the committee 
joining in this recommendation, I desire to say only a few words. 

committee was unanimous in the opinion that the amendment 
should be presented and that the Senate should be asked to in- 
graft it upon the bill. Thes ion of its importance grew out 
of the practical manifestations before the committee of evil of 
this system. The Senator from Nebraska has not stated with 
exact correctness the facts with reference to the appearance of 
these two officers before the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I stated the facts just as I got them. 

Mr. BACON. He stated the fact as he understood it, but it is 
natural that he should not have gathered it with particularity. 
The committee was endeavoring to ascertain whether the Govern- 
ment was paying too much for the armor which goes upon the 
battle ships. It was developed that the armor upon the battle 
ships costs the Government over $600 a ton, including the amounts 
for material furnished by the Government and the amounts paid 
by the Government to the Bethlehem works and the Carnegie 
works for the preparation of the plates. It was exceedingly diffi- 
cult, of course, to get this information from outsiders. e there- 
fore, knowing that there were officers detailed at those works for 
the purpose of i ting the armor, asked that they be sent before 
the committee. e did not state with icularity that we de- 
sired the inspecting officers; we soapy that the naval officers 
who were there should be sent; and the two who came were two 
comparatively young men—men, I suppose, about 40 years of age, 
under the age that we would ordinarily expect to find in the 
retired list. 

Mr. GRAY. We call that age young now. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; it looks so now to us. There was no decep- 
tion about it whatever. There was no misap ion on our 
minds as to their position. Before the examination began we knew 
the fact that these two officers who appeared before us were not 
the inspecting officers, but that they were retired officers of the 
Navy. One was employed at that time, and is also employed at 
this time, by the Carnegie works; the other was employed by the 
Bethlehem works. It was, asa matter of course, of some ifi- 
cance to us that two gentlemen, apparently in robust health and 
of an age fitted for active service in the Navy, should be upon the 
retired list, and therefore an examination as to the cause of these 


several retirements by the committee ensued, and it was devel- 


oped that one of them was retired for color-blindness and the 
other for some slight physical defect which did not appear in his 
ms. 


actio: 

But here is the point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate: t purpose was to ascertain the cost of the 
armor, what was the expense to these armor-plate manufacturers 
in the various processes by which they finally put out the armor 
plate in shape and condition to go upon the battle ships. We 
could not ascertain it from those two officers. 

Mr. GRAY. Had you any right to expect that? 

Mr. BACON. That is exactly the question that the Senator 
ought to have asked. We had no right to expect it of them. The 
Senator, by his question, has anticipated the very ground which I 
propose to take, that no naval officer ought to be in a position 
where he is not at the command and call of the Government for 
any information he may have. 

r. TILLMAN. If he is receiving pay. ` 3 

Mr. BACON. If he is receiving pay, he has no right to bein 

y employment where he can stand before a committee of the 
Ranat or the House or any officer of the Government and either 


refuse to answer a question which may be asked him or occupy 
such a position that the one who proposes to ask it may feel that 
itis a matter of delicacy to press it upon him. 

Now, here was an officer occupying two confidential relations, 
Certainly it can not be denied that any officer of the Navy isin a 
confidential relation with the United States Government. He is 
in a confidential relation with the n He is cer- 
tainly in a confidential relation with employer. Where the 
Government is aged in a contract involving an immense 
amount of money, do See say that it shall not have the full ben- 
efit of any and all the knowledge which may be in the possession 
of a naval officer, and not simply that, but that the naval officer 
shall be ina position where he can represent his . in mak- 
ing a contract with the Government and have the advantage of 
all the confidential relationship which he necessarily occupies 
with the Government in attempting to make a contract with it? 

Mr. President, I go further than the rest of the committee. I 
think it is a very great evil that officers who are retired from the 
Navy from other causes than advanced years, and who are per- 
fectly competent for the discharge of many of the duties that the 
Navy Department has need for, should be allowed to go upon a 
reduced pay, and only be in a position to be called into service in 
case of war. I do not think t a man who is retired from the 
naval service e other cause than advanced years, unless it 
is for complete, to e or mental disability, should be en- 
tirely relieved from the duty to orm service. I think there 
ought to be a radical change in the law in that particular. The 
two officers who were before the Naval Committee furnished all 
the argument that rat ape would need in support of that position. 

Now, there are at the Carnegie works two naval officers. One 
of them is on the active list, and he is detailed there as an in- 
spector. The other is on the retired list and he is employed there 
ata salary. Yet there is no single duty performed by the officer 
on the active list, who is there as an inspector, which can not be 
perfectly performed by the officer on the retired list, who is there 
on a salary, under the employment of the works. 

Mr. GRAY. I agree with you about that. 

Mr. BACON. I am very glad that the Senator agrees with me. 
But what I say is a matter of my own individual opinion. It is 
not now before the Senate. The committee did not see proper to 
go to that extent; but the committeedid think that an officer who 
is upon the retired list, who is still an officer of the Government, 
whois drawing pay from the Government, ought not to be allowed 
to take service with a corporation or an individual engaged in 
large contracts with the Government involving immense sums of 
money, running up into millions of dollars. 

The ent of the distinguished Senator from Delaware is one 
addr , of course, to the sympathy of Senators as to whether 
or not a retired officer who is robust and who may have a slight 
defect as to the ability to distinguish colors, who may be upon 
starvation es, be condemned to live upon those w. 3 

I say that t argument is not sound for two reasons; t 
there are two reasons why that ent should not prevail; and 
that is the only ar; t which the Senator has been able to ad- 
vance upon which it seems anyone could raise an objection to the 
recommendation of the committee as to this amendment. 

In the first place, if such an officer is a man sound in body, he 
is not compelled to retain his position as a retired officer. Atthe 
same time, when the committee visited the Bethlehem works, when 
those two officers were there, there was another officer who had 
resigned because it was to his interest to resign and take private 
employment. If an officer is of the capacity which enables him 
to geta contract of employment with one of those great concerns; 
he certainly has the ability which will enable him to command a 
good salary, sufficient to support him outside of his retired half 
pay. Why should he retain this $50 or $75 a month if he can get 
employment at $5,000 a year? If the education which he has ob- 
tained from the Government at the Naval Academy or his expe- 
rience as a naval officer has so capacitated him for this work that 
he can command a salary of thousands of dollars, where is the 

eat hardship to him in saying, ‘‘If you prefer to avail yourself of 
the opportunity to command such a salary, then give up the pit- 
tance the Government is giving you and retire from the service”? 
As to a man who can command thousands of dollars by reason 
of the capacity he has thus acquired, is it any great 3 in 
putting upon him this alternative: 

Again, these are not the only classes or kinds of enterprises in 
which retired naval officers may obtain employment. ere are 
comparatively few of these concerns which are haying contracts 
with the Government, very few of them, only two in the armor- 

te business; whereas the whole country is filled with manu- 
actures and enterprises of various kinds in which the services of 
these retired officers can be utilized; and there is no restriction 
sought to be placed by this law upon their employment in any of 
the thousands of other enterprises. Itis simply intended to say 
to them this one single thing: If you have such capacity that 


these great enterprises desire your services, you must elect whether 
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you will serve them or whether you will serve the Government; 
ou can not serve both”; and I can not see how there can be any 
z dship in putting a man thus circumstanced upon such an elec- 
on. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should be very sorry indeed to 
have an issue in moral casuistry with the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], or the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska . ALLEN]. I hope that there could be no difference 
between us on an issue of that kind. It all comes back to the 
matter of fact as to the attitude of these officers toward the Goy- 


ernment. Iam afraid that the Senator from Georgia has been 
looking upon one side of the shield while I have been looking 
upon the other. The truth is not on the side at which the Senator 


has been looking, I am very sure; and I think I shall be able to 
demonstrate that to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to sa 
that I dy ae sure I know the particular case he has in mind. 

Mr. GRAY. Very likely. s 

Mr. BACON. And I desire to say that the officer the Senator 
has in mind impressed me most favorably, and is one for whom 
I should be most pleased to do a kindness in any manner which 
might 8 be offered. 

. GRAY. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BACON. And there is nothing except the simple naked 
question which is influential in the matter. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, we differ as to the naked question, that is 
all; and we want to see which is right. 

Mr. BACON. I thought I would state that. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator, because he has 
3 more than justice to the gentleman whom we both have 

mind. 

The question is, to use the phrase of the Senator from Nebraska, 
if that be the proper phrase, what is the attitude toward the Gov- 
ernment of these officers who have been heretofore retired? As 
I take it, it is this: The Government of the United States has said 
to them after due examination, You are no longer up to the 
standard that we-require for service in the Navy on the active 
list,” and though they protest that they are, though they appeal 
to the proper authorities, they are still told by this ee of navy 
surgeons, ‘‘ You are not up to that test; and though physically 
and mentally you are still able in every convenient opportunity 
of civil life to avail yourselves to perform useful service, you can 
not do it for your Government; your career in the Navy is ended; 
you have arrived at the meridian of liže; yon are in the full pos- 
session, itis true, of your faculties, mental and physical, but this 
ideal standard of ours does not permit us longer to employ you, and 

ou may no lo count yourselves active officers in the United 
States avy, and you are put down upon this list of men who are 
still officers of the Navy in a sense, and may be called on in time 
of war, but you are absolutely precluded from taking any part in 
the glorious career to which you have devoted yourselves in build- 
ing up the Navy or in officering its ships.” They are helpless. 
It is against their will; but there they are. This is no money- 
making profession. They have not laid by a fortune, and are 
compe to support themselves and their families, which I pre- 
sume at this age they have gathered around them, upon the pit- 
tance of one-third or one-quarter of their former pay. 

The Navy Department H its regulations did not assnme so 
cruela position as tosay, ‘‘ You are to remain in absolute idleness; 

ou may have a prejudice in favor of your profession; you may 
esire to be continued upon the roll of the Navy; but if you do, 
you shall not lift your hands in order to earn an honest living for 
yourselves and your families; we will not permit you to represent 
us; we will not send you to Pittsburg to inspect armor on behalf 
of the Government —Wwhich they would be glad to do if they 
were permitted—“ we turn you out of every active, honorable 
employment on behalf of the Government; we educated you for 
this profession, that is true, in which you have served up to this 
time twenty or twenty-five years.” y 
The nay: 3 while it is an honorable profession and 
uires intellect and character to properly perform its duties, is 
not one which is exceedingly well adapted to fit a man for civil 
life. A man who has passed 5 of life on the decks 
of a ship or in the profession of a naval officer does not acquire 
the aptitudes and the experience that permit him to go and stand 
abreast of his fellows of the same age and the same education and 
the same opportunities in the tremendous competition of civil 
life. Those officers who are not permitted to represent their Gov- 
ernment, not permitted to act on its behalf at any one of these great 
concerns, have acquired, if they are intelligent and wide-awake 
men, some experience and skill in the matter of the construction 
of ships and of armor plate, if you please, and in other matters to 
which they have devoted their attention and which have been the 
subject-matter of their studies. : 
e Government does not say that they shall not avail them- 
selves of this limited class of employment; and so they seek it 
and obtain it, as in the instance cited by the Senator from Geor- 


gia. But he says, and says, I think, without authority or with- 
out justification, that these men can seek other employment. Em- 


ployment is not so easy to obtain. They have got to seek it where 
they have caper enoa to bring and capacity to bring and aptitude 
to bring to service of the employer who will give them com- 


pensation. Being refused employment by the Government, un- 
able to represent it in any capacity, they are employed by these 
concerns. How is the United States hurt? How much worse off 
is the Government of the United States for having a contract 
with a concern which e pode somewhere in some one of its 
branches a retired naval officer in either working or superintend- 
ing work in the casting of armor plate and the creation of those 
great steel billets? I am curious to know. Certainly the Gov- 
ernment is no worse off than it would be if we had some one 
who had no association with the Navy, no prejudice, if you 
please, in favor of it, no attachments to it. go, if there is any- 
thing in that employment, one way or the other—I doubt whether 
there is much—it would be in favor of the Government. 

But the man is 8 by the private concern now, says the 
Senator from Georgia; he is occupying two confidential relations. 
Well, we all know that a man can not do this, and ought not to 
be permitted to do it if he is willing to do it. How does he occupy 
confidential relations with the Government of the United States? 
He does not represent the Government of the United States; he is 
not allowed to represent the Government of the United States. 
They turn him out, so far as that is concerned; they forbid it. 
He is not making a contract with himself; he is not making a con- 
tract with the Government; he is not even 5 on the part of 
the Government, but he is merely employed by another man who 
has a contract with the Government, and he does not represent 
the Government in any wise, and therefore is not occupying two 
confidential relations. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I want to suggest a case to the distinguished 
Senator. Suppose an officer upon the active list is employed in 
the construction de ent. He is in daily conference and con- 
fidential relationship with the Secretary of the Navy and with 
all the officers in that construction branch. He knows what their 
views are with reference to ee „ how much they are willing to 

ive, and what is the last li it to which they can be strained. 

e has acquired that information by reason of his confidential 
relationship, and the week after he retires and goes and takes 
employment with the Carnegie Company or the Bethlehem Com- 
pany he is in a direct position to give them all the information 
which will enable them to drive the hardest bargain they can with 
the Government, and other information which they can not get 
from anybody else. : 

Mr. GRAY. In the first place, no such situation ever existed, 
and I will say never can exist. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not see why it could not. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall try to show the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. These are young men, as I say, comparatively, 
and they have been in active, confidential relationship with the 
Naval De ent, and all the knowledge they possess, which 
was acquired when they were in active connection with the Gov- 
ernment, is available to enable those companies which they now 
serve to make bargains with the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. . President, everything they acquired when in 
the service of the Government, on the other hand, is now avail- 
able for the contractor who is doing work for that Government, 
and presumably the contractor has the benefit, and therefore the 
Government has the benefit, of the skill and the knowledge which 
he has brought to the special work for which he was trained. 

Mr. BACON. Does the distinguished Senator mean to say that 
the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Company do not at the 
same time have the benefit of the knowledge those officers have as 
to what the Department thinks about prices? It isnot simply the 
question of knowledge by which the work is to be done, but it is 
knowledge by which the bargain is to be made, 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, e peo probably are not made 
by the commissioned officers of the Navy; they may be made by 
civil employees of the Department or by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BACON. The Navy Department is certainly in constant 
conference with these naval officers, and while a contract may be 
made on one side by the Secretary of the Navy, it is certainly 
made on the other side by those companies; and they are the ones 
to whom I refer who get their information from those officers, by 
which they are enabled to drive hard bargains with the Govern- 
ment, and it is my honest judgment that to-day the Government 
is paying to these armor paa manufacturers a most enormous 
2 — upon the material which they are furnishing for the battle 


ps. 
Mr. GRAY. If they are making an enormous profit, I will ven- 
ture to say, and stake my knowledge of human nature and affairs 
upon the assertion, that they are not making enormous or unjust 
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profits by reason of the employment of these gentlemen. They 
are not doing it, nor can they do it. 

The Senator from Georgia seems to assume, in the first place, 
that in these contracts the Government of the United States, be- 
fore they are made, is in a position of active hostility with the 
contractor. On the contrary, the Navy De ent has in mak- 
ing these contracts attempted to aid and build up these very con- 
cerns in order that the United States may have within its own 
borders the capacity in time of war or in time of peace to build 
up its own Navy; and I do not believe that a contract once made 
by the N. eid Oaks feos with any concern brings about a state of 
things in which all considerations of honor, all considerations of 
patriotism, all considerations of truth and justice and adherence 
to contracts and fidelity to duty are thrown to the winds—not 


at all. 

Mr. BACON. I must decline to allow the distinguished Senator 
to put any such words in my month or any such construction upon 
any language I have used. 9 

The ses which the Senator says the Government had in view 
in the building up of these establishments are subjects upon which 
the Naval Committee has heard a good deal of testimony directly 
upon that line, and upon which there has been a good deal of con- 
flict among the owners of these establishments themselves. It is 
not a question of honor or patriotism; it is simply a question that 
is always between all parties who are trading and . 
with each other. Conceding to both sides the utmost honor an 
honesty, the contracts which have been made are not the contracts 
which are to rule for the future. Contracts are about to be made 
now for two battle ships, and there is a House bill providing for 
a number of other battle ships. 

If the Senator will pardon me for so lengthy an interraption—— 

Mr.GRAY. Iam interrupting the Senator, I am afraid. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. Iam interrupting you. 

The point I make, or the point the committee makes, rather, be- 
cause tas not speak for myself individually, is the same principle 
which is recognized everywhere, that human nature is fallible, 
and that the most honest and upright man who ever lived is not 
allowed to sit on the bench in a case in which he has an interest, 
not because he is dishonest, not because he is unpatriotic, but be- 
cause his relationship warps his judgment and prevents him from 
being an spe ives and upright judge, and we do submit to the 
Senate in all earnestness—— 

Mr. GRAY. That is the principle you rely on? 

Mr. BACON. Thatis the principle. We submit to the Senate 
in all earnestness that an officer of the Government who, if not 
now, has been in confidential relationship with the Government, 
ought not to be permitted, while still drawing pay of the Govern- 
ment, to assume a confidential relationship with one with whom it 
is about to enter into contragtual relations and to are information 
as to the views of officers of the Government which may affect 
the terms of contracts which are to be made. 

Mr. GRAY. There we are again, Mr. President. We began 
with 88 and when we come to analyze the position the 
facts do not warrant the moral position, if I may use that word, 
which the Senator seeks to put upon it. He says that a man 
ought not to be a judge in his own cause and ought not to be per- 
mitted to decide where his own interests are at stake. I say so, 
too; but, Mr. President, think of applying that to a case of this 
kind, where the Government of the United States is the party that 
we are interested in and are uynet protect, and we object, for- 
sooth, to having one of our own officers on the other side. Is he, 
indeed, a judgein his own cause? If there isany prejudice or any 
pre ion, is it adverse to us? 

. BACON. I think so. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at this point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes; I always yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. When a man enters the service of a private em- 
ployer putting this as a 8185 proposition — does he not contract 
to give his highest skill, all his time, his best ability, and his 
groaet loyalty to promote the financial interests of the employer 
who pays him 

Mr. GRAY. Isupposeso. Iam ready to ađmit that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam speaking as a mere proposition of law, 

Mr. GRAY. Iam prepared to admit that. 

Mr. ALLEN. If he does not do that, that will afford an excuse 
to his par ye ba to discharge him, 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. - 

Mr. ALLEN. How can the Senator, under those circumstances, 
say that a man who is drawing pay from the Government as a 
retired officer and enters the service of a private corporation or a 
private individual, and by that means agrees to give his entire 
time, his highest ability, and his greatest loyalty to promote the in- 
terests of that private employer, at the same time be just and honest 
to the interests of the Government, when the interest of the 


Government upon the one hand is to secure the best material for 
the least money and the interest of the private employer, upon 
the ral hand, is to furnish the worst material for the highest 
price 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave wearied myself, Mr. President, and I know 
I have wearied the Senate, in trying to explain over and over again 


that though he does in a legal and in a moral sense give his 
endeavor, his highest skill, and his most absolute fidelity to his 
employer, yet the Government of the United States, for whom we 
are acting, has no pen and no opening for any disadvantage in 
having a retired officer of its own in such employment by the 
yay terms of the Senator’s own proposition. 

it be true, as might have been inferred from something 
which has been said in this debate, that there are two hostile 
camps, one the Government and the other the contractor, it 
would certainly be no special detriment that we should have a 
friend of our own in the camp of the enemy, if we are to call him 
such. He could not hurt the Government. The contractor 
might object. He might say, I do not know about trusting you 
in this matter with the Government; you are an officer of the 
Navy and we will keep you in the background in all these mat- 
ters of work upon contracts.” But surely it does not lie in the 
mouth of the Government as a to object; and that is what 
I have been trying to insist upon along, on the low plane of 
interest at least, as to a matter of honorable employment. 

I have said that these men are not exercising, as the Senator 
from Georgia said they were, two confidential relations, for they 
are expressly forbidden to exercise any confidential relations, 
on the part of the United States. That is settled; that is proven 
absolutely. Therefore that position is not well taken, and no 
a ent can be built upon it, for it is not so. 

. BACON. What the Senator asserts is not so, and I am 
very sorry I can not agree with him. 
r. GRAY. It is not true that they occupy two confidential 
relations. 

The Senator from Nebraska might as well say that a man draw- 
ing a pension had no right to work in one of these great found- 
ries as to say that one of these retired officers? separated entirely 
from the active list of the Navy, is forbidden to occupy a position 
of trust or confidence in such an establishment and ald be for- 
bidden to seek employment there or was unable to honorably 
serve there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all, if the Senator will pardon me for in- 
terrupting him. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is pardoned in advance. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is a man who entered the naval service of 
the United States, who had been educated by the Government 
and paid from the time he entered the Naval Academy, who is 
promoted from time to time in the service of the Government as 
a naval officer, and who is retired after a time for some reason, 
which may be just or may be unjust. I am inclined to accept 
the position of the Senator from Delaware and to say that they 
are unjustly retired. That man is drawing pay right along from 
the Government not for services that he has rendered and from 
which he has been finally discharged, but he is all the time an 
officer of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no other ground upon which you can 
justify paying him, except for his services. 

Mr. ALLEN. He is in the service all the while. It is just like 
the employment of a private individual who, after serving his 
master for a time, the master says to him, You may take half 
your time for a month or two,” or whatever time may be agreed 
upon, and Iwill pay you right along for your services at a lower 
rate, of course”; and that individual, while sustaining that rela- 
tion to his employer, goes into the service of another man whose 
interest is hostile to the interest of his original employer and gives 
his service and his intellect to make a contract in hostility to the 
interest of the first employer, just as in this case the naval officer 
owes allegiance to the Government, and, as the Senator says, may 
be called into active service at any time. He is retired upon ay 
which the Government judges sufficient to support him. He is 
still in the service of the Government, getting money out of it, 
and will be in its service until he dies, unless the law be changed. 
And now, under those circumstances, while he is in the service of 
the Government, he is ops ae boa by one of these corporations to 
give the knowledge which the Government purchi for him, to 
give all the strength of his ability and his intellect as a business 
man to enter into a 55 where that Government through his 
instrumentality ma a sufferer in the contract. 

_ Mr. GRAY. In the first place, all this argument has been pred- 
icated upon supposititious cases. There is no allegation here that 
any man onthe retired list, in the employ of any concern, hasmadea 
contract with the Government or has represented his concern in 
making a contract with the Government. They were employees 


of the concerns, and were brought here not by the concerns, but 
were sent for, as it appears, by the chairman of the Naval Affairs 
Committee, and when they came there was no doubt about the 
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position they occupied. Senators have been arguing as if they 
were acting as inspectors for the Government, and were at the 
same time employed by the armor-plate concerns doing work for 
the Government. 

Something was said by the Senator from Nebraska . ALLEN], 
in a question to the Senator from New Hampshire . CHAND- 
LER], as to whether any of these officers were employed before 
or after a certain inquiry had been ordered in regard to armor 
plate or work for the Government for the Navy done by Carnegie 
& Co. The Senator from New Hampshire said he did not know. 
I do not know either, but it would not concern us here whether 
he had been employed before or after. The trouble about that in- 
vestigation was not with reference to any retired officer, for no 
retired officer in the employment of that company had or could 
have had the slightest suspicion cast upon him as toany failure of 
duty to the Government. But suspicion was cast upon officers 
thes who abocia * iy investigated, 

who investiga: very properly investigated, 
ities was any ground for it. Tt was S the Navy 
who was to be investigated to see whether he, by his request, had 
expedited the issuance of any of these patents in which the pri- 
vate parties were concerned. That did not touch this case at all 
or any case that can be to apply to these officers. 

All I wish to say in conclusion is that the matter has been pre- 
sented, it seems to me, wrong end first, and we have got before 
the Senate the wrong conception of the attitude of these. e. 
Theargument has been made upon that wrong conception, I think. 
I have tried to correct it. I do not believe Senate will, it cer- 
tainly ought not, do injustice to these very meritorious men, who 
have been turned out of employment their will and not 
with their consent, and who have to take employment in the only 
place 1 Ty seek or obtain it. 

Mr. . A t, as a member of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I have taken a great deal of interest in the in- 
vestigation which has been under discussion here, and I have 
listened with a pa deal of eg and I must say with some 


amusement, to debate. it seems to me, is one of taste. 
Senators will remember the old adage that on questions of taste 
le must be allowed to disagree. 


VVV 
senting the amen es ing of a a 
man oin being accused of i or dishonorable action or 
even suspected of it. In investigating the question of the cost of 
armor we very soon arrived at the conclusion that the armor-plate 
manufacturers and the Government were enemies. Their inter- 
ests are directly Fer to each other. The Government wants 
to the armor of the very best quality at as low a price as pos- 
gible. The manufacturer wants to the last dollar possible. 

Now, we find in the employ of manufacturers two of the 
ablest officers of the United States Navy that I have ever met. 
have not met a t many of them. I hope we have a great 
many like them, but I doubt it. The Government has educated 
those men at its own expense. It has had them in its emplo 
until the time has come under the law when they could be retired 
or when they were forcibly retired, and they go upon handsome 

y. They go into retirement not as beggars, as the Senator 
Fom Delaware [Mr. GRAY] says, but their pay is such that they 
can live comfortably if they had nothing else. 

Mr. GRAY. It is $75 a month. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isthatall? Ithink the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. GRAY. They are not retired on the longevity plan. 

Mr. TILLMAN, ey are retired for disability? 

Mr. GRAY. They are retired for disability. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I do not say that a man can live 
handsomely on $75 a month in this community. Ihave discovered 
the contrary. But here are men who now hold the right for the 
balance of their lives to draw on the Treasury for so much money. 
That is, they come and draw their pay on the retired list. They 

inly owe the Government some obli and if they were 
not in a semicapacity at least in the i oy of the Government, 
with the right of the Government to on them, they would be 
under no moral obligation 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. TheSenatoracknowledges that they are under 
a moral obligation to the Government of some kind. Let us see 
to what extent it goes. They are now in the employ of enemies 
of the Government, men who, I said, are trying to get all they can 
out of the Government. They are using the San which the Gov- 
ernment has furnished them in educating them; they are using 
the technical knowledge in the ent and construction of 
ships which the ved from the Government in helping the 
enemies of the Government to cheat the Government or to rob it. 
Tf that is not a position in which no honorable man would like to 
be placed, I ask the Senator from Delaware just to tell me what 

of a position it is? 

Mr. GRAY. Asthe Senator from South Carolina puts the ques- 
tion, I will agree with him entirely, and that is the trouble all 


through this debate. You put the question in such guise as suits 
your own ment. But that does not suit the facts. That is 
what Ihave been trying to show. I will with the Senator 
perfectly, that in the way he puts it he is right; but let me ask 
the Senator, if I am not trespassing on his patience—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. This is a matter of some importance, perhaps. 
He says that he has in the course of the ormance of his duty 
as a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs discovered that 
the contractors and the Government are enemies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave. 

Mr. GRAY. Are they enemies after the contract is made in the 
same sense that they were before? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course they are, for this reason 

Mr. GRAY. Notif they are honorable men. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait a moment. We are trying to discuss 
what is an honorable man. npp the contractors discover that 
they have an armor plate which has cost them several thousand 
dollars to manufacture, the plates weighing 30 or 40 tons, in which 
there are some flaws and defects, the officer of the Govern- 
ment, who is receiving Government pay, knows that the plate is 
not an honest one under the contract, could he come and tell us 
so? acres not lose his em 


yment with the if he did? 
Mr. Let me ask Senator from South lina a 


Mr. HALE. Did the investigation by the committee disclose a 
single case where a naval officer in such employ had ever disclosed 
any defects to the Government? 

. TILLMAN. Does the Senator mean a retired officer? 

2 HALE. A retired officer. 


instead 

of saying that the manufacturers are enemies, which, of course, is 

F enc 
. 7 y they are an 

Mr. TILLMAN. Say they were British or Spanish people, 


against whom we just now have a kind of aversion. 
Mr. GRAY. Say they are antagonists. 
Mr. TILLMAN. r erges were somebody else, 
an actual enemy, and that these naval officers were in their em- 
ploy while receiving our pay, does the Senator think it would 


be right for the offi w. they are on our retired list, to go 
into the Lar Air pa the enem: 
Mr. GRAY. L agree with the tor in that 


Mr. . I think we will get the Senator down to a 
point where he will withdraw his objection and let the committee 


I | amendment go through. 


* 

Mr. GRAY. Go on and let us see. ‘ 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator said a little while ago that we 
were acting only for the Government. We are appropriating 
money for both sides. 

Mr. GRAY. How? 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are appropriating to pay the retired 
officers in the ba sie of our enemy. 

Mr. GRAY. e pay them whether they are so employed or 


not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. Wewant them to get out of that, 
as a matter of decency, as a matter of taste. We want them to 
get into an employ in which the Government has no interest, in 
which their ts can not be used to cheat the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. How can their talents be used to cheat the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. TILLMAN, These officers are right here using their tech- 
nical skill in drawing up contracts for company, and they get 
ome ad vantage they can in drawing specifications for the con- 

actors. 

Mr. GRAY. Do they make contracts for armor plate? 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are here as representatives of the con- 
tractors to draw contracts between the Government and the fac- 


tory. 

Mr. GRAY. I have asked once or twice whether anybody 
knows that fact. Ihave not received any reply. 

Mr. CHAND: . The Secretary of the Navy now meditates 
making a contract with these two concerns, who are in combi 
tion and not competing with each other, for $3,000,000 worth of 
armor for the Kentucky and the Ki , and of course these 
two retired naval officers are giving their employers their very 
best service in every direction to get the highest price for that 
armor. 

Mr. GRAY. The question I asked was whether the officers 
were acting for their concerns in making contracts; whether they 
were the hand or mind that made the contract? 

Mr. TILLMAN. We do 3 to know who is coming 
forward as the putative bidder. esuppose the Bethlehem works 
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and the Carnegie Iron Works, the only two concerns in this country 
that can manufacture armor plate, will be the only bidders. We 

t the spectacle, I may say, as we are entering on the ques- 
Bon of armor plate, although it is not the right time, because we 
have not to that question, of putting our hands in the hand- 
cuffs of these two companies. ey have formed a trust, and, to 
the best of my knowledge and belief, I am ready to take oath to 
it, they pro to rob this Government because you have on the 
statute books a law requiring us to use only American armor. 
Therefore we are in the position of giving to a monopoly the right 
to charge the United States $600 a ton for armor which they have 
sold to the Russian Government for $300, 

Mr. GRAY. Why do you not repeal the law? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well; Iam ready to go with you to re- 

it. Iam willing togive preference to the American industry; 
want to have armor plate for American vessels made in the United 
States, but I am unwilling to see monopolies w rich by put- 
ting their hands into the pockets of the United States and 
out as much as they want. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us get back to these officers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. These officers are in an unfortunate position. 
Perhaps they do not realize it,and I am pes unfortunate that 
I can not see the matter as the Senator from ware does. He 
thinks it is honorable and in good taste for men who are in the 

loy of the Government to go into the employ of our enemies. 
SNe GRAY. Iagree with the Senator about enemies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the armor-plate manufacturers who have 
pan ayine ard. the last dollar from the Government are not 
enemies, what are they? : 

Mr. GRAY. We ought not to have anything to do with them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How? 

Mr. GRAY. By not making any contracts with them. If they 
are enemies in the 5 the Senator from South Caro- 
lina asserts that theyare, then I say thatit isthe duty of the Navy 
Department, it is the duty of Congress, to cut short all connection 
between d them 


us an i 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is begging the question. We must have 
armor made somewhere. We either have to repeal the law b; 
which we are forced to buy American armor—and I have 
thai all the armor-plate manufacturers of the world are now form- 
ing a trust to rob F 

. GRAY. Very likely. 

Mr. . The only thing we can do would be to have 
an armor establishment of our own, and take these skilled people 
whom we have educated and put them there, and put the material 

Mr, GRAY „ lad if you will 

A 2 emen vou s 
* Mr. TILLMAN. Let it o understood 
that so far as this discussion and these individual gentlemen are 


Mr. TILLMAN. I have no feeling about it. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I never met them prior to the time when they 
came before the committee. I never heard anything about it 
until they came there. Then we discovered the position which 


they occupied toward the Government and toward the people who 
are ishing the Government with armor. 
It is a scandal, in my opinion. I may differ with the Senator 


from Delaware as to what is good taste and what is decent and 
what is honest, but still I believe we ought to require that no 
officer of this Government, either active or retired, shall receive 
its pay and then go into an employ and use the brains which he 
has had educated at the expense of the Government to the disad- 
vantage of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator from South Carolina sits down, 
I should like to ask him a question, because this is the real point 
in the case, laying aside all tion about the honesty of these 
men. Is it not to the interest of the United States Government, 
when it makes a contract with any one of these concerns, to get 
Ata ET O o EEEa OE O ORE 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. How is the Government injured, then, on the 
Ar. TILLMAN. WI 

Mr. . Why— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. How is the Government injured 


if these officers superior skill and it is devoted to making 
the best ible mae 

Mr. We do not say the Government is injured at 
all. We are simply trying to prevent that feeling of wrong on 
the part of the yers that here are men whom they have 
educated and trai using the skill and the education the Gov- 


ernment has given them in aid of men who are not working for 
the Government’s interest. We want the skill on our side and 
the honesty, too. 
Mx. HALE. Mr. President, the committee has not gone very far 


in this matter. 
have asked Con, 
terprise of naval offi 


It might have gone a great deal further. It might 

to forbid the employment in any private en- 
active or retired, who are receiving 

from the Government upon the ground that the Government is 


entitled to their entire life and service. But the committee has 
not gone to that extent. The committee does not believe in that. 
Ido not for one. I see no great objection, no pertinent objection, 
no conclusive objection, if an officer is not needed in the service 
of the Navy of the United States, to his taking employment in pri- 
vate concerns that develops his mind, broadens his understanding, 
makes him more competent, and makes him a better officer when 
restored to duty than if he laid off and rusted up. So the com- 
mittee do not go to that extent. 

The only object sought by the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs is that retired officers shall not be 
employed by private establishments who are manufacturing ar- 
mor for the Government at enormous prices; that in those limited 
concerns, only two or three in all, leaving the whole domain of 
American business life and manufactures outside and untouched, 
naval officers shall not be employed by men who are in a sense the 
enemies of the Government; that is, very antagonistic. They are 
oppet: They seek one thing and the Government seeks another 

ng. Thetwo are diametrically opposite, and in that sense they 
are inimical and enemies. 

If the Senator from Delaware is right, there is no limit to which 
corporations or private contractors with the Government are to 
be held. An officer of the Navy at the head of the Ordnance 
Department or the Engineer Department or the Construction and 
Repair ent may, upon retirement, forced retirement, vol- 
untary retirement, at once be translated into the employment of 
a company that is making contracts with the Government and 
seeking enormous prices for its wares, and it may receive the bene- 
fit of all he has done as the head of that Bureau. I agree with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that that would 
be in its effect and upon its face a scandal. It could never fail to 
receive attention an 3 remark and public censure. Therein 
those most harmed, if anybody is harmed by this discussion, are 
the naval officers themselves, honorable men, educated honorably, 
with honorable lives, who never ought to be put into a condition 
where they can be the subjects of such discussion. 

I go further. I would not have any officer in the Navy, how- 
ever well grounded his integrity may be, however it may be his 
by inheritance or by life, submitted, when he is acting for 
the Government with contractors, to the possible thought 
that one year from that time his employment may be changed and 
that, instead of representing the Government, he may be in the 
employment of one of the concerns with which he is dealing at 
that time. I would have all of those things removed. — 
thing that is in the domain of temptation ought to be remov 
A naval officer ought never to be in the situation which has been 
alluded to here, where, when a committee is ing to investigate 
into the rightsof the Government, it can not enforce a question 
upon him, use the natural delicacy of his situation in the 
3 a rival, inimical concern forbids his answering. That 
is e committee says. 

I am free to say that I do not understand why it is, going no 
further than this, that objection is made. I can not appreciate 
and I can not enter into the condition and the reasoning of the 
Senator from Delaware. I can understand how in individual cases 


Georgia 
Senator from South Carolina x e that situation 
should be relieved when, as I say, all the rest of the mechanical 
world and the business world is left to these men to resort to. So 
it lookslike a one-sided question. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire merely to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether Iam to understand the committee had before them the 
Government i tors at the iron works and also the two naval 
officers ee ee, by the iron works and asked them in regard to 
the profits made on armor plate. 

. HALE. That has been stated in debate and stated as the 
Senator indicates. I do not think I went into that question. That 
is the fact, explained, I think, by the Senator from New Ham 
shire . CHANDLER], that the committee sent for the naval offi- 
cers, having in mind the Government ins rs, and instead of 
their coming these other officers appeared whom the committee did 
not expect, to wit, the representatives of the contracting firms. 
As has been stated by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], I 
think, when age as to the cost and the profits of the concerns 
were put to the officers the committee was unable to gain any in- 


formation from them in regard to it. The Senator from Delaware 
interposed to ask if the committee had any right to expect it. 
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Mr. LODGE. Very well. They testified, and so far as they did 
testify it was to the effect that the prices were not excessive. 

Mr. HALE. I think the impression that the committee got 
from the examination was that the officers, under the circum- 
stances and conditions, did not wish to be put to examination. I 
will say further that when the Government inspectors—— 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to ask how they testified. 

Mr. HALE. They testified that the cost of armor, instead of 
being $450 or $500 a ton, was about $250aton. The committee 
found no sense of embarrassment as to them, because they had 
but one interest. They were there in the interest of the Govern- 
ment, to watch and to report. They had no concern whatever 
with the contracting parties, who are dealing with the Government, 
and the committee no difficulty in eliciting information from 
them. I think, perhaps, the contrast between the two sets of offi- 
cers was what brought the committee sharply to its conclusion 
that here was almost or 3 a scandal and it ought to be sto 

Mr. CHANDLER. the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE] will allow me, I did not think they ought to be ed. 
I realized that they had, with permission of the Navy Department, 
gone into the employ of these two concerns for large salaries, and I 
really thought we ought not to press them to make reply. There 
we were with those two naval officers, comparatively young men, 
and we were not at liberty, I thought, to ask them to state facts 
within their own knowledge. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I think it is proper 
to add that not only did it not appear to the committee proper to 
press them, but they were not in fact pressed. 

Mr.CHANDLER. They were not. 

Mr. BACON. They were not pressed by the committee so soon 
as the embarrassment became apparent. 

Mr. HALE. They Peete Ride not. As soon as the commit- 
tee realized the condition which the officers evidently felt that 
they were in, the committee refrained from further pressure in 
that direction and went to the other officers, who represented the 
Government alone. 

Mr. LODGE. I raised the question simply because it seems to 
me that that single fact shows the evil of the existing system. As 
I understand it, the amendment of the committee is not aimed at 
any individual, and no reflection is cast upon any of these officers; 
but it aims at a system, and it certainly seems to me that it is a 
very bad system, which makes such things possible, particular! 
the point made by the Senator from Maine at the end, that an of- 
ficer at the head of a bureau knows that he may at any time get 
employment from one of these contractors. I think that is a situ- 
ation in which no naval officers should be 4 tn It seems to me 
only just to make it impossible for those conflicting interests ever 
to meet in the same hands. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senate passed a resolution 
in the early part of the present session which required the Com- 
mittee on Whval Affairs to ascertain various things about these 
contracts made by theGovernment. The resolution was evidently 
intended capecially to look into the matter of the contract with 
the Carnegie Company. The intimation at that time, and the sug- 
gestion of the resolution itself, was that the officers of the Gov- 
ernment (and I do not mean these retired officers) had had some 
interest in that contract, or that they had not performed their full 
duty to the Government. The case attracted a great deal of at- 
tention. I assume to-day, and I should like to have the informa- 
tion in regard toit now, that the Naval Committee have examined 
very thoroughly into all the allegations made at that time. Those 
allegations were very broad, and the whole country was shocked 
to suppose that any high officer of the Government, acting for the 
Government, had in collusion with the contractors, or that 
the Government had received, because of inattention to duty, 
armor and steel plates and steel tubes for guns that were not fit for 


service. 

I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if Iam 
to understand, and if the Senate is to understand, because no 
report has been made by the Committee on Naval Affairs, that 
after their examination they find nothing more serious than the 
fact that two or three or four retired officers who were not charged 
with any duty by the Navy Department have been emplo ed, and 
that is ail there is in the investigation? Do I understand that to 


be the case? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator want a SY 780 A 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask the Senator from New pshire, who 
has introduced the pending amendment, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say, by no means has that been the whole 
subject-matter of the investigation. The Senator has not accu- 
rately stated the resolution. the Senator will read it I shall be 
very glad to answer ifically; but I think that there was no 
implication, such as be found in the Senator’s remarks, in 

erence to officers of the Government. There was, I think, 
a direction to inquire whether officers of the Government were 


interested in patents, and that question has been the subject of | hereafte: 


inquiry. The committee have not finished; they have made no 


zapori; they are not ready to make any report; but I suppose the 
erent members of the committee, as the debate upon the naval 
appropriation bill proceeds, will be able to give to the Senator from 
aryland all the information he may desire in reference to the 
various branches of the resolution. There was disclosed some con- 
nection of naval officers with patents used in work done for the 
Government and questions have been under consideration in refer- 
ence to the propriety of the connection of naval officers with pat- 
ents used by the Government. The largest question that has been 
under investigation has been the price of armor. The Senator 
will see that that is the first clause in the resolution. I should 
like the Senator to read the first clause in the resolution of inquiry, 
if the Senator has it. 
Mr. GORMAN 


I will read it: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval be directed to inquire 
whether the prices or be for armor for vessels of the 


paid, 
Navy have been fair and reasonable, and as low as the pri 
same. manufacturers to foreign governments. ee 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was left out of the resolution at the 
Senator's 2 5 8 the Senator will remember. 

Mr. GOR . I have the resolutions as they were introduced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. I will say to the Senator that subse- 

uently, after the 8 of the resolution, the senior Senator from 

ew Jersey [Mr. Smrru] introdued a bill providing for a Govern- 
ment armor-plate manufactory, and the committee have investi- 
gated that subject in connection with the first clause of the resolu- 
tion which the Senator has read. The Senator from New Jersey 
has introduced also an amendment tothe pending bill, in which he 
provides that no contracts for armor shall be made under the 
pending bill at a cost of more than $300 a ton. The greater por- 
tion of the work of the committee has been the investigation of 
those two subjects. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire will remem- 
ber, of course, the debate, and my surprise at the time the resolution 
was offered at the broad intimation of undue relation with this 
subject on the part of officers of the Government. I do not now 
refer to these retired officers and the contractors. So far as I 
know, and the Senate knows, the result of that deliberation is 
contained in the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which simply prohibits these retired officers from 
being in the employ of any firm that is furnishing armor and 
armor plate to the Government and the further amendment, which 
I sup will be offered in due course of time, to prohibit an offi- 
cer of the Government from being connected with an patents 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
these amendments are by no means the sum of the outcome of 
the investigation. They are only incidental and moved by the 


vote of the committee, because they naturally attach to provisions 


of the naval appropriation bill. It should not besaid that the in- 
vestigation is concluded by these amendments, or that they involve 
all the investigations and results that the committee reached, by 


any means. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to have that information from 
the Senator, and that comes to the point I desire to make. If, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire says—and it is confirmed 
by the distinguished Senator in charge of the bill—the main in- 
vestigation has been as to the cost of the armor, the amount that 
the Government is paying for it, whether excessive or not, that 
report and that information, which is more important than the 
mere prohibition of two officers who are on the retired list from 
serving in a subordinate capacity at Bethlehem and at Pittsburg, 
ought to be before the Senate before we appropriate the immense 
sums contained in the bill for future armor. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator draws that argument of course it 
can not be helped. I think any Senator will see the pertinency 
and the force of that, so far as it It is a condition that we 
find ourselves in. Undoubtedly the investigation conducted by 
the committee, involving A agen time and labor a which I may 
say here as a member of the committee, while I do not represent 
it in making a report, has not reflected upon the integrity of any 
naval officer), is a fair subject of consideration with reference to 
future appropriations, and the Senator must make the most of it. 
When we come to that portion of the bill which has been passed 
over, st wit, the construction of the ships and the large expense 

voived—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it has been brought into the 
discussion already upon this proposition. I find by the amend- 
ment itself, dropping for the moment the cost of the armor, that 
the committee pro; to limit the prohibition to any officer on 
the retired list from acting in a private capacity where the Gov- 
ernment has a contract with the party only to the 8 
of the bill, without attempting to eita Sonera w. If the 
rule isa one, such employment should be made unlawful 
after a date fixed. If you desire to make it a permanent provision, 
let it be enacted that from the appropriations herein contained or 

r made, which is the usual provision, such employment 
shall be unlawful. I ask the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], 
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who is a lawyer, whether that will cover the case. It may. I do 
not think it would. 

But, Mr. President, that provision alone is insignificant. The 
general rule, stated so well by the distinguished Senator from 

aine, is correct. There ought to be, in my judgment, a general 
law upon this subject, not only for the naval officers and the 
Marine Corps, but for the ea | officers of the Army. They are 
spread all over the country. It is not confined to the contractors 
for armor or the supplies for the Navy. It goes to every extent, 
to railroad companies who contract to carry the mails, and steam- 
ship companies. It has been the rule. It has been permitted, 
and heretofore it has never been considered against the interests 
of the Government. To condemn these officers in the broad 
terms in which the condemnation has gone forth to-day I think is 
unjust to these gentlemen. Personally I do not know them. 

Mr. HALE. T think, if the Senator will allow me, the personal 
expression with regard to these officers has been very kindly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. In fact,it has been disclaimed that there was any- 
thing reflecting upon them or their integrity. 

Mr.GORMAN. No; except the statement that an honorable 
man could not have been in that position. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a very broad statement. 

Mr. HALE. I would not go so far as that by any means. When 
these officers accepted this aes aon le eat as the Senator says, it 
was a thing that was going on and large everywhere, and 
they are not to be blamed. Their situation at present is unfor- 
tunate. I would not go so far as to say that, remaining as they do, 
it stamps them with dishonorable motives. Ithink that the opera- 
tion and outcome of this discussion will be that the thing will be 
ended hereafter, whether we put this into the form of concrete law 
or not. I do not believe that any Secretary hereafter will permit 
anything of this kind. But it is better, as the Senator suggests, 
to make it a provision of law, and I should agree with him that 
it ought to apply to officers of the Army as well as the Navy. 
However, I only rose for the p of disclaiming, so far as I 
know, and so far as I have listened to the debate, any reflection 
upon these officers personally. 

. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I perhaps went further than any other 
Senator, and with my usual ess expressed my own honest 
convictions, I desire now with equal frankness to disclaim any 
assertion, insinuation, or anything else reflecting upon the honor 
and integrity of these gentlemen. I simply said that, in my judg- 
ment, I believe it is not a proper thing to do or to exist, and we 


are trying to stop it. 

Mr. GORMAN, As to the proposition to stop ih that is a dis- 
tinct proposition, and the one Í am getting at. nators have dis- 
PERN it, and among others the Senator from South Carolina, 
who is frank and manly in his statement and general views, and 
Iam in accord with him; but it ought not to goout to the country 
that there is anything to condemn these officers for when the 
facts are understood. 

Now, what were the facts? In 1887 we were without the facility 
in the country to make a single ounce of armor that was fit to 
on a ship. e then Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, soug t 
these manufacturers. It was not a matter that they sought for 
he sought them. He finally induced the Bethlehem Company to 
put up an establishment for the manufacture of armor and shafts 
and other paraphernalia necessary for the construction of war 
vessels. He did this after an examination as to the prices abroad. 
He, the Secretary of the Navy, acting for the Government, fixed 
the Government price which he would pay for so many thousand 
tons of armor. ere was unquestionably an intimation—not a 
contract, but an intimation—that if they agreed to furnish armor 
at the price named by the Navy Department it would necessarily 
follow that the contracts e in the next two or three years 
thereafter would go to that firm, as no human being or no set of 
human beings would have undertaken to bs seven or eight 
million dollars to create that eee without such an understanding. 

They went on and furnished the armor at $575 a ton, as the 
statement shows. As we progressed and Congress became more 
anxious about the construction of war vessels, moving along faster 
than the Department or this firm could furnish the material, Mr. 


Whitney's successor, the distinguished gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Tracy, sought the Carnegies. e Carnegies did not 
seek the De ent. Mr. Tracy pressed them to put up a plant 


that would enable them to make armor and the other heavy steel 

pieces necessary in the construction of vessels. Mr. Tracy, with- 

out public notice, as Mr. Whitney, the former Secretary, had done, 

entered into a contract with them on the 20th of November, 1890, 

itz them precisely the same price as his predecessor, Secretary 
itne: given the Bethlehem Company. 


y s 
Now, those contracts were consi by everybody as low, as 


reasonable, and as much in the interest of the Government as ever 
contracts were made. Congress justified them. 

Then came the discovery of the use of nickel in the manufacture 
of steel. It was an experiment not known to the world. It was 
doubtful as to its results. As the Senator from Maine will re- 
member, the Senate, by a unanimous vote in the last hour of the 
consideration of the appropriation bill, ae to Mr. Tracy, then 
the Secretary of the Navy, power to spend a million dollars with- 
out question and without contract, so as to introduce it into the 
manufacture of the steel for these vessels, if not the guns. He 
changed the contract with the contractors furnishing the nickel. 

The result was that the whole world was amazed at what Amer- 
ican ingenuity had done. Up to that time, and up to this time, so 
far as I know, at least so far as the time when the resolution was 
introduced to investigate these officers, I never heard it questioned 
that any Secretary of the Navy or any officer at the head of the 
Ordnance Board, or any of the subordinates under him, ever had 
the slightest interest in the outcome of those contracts. They had 
no more to do with the prices than the Senator from Georgia and 


myself, 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator from Maryland permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON, I desire to say that all the matters about which 
the Senator is speaking have been testified to at length before the 
committee; and I want to ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], whois the senior member of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs in the absence of the chairman, whether he will take the 
responsibility of furnishing the Senate with the evidence, which 
up to this point has not been made public? I feel quite sure that 
the committee would justify him in so doing. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, I 
will answer that I do not see the least objection to making the 
testimony public. It has not been done up to this time, being 
kept oan ace the committee, as is customary with investigations 
of that kind; but I see no objection whatever to the testimon 
now being made public, so that the Senate in the further consid- 
eration of the bill may have the benefit of that investigation. 

I wish to say further that there is nothing in the testimony that 
in any degree implicates any of the officials of the Navy Depart- 
ment as to any connection with these contracts. One thing the 
committee did find out, however, which the Senator will appre- 
ciate, that what Secre Tracy had in his mind, a rival establish- 
ment to k the bids down and protect the Government, had 
practically disappeared, The committee did not find that thereis 
now any rivalry between these two companies. On the other 
hand, it is practically a conjoint monopoly instead of a rivalry. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think if the Senator’s inquiry will go a little 
further he will find that that is world-wide; that there is an un- 
derstanding not only in this country, but in England as to the 

rice of armor. When you talk about a combine and a monopoly, 
it is world-wide. 

Mr. HALE. It i Cy unfortunate, may it not? 

Mr. GORMAN. t is a question. That remains to be dis- 
cussed when the facts are presented, that it is 
these two concerns in the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire simply to ask a question on the point 
which the Senator made about nickel steel. Nickel-steel plates 
were made in France before they were made here. The first plate 
was the compound English plate. The next plate was the Creu- 
sot plate, e in France, in which the nickel was added. It was 
after that that the purchase of nickel to which the Senator refers 
was made or the authority to 8 it was given. The t 
process that has been invented here is the Harvey process, I think, 
which combines the carbonizing of the nickel process. 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the Senator is more accurate than I 


not confined to 


was in stating precisely how it was. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator from Maryland allow me 
a WO! 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 


Mr. CHANDLER. I 8 the Senator to say that he 
thought the armor manufacturers of Europe were in a combine. 
Did he mean to say that our two armor manufacturers are in the 
same combine? 

Mr. GORMAN. What I mean to say is that the price of armor 
is practically fixed all over the world. The English get it slightly 
cheaper than we do. 

ee That is because there is no competition 
an ere. 


. GORMAN. There is not practically any competition. 
There are only a few great firms that the Governments could 
afford todeal with. The Bethlehem Company two years ago made 
a bid for armor for the Russian Government for two ships at 
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almost half the cost that they furnished it to their own Govern- 
ment. That question came up hereand was thoroughly discussed, 
because a provision was attempted to be inserted to the effect that 
no contract should be made with any firm in this country for a 


greater ANG par ton than they had contracted for with a for- 
eign government. When it came to be examined into we found 
that this enterprising concern, with not enough to do, as they 
supposed, to keep their wheels going and their machinery in oper- 
ation, had desired to introduce at a loss the American manufac- 
ture to the Russian Government. They had the contract, and the 
result was that the examination on the other side showed that it 
was so much superior to anything the Russian Government could 
get that they have ordered from this company further armor at 
about the namo piee the Government is now paying; and by that 
one single act they have been enabled to shi e quantities. of 
armor and other products of their furnaces a until it looks, 
and for the first time in the history of the country, as if we would 
compete with land in sending our steel blooms from this coun- 
to London and to Liverpool. 
r. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You said it was found by the Senate two 
years pgo when the amendment was offered prohibiting higher 
prices than those at which any firm had sold to a foreign govern- 


ment. Who found it? How did you find it? This committee has 
been in ing here for four months, ing all the experts 
of our own that we could, and everybody else. e have gone to 
the works and seen the process from the crude ore to the finished 


plate, and it was all a guess with us. We have never yet been 
able to find a man who can pretend to say what the cost is. The 
contractors will not tell us; and when they undertake to say that 
they have sold armor to the Russian Government at a loss in order 
to keep their hands employed, I do not believe it. 

: Further, it has come out—l do not know who apenali an 
t in committee from some responsible member thereof. 
rings contract was made with the Bethlehem 
asked them 2o 5 


made that the 


en the original 


and have some regard to decency and patriotism and give us 
somewhere like a reasonable price, they say, ‘‘Oh, we can not do 
it.” That is the situation. 

When Senators talk about finding that armor has been sold to 
the Russian Government at a loss, I should like to know how they 
found it out and from whom they found it out? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, Isay we found it, and we found 
it as we find other facts. The committee who had charge of the 
bill had before them men of ability, men of technical knowledge, 
men who were engaged in these enterprises, and from information 
so obtained—not under oath, it is true, because we had no power 
to investigate as had the Senator’s committee—we came to the 
conclusion that the statements of these honorable men were cor- 
rect, that they knew more about it than we did; and now the 
resulthas unquestionably proved the wisdom of the course adopted. 

If we had adopted such a proposition, that no contract should 
be made except at the price of $325 per ton, I think it was—Ispeak 
now from memory—then the contract for all the vessels that we 
had ordered t bill would have been given to the Carnegie 
firm; and as Carnegie concern were induced to manufacture 
this armor not because of the price alone, but because of the de- 
mand of the Government for armor to be delivered in greater 
quantities than the Bethlehem works could deliver it, we should 
have destroyed the very object the Government had in view when 
it contracted with Carnegie. The final result has been, at which 
I have no doubt the Senator from South Carolina will rejoice with 
me, that we can compete, and are now competing, with the Eng- 
lish manufacturers = furnishing armor to the Russian and 3 
governments, thereby extending our trade, giving employmen 
our people, and making thrift the order of the dar I kn shall 
continue for a year or two longer. That is the great object. 

Have we paid for those establishments? I say to the Senator 
from South Carolina, of course the Government has paid for those 


establishments. We entered upon the enterprise because we 


wanted them. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Why, then, do they belong to the other people 
and not to us? 
Mr. GORMAN, Oh, Mr. President, the Government was not 
itself in a condition to build a great establishment of this sort. 
_ Mr. TILLMAN. Why? 


Mr. GORMAN. It was economy, it was wisdom, to let men of 
knowledge and ability undertake to do it. It would have cost us 
unada millions if we had taken our own officers and attempted to 

oi 

Mr. TILLMAN. One minute, if the Senator will allow me. 
Our investigation proved that Captain Jaques, an officer of the 
Navy, is the creator of the Bethlehem Iron Works. He planned the 
whole thing and built it; and therefore the skill has been furnished 
by the Government, the money has been furnished by the Gov- 
ernment, and we have made a present of the plant to that cor- 
poration. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to in the Senator, but it is 
evident that the debate on the bill can not be closed to-night, and 
unless the Senator desires to go on to-night, I will move an ad- 
journment. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. Any time will suit me. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate four pieces of condemned cannon and four 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the city of Reedsburg, Wis.; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expense 
of © a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 
Springs, Ar 


k.; 
A bill (H. R.8852) to amend the record of William H. De Freest; 
A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; and 
A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and directing the Secre of 
the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned cannon and four 
7CCCCCVCTCTFCCCCCCTCC ei accel , Wis., 
was read twice by its title, 11 she Commitee A 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 11 minutes 
p: m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 28, 

896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 27, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF RINAKER AGAINST DOWNING. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I desire leave of the House for an 
extension of time for the filing of the 3 ol the minority in the 


contested- election case of Rinaker owning. There is no 
objection on the of the committee, and I ask that the time 
be extended until Wednesday of this week. 


Mr. DINGLEY. How long was the extension to be? 
Mr. MOODY. Two days. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
FREDERICK D. DAWSON, WIFE, AND DAUGHTER. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. reo during the discussion 
of the deficiency bill on the 20th of A; i 
therein contained to reimburse Fred 
I made a statement that the appropriation was recommended by 
the State authorities of N. ere A 
the recommendation was made not by the State authorities, but 


by the Secretary of State. 2 the rs submitted to the 
Committee on A priations, whi examined, there was 
a summary of the evidence i the recommendations. 
Throngh inadvertence and, I think, by ing two instead 


by turning pages e 

of one, I charged the recommendation to the State authorities, 
— as a matter eae É ahala se attributed a vk the aip 
eral Department te. make this suggestion with a grea 

deal of regret, as I fear I influenced the gentleman from Thinois 
[Mr. Horkixs], who was making a strong attack upon the amend- 
ment, to withdraw his opposition. As the matter has not yet been 
Soy Saree of, I submit it to the House for such action as it 


ma; roper, 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to sayin that regard that 
I have received a letter from the governor of Nebraska, and 
doubtless my colleague has received a similar letter, in which a 
copy of the communication addressed to the Secretary of State 
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shows that the Dawsons were negligent in the prosecution for the 
assault, if the McCartys were to blame in the matter; and from the 
information I have received from the governor I am inclined to 
the opinion that had we had that information at the time the mat- 
ter was under consideration the item of $2,800 would have been 
stricken out of the appropriation bill, and I regret very much 


that the information has come too late. 
judge, would be in the Senate. F 

. HAINER of Nebraska. Allow me to say, in reference to the 
remarks of my colleague, that I have received no communication 
whatever from the governor. The appropriation was not $2,800; 
it was only $1,800. e recommendation or want of recommenda- 
tion on the part of the governor of Nebraska entirely apart, I still 
insist the a riation was wisely and properly made. 

Mr. BAR TT of New York. I should like the gentleman 
from Nebraska to state briefly the ces. What was the 
ee Gre TE made for? f 

. HAINER of Nebraska. The appropriation was $1,800, and 
‘was made to reimburse these for an assault made upon 
them, including damage to and destruction of their property. 

Mr. KEM peaker, I ask for order. We can not hear 
what is going on. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for order. The Chair 
thinks he is entitled to have it, and hopes he may get it. Gentle- 
F seats and cease conversa- 

on. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. On 
under date of April 20, will be found 
York a t of the facts, which are substantially correct. 
that statement of the facts connected 
agi POTE , aril In my re- 
marks at that time I called attention to fact that the Daw- 
sons failed to prosecute the for the assault which had 
bem made re sag As 3 e eee 

e prosecution ave nothing to say now, nothing 
say at that time. I supy oy ey other considerations as 
reasons for the allowance of the clai It seemed to me, while it 
was a case of conflicting evidence, yet the assault being conceded, 
its character conceded as unjustifiable and the circumstances dis- 

, and where, as here, it was strongly insisted by the British 
shes ett tee a 


The only recourse, I 


4168 of the RECORD, 
by the Ni 


claim? 

Mr. yee are 3 I do not ex whether pe are 
opposed or not. © letter which my colleague bse ave 
received from the governor leaves me much in doubt as to what 
he does think wise and proper. I construe it as conceding the case 
to the Dawsons, but suggesting that no large allowance be made. 
My only purpose, however, is to set myself straight in the matter, 
giving to the House the information upon which it may, if so ad- 
vised, recall its action ing the item. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand the gentleman to 
indicate that the governor of the State had op; e payment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I make no 
that. My colleague has a letter to which my attention had never 
been called until a few moments ago. The letter speaks for itself. 
I hope my colleague will make the letter a part of his remarks. 
It will then go into the RECORD, and members will have the data 
3 they may, if they so desire, revise or vacate their former 

on. 


[Mr. MERCER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. , I ask to have this letter, which 
is a copy of one 50 bp tke vernor of Nebraska, Silas A. 
Holcomb, to Secretary of State ey, inserted in the RECORD, 
as a statement of the governor's opinion in relation to this case. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I think we had better know 
something about it now, while we are discussing the bill. 

Mr. CER. If the gentleman desires, I ask tohave the 
letter read now. It is not long. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to hear it read. 

There being no objection, the letter was read as folllows: 

APRIL 23, 1896. 


er statement as to | req 


tion a report made to me by the county attorney of Sarpy County, the county 

in which the offense was commit together with the affidavits of 

certain citizens submitted to me at the same time, throwing some additional 

Hight upon this controversy. È 
beg to submit, in addition to what is said by 

t after a consultation between the y attorn 


claim to be the injured party. I feel warranted in saying that the courts of 
County were accessible to them at the time the transaction occurred, 


3 1 —— at, 33 mable. hypothesis, 
can not, in m m u any reaso! 
tine Barapa Aua ngei aparans agea to the 


98 — 
ictor McCarthy, princi; ender—and 
E could be had 
a much more serious offense and sentenced to 


parties in this transaction not only had the remedy for their 
wrongs by prosecuting their assailants in the courts of the ponni anae 
transaction occurred, they also had the right to bring a civil against 
sustained and recover for any injury, damage, or loss suf- 

transaction. 

, from the evidence su that the assault 
was voked and that the parties should have and d have been suc- 
cessfully prosecuted at the time, and that a civil action would lie for what- 

there inclined to the view that at an 


— oe te, — At ae 1 t only 
en m n was a case 
of vated assault, with little, if any, paren —.— result- 


erefrom. - 
ing le de not wish to be e there is no merit 
contention of the claimants in this matter, I am clearly of the opinion that 


there has been a studied effort made to greatly magnify the injury and 
that the claims le are of a most thorough and seru: 
TTT erate sum should be allowed. which wil 

un compensate these parties for or loss of prop- 
— 2 by them on this occasion. 


Iam, sir, very truly, yours, 
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY, 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a bill 
H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was 
nested. 

e message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the ae titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
uested: 

A bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs; 
A bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook; 
A bill (S. 2594) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


Beckford; 
A bill 9 Se relation to an extension of the routes of the 
i idiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt 


WILLIAM B. ELLIS. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief 
of William B. Ellis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized directed to soamend the mi record of William B. Ellis, late cap- 
tain of Company I, Seventy-ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, as to show him 
honorably 8 service upon resignation on the éth day of July, 
1863, and that the said William B. be granted an honorable discharge as 


of such date. 
The SP. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of this bill? 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right 
to object, and ask for an explanation of the bill. 
ea eerop rpo orae ie ty Ge 
ou A ef is not soug y 
party himself, but at the earnest solicitation of the fh 


of the regiment in which he served as captain. An error was evi- 
dently made in the original game Pulte was preferred against 


the 

e living officers 
this officer. He had resigned pen ng a charge which was to have 
been inquired into by a court-martial. Upon the indorsement of 
the resignation, under the acceptance, the colonel of the regiment 
had recorded that this officer’s resignation was accepted for the 

‘ood of the service and because he was a worthless officer, and it 

to remove that sti; that this bill is introduced. The colonel 
himself, who is still living, has signed a petition addressed to 
Congress, joining with all the other living officers of the regiment, 
ps g for the passae of this bill. In his statement, which is ver- 
„the colonel says that Ellis was a courteous, efficient, and brave 
officer, but that he fell under influences that led him into dissipa- 
tion for a time. He says that the circumstances surrounding the 
offense were quite aggravating, and that he made an indorse- 
ment upon the application, feeling at the time that it was deserved, 
but that this man was not to blame; that another officer, who was 
worthless, was the one who should have been held responsible. 
He says he has known Captain Ellis as a citizen and that his de- 
portment has always been without reproach. He says that at the 
time he got into trouble the controlling influences were those of this 
associate officer, and that he thinks Captain Ellis has suffered in- 
tense mortification because of the unfortunate circumstances con- 
nected with his discharge from the Army. Then the colonel says: 
* u — 
2323. peer seats ae 
able discharge. 

He is supported in this request by all the surviving officers of 
the regiment. It will be seen that the case is a little out of the 
ordinary, and this bill is intended simply to remove astain which 
the colonel himself feels was inadvertently put upon Captain 
Ellis. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman accept an 
amendment providing that no pension be claimed by this 


man? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I should have no objection to that; but 
it is an unusual proposition. I have never known such an amend- 
ment to be offered in a case like this. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I shall object unless you ac- 

t that amendment. 
. OVERSTREET, I trust my friend will not insist upon it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I must insist upon the amend- 
ment. If the gentleman accepts that I have no objection to his 
bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that, in reply to inquiry which I made directly of this offi- 
cer, he stated to me that he had no eign ap of making any such 
application. It would look very much like a bargain, and that is 
why I object. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make no bar- 
gain. If the gentleman accepts my amendment I will not object 
to his bill, otherwise I must object. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Do you insist upon objecting unless that 
amendment is accepted? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I move to amend the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee by inserting in line 10, after 
the word OSG the word ion.” 

The SP . The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTEET] to consent that that is to be considered 
as a part of the proposition before the House. The question is 
on agreeing to the committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was read, as follows: 

Add, after the word date.“ the following: “Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
pension, or other allowances shall become due or payable by reason of the 
passage of this act.“ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
mne; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


an 
On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK, 


Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill No. 1365. It is in relation to 
a certificate which has been issued by the Navy Department, 
which certificate is now in one of the banks of New Haven await- 
ing payment. There never has been sufficient money to pay the 
certificate, and the purpose of this bill is to authorize its payment. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to y the National New Haven Bank of the Stai 
of Connecticut the sum of i 19.15 out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. SPERRY. This bill was reported to the House by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee Cox]. I ask the Clerk to in 
connection with the bill the letter of the Auditor of the Treasury 
for the Navy Department which I send to the desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., April 14, 1896. 

Srr: In reply to your verbal inquiry in the matter of claim of the National 
Bank of New Haven for the amount of an approved voucher uttered Febru- 
ary 28, 1877, by the Bureau of Construction and Repair of the Navy Depart- 
ment, in favor of John W. Griffiths, amoun to $3,519.15, I have the honor 
to state that in an examination of the records I do not find that payment of 
the above sum was made by settlement in this office. 


tfully, yours, 
E. N. BOWMAN, Acting Auditor. 
Hon. N. D. Sperry, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. SPERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read a letter 
from the Assistant S of the Navy. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 16, 1896, 


Sır: Referring to your 3 Seg at the Department this morning 
concerning the status of the claim of the National New Haven Bank of Con- 
necticut, on account of money due J. W. Griffiths for extra work on the 
U. S. S. . in the sum of $3,519.15, I have the honor to inform you that 
the reason why said claim was not paid when demand was made therefor by 
said bank is that there was no Sopro riation available from which the amount 
thereof could be taken, and that although the claim is considered to be just, 
there is no appropriation from which it can now be pun 

For your further information in this connection, I inclose herewith a copy 
of a letter addressed to Hon. W. M. STEWART, Senate ttee on Claims, 
by the Department, under date of March 15, 1892. 


Very respectfully, 
Hon. N. D. Sperry, M CANE RAY 
House of tives. 

Mr. SPERRY. Now, I should like to have the gentleman from 
Tennessee who reported the bill to the House make a statement 
M. CO. Has th been M e 

r. 7 the report read, Mr, er? If not, I 
should like to have read, à 

The report (by Mr. Cox) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, $ 
relief P National New 7 h fe) yee 

This bill is the same as H. R. 1908, now pending in the House and previously 

rted by this committee with a favorable recommendation. 
our committee therefore recommend that bill be substituted for said 
House bill, and that said House bill lie on the table. 

Mr. COX. I think the bill is e correct and ought to pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. . Speaker, the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. SPERRY] called upon the gentleman from 
Tennessee to explain this bill. e gentleman says he is satisfied 
with the bill, but that does not tell the House anything about it. 
I should like to hear an explanation. 

Mr. COX. My attention was drawn to another matter and I 
su ed that the gentleman in charge of the bill had explained it. 

. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, the explanation of the bill is this: 
A few years ago when the sloop En ise was built there was 
an adjustment of the account made by the Navy Department. 
After that adjustment a certificate was issued in triplicate by the 
Navy De ent to Mr. Griffiths in final settlement of his claim. 
That settlement amounted to $3,519.15. A certificate was given 
for that sum, but when the certificate was presented at the proper 
Bureau for payment it was found that there was not sufficient 
money to meet it. The holder of the certificate then took it to one 
of the banks and made a note and 1 the certificate with the 
bank as collateral security. When the note became due it was 
not paid, and the bank has been carrying the certificate ever since. 
This bill has the Senate once or twice, but has failed to 
come up in the House, and now, inasmuch as that certificate 
which has the indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy and of 
the Auditor of the Treasury Department for the Navy, is still un- 
paid, I ask that it may be met by the — of this bill. Thatis 
all there is of this case. It is a plain, simple proposition, to meet 
an undisputed Government indebtedness. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not hear the letters read, owing to the 
confusion in the Hall, but, as I understand, the letter of the Treas- 

official states that this amount is due to the owner of the cer- 


cate, 

Mr. SPERRY. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this New Haven bank holds the certifi- 
cate as collateral on a loan? 

Mr. SPERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, until the bill shall be 
shape as to show what this pga be to be paid for, I 
object. Iwill never allow a bi 


re 


ut in such 
have to 
to go through this House, if I 


1896. 
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can prevent it, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay an | I think we have the right of way with the pension bill, and if at 


amount of money to a given party without specifying the object 
for which the money is to be paid. 

Mr. SPERRY. It does ey, : 

Mr. LOUD. No. It simply di the Secretary of the Treas- 
1180 E so much money. 

; RRY. I think it specifies, 

Mr. LOUD. Let us have the bill read again. 

The bill was again ; 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, until the bill is amended as I 
have indicated, I must object. 

Mr. SPERRY. I have no objection to the bill being amended 
so as to show what the money is to be paid for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to present his 
amendment. 

Mr. COX. “Mr. Speaker, does not the report show the number 
of the certificate which the bank holds? The bill ought to be 
amended, I think, so as to show that the money is to be paid on 
that certificate. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut desire 
to amend his bill? The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
objects unless an amendment is made. ES 

. COX. Mr. Speaker, the number of that certificate is in 
the papers, and it probably ought to be inserted in the bill. I 
now ask un ous consent, inasmuch as I know that this claim 
is absolutely right, that the bill go over until to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill go over until to-morrow after the read- 
ing of the Journal. There is already one special order of that 


sort pending. 

Mr. KEM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Ther order is demanded. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, is it understood that my bill goes 
over until to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SPERRY. Then I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. The regular 
order is called for by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. SPERRY. I understood that the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] was that the bill should go over until 

. to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe gentleman from Nebraska then called 

for the regular order. 


REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, on the last District day 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. MAHON. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BABCOCK. When the House adjourned two weeks ago 
to-day, there was pending Senate bill No. 1904, for the regulation 
of marriages in the District of Columbia, upon which the pre- 
vious question had been demanded. There being no quorum pres- 
ent on that vote, the House adjourned. I now renew the demand 
for the previous question on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the Senate bill ought 
to be read again. 


Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Columbia. 


The bill was read at 1 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will also report the amendments 
recommended by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. There were also other amendments presented 
by the 1 from Ohio [Mr. HULICK]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understood the amendments were cut off 
by the demand for the previous question. I do not understand 
that there were any pending amendments except the committee 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that they are pending. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman for a 
moment. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman desire 
we are day for the District business? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that it 
will take but a very short time unless there shall be unnecessary 
discussion. This bill has been thoroughly discussed already. 
The previous question has been demanded, and it can be disposed 
of in five minutes, I think. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood the gentleman to say a short 
time ago in conversation that an hour or an hour and a half, he 
thought, would be sufficient. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think we can occupy that much time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to antagonize the District, but 


the expiration of two hours the ess is not disposed of I shall 
feel compelled to ask the House to proceed with the consideration 
of that bill under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman gives notice. 

Mr. MAHON. Does this committee not have the right of way 
for the further consideration of the pension bill without the vote 
of the House even? 2 
be SPEAKER. The District of Columbia has the right of way 

ay. 

Mr. MAHON. Without a vote of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Without a vote of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the House can vote down that right 
of way, if it so desires. 

Mr. PICKLER. I give notice that I will ask the House to con- 
sider the pension bill after two hours, unless-the Committee on 
the District of Columbia sooner disposes of this business. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Hurack] will be read. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Those are not committee amendments. The 
committee considered and refused to adopt them, and they ought 
to be defeated. 

The previne question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments reported from the committee were adopted. 

Mr, WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
Is a motion to recommit now in order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not until after the bill has 
passed to its engrossment and third reading. 

Pili question recurred on the amendments proposed by Mr. 

ULICK. 

The amendments were rejected. 

_ The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read the third 


time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will a motion to recommit be 
in order now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WALSH] 
has indicated an intention of making that motion. The motion 
is now in order. 

Mr. WALSH. I move to recommit this bill to the Committee 
n pe District of Columbia. May I make a statement at this 

e 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. WALSH. The matter is not now debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable, the previous question 
having been ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, there 
were (on a division demanded by Mr. WaLsH)—ayes 5, noes 46. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The bill was 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that to-morrow, after the action upon the pension bill, I shall ask 
the authority of the House to bring up the general bankruptcy 
bill. Many 1 have asked the question, and I desire to 
give notice of that now. 

CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate the 
Capital Railway Oopa approved March 2, 1895. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled. An act to incorporate the Capital 
Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by et out in the first section all after the words for a com- 
mon seal,” to the end of the section, and inserting the following: Said cor- 
poration is hereby authorized to construct and lay down and complete a sin- 

le or double track street railway in the District of Columbia, and run cars 

hereon for 5 by and along the following route: Beginning 
ata pointon the ct line near the Potomac River southeast of Shepherds 
ado thence by such route as shall be approved by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to the south side of the Eastern Branch or Anacos- 
tia River at the Navy-Yard Bridge; thence across said bridge to Eleventh 
street east; thence north on Eleventh street east to M street south: thence 
west on M street to a point to be located by the District Commissioners near 
Eighth street east, connecting with the lines of the Capita! Traction Com- 
ays and returning over the same route tothe point of beginning. Also, 
ning at the eastern end of the Navy-Yard Bridge, easterly along Mon- 
son streets and Good H road, and from Good Hope road to 
the District line, over such route as the ct Commissioners shall approve. 
and returning over the same route to the point of beginning: Provided, That 
within the city of Washington a double-track railway shall be constructed. 
Sec. 2. That the motive power to be used on the lines in this act s fled 
shall be the unde: nd electric system within the city of Washington and 
the overhead tro! T system outside the city of Washington. For crossing 
the Navy-Yard Bridge the said company may, in the discretion of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, use either horse power or the under- 
. electric system to propel its cars; and the said company shall have 


roe and 


e privilege of an electric currentacross the said Navy-Yard Bri 
in e anne oe e said Commissioners of the District of Columbia s 


prescribe. 
Sec. 3. That the Capital Railway Company and the Capital Traction Com- 


pany are hereby required to issue free transfers at the point of intersection 
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Sec. 4. That the of the company’s route from or Pencote 
igh to VCC 
date of the passage of t. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, there are certain committee 
amendments. 

The Clerk read from the report of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as follows: 

The committee think the Senate bill should be amended as follows: 


After the word Com in line 21, section 1. page 2, of the add the 
words also continuing from said Elever streets, — — 


street to the south line of A street south.” 

Peery any tae yee t is to make the lines of the company connect 
with the Metropolitan Railway Company. e 

Afu r amendment should be made to the Senate bill as follows: 


At the end of section 1 add the following words: Provided, That the line 
thin two years from date o passage of this act, excep- 
on mentioned in section 4 of this bill” 
a further amendment as follows: 
After the word “ Company,” in line 1, section 3, on page 3, add the words 
“the Metropolitan Railroad r 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. e 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Spare — 


Mr. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, I want to make a statement 
about this bill. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa then. 


The SP The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] is recognized. 

Mr. RICHAR IN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is designed to be 
an amendment to a charter which was granted to this railroad 
company by the Fifty-third The line will run about as 
follows i the Eastern 


village of comes down 
through of Anacostia and crosses the Anacostia Bridge, 
comes up to the navy-yard, and there connects with the line of the 


town Railroad Company. n y 
blocks beyond the navy-yard, there is a branch to run up to Lin- 
coln Park and there connect with the line of the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company. i 

The bill provides that there shall be a free transfer with both 
these roads at those points. : 

Now, Mr. S. er, the line goes beyond Congress Heights to 
what is called Shepherds Landing, which is some 3 or 4 miles 
beyond the asylum, or beyond Congress Heights, which are just 

ond the asylum, as I understand their location. It is also in- 
tended that from near Congress Heights a branch shall run up 
in the neighborhood of what is known as Overlook Inn. Ipresume 
some gentlemen, or all, know where that point is. 

There is a great demand, Mr. e or this road, if we take 
the testimony of the citizens of ia, who are now almost 
without railroad facilities and accommodations. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask if this discretion 
which is vested in the Commissioners, on page 2, line 14— 

the Commission: of the 
77... ME SA tage wp hi rayi 


District of Columbia to the south 
River at the Navy-Yard 


Bridge— 
relates to any portion of the line which is in the rege Loa sage 
Mr. RIC DSON. None of it at all. It is outside of the 


city, as I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will ask the same question with 
reference to the discretion lodged in the Commissioners, on page 2, 
in lines 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28: 

£ -Yard easter! 
E A A EE ye eatin LA 
over such route as the Distriet Commissioners 

over the same route to the point of beginning. 

Is 2 of that route in the city? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; that is all away beyond the Eastern 


Branch. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the portions of the line that 
extend within the city are limited? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And no discretion is given to the 
Commissioners as to that part? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None at all. The object is, as Il wasabout 
to remark, to afford accommodations for the iving village of 
Anacostia, which now contains five or six thousand people, who 
are almost without street-railroad facilities. My attention has 
also been called to the fact that there is a large settlement beyond 
Anacostia, known as Congress Heights, and there are some other 
villages beyond, which are utterly without railroad facilities. 
Also the Government lunatic asylum, St. Elizabeth’s, on the edge 
of Anacostia, beyond the river, is without railroad facilities. I 
have been informed that there are twenty-six or twenty-seven 
hundred inmates, includin ients and attendants. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is this road all on the east side of 


Mr. 


the 5 the eastern side of the city? 


ICHARDSON. Yes. Iwill state that these people at the 


lunatic asylum have no railroad facilities into town. The little 
Anacostia road stops at the foot of the hill, something like a quar- 
ter of a mile or more this side of the asylum, so that there is no 
accommodation whatever to the le there and to the persons 
who have to visit that institution. e object is to afford more 
rapid transit to that neighborhood and to accommodate the people 
inthat locality. Thegentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE] me about the limits in this city. The terminus 
in this city will be the navy-yard, in one case, and Lincoln Park, 
on Eleventh street, in the R das so that the road does not come 
into the populous part of the city. But it is provided that where 
that connects with the Washington and Georgetown, or the 
Capital Traction Company, as it is now called, and the Metropoli- 
tan road, at the navy-yard and at Lincoln Park, there s be 
free transfers with both roads, so that passengers desiring to 
oe See ak EA een anne arate wane tof 
one 8 

Now, I Nellore that is all. The road is demanded, Mr. $ 
by hundreds of le. The room of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has been flooded time and time again eee 
who came in person, and a large number sent petitions urging thi 
accommodation. It is a Senate bill, which has already passed the 
Senate, and we simply amend it with the small amendments to 
which I have called attention. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. S „the gentleman from Tennessee 
has omitted to say that which perhaps he might have said, that 
there is no Capital Railway Company having an existing charter 
now. It is attempted by an ent to revive a forfeited 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; the gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr, HEPBURN. Ifthe gentleman willrefer tothe act of March 
2, 1895, which was anact to the Capital Railway Com- 
pany, he will find that there are two conditions of forfeiture in 
that bill. One requires that the road shall be begun within one 
year. That year expired on the 2d day of last March. The other 
requires that there shall be a report made to Congress containing 
the various matters referred to in that section. Inquiry shows 
that up to this time, although that report was due on the ist day 
of February last, no such pori has been made; and the provision 
of the section declares a failure to be a forfeiture of the charter. 
So that it.is safe to say that, without a legislative recognition of 
c ne: Eti 

Now, I am no 8 o oppose the general purpose 

bill. I believe that that portion of the District named by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee . RICHARDSON] ought to be accom- 
modated; but there ought to be some guaranty, Mr. Speaker, that 
when we authorize this company to act as a corporation it will 
do something. They were required to begin their work within a 
year, and to complete it within two years. Now, I am perfectly 
willing, if it is amended, to allow it to pass, but they ought to be 
required to begin their work at once and to complete their work 
in the District within a year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment? If he will notice, the House has provided an amend- 
ment to the Senate bill which requires them to begin work in 
three months. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; and to complete it within two years? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. They have two years now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They have not a minute. They have no 
charter, and without the peace of this act the gentleman knows 


they can not now move a wheel or put a ein the ground. 

. RICHARDSON. The gentleman on me a moment. 
They had three years in which to complete it, and that is what I 
1 that they still have two more. 

Mr. N. But they have no right to complete it unless 
wor an within a ae 
r. RICHARDSON. Ido not know howmuch work they have 


done. ; 
Mr. HEPBURN. Their charter is forfeited on both the grounds, 


as I claim. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would suggest to the gentleman that, 
however that may be, technically considered, the great deman 
for the road ought to influence this House to grant them the 
charter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not going to combat that if the gentle- 
man will submit to proper amendments. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. What amendments does the gentleman 


su 2 

. HEPBURN. 1 suggest two amendments. The first one 
is that the road, after reaching Eighth street, by Tapo M, should 
continue on Eighth street to t Capitol street. t gives con- 
nection with both roads, and does away with the necessity of it 
on Eleventh street. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Tou want it to run on Eighth street? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Let it continue on Eighth street. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Instead of Eleventh? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Instead of Eleventh. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Well? 


1896. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I am not as solicitous about that as I am 


about the time of completion. The experience of this committee 
as to the building of roads in this city shows that it is — 
ee ee within six months instead of a year or two years; an 
are in good faith I think they will accept this amendment 
as to time. The other Iam not at all particular about. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. One moment there. Ithink the traction 
company is on Eighth street, and they can not run two sets of 
on that street. 2 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is on Eighth street to Pennsylvania ave- 
nue. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. They can not occupy the same street. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Their charter provides for the use of the 
tracks of roads with which their line coincides. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The Capital Traction Company or the 
Washington and wn road have their lines there. 
Now, then, as to the other amendment, I want to say that, while 
I do not know myself, I am informed by a note which I have just 
received that work has on the road. They have been at 
work on the road. I do not know how much they have done. I 


want to say this in justice to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BURN. Well, the gentleman knows very well that 
nothing ically has been done. They may have attempted in 
some titious way to hold their charter, but they have not 


surrep 3 7 
made the report they are required to make. A provision in the 
declares that a failure to make that report works a forfeiture, 
ont RICHARDSON. L am inform gentleman from 
Mr. RI N. I am informed by the 
Mississippi [Mr. Carchixds] that they have e a report and 
that a deposit has been made. 
Mr. BURN. I got it from the Clerk only a moment ago. 
I made the inquiry whether that report to Congress had been 


made. 
itting near me has that information, but I do not know that it is 


reliable. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Iam not going to be tenacious about 
this, if the gentleman will accept an amendment requiring the 
completion ef the work in one year. I know, and the gentleman 
a epee if the company are in good faith they can do it in 

t time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lunderstand the gentleman’s proposition 

to be that they be required to complete it in one year instead of in 


two 5 the committee? 
Mi. HEPB > Ves, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I do not object to that, because I 


have never known Congress to forfeit a c Wi the com- 
pany went to work in earnest, thus giving evidence of its inten- 


tion in faith to complete its 

Mr. BURN. I think has shown that in the case 
of the Metropolitan Company. seven years ago 
to force them to do what they have not yet completed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Their time has not yet expired. I do not 

object to the tleman's amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

. HEPB In the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee, in section 1, line 32, I move to strike out two,“ before 
“years,” and to insert ‘‘one;” and also to strike out the letter 
! in the word years.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, in section 4 there is a limitation of four 
years. Certainly the gentleman does not want to give any rail- 
way company four years in which to complete its road. In view 
of the existing demand for rapid transit, I think the limitation 
= to be made two years. 

. RICHARDSON. I do not know that I shall object to that 
amendment, but I want to say to the gentleman that that part of 
the line begins at Congress or Pencote Heights, which is some- 
thing like a mile beyond Anacostia, and from that point on to the 
river at Shepherds Landing the route, as I understan and, runs 
through the woods, or at least through an entirely unimproved 
region, so that there is no demand for the early completion of 
that part of the road. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, su we strike out that section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Butthecompany desire theright to build 
that line. Shepherds Laoang 
which they desire to reach, and which I think ought to be reached. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, Mr. Speaker, in section 4, line 3, 1 move 
to strike out the word ‘‘four,” before years,“ and insert two.” 

‘The amendment was to. 

The amendments recommended by the committee as amended 
were adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The attention of the Chair is 
called to the fact that in line 16, page 2, of the engrossed bill, the 
word the“ is repeated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that one the” 
be stricken ont. 

was no objection. 


is an objective point on the river | tim 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Committee on the 
District of Columbia has no further business to bring before the 
House to-day. 

REFERENCE OF A BILL, 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to ask that the bill H. R. 6659 be referred 
back to the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


COL. PHILLIP KIRSCHNER. 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send tothe desk. It will 
take but a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] does not wish to be recognized, the Chair 
will r ize the gentleman from a: 

Mr. PI to Mr. Coruiss). Is a private bill? 

Mr. CORLISS. It is, but not one that ought to be considered 


at a Friday night session. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will withhold the demand for the regular 

order for a few minutes. 
bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of 
e 
with interest 6,1866, for money paid by him as a com- 
or the services of a band for the Sixteenth 


— — RUY mousy in the — 
or mone: 
otherwise appropriated. sy T 8 a 
355355 IEEE DI ANA ARAL: AN TONG, 
‘ollows: 
Strike out lines 5 and,6, and the words an — 
stitute therefor $387.52.” Strike out the Letter e ee * 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
ight to object, and ask for an explanation. 

r. CORLISS. It will appear from the report in this case, 
which was made by unanimous consent, that under the proclama- 
tion by the President in April, 1861, commissioned officers were 
authorized to engage bands for the Army, and this commissioned 
officer engaged a band for the three months’ service, in connection 
with other officers, and made a contract for that period. The 
band served during the three months. This commissioned officer 
remained in the service, but the band were mustered out. They 
did not, however, receive from the Government the full contract 


price. 
Several afterwards Colonel Kirschner was compelled topay 
his part of the balance. There was an act of Congress panned a 
the time authorizing the engagement of bands by commissioned 
officers and another act directing the Treasury Department to pay 
the amount contracted for. t act was afterwards repealed 
and the engagement of the bands was authorized to be made in 
the regular way. This transaction occurred early in the war, in 
April, 1861. commissioned officer served through the war 
and from a gunshot wound lost his sight. Three years after he 
was mustered out a judgment was claimed against him for this 
money by another commissioned officer who had been com 
to pay it under a judgment. Colonel Kirschner was compelled to 
y his portion. At that time he was able to pay it, but later he 
3 blind, and now he is blind and penniless except for the 
pension that he receives, and in his hel condion, at 75 years 
of age, he asks to be repaid the money which he was compelled to 
pag tor this by the judgment of a court. 
. PIC. Mr. Speaker, I think I will be compelled to 
demand the regular order. 
Mr. CORLISS. This bill ought to 
Mr. PICKLER. This bill will evidently consume considerable 
e— 
8 Ithinknot. There is no possible question about 


e bill. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration 
of th sion bill. 

Mr. DERSON, Pending that, I wish to submit a privi- 
1 report from the Committee on Rules. 

EAKER. The report will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, having had undar consideration Resolution No. 
235, report back the paren! orale] resolution as a substitute, with the recom- 
mendation that the substitute be adopted: 

Resolved, That on the Passage of this resolution the consideration of the bill 


H. R. 8271, a bill pensions, be resumed and co: under 
the five-minute rule for one hour and a half, when it, with any amendments 
that may be adopted, shall be reported favorably to the House, the previous 
Sie page of said Lill and on Tuteday, April 28 1806 inmediately atter the 
reading oF ts Journal, the vobe shall be token On the peauage of paid tall. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve my remarks until I hear from 
any gentleman who may desire to op the resolution. If no 
a desires to take the floor, I shall the previous question on 

e report. 

Mr. CRISP. That will allow debate afterwards. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, before the question is taken, I desire 
to submit an inquiry. I was unable to ascertain from the read- 
ing of this report exactly what it proposes. I would like to ask 
3 Ro rule will render it possible to offer any amendments 
to the bi 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read again for the informa- 
tion of the House. > 

The rule proposed by the Committee on Rules was again re- 


= The Ren uestion was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Does the gentleman desire to say anything about 
the rule—to make any explanation of it? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will reserve my remarks. I yielda few 
moments to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who wishes 
to make a statement to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not wish to make any remarks upon the 
proposed rule, but I suppose that about 2 o'clock we will get a 
report from the Senate on the sundry civil bill. I would be glad 
7 — it comes over to have the committee rise, if we go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the pension bill, and let me dispose of the 
sundry civil bill by sending the amendments of the Senate to con- 
ference. I ask this because I am compelled to be absent from the 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman think it will involve 
any debate? 

. CANNON. I think not. If it does, however, it would not 
interfere with the hour and a half set apart by this rule, because 
under the order that time would be occupied anyhow. I suppose 
it would be in order to make that arran; ent, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ihave no objection to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask a guenon 
before the vote is taken on the proposed resolution, hy not 
have the vote this afternoon, instead of putting it off until to-mor- 
row? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Because there area number of gentlemen, 
members of the House, who are compelled to be absent this after- 
noon and who wish to vote on this question. The vote was put 
off untilto-morrowin order to accommodate them. This is General 
Grant’s birthday, and a number of orators have been compelled 
to go abroad on this occasion. We are trying to accommodate 
them. 

I reserve my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. sari if I can get the attention of the House 
for a moment, I would be glad that members should understand 
before they vote on this order exactly what it means. 

There are occasions when a right is pretendedly given and yet 
substantially none is granted. This is one of those occasions. 
This order is remarkable for appearing to do one thing and, in fact, 
doing another. 

Now, I take it for granted that there are numbers of gentlemen 
in this House who desire to offer amendments to the pending bill. 
There may be gentlemen in this House who fancy that upon the 
adoption of order their right to offer amendments will be 
retained. They are mistaken. This order provides for one hour 
and a half to be devoted to the consideration of the bill under the 
five-minute rule. That means that amendments are in order. 
Now, under the rules of the House, when amendments are in 
order, four amendments may be pending at one time—an amend- 
ment to the text, an amendment to that amendment, a substitute, 
and an amendment to the substitute. When you adopt this order, 
therefore, all these amendments may be offered and recogni 
by the Chair as pending amendments. Now, then, you have got 
one and one-half hours under the five-minute rule for considera- 
tion of amendments and for debate. The first amendment prob- 
ably would be to strike out the first section of the bill, which has 
been assailed on both sides of the House. An hour and a half is 
to be used in debate. Itis very easy to use all of that time under 
the five-minute rule in debating the first section, and when the 
hour and a half expires the committee must rise and report to the 
House—what? Notthe four amendments that are pending in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but np to the House only such amend- 
ments as have been adopted by the committee. 

No amendment has been adopted by the committee, because the 


hour and a half was used in debating the first amendment; so 
that when you get in the House the question is, Shall the bill 
without amendment ae That is all there is to it. Every order 
of this kind that has drawn heretofore, I think—I can not be 
5 but that is my recollection provided that when the time 

or consideration ured the committee should rise, report the 
bill to the House, and the House should vote on pending amend- 
ments—amendments that were pending in the committee—so that 
there might in fact be some right to amend. But if you adopt this 
order then you practically say that no amendment shall be voted 
upon by the House. 

If there are members here who desire to amend this bill, the 
choice is presented to them here and now. If you want to amend 
this bill, you must vote down this order. If you want to pass this 
bill without amendment, then you vote up this order. 

So that the matter may be clearly understood, so that no man 
can go to his constituents and say, ‘‘I voted for this bill because I 
had no opportunity to offer an amendment; I wanted to amend it 
but I could not,” I call attention to the fact that if a majority of 
this House desire to amend the bill the way to do it is to vote 
down this rule and let the bill be considered in the ordinary 
course of business. There have been three days devoted to gen- 
eral debate upon the bill. Nearly every tleman who has 
e has announced his dissatisfaction with the bill and his 

esire to improve it, and yet you are allowed one hour and a half 
to consider it under the five-minute rule, to consider it in sucha 
way that practically you must take the bill without amendment, 
H 4 ne majority want to do that, of course they have the power to 
oi 

I reserve the remainder of my time, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr, 
Satine tS 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this rule seems to be almost a 
literal copy of the rule presented by the Committee on Rules 
when the gentleman from Georgi fats. CRISP] was Speaker of 
the House, on the passage of the Wilson tariff bill in the House. 
The time was a little longer, but as to the principle involved sub- 
stantially the same. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend be kind enongh to turn to that 
order, and see if it does not provide for a vote on pending 
amendments "? 

Mr. DIN GLE. Ihave not the order before me, but I remem- 
ber substantially what it was. The gentleman is very well aware 
that there could have been but one amendment pending. 

Mr. CRISP. Four amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You can not have several amendments pend- 
oaing the same time. 

Mr. CRISP. Four amendments might be pending. 

Mr.DINGLEY. It must be an amendment, or an amendment 
to the amendment, or a substitute, or an amendment to the sub- 
titute. It is practically but one amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. Four. The gentleman is not candid about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then again, as a matter of fact, the limita- 
tion of debate is entirely within the control of the committee on 
each of these amendments. A motion may be made in the com- 
mittee, at any moment, to close the debate on a pending amend- 
meni or on a pending section. There is no difficulty about that 
at all. y 
It seems to me that after we have spent ever since last Tuesda 
debating this bill, the amendments that have been sugges 
having n largely amendments of form and not of serious 
moment, an hour and a half will be sufficient time to consider the 
bill for amendment and reach a conclusion in this matter. It 
seems to me that we are now so near the close of this session, if 
we expect to get legislation in this matter in the Senate, that we 
ought to complete bill to-day, and not drag it along further. 
I hope the rule will be adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. S er, I want action upon this bill. 
We have had four and one-half days’ general debate upon it. If 
gentlemen still desire to spend their time in talking, the hour and 
a half may be lost. For my part, I . to have a rule that 
would bring us to a vote at once upon the bill. I do not disguise 
that, and I will tell you why. bill has had careful consider- 
ation and reconsideration in the committee appointed by the House 
for that p It has been fully disc , and as the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has stated, nothing of a substan- 
tial or original character has been suggested in respect toitin gen- 
eral debate. 

But I want another thing. I want a bill to pass this House that 
will pass through two other Houses, the Senate and the White 
House, and if the friends of the soldier mean business they ought 
to sustain the proposition now pending before the House. 

We know perfectly well that there are other . that we 
should like to have in the way of pension legislation. But this bill 
as it stands carries out the declarations of General Lawler, the 
late commander in chief of the Grand Army of the Republic, and 
one of the truest friends of the old soldier. In his report to the 
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eat Louisville gathering he said that the soldiers were not ask- 
ing for new legislation, but they wanted an honest interpretation 
and genuine administration of the lawsnow upon the statute books. 


The great purpose of the pending bill is to give force and effect to 

the recommendations of General Lawler, which were seconded in 

on Ne ag of the Grand Army of the Republic, as officially 
op : 

Now, I make no disguise about the fact. The purpose of this 
rule is to bring us to a vote on this bill. If there is any necessary 
amendment, important amendment, that in the judgment of this 
House should be put upon the bill, the hour and a half will afford 
ample time to do it. After the scope the debate has taken, I am 
sure that any amendment that may be offered will be understood 
at once, and we can come to a vote at once. But I will say for 
my own part, while I have many additional thoughts that could 
be added to the bill, I prefer, for the safety of legislation, to have 
this go forward at once. Now, it is important in respect to the 
matter of time. We have an intimation made from the other end 
of the Capitol that adjournment may be had by the 18th of next 
month, and we are at the threshold of that mon 
for this legislation, I was willing that the bankruptcy b L 
give way in order that it might be consideredin time tosecure its 

assage into law. We have other matters that are pressing on us 

or consideration—important bills from the Committee on Labor 
and bills from the Committee on Immigration—and if we want to 
reach these matters so that the Senate shall have time to attend 
to them,I think the time for talk has passed and the time for 
action has arrived. [apenas on the Republican side.] I reserve 
the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. One word, Mr. Speaker. Gentlemen will observe, 
and my friend from lowa does not deny it, that the poe of 
this resolution is exactly what I have said—to destroy the right of 
amendment. It is now fifteen minutes to 2 o’clock. You do not 
propose in this order to have a vote thisafternoon. Oh,no! You 
want a vote on it to-morrow. Why can we not have the three 
hours and fifteen minutes from now until the usual hour of ad- 
journment for amendments? If there was any real desire to have 
the right of amendment, why not let this run until 5 o’clock? 
That would give us three hours and fifteen minutes. But I will 
tell you the reason why. The reason is, the leaders of this House 
have decided that this bill must pass, and nothing else. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Invalid Pensions devoted 
days and days, as I am told, to the consideration of a pension bill. 
They brought in a bill which in their judgment was a proper bill 
to pass, but they were not allowed to pass it. Those gentlemen 
who dictate the business of this House, those gentlemen who man- 

the business of the House, those gentlemen who protect this 
majority of 150 against itself, got together and made this bill. 
This bill was not made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It 
was made by the gentlemen who manage the House out in the 
Speaker’s room; and then the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
informed, You take this bill or you take nothing.“ That, at least, 
is what we understand on this side. Certainly this is not the bill 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions reported. And now, in 
order to get it through—in order to protect the Republican ma- 
jority of 150 1 itself —the gentlemen who know better what 
you ought to do than you know yourselves furnish you a rule by 
which you must either do what they decide or you shall do nothing. 
If, under these circumstances, you want this rule, you are welcome 
toit. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. NDERSON, How much time have | remaining? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr: HENDERSON. I want to ved a word in reply to this yoice 
that comes from the solemn Star Chamber of the past [laughter 
on the Republican side], the Star Chamber from whence rules clad 
in steel have driven bills through this House that never had oppor- 
tunity for amendment in the Committee of the Whole. I have 
madenoconcealment. ‘The gentleman appeals for an KY gob teed 
to perfect this bill. I take it in the interest of the old soldiers, 
and in the same interest I ask for action here and now. He makes 
it appear from his remarks,as some other gentlemen have done 
in the general debate, that this bill does not retlect the views of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The gentleman says that 
other gentlemen in this House, whose hearts are touched with the 
inspiration that gathers around the interests of the old soldiers, 
have lent their earnest counsel in respect to this bill. I say thus 
far that is true. There is not a man on this side of the Chamber 
and I hope there are several on that, who have felt an interest in 
the matter—but has given the benefit of his counsel to perfect a 
bill that could be put upon the statute books. Can the voice of 
that ancient Star mber say as much for his people in the Com- 
mittees on Rules of which he was a member? fond applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Iys d five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as one of that 150 majority in the 
House, referred to by the 


entleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP 
and as a member of the 


ouse, I am very heartily in favor o 
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the adoption of this resolution, and briefly for the following rea- 
sons: I was in the Fifty-first Congress and voted for the act of 
1890 that was construed by the then Administration. It wrote 
the names of 400,000 soldiers, their widows and orphans, gron the 
pension rolls or increased their pensions. The present Adminis- 
tration came in and at one stroke of the pen 20,000 pensioners 
under the act of 1890 were suspended and the remainder were 
put in fear—intimidated, as everybody knows, in relation to their 
just pensions and claims. The last Congress began and expired 
and gave no relief. The present Administration, touching the act 
of 1890, unsettled the construction of that law under which these 
men were pensioned—a construction ratified by three sessions of 
Congress, 

Now, with Cleveland for President, under whose Administra- 
tion this action was had, the present bill proposes to correct that 
faulty administration by legislation. Therefore I am for it. This 
bill goes as far as I believethe Senate and Grover Cleveland will go. 
Ifear, perchance, that it goes further than they will go; andI will 
not refuse this meed of justice, which will place at rest the three 
hundred and odd thousand soldiers under the act of 1890 that are 
on the pension roll. I will not hesitate to go this far because I 
can not do complete justice. Therefore, as a member of this 
House, I am for the bill. Asit stands itis the best we can do 


now. Later on, with full power, we will do better. 


a sa HENDERSON. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
peaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve it. 

Mr. CRISP. How much time remains on this side, Mr. Speaker? 

„ The gentleman from Georgia also has eleven 
minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that this rule 
ought to be pain tp If there is any question in the world upon 
which a Republican House can be trusted it is the question of 
pensions [applause], and I believe the Republican majority here 
is able to take care of this matter without the interference of the 
Committee on Rules. I doubt the good faith of some tlemen 
with regard to this bill. I do not believe that this rule is in the 
interest of the old soldier. I believe that there ought to be amend- 
ments upon this bill. I believe there ought to be enlargements— 
perhaps not of the pension roll or of the classes, but I believe 
there ought to be enlargements made so as tocompel construction 
of the pension statutes in the interest of the old soldier. There 
is no guaranty that those amendments can be placed upon this 
bill if there is alimitation as to the time for consideration. There 
are several amendments which gentlemen desire to offer, amend- 
ments that will require more or less discussion in general debate. 

We have already occupied three days upon this bill, but without 
one moment for amendment. 

Now, let us have an opportunity to perfect the bill. The buga- 
boo which . introduce as to What the Senate will prob- 
ably do and as to what the President will do ought not to deter us. 
Let us have such a bill leave this Chamber as will meet the ap- 
povai of Republicans. [Applause.] That is our duty. Let us 

ave such a bill as coincides with our ideas of the interpretation 
that should be given to the statutes and our views of what are 
the old soldiers’ rights in the premises. If there are other people 
who van thwart that legislation, let the responsibility rest where 
it ought to rest. Let us not assume that responsibility because it 
is feared that those other people may thwart our legislation. I 
do not want to be a participant, either with the Executive or with 
the Senate, in legislation hostile to the old soldier or in refusing 
him that legislation which he ought to have, and I am a partici- 

ant when, guided or influenced by unfounded fears or by real 

ears, I refuse to do the whole measure of my duty. A gentleman 
has said that our action should comport with the opinion of a dis- 
tinguished citizen of the United States who said upon an occa- 
sion that no further penton legislation was nec 8 

Mr. Speaker, when did it become necessary that the Hons of Rep- 
resentatives should abdicate its powers, or that the Republican 
majority here should abdicate its powers, because some private 
individual has expressed an opinion as to the limits to which we 
should go? We are not relieved of our responsibility because Gen- 
eral Lawler or any other man has expressed an opinion on this 
subject. It is merely the opinion of one of the twelve or thirteen 

illion voters in the United States. It does not relieve us from 
the responsibilities or the obligations of duty. I want to see this 
rule voted down. I want to see ample opportunity given to 
amend this bill intelligently and after proper discussion under 
the five-minute rule, and when it is amended to satisfy the Re- 
publican majority let us send it on its way, undeterred by fear as 
to what may be the action of other persons or of other bodies. 
Fe aod I yield the remainder of my time. 

s N. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 
to use any further time? 
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Mr. CRISP. I think not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 70, noes 66. 

Mr. BURN and Mr. CRISP called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 89, not 
voting 147; as follows: 


„ask for a vote. 


YEAS—118, 

A Le 

— Evans, . 8 
3 Faris, Lond, ; 
N Fass, . Mahany, 
Arnold, R. I. Gamble, Mahon, 
Atwood. 8 mete, 
Baker, N Gillet, N. Y. M Mass. 
Barne Mn’ MeLachinn, 2 
Benne Grow. Mercer, 
Boutelle. Hainer, Nebr. Miller, W. Va. 
Broderick, Heatwole, 
Brown, Hemenway, Moody, 
Brumm, Hend: 
Burrell, Henry, Ind. Newlands, 

Hicks, 2 

Clark, lowa Hilborn, Otj 
Clark, Mo. Hill, 
Coffin, Hit Parker, 
Corliss Hub Payne, 
Curtis, Iowa Huff, Pearson, 
— 1 Perkins, 

r ir Ear 
Draper, Leisenring, Poole, 
Elie Leonard, Pugh, 

NAYS—89.~ 
Abbott, De Witt, Lockhart, 
Allen, Miss. Dinsmore, MeClelian, 
ag . . “out 
Bell, Tex. Erdman, McDearmon, 
Berty, Fenton, McMillin, 
ier Miles,” 
Bowers, A Miller, 
Burton, Mo. Hal oon’ Wis. 
Cobb, Hartman, Pendleton, 
Cockrell, Hendrick, Richardson, 
Connolly, Henry, Conn. Russell, Ga. 
Cook, Wis. Hepburn, Shuford 
Cooper, Wis. Joi Cal Smith, IIl. 
Crowley, Kem, Seufhard. 
9 Kyle, — 
Cummings, Latim x 
Danford, carbons: Strait, 
De Armond, 2 Strong. 
NOT VOTING—147, 
Adams, Dalzell, Joy, 
Aitken, Daniels, Ke 
Aldrich, Ala. Denny, Kerr, 
Aldrich, III. Dockery, Kiefer, 
Anderson, Dolliver, Kulp, 
Avery, Dovener, Lacey, 
Babcock, Ellett, Va. Lawson, 
Bailey, Fle „ Lefever, 
Baker, Foote, Lester, 
Baker, Md. Fowler, Linney, 
Berthold —.— Livingston 
Partini Ga. Griswold, Lorimer, ° 
Beach, Grosvenor, Loudenslager, 
Belknap, Grout, Maddox, 
on Halterman, Metall, Penn. 
Black, N. Y. Hanly, McCormick, 
Brosius, Hardy, McKenney, 
Buck, Harrison, McLaurin, 
Burton, Ohio Heiner, Pa. Meredith, 
Ca ooker, Meyer, 
Clardy, Hopkins, Miner, N. Y. 
Clarke, Ala. Mondell, 
Codding, How: Money, 
Col Howell, Moses, 
Cooper, " Haag. M ee 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, N : 
Cousins, Hurley, Northway, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, 
Cox, Hyde, Owens, 
Crump, ohnson, N. Dak. | 
Curtis, N. Y. Price, 
So the resolution was adopted. 


matter. 
Th 


e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey . Fow- 
LER] is not recorded, = 


KoRKEKEREE REY 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from New Jersey 
and I agreed to pair upon this bill. For fear he may have under- 
stood that the pair applied to this motion, I withdraw my vote, 


which I have cast in negative, and am willing that the pair 
be regarded as applying to this question. 
Mr. COX. On this question I voted in the negative, but I with- 


draw my vote because I am paired with my colleague from Ten- 
Ar. DINSMORE.” Mr Speaker, I 

i x , Iwas paired on all questions in 
regard to this bill with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. COUSINS; 
but by an agreement with him I have transferred the pair to my 
colleague from Arkansas, Mr. Nem. If Mr. Cobstxs had been 
present, he would have voted yea” and Mr. NEILL “ nay.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know whether I 
am recorded? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR. If he were here, 
he would vote yea“ and I should vote “nay.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Horkixs with Mr. Dockery. 

. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
. KULP with Mr. MADDOX. 
. BEACH with Mr. HARRISON. 
. BISHOP with Mr. Witson of South Carolina, 
. SHERMAN with Mr. PATTERSON. 
. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 
. Harca with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
. HULL with Mr. MOSES. 
MCL of Massachusetts with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
Mr. MozLEY with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
Mr. Warre with Mr. RUSK. 
Mr. JonNsox of Indiana with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama with Mr. MCKENNEY. 
Mr. Sxrrn of Michigan with Mr. BERRY. 


FERRERS 


F 


Mr. Lacey with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Barry. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. MINER of New York, 
Mr. Woopuax with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. Cousnes with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp, 


2 


2 
Ẹ 
& 


5 
: 
4 
5 
i 
i 


HARMER with Mr. KENDALL, 
GARDNER with Mr. JONES. 
TAYLER with Mr. DENNY. 


DOVENER with Mr. MCLAURIN, 
FLETCHER with Mr. OGDEN. 
Joy with Mr. LESTER. 

HuULICK with Mr. Saw. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the sundry civil 


— bill, returned from the Senate with amendments, be 


from the Speaker's table, and that the House nonconcur in 


the amendments and ask a conference. 


civil 9 bill —disagree to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate as. 


hears none, and it is so ordered. Without objection, the bill and 
amendments will be printed. The Chair ap 
ee oue the gentleman from 
from Texas, Mr. SAYERS. 


ints as conferees on 
inois, Mr. CANNON, 
gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. HAINER, and the gentleman 


PENSIONS. 
The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the order just ee the 


House will now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union 
The House 


I oth deme 
ingly resolved itself into i of the 
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Whole (Mr. Payne in the chair), and resumed the consideration 
of House bill No. 8271. 
The order of the House relative to the consideration of the bill 
in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule was read. 
The first section of the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no person otherwise entitled toa pension by virtue 
of any law of United States shall be disqualified from receivi e same 
of service in the Confederate army or na uring the 


by reason roe Hg 
war of the rebellion, nor shall the widow, children, or dependent relatives of 
such person be deprived of a right to pension by reason of such service: Pro- 


ed, t no pension be nted by virtue of this section for disability 
contracted or incurred while aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the 
authority of the United States. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I offer, to the first section, the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1, line 5, by inserting the word “involuntary” between the 
words prior“ and “service.” 
Also in line 8 by adding the word “involuntary” after the word “such.” 

Also by adding to said section the following: 

“ Provided further, That such 5 the Confederate army 
or navy shall have terminated by May 1, = 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
has sent up three amendments, and that only one amendment 
can be considered at one time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment will be in order. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This is an amendment to the first section. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman has offered three different 
amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Pick ER] insists on his point the Chair will hold that only the 
first amendment is now in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lask that that be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1, line the word “ involun between the 

Amend eng pa i: 5, 23 tary 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The effect of this amendment is to make 
this section apply to those whose service in the Confederate army 
was entirely involuntary, and it excludes those whose service was 


volun’ 3 y 
Mr. PI . Mr. Chairman, Ihope that this amendment will 
not prevail, A deal has been said about this first section. 


This section, relating to Confederate soldiers, and one or two other 

sections; the section relating to widows and probably the one in 

. yh to dishonorable disc „are the only ones in the whole 
that seem to have provoked criticism. 

In the first place, I want to say that there tlre dear! EN 
men left to whom this section will apply. It applies possibly to 
five or six thousand Confederates who were in Northern prisons, 
and who while there were induced by our officers to enlist in the 
Union Army and to go out and fight the Indians. And as to any 
others who may have been in such service, there is no record, and 
the belief is such are already pensioned. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I can not yield in the short time I have. 

Mr. Chairman, our officers ised these men everything that 
any Union soldier was promised to induce them to enlist in the 
Army. It was atime, you must remember, when we were need- 
ing men, and needing them badly. It was a time when the States 
were being compelled to resort to the draftin order to secure men. 
It was a time that every man was needed in the Army, wherever 
he might come from. ‘There were between five and six thousand 
of these Confederate soldiers in the prisons at that time, and they 
were induced by our own officers to go into the service of the 
Union, under the promise of exactly the same emoluments, the 
same pay, and the same bounty as all of the Union soldiers were 
offe They went in under isely the same conditions. Now, 
after they have gone into the service and performed their duty 
under the promises made to them when they ted the offer 
that was held out to them, is this Government to show bad faith 
toward them? There is but a handful of them left, and shall 
this „ now turn its back upon them in this matter of 

Ons 

If this amendment is adopted, if it be required that these men 
shall prove involuntary service, you make it absolutely impossible 
for any one of them to come in. It is impossible, of course, as a 
matter of fact, to prove involuntary service. irty years have 

since that service was rendered, and it seems to me that that 
the very object of the amendment, that is what the gentleman 
from Illinois has in view, for he wants these men to say whether 
they went in voluntarily or otherwise into the Confederate sery- 
ice. It is impossible for them toproveit. That is all they need in the 
Pension Department now, just some such provision as that to keep 
them out. The Department would be very glad to be i 
with a requirement that they must establish by proof a fact which 
it is impossible to bring f to establish. And so this amend- 


ment ought not to preva. It is not right, itis contrary to the 


romises of the Government to these men. They are entitled to 
put exactly upon the same footing as any Union soldier who 
enlisted at that time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman contends that they can not 
prove that the service was involuntary on their part. 

8 KLER. No; of course not. It would be impossible. 

Now, I would like to call the attention of the committee to this 
point: Under the general law that was passed several years ago a 
man who was wounded or incurred disability in the service was 
pensionable—I mean men of this class who went into our Army 
after 2 the Confederate army and are on the rolls now. 
Under the law of 1890 they were, under President Harrison’s 
Administration, put on the roll. They have been there until the 
in ing of this Administration; then, as to the law of 1890, the 
widows of these men were dropped and their children and the 
men themselves were m the rolls, those who were in 
the Confederate service, by this Administration; and the ideanow 
of going into the question of voluntary or involuntary service in 
the Army, introducing an absolutely impossible requirement, 
should not have favorable consideration in this committee. 

Do not be caught with the idea that this is a reflection on the 
honor of any Union soldier. Every soldier is known by his own 
individual This ition is recommended by the leg- 
islative committee of the Grand Army, which came here for that 

, and I the gentlemen on this committee will remem- 
— that fact; and it is only a very narrow-minded soldier who 
eee eee the . for 2 else, 
refuse to forgive or going nion Army and doing 
his duty there as an honorable soldier. á 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

_ Mr. PICKLER. I have no time to answer questions; my time 
is up. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 

. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter which has 
been addressed to me by a constituent of mine, and the sub- 
stance of it e e e ae Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], 
whose attention I hope I may claim. 

The writer of this letter is the post commander of the Marion 
Roberts Post, in my district, and he Tie this much of his biog- 
raphy: Speaking of the time he left North Carolina to go into the 
Union Army—and I will say to the gentleman from Illinois, who 
is somewhat acquainted with the geography down there, that it 
is a truth although it may startle him, and it will doubtless 
startle the Democrats on this floor, but it is the literal truth, that 
in my district, the county of Madison sent more soldiers into the 
Union Army than any county in any State in the whole Union in 
p — din pop uation: This man comes from that county, 

says: 
people in these United States who deserve 
chance, and 


the Confederate 
States army; and I can say this that ont of 45 who went. along with 
me, 151 miles to Cumberland Gap, Ken 21 of our crowd are buried on the 


And he goes on to say further: 
And we now (I say we because whate affects comrades affects me) 
mast be stigmatized as cowards or as men hunting —„— 4 


He seems to have read the RECORD, using the precise language 
used by the gentleman from Ilinois— 

It is n from friends (7). 
We could stand the Confedera: ü Dat vee can — — 
of our own friends. 

i MILES 

8 Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PEARSON. If I had more than five minutes I would allow 
the gentleman from Maryland five questions, but I must come to 
the point. Mr. Chairman, this is simply a question of aconstrue- 
tion of law. I call the attention ially of my friend from 
South Carolina to what Iam about to read. The law of March 3, 
1877, provides that— 

The la the 
any yore or KK 
in any manner— 


And I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] to note 


on account of pensions to 
any deceased person, who 


who in any manner in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against. 

the auth of the States, shall not be construed to apply to such 

and ho, while in — — a . 
W. W su 

received or disease contracted in — == 2 


This was ratifled March 3, 1877. 
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The question is of the voluntary enlistment of these men in the 
Army of the United States. As to that there can be no doubt. 
I have here, Mr. Chairman, a letter which I shall ask to insert 
n the RECORD, because I have not time to read it. It is as fol- 
ows: 


[No. 539267. Stephen Johnson, Company D. Third Regiment North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 1896. 


Sin: In response to your personal inquiry of recent date, I have the honor 
to advise you that claimant s name was drop: from the rolls under the act 
of June 27, 1890, on April 7, 1896, after due notice, on the ground that he ren- 
dered voluntary service in the Confederate Statesarmy. He is at liberty at 
any time to file a claim for restoration under said act, together with testi- 
mony showing — bee service was not voluntary, but until then no further 


action can be take in the claim. 
* Very respectfully, WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


Hon. RICHMOND PEARSON, 
House of Representatives. 


This is a sample of the letters that I get from the Pension Office. 
Here is a man who has been dropped from the rolls this month, 
after he had been there for six years. He is dropped on the 
ground of service in the Confederate army. Now, the awful 
alternative forced upon these men was this: They had to fight 
against their neighbors or against their convictions, and I am 
here to say in this presence that it is the severest test that can be 
placed on any man. It was this . dilemma to which they 
were redu: They had to wade t a a flame of fire to get 
to the Union Army, and this man whose letter I have quoted says 
that more than half of his comrades were shot down by the way- 
side before they enlisted. They feel, sir, the humiliation that 

comes from your stigma [to Mr. CONNOLLY] more than any other 
wounds that could be inflicted. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, let me myto the gentleman 
that I cast no stigma upon any gentleman who voluntarily en- 
listed in the Federal Army. I simply spoke of those who vyol- 
untarily served in the Confederate army until about ninety days 
before the close of the war—— 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no such case here, 

Mr. CONNOLLY (continuing). And then sneaked away to 
the other army. 

Mr. PIC R. There is no such case here. These men were 
imprisoned in the North—— 

. CONNOLLY. I know that North Carolina, east Ten- 
nessee, and Kentucky had plenty of good men who came to our 
lines and fought with them as soon as they could get there. Ido 
not interfere with those men. They are entitled to pensions as 
much as if they had lived in the North; but it is only those who 
were Confederates voluntarily and remained so until their cause 
failed. I do not want to pension those men now. I want the 
pension roll to be a roll of honor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. PEARSON] has expired. 

Mr. PEARSON. I am sure the committee will give me back the 
time which the tleman from Illinois has taken. I ask for a 
minute and a half more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
that his time be extended one minute and a half, Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, PEARSON. In that minute and a half I close with the 
expression of the hope which I address to my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], that he will feel as I do, remembering 
that his ple and my poopie fired the bullets that made these 
wounds, That we may the last to obstruct the pious friends 
of these soldiers in binding up their wounds and relieving, as far 


as they may, the suffering of those heroes. [Applause.] If an 
objection must be made, let it be made by the copperhi of the 
North [applause on the Republican side] who did not have the 


courage to go into that fight; and, lacking courage, they lack the 
first element of magnanimity, and of course they are now here to 
do what they can to increase the sufferings of those old soldiers 
and add to the humiliation of their children and dear ones. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I regret to feel compelled to begin 
remarks with the statement that the tleman who has just 
m his seat is evidently discussing this question without any 
knowledge of it. The wounded soldiers to whom he refers have 
already been pensioned by past liberal legislation on the part of 


this country. 
N. Ihave a letter here stating the case of one 


m 


Mr. PE 
who has a wound, and who has been dropped this month. 

Mr. MILES. Very well,sir. That does not prove that there is 
no legislation to cover this class. It probably tends to show that 


he does not belong to the class. What Idesire to have understood 
by my statement is this: That the act of March 3, 1877, ts pen- 
gions to this class for wounds or injuries received or di con- 


tracted in the Union Army, and these are the wounds to which 


the gentleman so eloquently referred just now, which are already 
being taken care of by the legislation of 1877. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to read an extract from a letter of 
Commissioner Lochren, addressed to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, upon this subject. He says: 

This section section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States and its amendments, and pensions ex-Confederates who had a later 


service in the Union Army as if they had never served in the Confederate 
army. 


Then he quotes the act to which I have already referred: 


The act of March 3, 1877, grants pensions to this class for wounds or injuries 
received or contracted in the Union Army. Beyond this I think 
these galvanized rebels have no color of claim for pension. 


Mr. PICKLER. That is a fine term to apply to these Union 

8 5 rebels.“ 8 

$ . a very proper appellation to apply to them. 
foe Se They were honorably 8 Caton sol- 

ers, too. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman has just stated, and he is a Union 
soldier, and as such ought to know better than one who was born 
during the war, and I do not set my statement against his, that 
there are only four or five thousand of these people, and that most 
of them were taken out of prison. I desire to say that my opinion 
is that there are not less than 10,000 of the mercenaries alone who 
deserted during the last year of the war, and who deserted after 
bounties of $1,800 and 82,000 were offered, and I base this esti- 
mate upon information received from reliable sources. I am sus- 
tained, too, in this by the opinion of many intelligent Union sol- 
diers with whom I have conferred. 

Mr. PICKLER. All you blame them for is because they de- 
serted from the Confederacy. 

Mr. . No, sir; the gentleman does me injustice. If 
these men voluntarily left the Confederate army and entered it 
originally under any compulsion, or wanted to fight for the Union 
from the start, and at the earliest opportunity had gone in the 
Union Army to fight under the Union flag, I honor them, and 
would have them upon a pension roll that is so constituted as to 
make a roll of honor, and at as liberal a pension as any other 
soldier who fought in the late war. But the gentleman does not 
know all that is to be known about this question, although a 
soldier. A Union soldier who left an arm in the mountains of 
Virginia, and a member of this House, made a statement to me, 
and I am not at liberty to give his name without his consent, that 
these mercenaries came into his camp after the Confederate star 
had begun to sink twenty a night, and that they were recognized 
in that army as mercenaries who were fighting not specially for 


an 7 

Ar. SiCKLER. There is no record of these men. 

Mr. MILES. There were plenty of them. M authority is the 
Commissioner of Pensions, who was himself a Union soldier, and 
his word is worth something upon that subject. Besides that, 
Mr. Chairman, when these men had . what service did 
they render? They were not kept where they could be subjected 
again to Confederate bullets, because it was well understood that 
if they were ave to fight against the Confederates and were cap- 
tured they would be subject to the punishment that is meted out 
to all deserters, and would be shot, as they deserved to be. For 
this reason they were sent to the Western frontier, and never at 
any time after they were deserters did they render any service to 
the Government of the United States. In this statement I am 
also sustained by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. PIC . That statement is not true, I do not care who 
makes it. I have the authority of Colonel Ainsworth that they did 
render service. 

Mr. MILES. I believe it is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MILES. I desire to be recognized for two minutes more, 
[Cries of Vote!” “ Vote!“ 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for two minutes 
more. 

Several members objected. 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, is an amendment to the amend- 
ment now or order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. LAYTON. I desire to submit an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all in the first section after the enacting clause and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

That on and after the passage of this bill all officers, commissioned and 
noncommissioned, and all soldiers and sailors who were enlisted between the 
15th day of April, 1861, and the Ist ony: of July, 1865. inclusive, and whoserved 
in the military or naval service of the United States in the late war of the 
rebellion a period of three months or less, and who have been honorably dis- 
c therefrom, shall be placed upon the pension roll of the United States 
and be entitled to receive for such service a pension of $ per month. 


f 
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“That all such officers, sol and sailors who served more 


than three 
months and less hanane one year in the military or naval service of the United 
States in 2 late war of * rebellion, and who have been honorably dis- 


charged —— 3 upon the pension roll of the United States 
me, Phat all ub ie roficers, 83 Idi. sailo: hoserved fi period of 
such oi so) rs who or a more 
than one and ni e ears in the mili or naval service of 
tio Uni States mn the | late war of the rebellion, and who sera — honor- 
vs dies the: m, sl be placed on roll of the United 
Sta Si entitled to receive for such services a pension of $10 per 
mon 


“ That all such officers, soldiers, and sailors who served fora period of more 
than two years and not exceeding three years in the mili or naval service 


ered ee 33 S poy roe and w. ell of the United 
discharged therefrom, laced on the ro e 

States and be entitled to receive for such ces a of $12 per 
mon 


That all such officers, geere] and sailors who served in the military or 
poya eee of the United States in the late war of the rebellion for a period 
longer than three years, and who have been honorabl therefrom, 
ert be laced upon the pension roll of the United States and be entitled to 
receive 2 — sagen services a pension of $14 per month: That from 
and afte: e passage of act any officer, com: oned or noncommis- 
sioned, on a soldier or sailor who at the date of the passage of this act is 
dra a pension under exis law, may relinquish the same and 
e provisions eS this act, but nothing herein contained shall be 
co: ed to au officer, soldier, or sailor to receive any 


Jurther, That the provisions of this act shall in no wise inter- 
— may hereafter be granted to any officer, soldier, 
5 mgress for any disability received w in 
the service of nited LN a 


Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that amendment. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard upon the 
pon of order, 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say in connection 
with my Dnit of order, that I will put in the RECORD certain 
figures submitted from the War Department in regard to this 
service ion. It is an interesting question, and I hope when it 
is in order that my friend from Ohio will stand by the bill. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 


[One inclosure.} 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington Gy, April lh, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: In compliance with your request of recent date I have the honor 
to transmit herewith a memorandum relative to the probable number and 
= k of the army and navy survivors of tl the war of the rebellion, and the pos- 
nig i of beneficiaries under and possible cost of certain p: pen- 


V respectul F. C. AIN SWORTH, 
oF: onel United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


Hon. J. A. PICKLER, 
Chairman Committee on — Pensions, 
House of Representatives. 


MEMORANDUM RELATIVE TO THE PROBABLE NUMBER AND AGES OF THE 
ARMY AND NAVY SURVIVORS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION AND 
THE POSSIBLE NUMBER OF BENEFICIARIES UNDER AND POSSIBLE COST 
OF CERTAIN PROPOSED PENSION LAWS. 


The basis 5 . — all 5 as to the number of beneficiaries under and the 
cost of any hi Seay pon on law must be the determination of or an esti- 
mate of the number of the survivors of the late war at the present time and 
of the number who will be surviving at various periods in the future until 
none shall remain. Such an estimate was prepared by this office in March, 
1890, at the request of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
House of 5 for use in the consideration of various pr 
5 culminated in the act approved June 27,1890. That es to 
was as follows: 


ESTIMATE OF MARCH 31, 1890, , 


It should be stated in advance that any estimate of the number and ages 
of the 5 veterans of the war can not be more — 5 ä 
correct, for the reason that the data on which to base such an estimate 
deficient ia two very fenton p ticulars, viz: First, the — — ot of 
individuals in service has never m officially determined, and, second, the 
numbers of men of different ages upon entry into service, or for eng aro 
period of the war, has never been ascertained; nor can the aper 

2 2 without a laborious search of the ey ee oe rolls 

other records filed in the War and Navy Departments, a S werk which 
would require years for its completion. 

Moreover, if the exact number and ages of the survivors at the close of the 
war were known, the problem of wget the number now living and 
1 duration of life for each ages would still be involved 

fHeulty. for = life table has ever “ 8 which is a 
ta such a class of lives as that furnished by the veterans of the war. 
While it is the . y accepted opinion that the expectation of life of men 


of this class is than that of men of the same who have never been 
e to the shock of battle pricy the 3 vations of field, ae 
and prison, on the other hand it 


has been yay inga geniously urged that, by the 
operation of the law of the survival of the fi t, the reverse is actually the 
case, for the reason that the individuals of little endurance and tenacity of 
life, whose 3 death materially shortens 25 — ave of life among civil- 
ians, have long since been eliminated from the class cians te which the veterans 
mg, having succumbed either to the hardships and dangers of the war or 
= subsequent results. Thus, it is claimed, the survivors have become a 

8 class whose average duration of life is likely to be greater than that 
fected rp anoo of es ghee ogy of the same ages who have not been sub- 

process. 

t will be readily son, then, that the problem presented is rps ae of — 
ting like an exact solution, and that the results obtained can be nothing 
more than approximations. But it 28 ret evident that an 3 

which is reached after a careful stud all 3 data 1 T —— 
they are, is of much greater utility thon the and wild gu 


which have heretofore passed current in discussions of thisquestion. More- 
over, it is believed that sufficient 8 is at hand to 2 a calcula- 
tion to eT ee TAE TENOR O0 and which may be 
safely used for all p: 

In all the caloulations embodied in this memorandum a recent life table 
American male) has been used in Pin acme e the probable duration of life 
‘or each group The results obtained must be considered to be max- 

imum if it is believed that the expectation of life of the veterans of 
the war is less than that of nonveterans of the same ages. If the reversen is 
held to be true, as suggested above, then the figures given must be pei ne 

as um in all cases. As between these two opposite opinions, in su — 125 

of each of which there is much to be 5 it is perhaps not unreasonable to 
assume that the mean is more nearly correct than either, and that the prob- 
able avi duration of life is about the same for the veterans as for non- 
thea en this be held, then the figures given must be considered to be 
nearly correct. 

( statement requires some modification. The life table which was used 

in the 8 of the estimate is based upon the exprience of insurance 
companies with a.class of lives that were selected, to a certain extent at ot 
— 5 it will not give 1 correct results if used in esti 
e ae duration of wholly unselected lives. But, for reasons that are 
y set forth below, it would seem that the e tation of life of the 
veterans of the war must be somewhat ter than t of nonveterans of 
the same ages, and, this being the case, that the life table which wus used in 
the pre tion of the estimate gave more 5 8 have 
poan obtained by the use of a fable based upon wholly unselected lives.— 


F F in connection 
with 3 r 


ARMY. 


As shown by the latest official statement, the number of men furnished 
the different States and centona du the war, under calls pee the P 
dent, was 2,778,304. Deducting from this the number of seamen and marines, 

8 2.672.341 credited to the Army. 

De of the Regular Army at the ab Fl of the war was 16,422, 
but this number has not been taken into account in the calculation, because 
eel majority at the men whom it represents. 5 soldiers, un- 

tan Reis nlisted or were ioned in either the regular or vo 

—— service during the 8 and are consequently included in the total num- 
ber of credits. e stre of the Navy at the beginning of the war has 
Son lected in the cal: tion for the same reason.—April, 1896.) 

cial compilation has ever been made of the total Saher of reenlist- 
—.— in the Army, but various estimates have been made by different au- 
thorities, ran Tom 370,000 to 716,787. The mean between two num- 
bers, 543, believed to be a fair approximation of the actual number. 
. from the total credi to the Army leaves 2,128,948 as the 
number of individual soldiers serving in the war. 

The number of deaths for the Army is 359,528, and the number of actual de- 
portera a at EAA at the close of the war (making due allowance for those in- 

rted as deserters) has been emata at 117,247. 8 
the e and deserters leaves 1.652.173 as the probable number of individ 
soldiers who were alive at termination of service and were not deserters. 


NAVY. 
The total number of men credited to the several States as ha been fur- 
nished to the Navy and Marine Corps during the war was 105,963. figure 


is taken as Se basis of calculation and not the number of enlistments as re- 

the N. — Ds Department, which is believed to include a large number 
of ers from the Army, and These have already been counted in the 
Army estimates. 

No data are at hand from which to estimate the number of anew aerate 
but assuming that their p ion was the same as in the Army, the 
number of individuals in se: ae Noinformation has been obtained 

tagain assuming that the rine 8 Sa 
an r mane would be 4,649. The deaths, as 5 

e Bureau o ry, numbered 4,588. Deducting the deaths 
and desertions leaves 784180 25 e probable pane of seamen and marines 
who were alive at termination of service and not deserters. 

ARMY AND NAVY. 


Combining the foregoing estimates, it appears that the total number of in- 
dividuals in the militar. kars and naval service during the war was 2,213,365, and 
of these 1,727,353 were alive at termination of service (deserters excluded). 

As in the case of reenlistments, no official compilation has been made of the 
ages of the men in service at fi riod of the war, From statistics of the 
ages at enlistment of about 1 Aer cles aoc by the United States 
Sanitary Commission, Dr. B. “A. G of the commission, formed 
estimates of the number of men in ere year o 5 In the absence of bet- 
ter information, and assuming that the age of sol seamen, and marines 


were relatively the same, thet tables published pede mld have been taken 
as the basis for calculating the appended table (No.1), which shows the prob- 
able total number of vors (excluding deserters) on June 30 of each 


from 1890 to 1909, 8 and at the close of each quinquennial period od from 
1910 until none shall re: 
Table No. 2 shows the pe probable number of men who will arrive at the 
of 62 years or over June 1890, and of the pronao number 511 will attain 
the age of 62 in each succeeding year, until practically all shall have passed 
age. 


SUMMARY. 
a) 2850 total number of survivors (deserters excluded) June 
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(7 mda Navy total number of survivors at termination of service 
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TABLE No. 1.—Total survivors. 


r 


date. 
freed as it now is from other o it be 
Tet ach oao terested the probed ca pas —— 


tis hx believed that the number of survivors of the war who have never made 
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TABLE No. 2.—Survivors. 


than that, and many of them must have been erably a 
the probable number June 30, 1890, of the survivors of the war of 
* Ehe maibe wia WA Do G years aines | ia addition there Bust, be opasiderod those gf ai agea who bays nover applied 
or over on that da the number who will attain 62 years of age after oe sat Sie a vant —— ave — — —— 
the year in whi will reach that age.] thatiare not onable under any law. T 
eee — — temaronee IET r lete: umber of persons who are comprised in these four 
Beis center ot S A ana age or over 149,531 


Will live to be & years old. 


QA 
p 


early correct. An te 
1 be demonstrated to be y correct for other 
uirer can well exercise his own judgment. Those who belle e chat more than 
ai housand of t 8 


SSE AER 
88883888825 

w 

2 
ae 

2 

; 

i 
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i 

2 

$ 

B 

7 

3 

$ 


be too >; wh 
who believe that less than 818 thousand had applied for pension on that 
ust the estimate too 
In lanation of the foregoing estimate it may be stated here that the life 
table which was used in the calculations involved was that which is known 
as the Thirty American offices’ table (male). „Sinco this table is based 


upon the experience of insurance companies 
rates of mortality are somewhat lower than C 


the veterans of the war may be consid to be 
8 the law of the survival of the fittest, those indi- 
viduals of little endurance and tenacity of lite have been eliminated, either 


the 
of the — h Census (Senate Document No, 135, Fifty fourth Con- 
session) the total number of survivors, as shown the popula- 


ji 
! 
ili 


reasons. It requi 
sus figures to noe that they fall far short of re the total number 
of survivors in 1890, and that they can not be reli hass as the basis of mye cal- 


lot of the average veteran is very much better than that of the nonvet- culation for the future. If, as shown by the census report, there were 1. GI. 
eran, in enjoys the t of C 073 survivors of the war of the re in 1890, of the ages by 
erment in municipal, State, and Federal employment, and is for | the enumerators, this number should have fallen, n tables, 
nag nen peer (re Soldiers’ H. when he needs such of | to 919,954 on June 30, 1895. But this last number is only 80, 1 
voruble conditions combined must certainly tend to 10 the life | number of survivors who were either —.— the pension rolls or had claims 

6 oys their benefit, and there seems to ground that date, excluding Regular Army and Navy 
claimants who served since the war, and is less than the number that, 


for the belief that the expectation of life of veterans of the war, in ar 


‘or 1890 and sabsequent given more accurate results than 
ete tava book on use of a table whose rate of mortality is 


r eee F 
tes each group of individuals of 
the same age was dealt with separatel FTT. 
Th accuracy of tho SS 

erage so well known to those 
A 


ments. It is impossible to ascertain from the official records how many men 
served under two or more enlistments, because the records, as a rule, do not 
Connah soa AO na OIR AONT n O RA means of deter- 
mining whether similar or identical names borne on the of two or more 
different organizations refer to one and the same man or to twoor more dif- 
increase as ra wares e of an individual member of it. For instance, | ferent men. However, it is believed fully three-fourths of the 42,223 
1 5 12 Suey. the avers . term he 
whereas years x average Saint 
years. ite number of eurvivars on Jane 3 ine ingen ‘by separately 
po en ge yc O ager ip of survivors of the 
x milla ene a from the —— . 


tion. 
The estimate of 1800 has recently been carefully reconsidered, with the view 
to determine whether, in the light of data now r should 
— made in it, and as a result of this reconsideration the conclusion been 
he: that —— estimate 


term organizati 
service of less than ninety da: 2 — these should not be con- 
sidered in estimating the num! beneficiaries under a per diem pension 
beca practically all of this class who wero discharged for disability 
i be presumed to have been ioned already or to 
be „ —— ees than that to which 
rir eon service would entitle them under a per diem law, and that, con- 
sequently, the zaw not be neces x for pension under such a law; and 
those who Race become benefici cepa pe page dma peer aa on law 
must be ot be considered in the 


Acco 
r numbered 1,154,810 on June 30, 1895, and if correct 
it should be supported by data obtainable from the records of the Pension 


It has been ascertained from the Commissioner of Pensions that 735,338 sur- 
e OLENE war ware horan po: oe ion rolls on June 30, 1895; that 
other survivors had claims pe: and that 150. 200," original inva- inva- 


figures include those who ve been pensioned for service in the Regular 
Army and Navy since the war, those who have died with rejected or aban- 
88 ci BIA seal come uplications in that class of claims. It is im- 


from the military service, 
possible to determine exactly how much of an allowance should be made for the calculations embodied in this paper. 
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Assuming the ages of the 10,581 short-term men referred to above to have 
been relatively the same as the of all other survivorsat the termination 


Table showi: ber that will probably be under and the prob- 
of service, theirmumber should have fallen, acco: to the life table, to able cost o para net crane a yc na of $3 per month to all dis- 
Ee duine i, 190S ad fhin Sarg amant reed . gar wa are G oara of Gp ana or and who 

any law un w are not now on ion a: nereasing to mon i 
beneficiaries. of all such survivors who are now at 8 that. 


and as a result examination it fi that 238,469 officers 
and enlisted served more than ninety days and less than six months in 
these tions. rps Dag this number 42,823, to e those who 150, 901 983, 496 
served less than tl mon as explained above, it is found that 280,792 | 1897 144,040 981,032 | $007,536 
officers and enlisted men served less than six months e tions | 1898 _ 758, 541 | 12,083,258 | 1,102, 224 
now under consideration, not taking into account those who were rged | 1899. 475,280 | 13,357,440 | 1,274,184 
for d or who deserted at various times aurii the war, and from | 1900 194,306 | 14,815,992 | 1,458,552 
both long and short term organizations, after a service of less than six months. |1 216,828 | 16,487,520 | 1,671,528 
For the reason stated above, it is to ascertain how many of these | } 241, 466 | 18,498,464 | 1,915,944 
men served under two or more ts, but as the records show that | 1 270,197 | 20,593,128 | 2,189, 664 
233,351 of them enlisted in organizations whose periods of service were one | 1011 B02, 927 | 23,087,640 | 2,494,512 
hundred days or less, it is believed that at least one-half of the total number, | 1805 341,948 | 26,061,480 | 2,973,840 
or 140,396, had prior or subsequent service sufficient to make their total serv- 1905 ___. 874,915 | 28,574,256 | 2,512,776 
ice exceed six mon 1907 878, 879 | 28,876, 320 B02, 064 
eaga these 140,396 men to have been relatively the same as 1908 _ 861,855 27,578, 976 287, BAL 
the all other survivors at the termination of service, p — 2 —— 1909 342,085 | 26,070,600 — 1,508,376 
should have fallen on June 30, 1895, and figure must be excluded | 1010 21, 720 | 24.519, 960 1,550, 640 
ors oa of any law W benefits are those who | 1915 _ at 7 2888 
served six months or more. 1920 ; „856, , 600 
Seine te atoa of (1) Sse wenkher taa ai ha Dene ee 1925 - 59,631 | 4,544, 784 28.811, 
and the ppc tr a pension of $8 per month to all hon- 19,025 | 1,449,984 * 3,094, 800 
ors of the late war who are M years of age and over |1] 235 246, 552 + 1, 203, 432 
and who are not now on the to month the 1 175 13,344 * 233, 208 
of all those who ata rate less SEP) AIBN OO ao RAS 0 0 * 13,344 
number that will be affected by, and the possible cost of, a ww 
to who are 62 years of age or over, and 
who served onths or more; (8) the number that will be = * Decrease in five years. 
der, and the possible cost of, a law at 8l2 per month all survivors IL 


BIGHT DOLLARS PER MONTH. SIXTY-TWO YEARS. SIX MONTHS’ SERVICE. 
Survivors at 62 years or over on June 30, 1896, who served six months or more, 
excluding pensioners at $8 or over per month. 


who are now on roll at a less 
ninety days or more; Pi) the number that will be pensionable under, and the 
possible A law pensioning at $8 per month all honorably discharged survivors who 


ee Ce nS . 


sion roll a cent per month for each day of their service are not now on the roll, but who are 62 of age or over and who 
the war, and an amount equal to 1 cent per month for each day VV the war. an — — 
servi the pensions of all survivors who are now on nsion roll ata rate leas 


all 0 
rate less than that; (5) the number that will be affected by, and the possible | than that, but who are 62 of age or over and who served six months or 


t 
of, a similar law whose benefits shall 


ee eee, to survivors who oo: would differ from 3 5 —— foregoing — of 

It should be understood that these estimates are subject to the remarks | those who, in addition to being 6 years of — A six months or mere 
made in connection with the estimate of 1890, and are to be considered only | of military or a g the war. In attempting to make an esti- 
in connection therewith, It should also be understood that the term sur- mate of the number of that can posal be 9 under, and 
vivors,” as used in the estimates, excludes deserters in all cases. the possible cost of, such a measure it is f that a new factor is intro- 


duced into the problem, and that in addition to the number and ages of the 
survivors, the length of service of those survivors must be taken into account. 

As stated above, a recent examination of the records of volunteer organi- 
zations on file in this office has led to the conclusion that 140,396 officers and 
enlisted men, exclusive of those who were discharged for disability or who 
deserted, served less than six months,and that of this number 93,861 were 
living on June 30, 1895. It is presumed that the majority of those who were 


L 
EIGHT DOLLARS PER MONTH. SIXTY-TWO YEARS. 
Survivors at 62 years or over on June 30, 1896, excluding pensioners at $8 or over 
per month. 


Assuming that a law has been enacted a pension of 88 month | discharged for disability after a total service of less than six months have 
to all honorably survivors of 62 years of age and over who are not . or are pensionable, under the general law at a rate 
now on the roll, and 8 to $8 per month the pensions of all | equal to or exceeding p month, and that those who were so discharged 
survivors of of age and over who are now on the pension roll at a | and are now pensioned at less than that or are not pensioned at all, and who 


may consequently become beneficiaries under such a law as that now under 
consideration, are so few that their number can not 9 affect the 
cost of the law and need not enter into the estimate. And deserters have, 
for obvious reasons, been excluded from all the calculations embodied in this 


PPollowing is a table showing for each year from 1806 to 1910, and for quin- 
quennial periods thereafter until no survivors shall remain, the — to- 
—— number of pensionable survivors at 62 years of or over, who served 


of all survivors of the war, whether pensioned or not, the maximum pos- 
sible number of beneficiaries under the law on June 30, 1896, would be 130,991, 
and the maximum ble addition during the year follo that date to 
= — anar varas — pensions under ot lara wo ug be ae 
‘ollowing isa e showing for each year from 1896 and for quen- 
ods bor of onable survivors of 62 years 

of age or over who are not now on the on roll or are pensioned at rates 


less than month, also the total amount required each year to pension each 
L * year to 
year to year. 


The figures given for the year 1896 and a few succeeding years are undoubt- 
edly too large, because they have been based upon the assumption that the 
ages of those who would be affected by the p: law, 5 those 
who are not now on the pension roll, are relatively the same as the ages of 
all survivors, whether now on the pension roll or not. 


But it seems probable that the average age of those who are not on the pen- Arri 
5 1 T ar tee 8 — — 1 asing to 

musi com ounger ors who have no 5 
stan ce wien DEVE nok oneed AO OVAA ONE alan ths ANOETA NENT INO ata 

case, fora few of the earlier years in the table 
rag laganan because myr tegen — hace as 8 va ae Tn 

an one ears, are actually not so old, crease | Decrease 
— @ina later year. In addition “es Cost. from pre- from pre- 
owing the number on the pension roll are those given in the last annual vious year. vious year. 


under existing laws between that date and June 30,1898. | 1897 085 $913, 666 
Although their number and the total amount of their can not be 11.101.150 1.015.360 
foretold, the actual expenditure under the law will be reduced 271.817 [1.170,61 
somewhat below the estimate in the 13.611.753 1.339909 
The fable only represents What is believed to be the maximum annual 15.147.401 1535 735 
expenditure that is ble in future under the law. Of course, it 16, 907,301 | 1,759; 810 
isnot at all probable that, if such a law should be enacted immediately, all 18.919.451 | 2.012. 100 
who now come within its provisions would be oned, or even wi 21.211.231 | 2 291 773 
have filed application it ee as early as June 30, 1897, and for this rea- 843 2.738.114 
son also the estimate in table of 3 tor that year and the 251. 2 
Ton gy taka! that date is too large. But factor isnot of so much im 5 
in the calculation for later years, because the majority of those w. 
claims can not be adjudicated or are not filed within the ear of the 
existence of such a law will probably become pensioners under it within a 
short time afterwards. 
In estimating the effect that the law would produce upon the total 
expenditures of the Government pension 38388 in future it should be 
borne in mind that many of those who would be pensioned in the near future 


under such a law will without such a law be pensioned in the near future 
under the existing act of June 27, 1890, because will shortly be brought 
within the operation of that act by reason of the ties of advancing age, 
if for no other reason. In addition to there should be taken into account 
the ution in pension expenditures which will be caused in the future by 
the death of those who are now drawing pensions under existing laws. 


* Decrease in five years, 
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III. 
TWELVE DOLLARS. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 
Survivors on June 30, 1896, who served ninety days or more, excluding pensioners 
at $12 or over per month. 

Under a law 8 a service pension of $12 per month for all those who 
are not now pensioned, but who served ninety days or more during the war 
and were honorably discharged, and in to $12 per month the pensions 
of all those who are now borne on the pension roll at a rate less than that, all 
honorably discharged survivors who are not now pensioned could become 
beneficiaries to the extent of $12 per month each, provided they served ninety 


number of survivors pensiona- 
pe under such a law, the possible total expenditure under the law. and the 


ecrease in that expenditure from year to year. It is to be understood that 
this table is to be considered ougan Co; with the explanatory remarks 
made in preceding sections of paper: 


TWELVE DOLLARS. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


Table showing the number that will ly be pensionable under and the 

possible Z an act pensioning at $12 month all honorably discharged 
survivors of late war who served ninety days or more, and who are not now 
on the pension roll, and increasing to $12 per month the pensions of all such 


survivors who are now on the roll at a rate less than that. 


771, 442 | $79,308,291 . . 
750,817 | 77,183,053 | $2,120, 238 
729,502 | 74,991,914 | 2,191,139 
707,500 | 72,730,133 | 2,261,781 
684,832 | 70,399,840 | 2,330,203 
661,514 | 68,002, 828 2,897,012 
637,575 | 65,541,940 | 2,400, 888 
613,046 | 63,020,304 | 2,521, 636 
587,976 | 60,443,167 | 2,577, 187 
562,404 | 57,814, 453 2, 628, 714 
536,388 | 55,139,950 | 2, 674, 508 
500,986 | 52,425,040) 2,714,010 
483,261 | 49,678,598 | 2,747,342 
456,285 | 46,905,484 | 2,773,114 
420,147 | 44,115,735 | 2, 780, 749 
294,485 | 30,272,729 | *13, 843,006 
172,501 17, 733, 265 | * 12, 539, 464 
79, 43 8,176,926 | * 9,556,339 
25,878 | 2,608,842 | *5,568, 084 
4,315 443, 531 *2 165, SLL 
233 23, 952 419, 579 

0 0 * 23, 95 


* Decrease in five years. 


IV. 
ONE CENT PER DIEM. 
Survivors on June $0, 1896, excluding those who are receiving pensions equal to 
or exceeding 1 cent per month for each day of service. 

It is apparent that under a law pensioning, at the rate of 1 cent per 
month for each day of service, all those who are not now on the pension roll 
and increasing to an amount equal to 1 cent per month for each day o! 
service the pensions of those who are now on the pension roll at a rate less 
than that per month, all honorably dischar, survivors who are not now 
pensioned could become beneficiaries, as well as those who are now pension- 
ers but whose service was of such a length that the pensions they would 
receive under such a law would be ter than those which they are now 

ving under existing law. The fitter class includes a considerable num- 
ber of pensioners who are now receiving more than the average pension that 
would allowed under a per diem law, but whose length of service was 
such Hiet they would be entitled to more under a per diem law than they are 
now receiving. 

Such a measure would be a pension law from the benefits of which no hon- 
orably discharged veteran would be excluded, however short his service, an 
under which the amount of preon to be paid would depend mouro upon 
the length of service in each case. Subject to remarks made elsewhere in 


this paper, the following table is given as showing for each year from June 
80. to June 30, 1910, and for each quinquennial period thereafter until no 
survivors 8 „the possible number of pensioners under a law such 


as that now under consideration, the possible total expenditure under the 
law, and the decrease in that expenditure from year to year: 
ONE CENT PER DIEM. 

Table showing the number that will probably be ake ana under and the pos- 
sible cost of an act granting to y Tate 
war who are not now on the 
each day of 
to 1 cent per 


Year. 


$42, 790,020 |......-..... 
41,596,365 | $1,149, 655 
40,415,486 | “1, 180,879 
89,196,556 | 1, 218, 980 
37,940,678 | 1,255,878 
36,648,856 | 1,291, 822 
35,322,602 | 1,326, 254 
83, 963, 617 1, 358, 985 
82,574,714 1, 388, 903 
31, 158,014 1, 416, 700 
29, 716, 646 1, 441, 368 
28, 253,980 1, 402, 668 
26,778,350 | 1,480, 630 
25,278,831 | 1,494519 
23,775,350 | 1,503, 481 


ONE CENT PER DIEM—continued. 


or more, excluding those 


All survivors on June 30, 1896, who served ninety d 
i pensions equal cent per month for each 


to or exceeding 


A law pensioning at the rate of 1 cent per month for each day of service 
all those who are not now on the pension but who served ninety days or 
more, and increasing to an amount equal to r month for each day 
of service the pensions of all those who are now on the pension roll at a rate 
less that per month, and who served ninety days or more, would differ 
from the measure discussed in the last p: section of this per only 
in one particular, Nor Barat) Ped benefits would restricted to those who 


ty days. 

The following table shows for each year from June 30, 1896, to June 30, 1 
and for each quinquennial period thereafter until no survivors shall 3 
the possible num of beneficiaries under such a law, the possible to’ 
rad anaes under the law, and the decrease in that expenditure from year 

year. 
ONE CENT PER DIEM. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE, 


ee ARA ADAE MACO robably be pensionable under and the 
ible cos of an act granting to alt honorably discharged survi: 

te war who are not now on fp mappa gy SEARO ETOL NIETOS OF 
more, a on of 1 cent per month for each day of their service during the 
war, and i ng to an amount equal to 1 


b cent month for each da 
their service the pensions of all such survivors who are 5 e 


rolls at a rate less than that. 

Year. Cost. from pre- 
vious year, 

598,629 | $42, 608, 25 < 
582,625 | 41,556,695 | $1,141,570 
566,084 | 40,376,986 | 1,179, 759 
549,011 | 89,159,162 | 1,217,774 
531,421 | 87,904, 513 1, 254, 649 
513,327 | 36,613,899 1, 200, 614 
494,750 | 35,288,911 1, 824, 988 
475,715 | 83,931,219 1,357, 692 
456,262 | 32,543,647 |. 1,387,572 
436,419 | 31,128,300 | 1,415,347 
416,230 | 20,688,306 | 1,439,904 
895,743 | 28,227,082 | 1,461,274 
875,004 | 26,747,815 | 1,479,217 
854,071 | 25,254,721 1, 493, 094 
833,012 | 23,752,672 | _ 1, 502, 049 
228,517 | 16,299,359 | * 7,453,313 
133, 801 9,547,898 | *6, 751,463 
61,724 | 4,402,599 | *5,145, 297 
19,698 | 1,404,646 | *2, 907,953 
8,38 238,805 1, 165, 841 
181 12, 896 * 225, 909 

0 0 * 12,996 


age of 7 ponde at the — — 
ning, but this expenditure would increase from ga year until 1907, when 
‘act that nearly all of the sur- 


bill, if enacte: 
providing 
of ser s 


of $38,564,271 in favor of the latter. 

As has been pointed out elsewhere in this paper, the number of survivors 
who served less than ee Haw Saving She war is very small, and the effect 
of a requirement of nine ys service in a “one cent per diem pension law 
would be simply to exclude from the benefits of the law a few men, no one of 
whom could receive, if pensioned under the law, more than 89 cents per 
month, while the 8 for all of them would be less than 50 cents per 
month. The estimated total expenditure that would be possible under such 
alaw for the 7 year would be reduced $40,750 by debarring those who 


served less days. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Nos. 
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War Department, April I, 1896, 


1896. 


Mr. LAYTON. I hope the Chair will hear me on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled and sustained 
the point of order. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LAYTON. I would simply say this is a provision creating 
a service ion ina penera bill relating to pensions. 

The C RMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair has already ruled on 
the point of order. 

Mr. LAYTON. Isimply ask for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be granted by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. After the i ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he may be heard for two minutes. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. LAYTON. I ey appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, and upon that I desire to be heard for two minutes. 


r—- 


The C MAN. The appeal comes rather late, but the Chair 
will indulge the gentleman. 
Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the House, 


and not only of the House, but of the country, to the fact that the 
pending bill is entitled ‘‘A bill relating to pensions,” and its first 
section—I want to emphasize and accentuate this point—provides 
for a certain class of eee being piacot upon the pension 
roll. Now, my amendment also provides for another class of 
pensioners being placed upon the roll, and I would like to ask any 
parliamentarian whether or not such an amendment is not ger- 
mane to the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LAYTON. I have only two minutes—I can not yield. I 
repeat, Mr. Chairman, the first section of the pending bill provides 
for a certain class of pensioners, to wit, men who served in the 
rebel army, being placed upon theroll. Instead of that I move to 
strike that out and to insert a provision that pensions shall be 
granted to men who served in the Union Army for a graded serv- 
Ice pension; and hence, I repeat, can any gentleman who has any 


knowledge of parliamentary law er prin, ay that that amendment 
is not e to the first section of the bill? My bill provides for 
a service ion of not less than $6 a month to every old soldier 


of the Union Army who served three months or less and who has 
an honorable discharge, $8 a month to those who served more than 
three months and less than one year, $10 a month to those who 
served more than one year and less than two years, and 814 a 
month to those who served more than three years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why did not the Fifty-third Congress, when 
the Democrats had the power, pass that bill? 

Mr. LAYTON. That is the character of the proposition I now 
present, and I appeal to this House to permit a vote to be taken 
upon this amendment, which is offered in good faith, providing 
pensions for “‘sure-enough” Union soldiers instead of for men 
who served in the Confederate army. It is for the purpose of get- 
ting action npon this proposition, which is offered by me in the 
utmost good faith, that I have most respectfully appealed from 
the Antis of the Chair, for whom personally I have the highest 
regard. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, in this bill from the first section 
to the seventeenth, every section in it having been placed there by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and on their own suggestion, 
there is not one that adds a new class of pensioners to the roll; but 
the gentleman from Ohio proposesan amendment which does add 
an entirely new class. The ex-Confederate soldiers who are rec- 
ognized under the first section of this bill were recognized as a 
pensionable class until lately. The gentleman’s proposition is for 
a new class of pensioners to be granted a service pension, men who 
as a class have never been on the pension roll. Now, any amend- 
ment which proposes to place a new class of pensioners on the roll 
is not and can not be in order on this bill. e are all anxious for 
the passage of a service-pension bill; we have been considering it 
in the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I trust that the gentle- 
man from Ohio will stand by his guns when we get it where it can 
be considered, because this side of the House is for it solidly. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LAYTON, If this first section of the pending bill does not 
provido for a new class of pensioners, why have itin the bill at 


Mr. PICKLER. Because we are trying to cure the present mal- 
administration of the Pension Bureau. The bill as reported 
covers only such cases as were covered by the law and were getting 
pensions under the Harrison Administration. This bill does not 
create any new class at all, while it does prescribe rules and regu- 
lations to facilitate the allowance of pensions. 

Mr. LAYTON. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that this is a specific, 


absolute provision, placing upon the pension roll certain persons 
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who served in the Confederate army, and that it does not provide 
for any construction of any existing law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your substitute does not cut out these very 
Confederates that you are talking about; it includes them, 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. The amendment having been offered, the point of order 
having been made upon it, and the Chair having decided the point 
of order, shall we be compelled to sit and listen to a wrangle for 
half an hour, taking up time, when objection is made.? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LAYTON] 
appealed from the decision of the Chair, and the discussion has 
been on the ap 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I am quite sure the chairman 
of our committee does not wish to misrepresent me. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

Mr. LAYTON, If he will listen to the reading of my amend- 


ment 
Mr. PICKLER. I call for the reading of the substitute. 
ies of Vote!“ „Vote!“ 


Mr.LAYTON. Mr. Chairman — [ 

I desire, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made to the gentleman pro- 

ing. 

Mr. PAYTON. I am talking on the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair can not recognize the gentleman 
a second time on that question. 

Mr. LAYTON. I should like to be heard for a moment only. 

one CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yie 

Mr. PICKLER. Of course I do not. 

_Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is this controversy between the gentleman 
from Ohio and the gentleman from South Dakota in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from South Dakota, hay- 
ane Ce floor, yields to the gentleman from Ohio—— 

r. BARTLETT of New York (interposing). How many times 
can the gentleman from South Dakota get the floor? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have had it only once. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I thought you had had it three 
or four times. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER gan to the gentleman from Ohio for a question? 

Mr. PIC . Yes, sir, for a question. 

Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman has stated, as I understand, 
. amendment would permit the first section to remain in 

e — 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. * 

Mr. LAYTON. I understood the gentleman to say that my 
amendment, if adopted, would permit the first section to remain 
in the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I say that the tleman’s substitute 
would strike out the first section. But the substitute provides 
that every soldier who served ninety days in the Uni States 
service and was honorably discharged shall be entitled to this 
class of pension; and that would cover these very Confederates 
who rendered service in that way. 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir. But, mark you, the existing law ex- 
cludes the class of men here provided for in the first section, viz, 
ex-Confederates. 

Mr. PICKLER. I insist that the appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair should not be sustained by the Committee of the Whole. 
This amendment creates a new class of pensioners. It provides 
for a service pension; and it shows why some of our friends over 
there were so anxious to get an opportunity to offer amendments 
to this bill. Now, sir, they can not put this side of the House in 
a false position on the question of service pension. We are for 
such a pension; and I trust, sir, that the election this fall will so 
demonstrate the wishes of the people and have such an effect in 
placing revenue in the Treasury of the United States that at the 
closing session of this Fifty-fourth Congress we may ij on 
thestatute books a service pension for every old soldier [applause]; 
and this is, I know, the desire of this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
the first section of the bill now under consideration engaged the 
attention of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to as large an 
extent as all the rest of the bill, and we were substantially agreed 
upon that section asit now appears. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, while it seems to be an innocent proposition, 
is, in my opinion, avery dangerous one. It provides forinserting 
the word ‘‘involuntary” before the word service,“ in line 5. 
Right there is where the danger arises. It is impossible for these 
men to prove that they entered the rebel service involuntarily. 


ow eB 
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There were thousands of men that entered the rebel army along 
the border States because they found it n todo so in order 
to save their lives. Theyknew well that to remain in that country 
and not take sides with the Confederacy meant certain death to 
them. Therefore thousands of them i in the Confederate 
service, serving a shorter or a longer time, but at the very first 
opportunity they deserted to our linesand became Union soldiers. 
It is this class of men we want to protect. That has been the 
object of the committee in the preparation of the bill. We ht 
to give these men who thus served their country and their flag 
the same rights as Union soldiers from the North. I claim, Mr. 
Chairman, t these men took greater chances than even we of 
the North; for, sir, as everyone kaewa, hag had been captured 
in battle by their former comrades their lives would not have 
been worth a cent; they would have been shot for desertion. 
Hence I claim it is no more than fair that after they have served 
their flag and their country in the Union Army for ninety days 
they should receive the same erous treatment that we give to 
the Union soldiers who went from the Northern States, ; 

One other thing. In this very Congress we have removed the 
ban which for thirty years remained u those men who, having 
been educated at the expense of the United States at West Point 
or Annapolis and received commissions in our Army and Navy, 
afterw: deserted their flag and engaged in the service of the 
rebellion, remaining in it, in most cases, till the end of the war. 

i eee ep eae at ee 
mi receive commissions in the Army or Navy of the United 
States. Butin the present Co: we have repealed this act and 
mace it possible for them to d commissions in the Army or 

avy. 

Now, why not be generous to these men, many of them of hum- 
ble position, who were Union men at heart and who, when the 
opportunity came, did service for the Union? Whynot extend to 
these men the same generosity that we have extended to those 
who fought us through the war, who deserted the flag of the 
United States in order to do so, and many of whom never repented. 
Ivoted freely for the bill restoring those men to their former rights. 
I thought it time that we should extend the olive branch to all the 
men of the South, giving them the opportunity to show them- 
selves, as they claim to be, good Union men like ourselves. But 
I do not think it fair that these other men who did us good service 
during the war should be denied the little rights that we can ex- 
tend to them under this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman know that the effect 
of this amendment is simply to put into the law what they have 
been hagin ar the Pension Office? 

Mr. POOLE. Iso understand. 

Mr. PICKLER. And we should not sustain the Pension Office 
in a wron, SB 

Mr. POOLE. Chairman, I want to say to the ex-Confeder- 
ate soldiers on this floor that we concede that in this Congress they 
have been generous. I have never seen an ex-Confederate soldier 
oppose the pension bill of any Union soldier. I hope that we shall 
be as generous éo the men of the South who were loyal in their 
hearts and as soon as the opportunity offered became Union men, 
as the men of the South in this Congress have been toward the 
Union soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CONNOLLY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk as an addition to the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 12, at the end of the section, as follows: 

“ Provided further, That in the administration of the Pension Bureau all 
laws shall be construed liberally in the interest of the claimant; and in no 
case shall the claimant to furnish a measure of proof that ex- 
cludes all reasonable doubt, but he shall only be required to establish his 
claim by a fair preponderance of proof.” 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has been suggested to me that this amend- 
ment be offered as an additional section, and I will do so and ask 
the Clerk to number it properly, allowing it to follow the first 
section. 

I do not care to discuss it and hope we may have a vote upon it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us 5 ihis preni aoe o you 
pro to get it into the bill? As an independent section 

Mr, PEARSON. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEARSON. If this is to be a separate section it is not in 
order now on the discussion of the first section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. On reflection, I will renew my former mo- 
tion to have it added as an additional paragraph to thefirst section. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, a word only in regard to this 
matter as a member of the committee. ; 

As this amendment relates distinctively to the administrative 
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features of the law, I heartily favor the amendment, and hope it 
will be adopted by the committee, 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer what I 
send to the desk as an amendment to the amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


shall ed solely on the sworn testimony or 
witnesses, taken under the visions of law; and the unsworn statements 
of an pereon or persons relative to the ere f wi or as to sup- 
ets in connection with such claims, shall not be considered or accepted 
the Pension Office officials to impeach or discredit the sworn statements 
or affirmations of a witness. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the 
committee that in my judgment the amendment which has just 
been read to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
pr HEPBURN] not only covers the point of the amendment of- 

ered by him, but goes a little further, and in the right direction. 

Here we have laws under which ions are to granted to 
relieve soldiers who can prove u eir cases; and under the law 
they are i to ve their claims by certain statements. 
Under the practice of office a system has grown up which has 
gone beyond anything $n thet ne ever recagiised tn say-civitised 
country on the face of the earth. A claimant for a pension is 
required to prove by the oath of witnesses—officers, comrades, and 
himself—that his disabilities were incurred in theservice, if under 
the general law of 1861; and after all that is done and proven to 
the satisfacton of any court of record in any State in the Union, 
then the Pension Office holds up the a claim and sends out 
a notice to a postmaster in the vi of where the claimant 
lives, or to some other private individual and asks that individual 
to say is the testimony, for instance of the eman from Sonth 
Dakota, who has sworn to the incurrence of the disability—is the 
testimony reliable; is he a credible witness, and ought he to be 
believed on oath? 

That private letter comes into the Pension Office after a while, 
and on it they may hold up or reject the claim on a private or 
secret letter, giving to it more weight in the office than to all of 
the affidavits of the officers or privates of his company or regi- 
ment who have testified in favor of the claimant. 

The only object of the amendment is to let every case stand 
upon the evidence or affirmation of witnesses and to prevent pri- 
vate letters from being received as a better class roof 
that. It prescribes that these letters shall never be taken to im- 
peach the testimony of a sworn witness, or the testimony of the 
colonel or captain of the company in which the man served; but 
let them all be decided by the evidence furnished in the case, and 
if the applicant is not able to furnish the evidence required, then 
the claim will be rejected. 

This is a matter of interest to every pension claimant in the 
United States, and I do not want the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to get up and retaliate on me that I was not 
in the Army and could not be a friend to the soldier, and that he 
was the man. 

This amendment is intended to reach and remedy a serious 
trouble that has grown up in this country. It has grown up not 
only in the present, but in other Administrations, and there is not 
a man, woman, or child having a claim for on on file in this 
country but would be glad to see the amendment adopted and an 
end put to a system that has prevailed so long and so injuriously 
to these claimants. It only seeks to secure justice. If a man is 
entitled to a pension and ma it by sworn testimony or the af- 
firmation of witnesses under the law, let him have it, and do not 
take the private statements of noores apiet, which go in as confi- 
dential communications to impeach the testimony of sworn wit- 


nesses. 

I believe this will appeal to the justice and fairness and good 
sense of my Democratic friends who favor those things, and I 
know that of course no Republican can object to it if he isa friend 
of the soldier. 

ere the hammer fell.] 
. PICKLER. I should like, in my time, to hear the amend- 
ment of the gentleman reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I admit the gentleman’s 
interest in the old soldiers. I know he is loyal to them, and I want 
to say right here that no man in this House, on either side of it, 
has ever heard me impugn the motives of any man on any ques- 
tion. Idonotdothat. Now, if thegentleman’s amendment should 
carry, not 5 could get a pension. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Why? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will tell you why. You cut out the state- 
ments of the Spore 

Mr. SMITH of IIlinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER, You cut out the records of the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. The official records. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Well, let us have the amendment read again; 
Iso understood it, 

The amendment was again reported. 3 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no provision for the war records in 
that. Besides ee a eee we have Pero a oonan that 
says every claimant and his attorney can go an over every- 
thing in the Pension Office. My Lind knows very well that 
there will be no trouble about that hereafter. We provide that 
the claimant and his attorney shall have access to every paper 
that is filed, and that is protection enough to the soldier. 

It v „ gentlemen, that uns worn statements come 
in which are vi cial to the soldier. You cut those off by 
thisamendment. I know the gentleman means well, but his prop- 
osition is too broad, and it would be impracticable. He is erecting 

a new system of evidence that ought not to come in. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota if it is not a fact that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois is provided for in section 4, which 
states— 


Mr. PICKLER. I think the tleman means to go further 
than that. He means to reach letters that are written by 


Pair, SMITH of Minois. Certainly; that is my intention. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to call attention further to the proviso 
in section 5: 

Provided, That no claim shall be rejected of claimant's inability 


because 
to furnish, as to any material fact in the case, the testimony of more than 


one witness having knowledge of such fact. 


of Illinois. It does not erect any system of evi- 
ly holds them down to a system of evidence. 

MAN. The question is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ilinois Mr. SMITH]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Smrrx of Illinois) there were—ayes 2, noes 52. 

ingly the amendment was rejected. 

The C . The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
expression in the pending amendment which is objectionable. It 
is the term beyond a reasonable doubt.” “Reasonable doubt” 
has its entire application to the criminal law. Its use would as- 
sume that all our old soldiers belong to the criminal class. I 
— to the use of the term. 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN], and in behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
that in the bill H. R. 5549, the former print of this bill, of which 
this is largely a part, we had a section providing that in the ad- 
ministration of the pension laws, in cases of doubt, the presump- 
tion shall be in favor of the claimant. I understand that is about 
what te intends. 

Mr. BURN. Will the gentleman tell us why that was 
stricken out? 

Bong FEELER I Pas tell . BH it was ee o; and I 
ve no hesitancy in doing so. is is a very im measure, 
as we believe. It is so regarded by the 3 the Re- 
po all over the country. They sent their legislative committee 
ere, and this bill has their val. We went over it in detail. 
They approved of this bill in detail. There is not a section in it 
but what they approved. We had a section in regard 
sumption being in favor of the soldier; but 
sion with other friends of the soldiers it was concluded that it 
might parser be better to restrict this bill somewhat, so as to get 
a bill that would be sure to go through the Senate and sure to 
Praag | bo wok iena Shak Snvtiody dii keep anything 
say I do no ieve that anybody asked to ing out 
of this bill that was not done in the interest of the soldier. I have 
no objection to the amendment, individually. In leaving this 
section out of the bill the point which we in our mind was 
whether we might not have an amendment adopted in this bill 
that might go further than was necessary, as this should be the 
construction of the Pension Office withoutastatute. I believe the 
pompan ought to be with the soldier. Individually I do not 
k there is any danger in it; and gentlemen, we are seek- 


Mr. 8 
dence; it sim 
The CHA 


yet, 
ing to pass a bill that will be approved by the Senate and by the 


President; and if this bill is adopted, if it shall become law—and 
that shows the necessity of the law—it will help soldiers more 
than any law that has been passed since the law of 1890; and in 
connection with and supplemental to laws, some of them passed 


at this term of it will put a large majority of the rejected 
and discontinued and delayed cases in the Pension Office in a con- 
anea tore on the rolls. 

Mr. B 5 New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question 
u MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield first to the gentleman from New York, 
and then I will answer the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions if the Grand Army 
disagrees with theamendment of the gentleman from Iowa, because 

that we should know how we are to vote as to 


it is veryi 
this. (lan 4 
Mr. ICKLER, I know what there is behin few per Ah, 
my friend from New York, if you have not more patriotism than 
your speech the other day evinced I do not suppose the opinions 
of the Grand Army would have any effect on you. The patriot- 
ism of the 8 hes on this bill is at a very low ebb. 

Mr. TLETT of New York. Does the gentleman from 
South Dakota think that voting for this amendment, which would 
deny a pension to men who were baseenough to fight under two 


There is no bounty jumper provided for in 
sunan. ee eee i 


wife, as was 
gi y- 
heard that his wife was dying. He went to the colonel and asked 
for a furlongh, and was told that he could not haveit. Hesaid to 
the boys that night, I can not get this furlough.” When the next 
day came he learned that his wife had died. He had one child 
that was 4 years old and another that was 2 years old; and he said, 
Boys, I am going to place these children ont in the hands of 
neighbors to take care of; but I will come back.” He went, and he 
came back inside of thirty days, but was reported as a deserter. 
This will allow that class of men to be granted an honorable dis- 
charge. These are the men whose cases are cured by this bill. 
The bounty jumpers never went South. They were in New York 
City and cities of the North. [Applause and langhter.] These 
men never got South, and they never had an opportunity to 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman answer 
one question? 
Mr, PICKLER. Yes, sir. 


5 mean to 
assert that the thirteenth section of this bill does not apply to 
men who were bounty 3 

Mr. PICKLER. I do. tically it might, but not practi- 
cally. I do not believe that there is one man who is a bounty 
jumper in the whole country who claimed a pension that has not 

able to get one. Such men after the war closed would get 
up their false evidence, and could geta paoman then if it could be 
gotten at all. The p of this bill is to help those against 
whom the charge of desertion was made, and who found that it 
was made years afterwards. These are the ones that this 
bill is designed to help. [Cries of Vote!” “ Vote!“ 

Mr. LE Mr. , I want to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. I have heard a great deal said about pen- 
sioning men who fought under two fiags. Now, I want to know 
if Iam not correct in saying that a great many soldiers of the 
Mexican war who fought all through the civil war in the Con- 
federate army are not now drawing pensions as Mexican soldiers? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; all of them are. 

Mr. LEWIS. Now, I know some of them individually, and I 
want to ask the who are so patriotic and who are so 
mauch troubled here about men who f 
if they would vote for a bill striking from the pension rolls the 
names of Mexican soldiers who fought in the Confederate army 
and who are now receiving pensions? 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman 


1 r permit an interruption? 
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Mr. MILES. Do you mean to say that those Mexican soldiers 


are to be classed with men who deserted their flag? ee 
asd MAHON. They also deserted their flag at the beginning 
e war. 

Mr. MILES. Not at all; they deserted no flag 

Mr. LEWIS. I will answer the gentleman 
say, as to men who fought under the Confederate and after- 
wards became loyal and fought under the flag of the Union, that 
one man of that class is as as another td on the 
Republican side], and the man who fought in the Confederate 
army, possibly having got there under compulsion, as a great many 
did, and the man who conscientiously changed his views and 
became loyal and then fought for the flag of his country is as 
much entitled to consideration as a Mexican soldier who fought 
in the Confederate army, and as much entitled to the bounty of 
this Government. [Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
heard a good many times in this discussion the phrase ‘‘ coffee 
cooler.” I do not know what a coffee cooler is, and I would be 

lad if some of these patriotic gentlemen who use the term so 
Freel would be good enough to define it, so that we may under- 
stand just what they mean by coffee cooler.” Who is the in- 
ventor of this expression coffee cooler“? 

Mr. MILNES. Grover Cleveland. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEWIS. Did it come from the same source as that other 

hrase, ‘‘innocuous desuetude”? [Laughter.] Iwant to say that 

— expressions ‘‘ coffee cooler” and bounty jumper” have, in my 
opinion, fallen into innocuous desuetude. We had no bounty 
jumpers or coffee coolers in Kentucky. The only sort of jumpers 
we had there were men who jumped over the enemy’s works and 
jumped to the tops of the mountains and planted the Union flag 
there in triumph. Lappian] The men who fought the battles 
of the civil war on the one side and the other were as brave and 
honorable as any in the country, and to my mind no such phrases 
can properly be applied to Union or Confederate soldiers. They 
are odious. And the time will soon come when the man who uses 
them as applied to the Union soldiers will be looked upon with the 
same contempt and scorn as one who would speak reproachfully or 
disr y of the soldiers of the Revolutionary war, the war 
of 1812, or the Mexican war. The country cherishes its patriotic 
dead. The tumuli that cover their mortal remains are sacred spots 


from Maryland. I 


to all men and women. For their living comrades there 
should be no sentiment other than the broadest charity and warm- 
est affection. 


For them may springs in every desert flow, 
All gentle spirits wait ee their words, 
And every tree that oer their path bends low 
Have its bright flowers, its fruits, and singing birds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to say way 
more upon this bill, and would not now but for the reason that 
have been alluded to in person by several speakers in connection 
with the Southern soldier and my native State. 

Mr. Chai , while I am opposed to this bill and shall vote 
against every section of it, if the bill must pass I think the amend- 
ment offe by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is a 
very good one. It puts all applicants for pension upon the com- 
mon evidence that is received in all courts of justice. The whole 
bill is vicious and deceptive from beginning to end. And, Mr. 
Chairman, the discussion of this bill has taken a very wide scope, 
embracing all manner of 5 well as the merits and 
demerits of the Democratic and Republican parties, which is pos- 
sibly somewhat of a legitimate range of argument; but, sir, when 
the subject of the reunions of Confederate veterans has been 
lugged into this debate by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Harpy], I think the proper limits of propriety have been tran- 
scended, as that is a matter entirely irrelevant and disconnected 
from this bill. : 

The gentleman alluded more particularly to a reunion lately 
held in Charleston, S. C., a gathering of as true, loyal, and brave 
men as ever assembled upon this or any other continent. The 
Southern soldiers, after following Lee and Jackson, Johnston and 
other leaders through four years of winter’s snow and summer's 
heat, often half naked and hungry, after accomplishing all that 
human endurance and bravery could accomplish, after showing the 
world how half-naked and half-starved troops could put maen 
an army better equipped and three times more in number, yielded 
to fate only when our flag went down upon the now historic field 
of Appomattox, they ted the situation and surrendered when 
the immortal Lee said they should fight no more. The war with 
them was ended, they accepted their paroles, shook the hands of 
their comrades in silence as they looked for the last time over the 
hills of Virginia, dotted with the graves of the slain of both 
armies, and returned to their homes. But what did they find 
there? 


In many parts of the sunny South they found their houses burned, 


their property gone, and all over the land was heard the cry like 
that of Rachel weeping for her children because they were not. 
Yet, amid all this 8 and devastation by the cruel hand 
of war, which had swept over the land with the foot of 
a giant, they commenced life anew, and the fields that run red 
with blood ak ari were green with the harvest in June, and the 
horses that sniffed the battle in the spring under the saber (be it 
said to the honor of that grand and noble soldier, General Grant, 
for he magnanimously gave back to the boys their horses) were 
proudly walking before the plow in summer. 
Then, as the years roll by, it is proper, it is natural, it is right, 
ea, it is more than right, that these old soldiers should meet 
gether in their reunions to grasp each other again by the hand, 
to celebrate their trials, and live over again for the moment the 


life of the soldier, And it is unkind, it is unfortunate, it is im- 
popar d cowardly, to have their action adversely criticised 
ere on the floor of the House in the discussion of a measure with 


which they have no connection except to pay their part of the 
burdens it may im Be this as it may, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to say that while these men of the South are as true and as loyal 
to the flag to-day as those of the North, and as ready to fight for 
its defense, at the same time they will continue to have these re- 
unions as long as time itself shall last. Yes, sir; as long as the 
sun shines by soos an the moon gives her light by night, as lon 
as the stars twinkle in the heavens, as long as the Potomac — 
the Shenandoah continue to flow, as long as the dewdrops fall 
upon the resting places of our dead and the Blue Ridge sentinels 
their graves, just so long will the men of the South meet together 
in reunions to commemorate the heroic deeds of her immortal sol- 
diery in song and in nori [Applause] 

But let me say to this House that this is not done in any spirit 
of disloyalty to the Union of to-day. It is not done in any spirit of 
prejudice to the ant and brave soldiers who fought on the 
other side, for I believe I voice the sentiment of every true South- 
ern soldier when I say that with them the conflict of arms is over, 
the result accepted in good faith, and that now the soldiers of the 
South stand ready at all times to take by the hand the soldiers of 
the North, whom once they met in the red blaze of battle, now 


meeting over the chasm of sectionalism, ready and to bury 
forever the bloody spirit, and to plant upon its grave the white 
rose of peace, with the prayer that it may bloom tually, 
bringing forth fruit for the upbuilding and prosperity of this great 


nation of ours, with but one ambition, that we may forever remain 
a reunited, fraternal, and happy people. [Applause.] 

Then it seems to me to be uncharitable in anyone to criticise 
the Confederate soldier for his love for the lost cause, for while 
he stood by the Southern cross, with more than filial affection, 
until it went down, he believed he was right, and that his quar- 
rel was made upon a prince quarried from the mine of ever- 
lasting truth; and so he loves it still and will continue to love it 
till death. While the under which he fought is furled and 
put away forever, and while we are all reunited under the Star- 
spangled Banner, we feel that if we are to respect that flag and 
fight for it, which we are willing to do if necessary, its folds 
should wave 4 A over the graves of our dead and the forms of 
our living. at is Southern sentiment as I now understand it, 
and what is sentiment but patriotism itself? What is sentiment 
but principlerefined? What is it to-day that controls the universe? 

Sir, from the time that Joseph carried the embalmed body of 
his father back from Egypt to aan to bury it in a cave in the 
field of Machpelah sentiment has ruled the world. What was it 
but divine sentiment that led Joseph, the honorable counselor, 
to go to Pilate to beg the body of his Lord that he might wrap it 
in fine linen and bury it in his own tomb where never laid any 
other body—new, nice, and clean? It was sentiment. 

What was it but a similar sentiment that led that devoted woman 
to break the alabaster box of ointment and anoint the head of her 
Lord? And when it was suggested by some one in the crowd of a 
mercenary turn of mind (possibly like the fellow who injected 
this subject into this debate) that it might have been sold and 
given to the r, He said, Let her alone; she has done what 
she could; and whenever and wherever in all lands and countries 
M lis preached, let this be told as a memorial of her.” 

t was it that led those devoted women to be last at the 
cross and first at the sepulcher? It was sentiment. Then do not 
imp the motives of our people for their devotion to their own 
sunny South and their devotion still to the lost cause. What is 
it that fosters PE fondest memories around the place of your 
birth? The old schoolhouse, the old oaken bucket, even, that hung 
in the well, and even the old garden gate. Sentiment makes us 
respect the living and leads us on in our pilgrimage, to give de- 
cent burial to the dead, to strew flowers upon their ves, and to 
mark their resting places with monuments as enduring as marble 
and as ing as brass. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me say, in conclusion, that noamount 
of diversion can divest this bill of its vicious tendencies or relieve 
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it from the appearance of 8 It is a delusion and a 
snare, with no merit at all in it, and I hope it will be overwhelm- 
ingly voted down. 1 on the Democratic side.] 

Ar. MILLIKEN. . Chai 


hairman, I have the highest respect for 


the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. Heisopposed 
to the increase of pensions, and he has the cour: to honestly 
state to this House his convictions. I have no criticism to make 


on account of his affection for his old comrades, for blood is thicker 
than water,” and I am glad to see every man feel an affection 
for those with whom he has labored and suffered. But how is 
on the other side? I have seen 

nsion bills considered in this House for a good many years. 
Fhe same opposition comes each time. Our friends on the other 
side say they are in favor of doing sveryining for the old soldier; 
they stand up, as my friend from New York did the other day, 
ahd urge that the Democratic ty is a better friend to the 
Union veterans than the Republican party: but one thing you 
will observe, Mr. Chairman, they always find some reason why 
the pending bill should not be enacted. Why, sir, my friend 
from New York offered a bill last week as a substitute for the 

nding bill. He knew his substitute could not pass this House. 
Te ras intended only as a club with which to knock in the head 
the bill that is pending. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House are ever ready to 
asseverate with t emphasis and much patriotic display that 
they very earnestly favor pensioning the“ soldier,” the brave 
soldier,” the soldier that did honest service.” But when you 
come to reduce their propositions down to their real intent and 
meaning you will discover in every instance that they do not 
mean anybody that is included in the bill before the House, let 
that bill be of whatsoever character it may. The fact is that we 
meet with opposition from the other side on all important bills 
which are presented and considered here for increasing the pen- 
sions of the soldiers or to facilitate the allowance of pensions under 
existing law. Each man has his particular excuse for his opposi- 
tion. It may be one thing with one man and another thing with 
another; but it always comes from the Democratic side of the 
House, and it always has to be met by the Republicans. 

I repeat that I honor the gentleman from South Carolina for 
standing up here like a man and having the courage to say squarely 
that he is opposed to the increase of pensions, unlike most of our 
friends on the other side, who claim to be really aching in their 
hearts to increase the old soldiers’ pensions and facilitate their 
allowance, but who can never bring their minds to support any 
measure for that purpose which is being considered and has the 
least chance of being enacted into law. 

Why, sir, I have stood here many a time and heard the Union 
veterans called coffee coolers,” and “‘bummers,” and all that 
class of pet names. But, Mr. Chairman, I am proud of one fact— 
and it is recognized by this country, too—that all these insults 
to the soldiers, these attacks upon their characters, these slander- 
ous words, as unjust as they are infamous and indecent, have 
never come from the Republican side of this House. [Applause.] 

Sir, Ihave been here for thirteen years; I have heard all the 
debates on this subject during that time; and when gentlemen 
stand up here and claim that the Democratic party, as represented 
on this floor, has been the friend of the soldier, they have the 
“ gall” and the assurance to deny the absolutely established facts 
of history; history with which the people of this ooun ey are too 
familiar to allow themselves to be deceived by such false and 
absurd assertions. 

I favor the passage of the bill before the House because I am 
satisfied that it will secure a more speedy adjustment of pension 
claims than can be reached under the present law. And this I 
regard as a consummation most devoutly to be wished. 

A great majority of the veterans of the Union armies are be- 
coming old men. the ordinary course of nature we can hardly 
expect for them many more years of life. If we would have the 
Government confer upon them a just recognition of their services 
we masg provide that it be done soon, or it will not be done in this 
world, 

Thousands of them are now waiting, suffering, for the relief 
which their gallant services entitle them to. with very little pros- 
pect of receiving it in time to do them much good. 

As their age advances their infirmities increase. Many of them 
who came out of the Army buoyed up by the vigor and elasticity 
of youth find themselves debilitated, 85 rod suffering, and un- 
able by their labor to earn the comfortable livelihood which they, 
above all others, most richly deserve. 

Each year and month finds them less able to support themselves 
and those depending upon them than the year and month before. 
Time, which finally depletes the powers of all men, is sapping the 
vitality of the veterans of the Union armies more than any others. 
It is developing the effects of the hardships and sufferings of war 
Ro thoi ties caused by life in the camp, on the march, and 


it with our friends generall 


Their wounds are, many of them, sorer to-day and their diseases 


incurred in their military service have wn worse than they 
were on the day of their discharge from the Army. 

These men must very soon receive the Government's aid in grant- 
ing them just and well-deserved pensions or become dependent 
upon charity for support, and I do not believe that any brave and 
worthy soldier should be driven to be a beggar or made to enter 
toa pora of the poorhouse. [Applause.] 

is great nation, cramped as it is in its resources by the wretched 
economic policy of the payin wer, is still amply able to — 
erly care for those who in the day of its danger saved it. y 
gave the vigor of their young manhood to its defense. With un- 
surpassed co they clung to it and 5 it. They came 
home not to make excuses for defeat. They accomplished their 
patriotic mission. They brought back the flag of their country 
vindicated, its cause triumphant, its integrity complete. The na- 
tion can not afford in the smallest measure to neglect them. It 
would be a shame and a stain upon its escutcheon which could 
never be eradicated. 

I favor this bill, because it will confirm the soldier in his pem 
sion so that the law may not be so inistered as to deprive him 
of it. I doubt not that there will be ruli and rulings in the 
Pension Office so long as that Bureau s exist. But I would 
make the law so definite and conclusive, I would shut the 1 
door so tight, that no ruling not made in direct and clear violation 
of law should deprive any old soldier of fairness and justice. 

He should not live in constant fear that the benefits righteously 
conferred upon him by the Government might at any moment be 
taken from him by some caviling pension inspector, perhaps once 
a member of the rebelarmy, who either in order to show himself 
to be earning his salary, or from hatred of the Union soldier, or 
9 total depravity should report to the Pension Bureau against 


He should hold his pension after submitting to all the examina- 
tions and furnishing all the testimony necessary to secure it by 
some stronger tenure than the whims, the caprice, the hostility, or 
the self-interest of anyone. 

This is my position, and it is the policy of the Republican party. 

The gentleman from South Carolina sought, a few days ago, to 
sustain his position against the further allowance of pensions by 
comparing the amount paid out each year by our Pension Bureau 
with the cost of maintaining the armies of some of the great 
nations of Europe. Did it never occur to him that the waste 
caused by taking the young men of France, Germany, and Rus- 
sia from the fields of production and making them only destroyers 
and consumers is much greater than the expense of supporting 
them in the army? Would the gentleman have us adopt the Euro- 
pean system of keeping great standing armies? Does he not think 
that this nation is much richer, as well as better, for reti 
her armies at the end of her wars and pensioning the wound 
and disabled than she would be under the military system of the 
Old World, where the young men who should be pursuing civil 
avocations and promoting their country’s progress and tness 
by the exercise of their genius and energy are drafted from their 
communities to become idlers or destroyers? I believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the military system of my own country, as I believe in its 
economic system. 

My friend asks if we shall turn the United States Treasury 
over to the old soldiers. No. They do not ask or want it. What 
they want and should have is that they and their immediate de- 
pendents shall not be allowed to suffer in their old age by the 
neglect of the country whose life they offered their own lives to 


save. 

But if the Treasury were to be depleted I much prefer it should 
be done in paying pensions to the veterans of the Union ar- 
mies to having its contents sent across the ocean to foreign 
lands, to purchase what our idle thousands would be glad to pro- 
duce, as has been done by the free-trade policy of the party now 
in power. 

ere was no depletion of the Treasury, no failure to meet our 
expenditures with our revenues and have a large margin to pay 
our debts with while the party which stands by and sustains the 
soldiers held the reins of government. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from South Carolina beseeches us not to forget 
God, turn our backs upon Him, go out after false gods, and thus 
bring e us. 

We forgot and brought calamity upon the nation when we 
established and maintained human slavery. The Confederacy 
still further 8 God and more severely suffered when it waged 
war upon the Union to continue and extend that institution of 
iniquity. Let us not again forget God by refusing to provide 
ample comforts for the veterans of that brave Army which, in 
achieving victory for our country, became the architects of the 
nation’s greatness and prosperity, and thus invoke upon ourselves 
another and perhaps greater calamity. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Imove that all debate upon the pending sec- 
tion and all amendments thereto be limited to one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The — oh being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN, 


8 — 8 
Pic En. Lask unanimous consent that the amendment 
of th i gentleman from Iowa, which has been adopted, be made 
section 18 48 of the bill. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York, Mr. SCRANTON, and others 


118 Pi 
. PICKLER. I move that it be made the last section of the 


bg, CHAIRMAN, That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 12, 8 


provision. 
wen to the heirs of all deceased soldiers 
such a certificate, and the names of said 
upon said battle roll.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Very well. 
of order upon the 5 
The CHAIRMAN, R 
Mr. The gentlemen who have spoken upon this 
bill have repeatedly asserted that itisaroll of honor. Certainly all 
true friends of real soldiers will approvemy amendment. It is—— 
The tleman from South Dakota makes 
ir is ready to rule upon it. 
ask unanimous consent to be permitted to 
proceed for five minutes. 
Mr. PICKLER. Move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. WHEELER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, By order of the committee debate upon this 
ee of the bill has pon already concluded—upon the section 
and all amendments to it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed. 
Mr. SCRANTON and others. Regular order. 
Lng eee ge Objection is made. 


Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. TRACEWELL. I intended it for 1864. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, nobody enlisted after January, 1 
These men had all been up there in prison and enlisted la tho 
Army, as I understand, before that date. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
8 Indiana to offer an amendment to his amendment, if he so 

Mr. TRACEWELL. Then I move to amend, if Saat by 
inserting ‘‘ 1864” in place of 18635“ in the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. How about the question of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is in order, 

Mr. PICKLER. But the point is that there has been an amend- 
ment already ado to that part of the bill,on motion of the 
gentleman from lowa—— 

Mr. STEELE. The Chair has already decided the question, and 
I call for 5 order. 

Mr. PI I have the floor now F 
e will just be patient for a little w 

e CHAIRMAN. gentleman fears, South Dakota will 
state his 


The 
SS 
PICKLER. It is that it is too late now to offer an amend- 
ment to this part of the bill, as we have passed from this section. 
The debate was limited on the section and all pending amend- 
eon cet This Check wee EBORE endings the neck accion of Aka 
7 
e question is on agreeing amendmen y the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to be heard upon it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate has been 
exhausted on this question. 
Mr. PICKLER. This is a new amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. On the section and all amendments. 
e eee I hope this will be voted down. It only con- 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. What is the amendmentf Let us have 


it read. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will again reportthe amendment, 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend by making it A ap 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from South Dakota moves 
to amend by substituting © word April“ in place of the word 
January. 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment; 
and on a division (demanded by Mr. Picker) there were—ayes 2, 


noes 48. 
Acc the 5 to the amendment was rejected. 
The C $ uestion is on the amendment of the 
tleman from Indiana ee TRACEWELL]. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 40, 
noes 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section of 


Where a pension disabili SH 
„„ is alrea the. bill. 


m in disn pil wi u ndin — m 
ene 


Seen. ee . cause shall be be adjudicated for increase 


55 I will reserve the point of order upon that. I 
would like to hear what the gentleman has to say about it. 
Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order upon it. 
Mr. FENTON. The reading of the amendment explains it 
1 The Chair will state that all debate has been 
paragraph of the bill and all amendments to it. 
“Tho Chair sustains the point of order made by the gentleman 


Mr. ee CEWELL. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 4, page 1, after the word! States,” as follows: “ Who enlisted 
in the Union Army prior to the Ist day of January, 1865." 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order u; that. We 
have beyond that section, or all debate has been limited 


upon it, and amendments are not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think that amendments 
are cut off. 

Mr. PICKLER. FFF 


The amendment was 
Mr. PICKLER. I the point of order. We do not want 


date ee None of 5 men did enlist after that 
te—Ja 
‘Mr. TRA WELL, Eighteen hundred and sixty-four should 


be the date in the amendment. 
Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman should have made it 1864. It 


Was read 1865. Does the gentleman want to amend it? 


The Clerk read us follows: 


NO. 2. 4 3 this act no pension heretoforo 
granted or which may hereafter ited under the pension laws shall be 
reduced or discon’ 


— — ee for 3 en d. —— S04 error, mistake of fact, or 
recovery from however, That nothing herein contained 
shail be construed to entitle any person t to more than one pension, or as allow- 


more than service, nor to affect or 
—— rights of e and and others under 7 4702, 4706, and tnd 0s of of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States and acts supplemen 
amendatory 1 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert in lin 2, after the word “ disa the f. 
nE page bility, 


‘ollowing: 
ed or reduced until ch fra 
:.:. — 2 


Mr. GRAFF. I offer this amendment because this section does 
not prevent the Commissioner of Pensions from suspending a pen- 
sion upon which a hearing is pending. That is contrary to all 
law in any court, where ts of person or property are under 
consideration. It is one of the points in which the soldiers of this 
country are interested. If the examination into a pensioner's case 

3 he may die and not receive the benefits of thie pen- 


SMr PICKLER. Iwill ask thatthe amendment be again re- 


rted. 
The amendment was again read. 
Mr. PICKLER. That is the law now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The hour and thirty minutes having ex- 
the committee will. under the order of the House, rise and 
— 8 d th Piso ha 
e commi: y rose; an e er roscoe Pei ro- 
— — Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, ore that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the (H. R. 8271) relating 
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to pensions, and had directed him to report the same back to the 
House with an amendment, and with the recommendation that 
as amended the bill do pass 
eee eee ‘from the Committee of the Whole was 
to 
ast PICKLER. I believe it is the desire of the House that we 


take a vote on the bill now instead of to-morrow, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that we do so, All gentlemen can place themselves 
on record to-morrow if they are not here now. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would ask if the boys have come back from 


the horse race? 1 >j 
hope the previous understanding will be car- 


Mr. PAYNE. 
ried out. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the interpretation of the 
rule would be that the question should be taken on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill this afternoon, and the final 
vote on the passage be taken to-morrow; but he will listen to 
advice on the subject. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. LEWIS. I desire to ask if it is in order now to move an 
amendment by way of adding other sections to the bill? 
The SP. It is not in order. 


Mr, LEWIS. I misapprehended the rule. I gave notice on 
Saturday night that I would move an amendment. I understood 
that the bill would not be voted on until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BARTLETT of New York) there were—a ipo: ns, noes 14. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is be engrossed. Under 
the rule the vote on sho Saal: ena is . until to-mor- 
row, after the reading of the 


FREIGHT CHARGES ON VESSELS, ETC. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 
Bost of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of June 10, 


1440 bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2981 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to read as follows: 


ne. 2081. per oficer of the customs, shall be duly notin of the v 
or * . Baoan Er in writing o 
eee bees tags bag or contri 


charges, bution my — average 

pon imported wares, or merchandise in his prensa Ht shall, before 
dalivering such goods, wares, ? 
abie no thereof for consumption, transpo 


nonas to the party or partice claiming veneer S ned by the 

of customs shall m 8 under such 
Seeulatioua anaie Haaren or Fae Breeton —.— such officer 

shall refuse the delivery of such merchandise from any public or bonded 
warehouse or other C — — 


States or 


filed, shall be forfeited to the 
contribution in geoana average due thereon shall 
of such sale in : same manner as other charges and expenses authorized by 
law to be paid therefrom are paid.” 

The Committee on Ways and Means recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: 

Insert in line 11, 1, after the word “consumption,” the following: “or 
to any vessel or vehicle for.“ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for an ex- 
pig. RYN. Mr. Speaker 8 s to steamship 

A w gives 

companies engaged in international trade a lien for freight even 
in the United States when in bond. The purpose of this bill is to 


extend that lien, not only to the ht of the rtation line, 
the ocean line, but also for advanced charges for freight for trans- 
tion from the other side, and also for losses on general aver- 


age. That is all there is in the bill. The bill is reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Ways and Means, and also recom- 


mended by the Secretary of the Treasury in its oes shape. 
Mr. B 8 ew York, 1 15 for e benefit of the 
steamship companies 
Mr. PAYNE. It is ees the benefit of the steamship companies, 


for the benefit of shi , the benefit of those who advanced the 
freight, and also for the benefit of those „ 


onthe SPEAKER, ‘Is chere Gbjectio n? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none. 
The amendment recommended by the igen pee aaa 
The bill as amended was ordered to be eee pega 
8 g; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the yote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A ig Aiea, for the relief of James A. Moore—to the Commit- 


on 
A bill (S. 2637) — o peels to Jane Christian Marye—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2749) to establish the official survey of fractional town- 
ships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6,7, and 8 west, of the sixth 
cipal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west o the 
Niobrara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 
other IB to the Committee on the Public. Lands. 


Ab vide for the erection of range lights at St. 
Josephs Bay, , and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida—to the 
Committee on Interest and Foreign 


A bill (S. 1902) to J E. Burch—to tho 
gran @ pension ennie 0 
Committee on a Pensions 

A bill (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved. by the Senate (the House of Representatives ), That the 
og ean of the Committee on the of the Senate and chairman 
of the Committee on Library of the House of tatives and one 
other member of the Joint Committee on to by the 


two chairmen aforesaid, be, 


they hereby, 
committee, with authority to sit during the ——5 of for — 
oe into the condition of the Co: ger — the 
Garden and to report upon the same at next session 


with such recommendations as may be d. advisable. Also to . — 
gpa for B gr seen custody, and y and ths Botan of the ne ay 


said j itteo i is also a also a erage an —.— 
comm: employ a ies 
ok peat — t — 


5 . — D pepe mrponi including the 
penses e o 

of the sten: her, be taken equally from the 8 funds 

Houses of . — 3 the fo 

To the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of f Robert McGee—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1082) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster at 
ne News, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

II (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs—to the 
Outs on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2324) to relieve John McCarthy from the charge of 
8 the Committee on Naval ee 5 
eS (S. 2594) g an increase of pension to William A. 
Beckford—to the fraisen Ain on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2928) to extend the routes of the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Aena ke 20 and of the Belt Railway y 
of the District of Columb: d for other purposes—to the — 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled 3 
that they had examined and found wuye 3 bills of fol 
lowing titles; ye the Speaker peake sined- ho 

A bill (H. R . 8852) to amend record i of ‘William H. De 


A bill (H. R. SE Oe mE ee: ER 
5 a a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 
prings, Ar 

‘A bill (H. B. 4985) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; and 

A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd. 


NORTH GEORGIA. AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 
Mr. TATE. Mr. Lask unanimous consent for Sepre 


Speaker, 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the 
Georgia Agricultural College from the payment of $450 for dam- 


aged gun. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the North Georgia Agricultural Coll located at 
Dahlonega, in said parmont to the ‘Cnited States 
of the sum of $450, for which sum said collage has become Hable on its bond 


by the destruction ede used in the . of the same, it 

having been sa shown that the d on of said gun by explo- 

result FFT 

6 
„the Ordnance 


e amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ows: 
Strike out all of section 2. 
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acne 1 R. Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. of item I would ask the gentleman if 
there is a communication from the War Department? 

Mr. TATE. No, sir. There is one from the commandant at the 
college. The War Department only states that they do not deal 
with this question; and I have a letter here asking the superin- 
tendent of the college to refer the matter to Congress. They make 
no recommendation whatever. The facts in the case—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is reported by a committee? 

Mr. TATE. Itis reported unanimously by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs or by the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. TATE. By the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, TATE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


FORT LEWIS RESERVATION, COLO. 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the 
lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in the 
State of Colorado, to the public domain. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. SCRANTON, I object. 


GEORGE W. FREEMAN, 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. 
Freeman. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Is objection made?. 

Mr. MILNES. I would like to explain this case. 

The SPEAKER. When bills are presented subject to unani- 
mous consent the House ought to pay attention quite as much as 
at any other time. The Chair hopes, if the House is to go on with 
business in this way, that there will be order, because the respon- 
sibility rests upon every gentleman present. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr.STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a con- 
demned cannon, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

5 re . omer fuller Post No. 2555 Donat: 
ment of Michi; Grand Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., à con- 
demned cannon: ed, That said shall transport said cannon free of 
cost to the Government of the Uni A 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike all out after the word Provided,” and insert the following: 
“That in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such article can 
8 without detriment to the public interests: And provided further, That 
pesca ebay States shall not be subjected to any expense on account of such 

The ee Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 

arliamentary inquiry. 
N The SPEAKER. ‘The ntleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is a motion to amend that by 
adding cannon for another admissible at this time? 

a SPEAKER. It is not admissible if the point of order is 
made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move to amend that bill by 
adding to the bill two condemned cannon for Custer Post, Erie, 
and two for the James D. Clark Post. 

The SPEAKER. The 3 will send up his amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, I object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment must be reported to the 
House first. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have objected to all of these cases. I 
think there ought not to be a coupling of two bills. Now, I have 
no objection to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the o bill? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave no objection to that. 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM GRAY. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of 
William Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to issue to William Gray, late a private in Company D, First 
Regiment of New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum of 8174. 
in full for his claim heretofore allowed by the ee a? ate tment, an 
for which claim the said De ment issued to said Will ray Treasury 

y warrant No. 3000, dated September 20, 1865, which warrant was paid on a 

orged indorsement of the name of said claimant without his authority or 
knowledge, and for which he has never received any return or benefit, and 
said reissued warrant shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


zna 51 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 
Mr, BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
lr. CONNOLLY. Iwill say to the gentleman that this bill was 

up for consideration before, aud he investigated it then. It was 
where a draft was paid on a forged indorsement. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I recollect the gentleman from 
Illinois ene to me about such a bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The report was read at that time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have not investigated it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The reich was read at your request before, 
and all objections were withdrawn. Finally the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox] objected, and that objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The amount is so small I shall 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was Acora 50 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOLLY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. GRAFF. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, 
Peoria County, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to deliver to the city of Elmwood, Peoria County, III. 
1 piece of condemned cast-iron cannon and 20 cannon balls, for use of said 
city: Provided, That said delivery shall be made without expense to the 
United States Government: And provided, That said delivery of said cannon 
can be made without detriment to the said naval service. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRAFF, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN M’LAIN, ALIAS MICHAEL M’LAIN, 


Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of 
John McLain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the of desertion from the tary record 
of John McLain, alias Mi late a member of Company D, Tenth 
Illinois Infantry, and Company I, Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, an: ant 
him an honorable discharge, as of date October 22, 1864, the date he suffered 
an amputation of his left arm by reason of gunshot wounds received while 
spanned with his command against the enemy, at the battle of Independence, 

0 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object, 
and ask for the egy | of the report. 
The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read in part, as follows; 


The Committee on 4 Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5579) for the relief of John McCain, having considered 
annexed substitute therefor, and recommend the titute, 
The War Department report shows that it appears by the official record 
that John McClaine (also borne as John McLain) was enrolled on August 15, 
1861, for three years, mustered in as a private of Company D, Tenth Hlinois 
Volunteers, on September 16, 1861, and properly accoun for until April 30, 
1862, when reported to have deserted at „ Ill. His name is not borne 
m the rolls or returns of his e and regiment after that date; that 
in his sworn statement of January 9, 1884, subscribed by mark as John Mc- 
Lain, he states that when his ment (the Tenth Illinois Volunteers) came 
up the river about N 30, and touched at Cairo, II., he procured a 
ogg his captain to go on shore to obtain tobacco; when he returned 
e boat had left and gone up the river, its destination to him unknown; that 
he then went to St. o., and there joined Company I, Fifth Missouri 
yayin which ent his brother was serving; that after hav- 
ing at stated restated he enlisted under the same name in this 
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ie ar e heen yx ghd found on the records thereof, he finally 
Michael, 


tted that he changed his name to fearing that he might be pun- 


ished for desertion. 
The official 


affidavit, presented to the War Departmen’ hil 

company 2 Independence, Mo., on October sone es left arm was shot 
through and amputated the same day by Dr. Cun regimental surgeon 
Dr. Cundiff was surgeon of that regiment), and that he was also wounded 
in the right wrist in the same battle; that he was sent to hospital at St. Louis, 
where he remained a few days, perhaps ten days, when, being anxious to see 
his family, he went home and never returned, because he thought he could 
never be of any further service to the Government in his maimed condition. 
Though this man's company was in action at Independence, Mo,, on Octo- 
ber 22, 1864, having one man (John W. Sullivan) severely wounded in bowels, 
this statement is wholly incompatible with the official record, which shows 
that on the muster of October 

oner; bre for duty on the muster of 


ding on records 
‘ound that the 


Tinton Garz having been made in 
n e 
* rvices in 


recognized partm 
for a certificate in lieu of 1 to the War Department, 
‘cOlain is stated to have declared May 12, 1892, that he served faith- 
fully until about October, 1864, when he was wounded at Independence, Mo., 
where arm wasamputated; that he was sent to Hickory General Hospital, 
St. Louis, Mo., and there remained one night, when he went home and never 
returned, being no longer fit for caret nei ay 

Under date o May 30, 1892, he testified that he served in Company D, Tenth 
Illinois Infantry, under the name Michael McClain, until he enlisted in the 
Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry; that while serving in the latter o; ization 
he lost his left arm and had right hand Sr gene — him for manual 
labor of any kind, and rende m unable to support his family. 

The War Department reports that no record has been found that the soldier 
was wounded as alleged, or that he was at any time while serving in 
the Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry. On the cones: t appears that he was 

on which he 


e eee his mace gg to the date is reported as having 


The application for the removal of the charge of desertion has been repeat- 
edly denied by the War Department, end now stands so denied, on the ground 
that the period embraced between the date of the soldier's desertion from 
the first organization and that of his enlistment in the second exceeded 
four months; that it has not been established that he was prevented from 
panpa his term of enlistment in the second organization by reason of 
disability con 


m H. Hiram 

Hiram P: McLain, also served in Company I, Fifth Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, rred Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, 
from which he was discharged as Hiram P. McLean. This testimony further 
shows—as bearing upon the discrepancy 9 by the War Department 
report, with reference to the e ment of the command in action at Inde- 
pendence, Mo., on October 22, 1864, in which it is claimed that John MeLain's 
statement as to his being in the charge on that day is totally incompatible 
with the official record, stating that he was on detached service as a wagoner— 
that the two names have been confused, and that it was Hiram P. McLain who 
was de ed as a wagoner at the time of the battle. . 

This contention is 


iment at . Mo., on the 22d 


da 

was made on ber, 1 
he was called to see John McLain, who had just 
ot wound in right wrist and left arm above elbow 
Isle srugeged tn ODARA NDOA the rebels nen commanded ty Gen. Uterine 
Ww en: na u ere en comman n. Sterling 
$ badly shattered above the elbow, so much so that he 
vely necessary to the well-being of the soldier; that 
uaintance with the soldier prior to being called to dress 
y his officers that his name was John 
Lain, and that he was a member oi Company I, Thirteenth ri Vet- 
and that he leftafter the 8 was performed 
and the stump d: ; that he also dressed his right wrist, and that he left 
said soldier in a temporary hospital at Independence, Mo., on the 22d of Octo- 
ber, 1864, and that as he was 5 to eee troops as brigade 
surgeon, he knew nothing of what became of the soldier since the amputa- 

tion save through information received. 

Thisstatement is corroborated by one Perry Twitchell, in an affidavit 
made January 18, 1887, in which he states that he was well acquainted with 
Michael McLain, who was a private in Company I, Fifth Missouri Cavalry, 
Missouri State Militia; that he was png Moock aye of that company; that 
he was appointed ser; 1 8 5 of the rteenth Missouri Volunteer Cav- 
alry,an said Michael McLain was a private in e e I of said regi- 
ment; that said Twitchell was afterward appointed second lieutenant of Com- 

86 Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, in which Michael McLain was a private. 
Bn October 22 1864, between 2 and 4o'clock in the afternoon, the Thirteenth 
poun Cavalry led a charge into the town of Independence, Mo., captur- 

g & battery in the streets of the town; that Company I was 11815 the ad- 
vance, and t Michael McLain received a gunshot wound in the left arm, 
which was afterwards amputated by Dr. Cundiff, regimental su 
the elbow, and he also received a severe wound in the right 
was while on duty in the said en; ent that Michael Mc 
wounds above described, and that he was taken to a tem 
that affiant afterwards learned that he was taken to a hospital at St. Louis, 
Mo.; that he never returned to his regiment for duty, as he was entirely dis- 
abled and not able to do anything; that he hada vivid recollection of all the 
facts stated when the affidavit was made. 

Notwithstanding the failure of the records of the War Department to show 
that this soldier was in the 5 October 22, 1864, at Independence, 
Mo., your committee is sa that the evidence presented sufficiently 
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„above 
wiles that it 
received the 
rary hospital, and 


establishes the fact. There hasalso been presented to your committee a pho- 
. of the soldier, verified so as to establish his identity, which shows 
the left arm amputated near the shoulder, and the right hand and wrist ina 
disabled condition. 

Upon a careful review of all the testimony your committee find that the 
identity of John McLain and Michael McLain been fully established as one 
and the same person, and that John McLain is his proper name; that harig 
obtained leave at Cairo, III., to leave the transport to visit the city, from 
superior officer, and, . returning, finding the transport gone, shows no 
intention to abandon command or desert the service at t time; that 
his su uent enlistment at St. Louis, and his continuous service until 
was completely disabled for further service also ey 75127 any deliberate or 
willful intention to desert; that the amputation of his left arm at Independ- 
ence, Mo., on October 22, 1864, and the injury. to his do e hand and wrist from 
wounds received in the charge mentioned, so completely disabled him as to 
justify the belief on his t he was no longer fit for service, and that he 
might as well remain at home as to return to his command. 

mceding that it was the soldier's duty, in the first instance of dese 
to have reported to the nearest provost-marshal for orders, yet in view 
the fact that the evidence submitted shows that the soldier was not well in- 
formed in such matters, he being unable to write his name even at the pres- 
ent day, your committee believe that the services which he rende 
country thereafter, in the performance of which he me maimed and 
3 for life, sufficiently justifies the granting of the relief now applied 


‘or. 
geu committee therefore recommend the passage of the following sub- 
8 X 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he hereby is, authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John McLain, alias Michael Mc late a member of 
Company D, Tenth Illinois 3 and Company I, Thirteenth Missouri 
Cav: , and grant him an honora je discharge as of date October 22, 1864, 
the date he suffered an amputation of his left arm by reason of gunshot 
wounds received while engaged with his command against the enemy at the 
battle of Independence, Mo.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I am satisfied - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as I have understood the reading of 
this report as far as it has been read, this man has two charges of 
desertion against him. He makes an allegation that he lost an 
arm at the battle of Independence, but the hospital records show 
that he was not engaged there, and there is no record of his being 
engaged there. He states that he lost his arm and went to the 
hospital and remained there one night, and then went home. 
From m r of the of the report that has been 
read, I should not think that I was doing my duty if I should 
allow 80 4 Danie a case of desertion double desertion—to pass 
through this House by my consent. Unless I can hear something 
more in justification of this bill, I must object. 

Mr. BURRELL. I think I can satisfy the gentleman by the 
testimony of the surgeon of the regiment, Dr. Cundiff, and I send 
his affidavit to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Mr. Speaker, I knownothing about the facts 
of this case, but the battle of ee Sr was fought in my 
county. I know that the battle took place, and I know Dr. Cun- 
diff, the surgeon. I have known him for forty years. He is as 
reputable a man as there is in the State of Missouri, and there can 
be no doubt about the facts being as he states them. 

The affidavit was read, as follows: 

STATE or MISSOURI, County of Cass, ss: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned, a no mblis f din 
the State and county aforesaid. W. I. H. Cade M. B. Ee 3 ‘after be- 
ing. gaty sworn by me, makes the following statement: 

hat I am 50 years of age and a practicing physician and surgeon in the 

town of Pleasant Hill, Cass County, Mo., and was surgeon of the Thirteenth 
Missouri Veteran Volunteer Ca on the 2d day of September, 1864, to 
the 4th or September, 1865. And that while acting in that capacity on or 
about the day of October, 1864, at Independence, Mo., I was called to see 
one John McLain, who had just been wounded by a gunshot wound in right 
wrist and left arm above elbow joint. The wounds were fresh and, in my 
opinion, had just been received while engaged in a charge upon the rebels. 

en commanded by Gen. Sterling Price. The arm was badly shattered 
above the elbow, so much so that I deemed amputation positively necessar 
to the 5 the said soldier. I had no special uaintance with call 
soldier prior to being called to dress his wounds. Then I was told by his offi- 
cers that his name was John McLain, and that he was a member of Company 
I, Thirteenth Missouri Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. I left after the amputa- 
tion was performed and the stump dressed; I ulso dressed his right wrist. I 
left said soldier in a temporary hospital at Independence, Mo., on the 22d day 
of October, 1864. As Iwas compelled to accompany the troops as brigade 
surgeon, I know nothing of what . — of said soldier since the amputation, 
save through information received. I have no interest in the prosecution 
this claim, nor am I related to said John McLain to my knowledge. 

W. H. H. CUNDIFP, M. D., A. E. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the date of that affidavit? 

Mr. BURRELL. April 21, 1886. 

Mr. LOUD. The records of the War Department showed that 
this man's ment was not engaged in that battle at all. 

Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Speaker, there is another affidavit that I 
should like to have read, the affidavit of Lieutenant Twichell. 

The affidavit was read, as follows: 

S eae BRADFORD, ARK., January 17, 1887. 

This is to certify that I was orderly sergeant in an independent Apan: 
of cavalry known as the Schofield DEPOTE AAA attached to the Fifth Mis. 
souri Cavalry, Missouri State Militia, as Company I. Michael McLain was a 
peiras in said read mon We both reenlisted in the Thirteenth Missouri 

valry, pee toge her over two years up to that time. 1 was well ac- 

uainted with Michael McLain. I was 1 sergeant-major of the 
Thirteenth Missouri Veteran Cavalry, and Michael McLain was a private in 
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Com: I of said regiment. I was afterwards a: ted second lieutenant 
of Company 1. Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, in W. ich Michael McLain was a 


vate. 
On October 22, 7 between 3 and 4 o'clock in the afternoon, the Thirteenth 
a 


Missouri Cavalry into the town of Independence, Mo., capturing 
a battery in the streets of the town. Com y 1 Thirteenth Missouri Cav- 
alry, was the extreme advance. chael McLain received a ot 
wound in the left arm, which was afterwards amputated by Dr. our 
regimental su It was amputated above the elbow. He also received 
a severe wound in the right wrist. It was while on duty in engagement 
that Lain received the wounds above d . He was taken 
to a tem hospital, and I afterwards learned he was taken to a hi tal 
at St. Louis, Mo. 1 McLain never returned ent for duty, 
as he was entirely disabled and not able to do an . I have a vivid rec- 
ollection of all the facts as here stated. I am 43 years of age and work on 

railroad I am not related in any way to the 


eae e a 
PERRY TWICHELL. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 
the House to the condition in which we find ourselves in this case. 
The records of the War Department, as cited in the report, show 
that this man’s regiment could not have been engaged in that bat- 
tle, and we are here 8 the affidavits of two parties against 
the records of the War t. Either the report of the 
committee is radically wrong, or else there is something radically 
8 this case one or the other. This affidavit states that 
Dr. diff amputated this man’s arm. But Dr. Cundiff does 
not make any such statement. 

Mr. BUR L. Les, sir; he does. 

Mr. LOUD. He simply makes the statement that he was there. 

Mr. BURRELL. And he certifies that he amputated the man’s 


arm. 
Mr. BRUMM. I should like to ask whether the committee has 
investigated this matter. 
Mr. BURRELL. Yes, sir; and has made a favorable report. 
Mr. BRUMM. Is itnot probable that this man was on detached 
service—that he was acting with a detachment of these troops. 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, this last man swears that the company was 


. BRUMM. It was a very common thing for men to be on 
detached x 

Mr. VAN HORN. Very common. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded tothe considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. BUR. , a motion to reconsi the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


eram the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 
To Mr. DRAPER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Bracu, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. AVERY, for ten days, on account of important business. 
The motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was then to; and 
rinse pat (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert Moss i The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a Pi or the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry H. Golight, administrator of 


bert Rollins, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BILL. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, sub- 
mitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 8189) to amend 
an act entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 2 
military, and other ee approved July 1, 1862; to 
amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved Maye 

er 


878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act and o 
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to pro- 
vide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds 
to aid in the construction of certain rai , and to secure the 
payment of all indebtedness to the United States of certain com- 
panies therein mentioned, (Report No, 1497, part 2.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8493) making a 
tion to dredge a channel between Ship Island Harbor and the pier 
of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad at Gulfport, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 8494) to amend section 3 of the 
act approved June 27, 1890, entitled “An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor,and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent parents to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 8495) granting to John Hill 
Post, No. 86, of Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 can- 
non balls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8496) granting to John G. Tolmie Post, No. 
50, Grand Army of the Republic, of Phillipsburg, N. J., 4 con- 
demned cannon and 20 cannon balls—to the Committee on Nayal 


By Mr. SCRANTON; A bill (H. R. 8497) to incorporate the 
3 Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild—to the Committee on 

e Ju 2 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8498) to provide for con- 
struction of a building in Washington City, to be known as the 
Han a Patriotism—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8499) in relation to taxes and 
tax sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8500) to amend the laws 
of District of Columbia as to married women, to make parents 
the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8501) to require persons who 
make their residence on boats on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers 
to obtain license, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and 8 Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8502) to amend section 
4488 of the Revised Statutes, relating to life-saving appliances on 
shipboard—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


exies. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 8503) to donate 4 condemned 
cannon and 50 cannon shot to the Allen County Soldiers’ Monu- 
mental Association, Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr, WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8504) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to adjudicate certain claims arising under the provisions 
of the act of March 12, 1863, entitled “An act to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property, and for the prevention of frauds 
in insurrectionary districts within the United States —to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 8505) to provide for the rees- 


tablishment of a military post and garrison at Me.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS: A memorial of the Mississippi legislature, 


EE passage of a bill to construct a canal to connect Shi 
Island Harbor with the pier of said Gulf and Ship Island Railroad 
at Gulfport—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A memorial of the gen- 
eral court of Massachusetts, relative to the establishment of a 
. at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary ‘airs. 

By e San spot i of Mississippi, 
relative to an appropriation $500, or dredging channel to 
connect Ship island Starboe with pier of Gulf and Ship Island 
ocho at Gulfport, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A memorial of the legislature of Flori 
asking the purchase of Appomattox for purposes of a natio 

Kk, and the erection of a memorial monument therein. 
mmittee on Military Affairs. 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were = and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8506) for the benefit of Francis M. 
Faront, of Bellevue, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8507) for the benefit of Theadore Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Wil- 
8 Snyder, of Prescott, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8509) co: ing the mili record of, and 
granting an honorable discharge to, Jack H. Parker, Company E, 
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7 United States Colored Troops to the Committee on 
itary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Tazwell C. Merrill to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8511) ing a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8512) to pension Thompson F. 
Frisby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8518) for the relief of the 
pee Works, of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8514) to grant a pension to 
Charles C. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8515) to grant a pension to William Flaig 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 8516) for the relief of William 
H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succession of Myra Clark 
Gaines, deceased, late of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) for the relief of William H. Wilder, 
testamentary executor of the succession of Myra Clark Gaines, 
deceased, of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILLER of West ag, sees bill (H. R. 1 for the 
relief of James Crosson—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a on to 
Katharin e Quick senpene the Committee on Invalid P. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. i 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8521) Sener pi a pension to Mary E. Peck—to 
aße Mz PICKLER: A bill GH. K. 8522) granting a pension to 

r. A (H. R. gran a 
Mark Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8523) granting 

a pension to Mrs. Lily E. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invali 


Pensions, 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8824) to pension William 
Rice, Company G, Tenth Ohio Cavalry, at an increased rate—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 8525) to increase the ion of 
Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, widow of Capt. George W. Yates, Sev- 
enth United States Cavalry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R.8526) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8527) to correct the records 
of Cass County Regiment Missouri Home Guards, so as to place 
the name of the late Irwin ey! on grade as captain of scouts— 
to the Committee on Military j 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8528) for the re- 
lief of Se E Childress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8529) ting a pension to 
Helen V. Rorer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8530) for the relief of John 
Armstrong, pe the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8531) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph E. Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Remonstrance and petition 
of citizens of Clearfield, Pa., 8 r the acceptance of 
the statue of Père Marq: Statuary to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, protest of citizens of Coburn and vicinity, State of Penn- 
Sylvania, against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian 


undertakings, and for a constitutional amendment e making 
a proprias for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 
udiciary. 


By Mr. BLUE: Petition of John L. Snyder and 924 others, pray- 
ing for a change in the laws governing the National Soldiers“ 
Hornan ao as to permit outdoor relief—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs 

Also, petition and remonstrance of R. H. Kepperling and 44 
other citizens of Junction City, Kans., against the statue of Pére 
are remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 


brary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 8503, 
for the 8 of Fort Garrison as a military post to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By es ee oE aO 3 of San Diego, Cal., 
remonstrating against appropriations for sectarian purposes—to 
the Committee on the J ADATT z 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of citizens of Elmo, Mo., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- 
class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the adjutant-general of 


) granting a pension to George Sutton— M 


Towa, in favor of Senate bill No. 2849, for the revision of the mi- 
litia law—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petitions of Charles R. White, C. W. Mont- 
gomery, and others, of Natchez, Miss., asking for favorable ac- 
tion on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent let- 


ter postage per half ounce and to amend the postal laws relati 
to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of publishers of the Daily Astorian, 
ia, Oreg., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of 110 Grand Army men of 
Ohio, in favor of a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Petition of citizens of Kentucky, urging 
the paraga of House bill No. 653, for the relief of the book agents 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church Sonth—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the board of supervisors of 
Alamedo County, Cal., favoring certain improvements in San 
5 p es Ae Rivers and eee 

y Mr. (by request): Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 8464, consisting of explanations—to the Committee on 
e eee Paper t House bill No. 8465 

so (by request): Paper to accompany House 0. 
being an explanation of said bill to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Letter of Hon. Warren Up- 
ham, secr: of the Minnesota Historical Society, 5 
tain changes in the issuance of public documents to the ~ 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. of West Virginia; Petition of James Crosson 
and others, in support of his bill for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition of Dr. Eliza Cook and others, 
praying for arbitration in international disputes—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance and tion of citizens of Panaca, Genoa, 
and Deeth, of the State of Nevada, asking for the removal of the 
Marquette statue from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 


Library. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post- 

and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Nor- 
wich, Conn., in favor of the adoption of the metric system of 
belay pe and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


easures. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Mount Washington Loäge, 
No. 276, International Association of Machinists, pesying tor 0 
appointment of a committee of investigation to inquire into the 
treatment of machinists in the United States navy-yards and ar- 
senals, particularly the Brooklyn Nayy-Yard—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of John C. Lawlerand19 others; 
also of Carl C. Wilson and 12 others, all of Salem, Ind., fayori 
the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 3 
laws to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 28, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MIL nhUnx, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing bills; which had previously been signed by the Speaker of 
the House of resentatives: 

A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expense 
pE 55 a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 

Springs, X 
A ball (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William H. De Freest; 
A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; and 
A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr, SEWELL ted a petition of the Home Mission Board 
of the Southern tist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for 
the release of Rey. A. J. Diaz; which was referred to the mmit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of the South Bend Medicine 
Company of South Bend, Ind.; of the A, Burdsal Company of 
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Indianapolis, Ind., and of the National Wholesale Druggis' 
ciation of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the rebate on alcohol; 
which were ord to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial,in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of members of the Baptist church of Browns- 
ville, Tenn., remonstrating against the arrest, in the Island of 


ists’ Asso- 


Cuba, of Rev. A. J. Diaz, a naturalized citizen of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of Phil. H.Sheridan Post, No. 
72, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of South Dakota, 
of Faulkton, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gregory 
County, S. Dak., praying that lands be ted free to settlers 
under the homes law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Newbern, N. C., praying that an appropriation be made to pro- 
vide for the erection of a clock tower and clock with illuminated 
dial, to be placed upon the public building now being constructed 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Maine National Associa- 
tion of Stationary Engineers, No. 1, of Portland, Me., praying for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize and increase the 
efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also pocenia a 9 of Shepley Camp, No. 4, Sons of 
Veterans, Division of Maine, of Portland, Me., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation authorizing the members of their order to 
wear the distinctive badge adopted by them upon all occasions of 
ceremony, and also by officers and enli men in the Army and 
Navy who are members of that order; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He age beeen titions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash.; of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa.; of the 
Jewelers’ Association of New York, and of the Duluth Jobbers’ 
Union, of Duluth, Minn., praying for the establishment of a de- 

ent of commerce and manufactures; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Florida, relative to the improvement of the Withlacoochee 
River; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

orial n of the United States asking an aj riation for the 
Ae = sn Se Be 4 the Withiacooches ives 2 


Whereas the Withlacoochee River from Pembertons Ferry to the Gulf of 
rich in agricul- 


sentatives in Co be, and the same are hereby, requested to use all 
honorable means secure an adequate appropriation to thoroughly and 
effectually accomplish the objects herein named. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to each of our Representatives and Senators in Congress a copy of these 
resolutions. 

Approved June 1, 1895. 

STATE OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 
I, John L. pe hace secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 


that the fo; isa true and correct copy of a memorial to Con- 
of the United States asking an appropriation for the improvement of 
on of the ture of 


he Withlacoochee River, as passed the regular sessi 
the State of Florida, 1895, and as filed in this office. 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
hassee, the capital, this 24th day of April, A. D. 1896. 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD. 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Florida, relative to the improvement of the entrance to Cum- 
berland Sound; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial to the of the United States asking that the oor pelt 
of the entrance to berland Sound be placed upon the list of continued 
appropriations. 


Whereas the phosphate industry of Florida is now upon so extensive a 
scale of development that there is needed all the facilities of commerce for 
the in g demand for export to foreign countries; and 

Whereas the cost of export is largely dependent upon the depth of water 
which will enable vessels of the t class to enter our ports; an 
dina, known as the entrance 
y 


vessels engaged in 


er e 
United 8 


Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, That our representa- 
tives in Congress be requested to urge upon — Congress of the United States 
to place the improvement of Cumberland Sound upon the list of continued 
age steerage th as a measure of very great commercial importance to 
the interests of Florida and of the whole country, and more economical in 
every respect; and that the secretary of state be requested to send a copy of 
this preamble and resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in 


Approved May 22, 1895. 
STATE OF FLORIDA, Office Secretary of State, ss: 

I, John L. Crawford, secret: of state of the State of Florida, do here’ 
certify that the foregoing N and correct copy of a — ert to be 


Congress of the United States asking that the improvement of the entrance 
to bb epee Sound be placed upon the list of j appropriations, as 


e session of the ture of Florida, 1895, and as filed and 
of record in office. 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
hassee, the capii 


this Ath day of April, A. D. 1896. 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD, Secretary of State. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Minneapolis (Minn.) 
Branch of the Journeymen Stonecutters’ Association of North 
America, remonstrating against the employment of convict labor 
on public buildings or on material used in the construction of the 
same; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of Abraham Lincoln Council, 
No. 2, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Boise, 
Idaho, praying for the of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday I presented a petition of the 
members of Mount Washington L „No. 276,of the Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, Concord, N. H., asking for a 
committee of investigation to inquire into the treatment of ma- 
chinists in the United States navy-yards. The petition was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I understand 
that there are numerous similar petitions before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and I ask that the petition be recalled from the 
Committee on Education and Labor and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be 80 
ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda 
Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
eee the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment: 

A bill (S. 2943) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
who Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; 


an 

A bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2945) to amend an act approved Poka 6; 
1888, entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Alabama River,” reported it with amendments. f 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 266) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. Harris on the 14th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the 
amendment eppropriating one-half of a year’s salary each to the 
widows of M. F. Watkins, Charles Stone, and James Newsom, 
late members of the Capitol police, reported it without amend- 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2676) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, 
of the State of New York, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2415) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator of 
Henry Van Vleck, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. G GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the toana bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: ; 
aA bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 

vens; - 
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A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 
A bill 575 R. 2826) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday; 
(H. 


A bill R. 4182) granting increase of pension to Georgianna C. 
Hall, dependent SA en of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late 
surgeon, United States Army; and 

A bill m R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. 

Mr. AL , from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1336) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen 
Riordon, rted it with amendments. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate 
Grant, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2540) to provide tompensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards set a and reserved as 
the Yellowstone National Park, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 

Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and 
provide for the government of Greer County, Okla.,and for other 


Pp , to report it favorably. 
HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that he put 
the bill on its passage. : 
Mr I was about to ask, as it is a House bill and 


those poopie are without any government, that the bill be taken 


now. 
Mr. E. Not to give rise to any debate? 
Mr. TELLER. No; I think not. 


Mr. a Py If it leads to any debate I shall have to call for the 
ronlar order. - 
TELLER. If it gives rise to any debate I will withdraw it. 


eur HALE. After it is disposed of I shall ask for the regular 
er. 
The Secretary read the bill by title. 


Mr. BATE. As the bill affects the rights of Texas and I know 
of no agreement about it, I wish to state that neither of the Sena- 
tors from Texas is present, and as it is a matter of importance they 
might desire to be here. That is all I suggest. I see neither of 
them in his seat. I know nothing about any objections to the 


bill. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not hear what the Senator from Tennessee 


says. 

Mr. BATE. I say the bill affects the rights of Texas more or 
less, in relation to its boundaries, and neither of the Senators from 
Texas is present, 

Mr. TELLER. There is a bill of the same character, introduced 
by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 3 

Mr. BATE. He ought to be present when this bill is considered. 

. TELL The Supreme Court has decided all the ques- 
tions concerning Texas, and there is no controversy on the subject. 

Mr. BATE. t may be true, but there may be a question as 
to the adjustment of the line or torpeng ar that kind. I see 
neither of the Senators from Texas here. at is the only point 
I make. It is a matter of courtesy to them. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that 
if when the junior Senator from Texas comes in he has any objec- 
tion to the bill we will reconsider the vote. I suggest that he let 
the bill pass now. 

Mr. BATE. All right. ` 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported with an amend- 
ment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 22, after the word shall,” 
strike out the words ‘‘as soon as appointed.” 

Mr. TELLER. Lask that that amendment may be disagreed 
to. It is immaterial. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER] on the 14th instant, to report it without 
amendment. 

9 PALMER. I ask for the present consideration of the res- 
olution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Dedication of the Chickama: 
Chattan National Park be, and it is hereby, authorized to expend sum 
pnn e pre tion of a map and illustrations for the full report of the 

tion ex to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


and 


MARGUERITE SHANKLAND, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent ses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on the 16th ultimo, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Marguerite Shankland, daughter of Manning R. 
Shankland, ef late a clerk in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, 
a sum equal to six months’ salary, at the rate allowed by law to said clerk. 
out of the miscellaneous items ” of the contingent fund of the Senate; said 
payment to be considered as in lieu of all funeral expenses or other allow- 
ances, 


MRS. SARAH TAYLOR. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Roach February 5, 1896, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to Pipe out of the Py gee mene for miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund o the Senate,to Mrs. Sarah Taylor, mother of James Tay- 
lor, deceased, late a Senate laborer, the sum of $30. being an amount equal 
six months’ salary as laborer aforesaid, the said sum to include all funeral 


or other allowances. 
CLARA YEARGIN,. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Insy on the 11th ultimo, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be. and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Clara oe widow of John W. i 
late a laborer of the Senate of the United States, a sum 
salary at the rate allowed by law to said laborer, out of the miscellaneous 
items” of the contingent fund of the Senate, said payment to be considered 
as in lieu of all expenses or other allowances. 


O. F. LYNCH. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. FAULKNER on 
the 27th instant, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to appoint C. F. Lynch a messenger, who be 
paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 

tingent Expenses of the Senate, until otherwise provided for. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I merely wish to state to the Senate that 
this is the case of the employee of the Senate, a laborer, who was 
so seriously injured about weeks ago by a fall while putting 
up the flag over the Senate wing of the Capitol. He has been 
lying at the point of death. It is very doubtful whether he will 
recover, but if he does it is anticipated that he will be paralyzed 
from his waist down. He has a large family and his expenses 
are exceedingly heavy upon him. I introduced the resolution to 
relieve him in some measure from the burdens that rest upon him 
by reason of this serious accident. I ask that the resolution be 
now put on its . 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 

JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago the Senate passed a bill, 
Senate bill 1784, granting a ion to Josephine Foote Fairfax, 
the widow of the late Rear-Admiral Fairfax, at the rate of $50 per 
month. It went to the House of Representatives, and they have 
returned a House bill in identically the same terms and granting 
the same rate of pension. I am directed by the Committee on 
Pensions to report back favorably the House bill, being the bill 
(H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax, and 
as a similar bill has once passed the Senate and it will take but a 
moment for its consideration, I ask unanimous consent that it be 
now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place on 
the pemon roll the name of J pe Foote Fairfax, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral Donald MacNeill Fairfax, of the United 
States Navy, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2965) to 
amend an act entitled An act to restrict the ownership of real 
estate in the Territories to American citizens,” etc.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accom ying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2966) confirming the 
title of mixed-blood Indians to their lands and allowing the same 
to be alienated under certain circumstances; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2967) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. : 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2968) for the relief of A. C. 
Landis, late lieutenant of Company K, One hundred and seyenth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2969) for the relief of Lieut. T. R. 
Kennedy, omy roy F, Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2970) to provide for the en- 
larging and improving the building of the United States court and 
1 at Greensboro, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Par WOLO qtr soar bill (S. 2971) ting i 

T introduced a Ê gran a pension 
to Frederick D. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, ? 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2972) to authorize and 
direct the Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the 
account of John W. Ross, late postmaster at Washington, D. C., 
with certain amounts now charged | y 
such postmaster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
eae bry DADELS; referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 140) relating to 
the annual re of the Chief of Engineers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria and ordered to 


be printed. 
Mr. SHOU Psubmitted an amendment intended to be proposed b; 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Ap tions, and ordered to be printed. 
J (( 
im to iency appropriation bill; whi 
Was eee to the 3 on Foreign dec and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 
LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. Isubmitan amendment intended 
to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examina- 
tion and classification of certain lands im California. I ask to 
have it printed, and I express the hope that it may be printed so 
that it will be upon the desks of Senators to-morrow. 

Mr. WHITE. We wish to call up the bill as soon as ible, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 

THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it ag le a = 

Ordered, That 300 extra copies of H. R. report thereon, No. 799, 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Maine asks the Senate to 

roc to the consideration of the 9 bill, Which he 

FFF lad, with hi ission, to have the 
unanimous consent of the Fass to pass a bill I hold in my hand, 
being the bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled An act to 
authorize the Union ilroad Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Monongahela River,” 1 February 

18, 1893. It consists of only about eight or ten lines. 

Mr. HALE. If it is not to give rise to debate, I will yield to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. . A 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) 
making sopen iations for sundry civil nses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CANNON, 
Mr. HANER of Nebraska, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; and 

A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorizethe 
Oregon and Washington Bridge Com to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of 
ar and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post- 
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The m further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, each with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the 3 

A bill (8. =) to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; and 

A bill (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Columbia, 

The message also announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief of William B. 

A bill (H. R. 4824) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 


Comer, III.; 
A bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North Georgia Agricultural 
College from the payment of $450 for damaged gun; 

A bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and 5 the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon; 

bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; and 

A bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of John McLain, alias Michael 
c A 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7542) makin ey og ae for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


poses. 
The ee e to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of the bill, the pending 
. being on the amendment reported by Mr. CHANDLER, 
f an the Committee on Naval Affairs, on page 2, after line 23, to 
insert: 

And ed 
tions if this bill to any Giese tn the Nes 3 Ie Chine on hate 
reeves list while such oos Ss em pen fy Aor une 30, far any parma: 

— or war material N 

e eee eee 

Mr. BACON. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I desire to offer an amendment, not to the pending amendment, 
but to a different portion of the bill, to come in on page 52. The 
purpose in offering it now is, as it relates to a very important fea- 
ture of the bill, that it may be printed,so that Senators may have 
an opportunity to examine it before it comes up for consideration, 

Mr. HALE, Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, after line 15, insert: 


said armor 
armor plate within said limit, he shall delay action and re; the offers made 
to the next session of Congress. “i pea sii 


Mr. HALE. The Senator offering the amendment that 
it shall be printed. Isu that the clerks see to it t it be 
sent at once to the Public Printer, so that it may be here this 


afternoon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Ihope we may conclude the bill to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is a separate amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Itis aseparate amendment, offered by the Sena- 
A eee IDENT. The amendment will be printed as 
indica 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read once more. 

The Secr on 8 read Mr. Bacon’s amendment. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Senator from New n [ Mr. CHAND- 
LER] from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. GORMAN, I call the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire who offered the amendment to the fact that the 
amendment as it stands simply provides“ that no payment shall 
be made from the appropriations in this bill to any officer in the 
Navy or Marine Corps on the active or retired list while such 
officer is employed, r January 1, 1897, by any person or com- 
pany furnishing naval supplies or war material to the Govern- 
ment; and such employment is hereby made unlawful after said 
date.” Of course it would compel any officer who desired to re- 
pene in the employment of one of these firms to resign from the 

avy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will notice that the date is not 
right in the amendment as he reads it. He has the printed amend- 
ment. The time was changed by the direction of the committee 


to June 30, 1897, so that it gives officers who may be in employ- 
ment of this kind a year from the 30th of June next to find other 
employment. 

. GORMAN. But the suggestion I made to the Senator yes- 
terday was that the amendment confines its operations to the 
bill. If the rule be a proper 
retired officers by any firms 


appropriations made in the pen 
one to exclude the employment 
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outside, it ought to be made a permanent provision and not be 
confined to appropriations in this bill, which would expire 
one year from the ist of July next. 


ul ular gra ane The committee do not wish to do 


9 bill, and that the only way tonene in which 
Seaton al by limiting the a by 
ing amendments that are not subject to © point of order. IfI 
were to e the amendment in pursuance of the suggestion of 
the § Senator from Maryland and make it simply a general provi- 
sion of law, as soon as that change was safely completed the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] would per! rise and say the 
whole amendment is out of order. It is the first requisite to an 
amendment to have it in order. 

Mr. GRAY. If I may be allowed, I will state that the latter 
clause of the amendment, as I heard it read just now, would seem 
to settle the whole matter so far as these officers are concerned by 
rendering such employment unlawful. No officer could stay in 
the Navy and have such employment in the face of that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. After that date. 5 

Mr. GORMAN, Isubmit to the Senator from New 
. 8 itis legislation as it stands. 

Mr. C LER. It is not general legislation to say that we 
will not make payment from the annual appropriations for the 
Navy to officers of the Navy who are in private employment, en- 
gaged in the service of contractors with the Government. That 
is an amendment which is entirely within the scope and limit of 
the power of amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I su a pte ge nia amine gegen’ pms orgs pos td 
the amendment with that in his mind FW 
that would be raised otherwise. Did he not 

Mr. CHANDLER. The purpose in Pave the amendment 
„ pha n eer) 
because I knew that if it was sought to put it in the form of gen- 
eral legislation upon the bill it would be objected to. Irepeat, no 
reasonable limitation upon the expenditure of money in an appro- 
priation bill is out of proekt, even SANT changes an existing A 
An tion made for a gen purpose one year ma; 
AeA next year’s * bill, and specific 5 
5 given how to spend that money. An amendment for 
that purpose is not out of order. If the Senator from Maryland 
will consent that that amendment may be over for the 
present I will examine the language of it; perhaps it can be put in 
a shape to satisfy him. 

Mr. GO aze right in the midst of tho discussion upe 

Mr. HALE. Weare right in the midst of the 
this matter. Having the 1 
would rather that U wona repeal p 3 now, i 


any further discussion upon it, and that we eee ae it, 
and then come to other matters which are perhaj im- 
ce. The Senator from New Ham and from 

land can come to an accord in this matter so far as they are 


concerned and fix the amendment while further discussion is 


ing on. I object to its going overnow and upagain. 
the Senator put in the words hereafter em — 5 


Mr. GO I move, then, toamend the amendment so as to 
read as follows: 
77... te pate Seats She SODA Pet lst wie 


any officer in the Na ce ane Cree 
such officer 83 after June 30, 1898 
A HAWLEY. That would be general legislation 
8 June 30, 1897. is the date of my amendment. 
Mr. GORMAN. I think the whole matter is eral legisla- 
tion. The last four words in line 8 are unquestionably general 


legislation: 
And such employment is hereby made unlawful after said date. 
That line is as much general 1 tion as the words “‘ hereafter 


employed.” If the point of er will hold at all, it will hold 
the amendment as it now “oN The point I make is, 
it is right, if the Naval Committee, after due deliberation, have 
come to the conclusion that we ought to exclude these officers on 
the retired list from this porse employment, the rule ought to be 
general, and it ought to be made permanent, so that such officers 
may have notice of it. 
Mr. HAWLEY, And immediately cut off those who have this 
employment? 
. GORMAN. That is the suggestion of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; not mine at all. 
Mr. HAWLEY. What would be the effect of the Senator's 
amendment to the amendment? 
Mr.GORMAN. It would make the provision permanent. It 
would not only confine it to the present appropriation, but to all 
ae! TE made by Congress. 
HAWLEY. Dol understand that it would compel the dis- 
charge immediately of those two gentlemen? 


Mr. GORMAN. After June 30, 1898—in two years. 
Mr. HALE. June 30, 1897. 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Committee on Naval 


Affairs have concluded that the employment should not be cut off 
3 view of the fact t it was perfectly lawful to 
engage in the employment, that it was done with the knowl 
alae : sags eee 3 
whole ma was e e Navy t, in- 
stead df it, en the nayal officers who were 
on the retired list to go into the private employment of these firms 
for the purpose of the manufacture from the beginning, 
thing ee gee 8 ayes . and bei es 
ut i ent enco it, and it no 
only the desire of the Department, but of the officers the ves, 
those two officers on the retired list ought not to be cut off imme- 
diately, if cut off at all. But if the rule is a proper one to apply 
to the E bill, it ought to apply to all. That is 


the 
. CHANDLER, I deport the following language: 


3 yment shall be made from the appropri- 
ogg officer in the Navy or Marine Corps, on 
ee ee aa By iman ron ang ero oyed, after Jume 1897, bran aay 


— cee mt of an: 3 
. date 

Mr. GORMAN, That will cover it. 
“ae HALE. That would allow officers who are now in the 

avy— 

Mr. CHANDLER. To continue 
CARA HALE. To beemployed after July. The Senator wants 

Mr. CHANDLER, ee effect of the provision. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. Presiden: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. “The modification submitted upee 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated, and then the 
will recognize the Senator from Florida. 
The SECRETARY. Insert after the word “ employment,” in line 
7 of the amendment. of any officer not now in such employ- 
— * so.as to read 

— | J have been listening in vain to hear some good 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
has addressed the Chair. The modificatio: 5 
tor from New Hampshire will be first sta 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to insert after the word em- 
ployment,” in line 7, the words of any officer not now in such 
employment”; so as to read: 

And such ent of any officer not now in such 
— —— Renee pete 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think nothing illustrates more 
clearly the fact that there is no „5 there may not 
be great differences of opinion than the debate on the pending 
amendment. It seems that the y tofurnish the 
steel armor for battle ships proposed a contract to the Govern- 
ment by which the Government should appoint a naval officer as 
an inspector for the purpose of determining the performance of a 
contract made with that y, and that the same com. 
has further agreed, not with the Government, but in fact A 
another officer of the United States, a retired officer, that he shall 
have no kind of connection with the decision as to the perform- 
ance of this contract by the company and no connection whatever 
with it; but that they will not only agree to take thei 
the regular commissioned officer of the Navy, to decide on the 
fact of the contracts being satisfactorily performed, but will also 
employ in the execution of this contract another officer, who shall 
be subject to court-martial if he shall fail to perform his duty to 
the Government by concealing, while in the employment of the 
company, any defect in the completed armor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the Senator add, which officer is also abso- 
lutely idle under the law. 

Mr. CALL. Well, that is true, but to this point it does not ex- 
actly relate. This companys stipulates that the Government shall 
have, by ase oficer, an absolute protection in 
the preparation of oy eee and in its execution, who shall 
inspect for the Government, subject in all respects to the disci- 
pline of the Navy, and that they will take another officer of the 
Government, a retired officer, having nothing to do with the Gov- 
ernment in the performance of 3 of i kind, receiving a pen- 
sion only, but still bound b: pline of the Navy, and sub- 
ject to be court-martialed i Pog hall s conceal any defect whatever 
in the armor when completed. 

How is the Government of the United States injured by having 
a skilled officer, not in i employment = the Government, but 
subject to discipline and court-martial, if he shall conceal any 
defects? It seems a singular idea to me ‘that objection should be 
made to this additional security for the performance of the con- 
tract, Soden the retired officer is not only bound by the esprit de 
corps of his profession, but he is bound by the penalty of a trial 
by court-martial for concealing or being guilty of any kind of 
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collusion with the company in the performance of this contract. 
He has nothing to do with its examination, nothing to do with its 
acceptance by the Government, and it would be a high crime and 
a misdemeanor on the part of the superior officer of the Navy if 
he intrusted to anyone, to the regular commissioned officer, wholly 
removed from any connection with this Government, the {aby 
of the contract. But the retired officer has nothing to do with 
it. The argument for this amendment is that the company are to 
1 by their agreement with the retired officer that his skill 
and his knowledge shall be utilized to deceive the Government, to 
give it incomplete armor, to give it armor in which there is a 
carefully prepared defect. This is not true; he is employed to 
see that the performance of the contract, so far as the company 
are concerned, shall be completely and fullyin accordance with the 
stipulations made. That is the point of view in which the thing 
presents itself to me. 

What is the argument? How can a retired officer affect inju- 
riously the Government? It has been said by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that he is familiar with the officers of the 
Navy. Admitit. Is that familiarity to cause the superior officers 
of the Navy to violate their duty to the Government? Is it to be 
assumed that because this officer is employed by a company to do 
what?—to exercise his skill and judgment in the performance of his 
contract according to stipulations—that therefore the officers of 
the Navy will receive, either from favor, from association, or from 
some corrupt motive, some inducement to betray their duty? I see 
no conclusion of that kind. I do not see that there is any antago- 
nism as presented by the Senator from South Carolina [Nr. TILL- 
MAN] between the company and the Government of the United 
States. Such antagonism can only result through fraud. The 
interest of the company is to see that the contract is ormed 
according to its stipulation, and that is the interest of the United 
States; and if yon assume that fraud is going to intervene by the 
employment of an officer, bound under severe penalties not to do 
the thing which it is assumed he will do, namely, betray the Goy- 
ernment, that is another proposition which has no foundation. 

I think there is another and a greater objection to the amend- 
ment, not only that it is utterly impossible that the officer can do 
any injury to the Government because of this employment, not 
only because the officer of the Navy who is charged with the in- 
spection and approval is just as much subject to corrupt influence 
without the employment of the retired officer as with the employ- 
ment, but also Pous the Government of the United States is 
interested in having its officers the most accomplished and skilled 
men who can be had anywhere. How is that to be attained? Is 
an officer of the Navy to be accomplished in the manufacture and 
inspection of steel armor by being withdrawn entirely from em- 
ployments connected with that art? Is that the way a retired 
officer of the United States Navy, who may become useful, is to 
become an accomplished man, by being isolated and prevented 
from all association with the business pursuits of men? Unques- 
tionably that is not true. You want these officers to know all 
about the manufacture of steel armor. You want them to be 
conversant with the progress of art of every kind. You want 
them in the workshops, you want them eres in private pur- 
suits, and there are other and superior and more powerful safe- 
guards against their influencing the Government corruptly which 
can be used than that of excluding them from private employ- 
ment of every kind. 5 

I do not think it even expedient to suspend the pay of these 
officers while they are employed by private companies, in busi- 
ness which can have no kind of connection in influencing the 
determination of the Government. But if that be so, s nd 
them temporarily and strike from the amendment the provision 
that hereafter such pea mere shall be unlawful. Let the 
amendment stand that while in the employment of such companies 
the officers shall not receive any salary from the Government, but 
do not exclude them from their place and from pension in theservice 
because temporarily they have devoted themselves to something 
which educates them for a higher degree of usefulness in the Navy. 

Mr. President, I do not think there is any foundation for the 
suggestion that the Government will suffer because of the tem- 
porary or permanent employment of a pensioned officer in some- 
thing with which the Government has no connection whatever, 
except having identically the same interest that the company has, 
the preparation to the highest standard of efficiency of steel armor 
or any other material which the Navy is requi to use. That 
isso in this case. The interest of the Government and the in- 
terest of the contractors are the same. The contractor is bound 
to parlorm his work according to certain ified stipulations, 
and the interest of the Government is that he shall do it. The 
interest of the contractor is that he shall do it. Now, the as- 
sumption is that fraud is to intervene by employing a skilled 
officer of the Government, in the pay of the Government, subject 
to court-martial for concealing any defects by which the Govern- 
ment is injured. 

Mr, SEWELL. Mr. President, I have not heard all of the ar- 


guments made in this matter. I do not beliéve that the Congress 
of the United States should deprive a retired officer of the oppor- 
tunity of earning compensation outside, nor do I think you can 
properly draw the line as to what shall be the compensation, 
whether it shall be from any one branch of his e e or 
another, or by whom paid, or whether the party paying it shall be a 
contractor with the Government. We are all proud of the officers 
who have been educated both in the Navy and the Army, and I have 
yet to know of a case where they have disgraced the Government 
or themselves. The amendment looks to me very much like a 
provision to prevent a fraud which is not at all likely to exist as 
to officers who have been educated under the flag. 
Unfortunately some of these gentlemen have been retired earlier 
in life than contemplated by reason of some deficiencies, one par- 
ticularly, who has been employed in one of the steel-making foun- 
dries, for defection of sight. Here is one of the brightest young 
men in the country thrown on his beam ends, as you might say, 
by a defection over which he has no control, which was not 
brought about by any indiscretion on his part. He is educated 
up to the highest standard, and it is wholly Trong from my point 
of view to say that that young man, who probably gets a salary 
from the Government of 81,500 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nine hundred dollars. 

Mr. SEWELL. Nine hundred dollars—shall be deprived of the 
right to exercise his brains and his education in providing for his 
family simply because he is an officer of the Navy. I think it is 
stigmatizing them as a class and that it ought not to be done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, when the proposition was first 
made to prevent this kind of employment hereafter I thought there 
was a show of wisdom in it. e more I have thought of it the 
more Iam unwilling to assent to it in any form. It is an extraor- 

i case taken altogether. There are two officers whom the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] has referred to in appro- 

riately mee terms, men of great skill and high character, who 

appen to now employed, one by the Bethlehem Iron Works 
and the other by the equally famous oe works. Although 
they are getting but $900 each from the Government, and are 
5 law from all naval 3 whatever, and simply have 
the general allegiance of a naval officer, being subject to court- 
martial, it is proposed now to forbid them from doing any work 
whatever in a field for which they are 3 qualified and a 
work that is of very t benefit to the Government. Is it su 
1 that they can live on $900 per annum apiece? Not at all. 
t shall they do? Loey are best qualified for this work, and 
in this case most eminently qualifi It is true there may be 
some great iron works in the country that might find use for them, 
but this is their natural home. 

Now, singularly enough, it strikes these two men with the most 
severity. ey are the men whom unmerciful disaster has fol- 
lowed fast and followed faster. One, who was retired because of 
a defect in his sight, went through the Academy and nobody dis- 
covered it. He served honorably for a great many years after- 
wards, and then a superserviceable doctor found that he had a 
little difficulty in distinguishing between red and green. That 
does disqualify him from being the officer on deck at night, but 
it does not take away his brains, nor is the sight defect, just now 
discovered, in any respect due to his vice or misbehavior of any 
sort. He is eminently a gentleman. 

Now, there is the difficulty about it. In retiring him in this 
way, by some practice new to me, hitherto unknown so far as I 
have discovered, they found he was not to be retired honorably 
upon the full pay of his retiring rank, but on a half rate. If I am 
not mistaken, each of these gentlemen would be entitled, if retired 
in the ordinary way, to about $1,800 a year, upon which they could 

robably live with more or less comfort. A great many poopie 
ive on less than that. But there seems to be some discredit at- 
tached to it. Iam going to hunt up the records, and if I find them 
to be as I suppose, I shall present a bill for the correction of the 
gross injustice. Is an officer who is compelled to be retired by 
physical disability before the age of 62 therefore, in some respect 
on account of being disabled and retired before 62, to be set aside 
on half pay? If these gentlemen had fallen down and broken 
their legs, so far as I know they would have been entitled to be 
retired fairly upon the regular retiring rate which would come to 
them at the age of 62 if they were in perfect health. 

Now, just think of this particular notion of cutting off these 
men—striking these two, the worst ible cases for its illustra- 
tion. I do not want any such limitation. I have known some- 
thing of this business and of many of these men. I have not only 
been interested from Pno eee in the building of these great 
steel and iron works for ing ordnance and material for build- 
ing war ships, but the Senate some years ago did me the honor to 
make me chairman of a committee which investigated the whole 
subject. I went to some of the shops here and to many of the 
great establishments in Great Britain. So I have come to know 
about it, and I have ina manner fallen in love in the matter of 
the history of the thing. What I am about to say applies to some 


1896. 


other remarks made on this subject as well as to the special ques- 
tion now under consideration. We did not know whether any- 
body in the United States was ready to make the enormous blocks 
of steel armor or to give us the various other forms of iron and 
steel necessary to build ships. It would have cost the Govern- 
ment an enormous sum to complete a plant for making armor and 


great guns. The question was whether there were any Pers es- 
tablishments in the country ready to contract with the Govern- 
ment, y on spec,“ if you choose to call itso, and partly from 


patriotism, and to undertake to make all the parts of the great 
steel guns, rough hewn, rough bored, and rough turned, and turn 
them over to a Government shop, which had cost a good deal, 
which would finally finish and assemble the parts; and also whether 
there was any private party who would agree to make such armor 
as was wanted. That was the question. 

We found upon going about the country that there were sev- 
eral gentleman who would undertakeit. I am bound to say it was 
not altogether a mere matter of dollars and cents; there was some 
patriotic pride in it. They said they would put down two, three, 
or four millions of dollars if necessary, $2,000,000 to with, 
for the plant. They wanted to be sure of contracts. ey laid 
down perfectly honorable and fair terms in every respect, general 
conditions, which would form a part of a sound policy. The Gov- 
ernment started upon that arrangement, getting the rough parts 
of the guns and the whole of the armor from private parties, and 
building some ships in Government yards and the rest of them 
largely in private yards. 

I say the history of these concerns and of their improvement in 
the mechanic arts and of the beauty and skill with which they 
have improved upon everything of the kind abroad is a matter of 
American pride; just pride; and I am sorry when gentlemen seem 
to think that everything which they do has an odor of suspicious 
behavior about it and must be investigated and must be construed 
against their claim. I say they have done a grand work for us. 
The g great iron and steel forgers and the great shipbuilders have 
made us proud of the American mechanic and proud of the naval 
officer who has been connected with them. hat on earth can 
one of these com tively young men—say 45 years of age; the 
Senate gets in the habit of thinking that is rather young do in the 
way of corrupting the Government or defrauding it in any way? 
They are gentlemen of honor. They still are bound not only by 
the ésprit de corps of the Army and the Navy, but by the severi- 
ties of martial law. They are liable to be court-martialed, and 
Senators know how strict that is in the matter of the conduct of 
a soldier and a gentleman. i 

But these two icular officers, unjustly retired on half pay, 
after an honorable life of twenty or twenty-five years, are to be 
told to-day, now idle and not having enough to live on, You shall 
not engage in the particular calling for which you are, above any 
in the United States. fitted.” I am sorry the subject has been 
brought up in any shape, but if I can get nothing better to vote 
for than the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] I shall vote for it, and then I shall vote against everything 


on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is very hard to pass any 
proposition rongi Congress which strikes at any individual or 
affects any individual. e individuals concerned make a rally; 
the friends of the individuals are appealed to, and they generally 
succeed in preventing the legislation which it is thought, by per- 
sons not specially interested in those individuals, advantageous for 
the Government. 

This is not a question alone of these two young men—45 years 
of f whom the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
pes It is a question of an important principle in connection 
with the administration of the Government in the Navy De- 
partment. These two men are officers of the Navy. There is no 
earthly difference between them and any other officer of the Navy, 
except that they can not be ordered to 9 in time of war, 
and they are on the retired list receiving pay instead of full 
pay. ese two men are thus employed under a system which 
18 N by the committee to be a vicious system, and we feel 
that we have a right to have a vote of this body upon the question 
of principle uninfluenced by considerations personal to the two 
men. They are to have, under the amendment, a year from the 
30th of June next to find other employment, and the question is 
whether after that date the custom which contractors with the 
Navy Department—men receiving millions of dollars from the 
Government through the Navy Poparone ec ged inau ted, of 
employing officers upon the retired list to serve them, shall at the 
proper time come to an end. 

I submit that the Senator from Connecticut . HAWLEY 
overlooked entirely the fact that the whole world is open in whic 
these men can seek employment other than employment under 
contractors with the Government. TheSenator from Connecticut 
argued as though these two men would be obliged to remain idle 
all their lives if they were not allowed to go into the employment 
of contractors with the Government. Not at all, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
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me to correct him. I did not quite say that. I did say that per- 
haps they could get employment in some of the other great steel 
and iron machine shops, but that this is the work for which they 
are more especially and finely fitted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course they can employment else- 
where. These men were not educated as ordnance officers. They 
were not educated as constructors of steamships. They were not 
educated to fabricate guns or armor. The whole construction is re- 
cent in this country. They have had an education which fits them 
for almost any employment in private life, and it is not necessary, 
in order that they may spend the remainder of their lives usefully, 
that they shall be allowed to go into the employment of men who 
have contracts reaching into the millions of dollars with the Navy 
Department, and have the right to come here for those contractors 
and go through and through the Navy Department, to find out 
what is going on there, and what the views and purposes of the 
Government are, in order to serve their employers. 

I certainly have refrained, and I know other members of the 
committee have refrained, from setting out the evil that is growing 
up in the language in which it might have been depicted. The 
aim of too many naval officers to-day is not to serve the Govern- 
ment faithfully, but to connect themselves for a little time with 
some of the new mechanical methods employed in 8 war 
material for the Government to learn what they can, to learn 
enough to make themselves useful to outside contractors, and then 
to go out from the employment of the Government, either by 
leave of absence on the active list or by getting on the retired list, 
and make large sums of money which they do not see they can 
make as compensation for their services so long as they continue 
to serve the Government for their salaries. In view of the money 
that has been made by naval officers out of private employment, 
the service is being honeycombed by a desire to go out and do 
likewise, which is doing infinite mischief to the service. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire, if 
he will permit me, that the cases with which we are dealing are 
cases where the officers were compelled to go out of the active 
service of the Navy and against their will to go on the retired list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That does not touch the principle, which is 
a sound principle and ought to be adopted by the Senate, that so 
long as they are officers of the Government, receiving salaries 
from the Government, they shall not go into the employment for 
high wages of contractors who are doing business by the millions 
of dollars with the Government. Iwill not say, as the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] did, that those contractors are 
enemies of the Government. I will adopt the word suggested by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. They are antagonists 
of the Government. We think that armor for the battle ships 
which we are going to build ought to be purchased for $350 a ton. 
The manufacturers want to get 8550 a ton. That is the contention. 
That is the very question which we are to debate in the Senate 
within a few hours, and the committee have been endeavoring to 
learn all they can learn about it. 

I say that in the consideration and the decision of that question, 
and in the carrying out of contracts that are made for armor, we 
do not want to have in the employment of the contractors naval 
officers educated by the Government, to aay pai a salary by the 
Government, using all their knowledge, their wit, all their 
skill, to get $550 a ton out of the Government of the United States 
when the United States ought to pay only $350 a ton. Mr. Presi- 
dent, forsooth—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire please 
explain to me—for I confess I do not understand the proposition 
what special knowledge any retired officer would have use of 
his education at Annapolis and his connection with the Navy 
which would enable him in the slightest degree to increase to the 
extent of a farthing the contract price for armor? I do not un- 
rarnana 5 and 1 anona oe Senator, who 5 with 

e Na ent, to e in how it can possibly be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will only bring to the attention of the 
Senator from Maryland the case as presented by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Hesays we should take young naval 
officers, familiarize them with the manufacture of armor and guns 
and the construction of ships, educate them at our expense, employ 
them at the public expense until they are thoroughly expert in the 
business, and when they go upon the retired list we should allow 
them to oe the service of contractors with the Government for 
that kind of material. Isay it is injurious to the Government 
to inculcate the idea that naval officers are to be on the lookout 
all the time for an opportunity, if by any possibility they can get 
upon the retired list or if they can find it more profitable to leave 
the Navy than to stay in it, to make fortunes by using tte skill 
and knowledge and ability which have come to them while in the 
Government service in the employ of contractors who are engaged 
in doing business with the Government, 

I know a naval officer who was examined for promotion and 
had a physical defect, but the naval surgeons found that the de- 
fect did not stand in the way of his promotion, and he was pro- 
moted to higher rank on the active list. He went abroad in an 
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important 8 for the United States. A little later he dis- 
covered that could enter into > poe employment; that he 
could enter into the employment of one of the very firms who are 
engaged in supplying armor for the United States. Forthwith he 
applied to be put upon theretired list. The physical defect which 
was not sufficient to prevent him from obtaining his promotion 
upon the active list operated to put him upon the retired list, and 
he is now receiving a salary of $5,000 a year, I think, from one of 
these private concerns. 

The principle that I advocate, and I do it without the slightest 
panona unkindness to the naval officers who have been alluded 

but not named, which I believe oughtto be sustained and which 
I believe it will be a mistake not to sustain, which I believe it will 
be.a mistake to have stricken down out of sympathy for these two 
excellent gentlemen, is the principle that when the Government 
is doing business with great contractors to whom it is payi 
millions and millions of dollars, the men that wear the uniform 
and draw the pay of the United States, if they are connected at 
all with those transactions shall be on the side of the Government, 
and shall not be allowed, while they continue to draw the pay and 
wear the uniform of the United States, to use the knowledge and 
the skill which they have uired in the service of the Govern- 
ment to the detriment of the Government. 

Mr, President, that is the whole of it. If this amendment is to 
be voted down because these two men will find it inconvenient a 
year from the 30th of June, 1897, to get cy ee eres somewhere 
else than in the offices of the contractors wi Government, let 
that be understood, and let it be understood also as a principle 
that we will enco the men who are officers in the Army and 
the Navy of the United States when they get upon the retired lists to 
seek employment with firms, with contractors, with builders, who 
are making themselves rich, or seeking to make themselves rich, 
on enormous contracts with the Government. Let it be under- 
capper Precis ete eee pe taiea so that when we 
see an officer of the Navy or call an officer of Navy, or see an 
officer of the Army or call an officer of the Army, we shall not 
know whether he is the servant of the Gov: paid to serve 
the Government and to protect the Government, or whether he 
is in the employment of a Government contractor, employed to 
serve that ee yee eae the interests of the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. t date does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire state the provision will take effect? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On the 30th day of June next year—1897. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land fixes 1898? 

Mr. GORMAN, I suggested that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator offered an amendment? 

Mr. GORMAN. I did, but I withdrew it. 


shire to modify his I 
would beagreeable to him. Ionly made the suggestion; I did not 
offer an amendment, } 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggested the amendment without con- 
sulting my associates upon the committee, who I find dissent 
from my modification, and therefore I revert now to the origi 
amendment, which provides that it shall be unlawful for officers 
= me Sary to accept such employment after the 30th day of 

une, 4 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just one word more of comment upon what 
the Senator has said and I am done. Ido not know whether he 
approves of certain naval officers who have shown their great 
akil in mechanics and eee s executive officers resigni 
from the Navy; I donot know whether he approves of that, whi 
has uently occurred, of officers becoming entirely familiar 
with business, exhibiting great mechanical skill and execu- 
tive ability, resigning from the Navy and then going into these 
private establishments. He does not object to that, does he? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have never objected to it, but I do say 
that there is danger that a system will grow up which will be in- 
jurious to the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If a system grows up on account of the 
rior excellency of the young gentlemen we have employed in the 
Navy, such excellence that the great manufacturing concerns who 
know what they want, and get it, will come after them, I think 
that is creditable. The gentlemen who go out and accept such 
ee employment are the men that will not be found ageing 

case there shall be a great war. We may be sure they wi 
give a good 3 of themselves and will be found among our 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to answer the Senator a little 
further. Of course we can not prevent an officer of the Navy re- 
signing if he chooses to resign and go into private employment. 
If he were toresign after he has served the Government in con- 
nection with the business and the work of contractors and in- 
tended to go into their employment under circumstances that 
would be vicious and e eee eee the Navy might, 


of course, refuse to t the resignation. That is a thing we 
can not help if officers of the Army and Navy choose to leave the 
service at the proper time and under proper conditions, but we 
can prevent men who continue to remain members of the military 
organization from entering into the service of Government con- 
tractors while they remain connected with the military or naval 


service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 8 the active list the Presi- 
dent or the Secretary of the Navy has absolute command over 
their actions, and they can not accept any such employment with- 
out 1 So that this prohibitory provision of the 
aera ea e Ea A E or aha ae 

re while sti ve i ir intel- 
lectual and Sat, faculties. 

Mr. C DLER. The committee intend to prevent the Sec- 
retary of the Navy from allowing officers on the active list taking 
such employment. Such employment has been allowed and the 
custom has been an injurious one; and the committee propose to 
prohibit it by law as to both active and retired officers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The assertion has been made here that these 
officers were retired contrary to their wishes and that it was a 
9 them to be so retired, was it not? 

Mr. WLEY. I know it was in one case, for I have the per- 
sonal assurance of the gentleman himself regarding it. As to the 
other particular case referred to I do not know, but his case was 
that of an unquestioned and somewhat serious disability, not 
3 his intellect, but his eyesight. 


reti Ihave taken the trouble to get that act, and I will read 
it to show you how little truth there is in the claims which have 
been made. Section 23 of the act of August 30, 1861, under which 
these officers are retired, reads as follows: 


Whenever any officer, on ordered to perform the duties appropriate 

over, in the fadgusert of tie Pe aT to a aed S AA 
nt o e an ce! nea; 

the duties of his office, the at his discre tion, ma; iach n 


F 
ve commissi cê WO- * 
Medical Corps of the Navy. po * mre 
The beginning of the act of retirement rests with the officer 
himself or with the President. It is not an obligatory retirement 
at all, and therefore we are ed under these circumstances 
to at least suppose that these officers, finding that they can get 
very remunerative employment, desire to on the retired list 
and to receive pay from the Government, while at the same time 
they are holding their rank and getting higher salaries from these 
rivate concerns than they are ing as officers of the Navy. 
Thare is no hardship in these officers being retired at all under 
that idea, because you can not conceive of President having a 
prejudice in such a matter and coming forward and saying, 
Here, you are color-blind; you must get out.” How does the 
President know it? The man has been in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment twenty-five years; he has been an exceptionally bright 
officer; he has won his way; and is it supposable we should ever 
have a President so mean as to tell that man he must out of 
the Navy. Now, suppose an officer comes forward of his own 
accord and says, ‘‘I am color-blind, and would like to get retired 
payi” then it is optional with him whether he retires from the 
avy or not. There is no grent hardship in that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will Senator allow me to make an ex- 
planation? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The officer referred to, who is partially dis- 
abled by reason of color-blindness, had himself a icion of it 
coming on, but it was officially ascertained by the who 
examined him for promotion, and he was obli to admit that he 
ought not to have command of a ship at times. So he could not 

like remaining in the Navy as half of a man, and only be 
allowed to perform certain shore duties or office duties. There- 
fore, much to his sorrow, he felt compelled to get out of the Navy. 
But how on earth they contrived to put him on a list which gives 
ct pgfan what the ordinary officer gets J can not under- 
stan 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. Excuse me a minute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certain! i 

Mr. TILLMAN. I happened to be present and was surprised 
when that gentleman was before the committee, and I took the 
trouble to inquire as to the causes of his retirement, why in the 
case of a man seemingly so fitted for command it should be consid- 
ered necessary to retire him, and e poms the belief that he was 
just as competent to command a v now and to do justas 
service as he ever had done. You see, then, that while he might 
not have been promoted on account of color-blindness, he could 
not have been retired on account of it under this act. 


We are contending here g 
Ane inet — 8 A with mal bias 

o not think anybody 0 me, with any perso: or 
prejudice or desire to make a or example of these offi- 
cers. I consider them as honorable men who have gone into this 
business, because it is the habit now to go into such things. We 
are now, however, trying to purify the service and to get back to 
a sound basis of morals, and I think the committee amendment 
ought to go through. A : : 

Mr. HAWLEY. One matter more, just as to this retired offi- 
cer. He told me last evening—I did not know at the time who 
was the officer who went before the board, but last evening when 
Isaw him I remembered that I had made his acquaintance very 
pleasantly before. He told me that it was not right for him to 
take command of a ship; that he could not fairly and honorably do 
s0, because he found from experience toward the latter t of his 
active duty that it was necessary for him, and he madeit his prac- 
tice, to have a young officer, a veteran seaman, by his side when 
he was on deck to see the lights ahead, and he could not honor- 
ably continue in the service when he could not command a ship. 

. CHANDLER. I wish the Senator from Delaware Ir. 
Gray] to hear that statement, that the officer himself admitted 
that it would not be judicious for him to command a ship. The 
Senator from Delaware had something to say about superservice- 
able surgeons reti an officer against his will. 

Mr. HAWLEY. IL can say something about it, in my opinion. 
I do not know that the retirement was unjust in other cases, for I 
have not inquired; but I say something very cruel and unjust was 
done in the ease to which I have referred. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am ready to vote to restore that officer to 
rank on the active list of the Navy, and will vote for it, but I do 
think that if he is going totake the pay of the Government on the 
retired list, he ought not to take pay from the enemy. He should 
resign if he is going to serve that enemy. It is very easy to get 
out of the Navy if employment by the steel companies is more re- 
munerative Sonora than the honor of to the retired 


simply for a le. I do not think 
ply princip inte 


list of the Navy; resignation can go in, that settles the 
whole business, and we get rid of the odium a ing to the im- 
morality, or the dishonor, or whatever you may it, which 


now certainly is held by some of us to exist, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 7 — FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New paniro Ae CHANDLER]. 

Mr. GO Do I understand the Senator has withdrawn 
his modification? : - 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave withdrawn the modification I made 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I move to amend the amendment by 
5 tion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
The PRES G OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
moves an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
i ing after the word “ employment,” in next to the last line, 
the w ot any officer not now in such employment”; so as to 

such em: t ot any officer not now in such em ent is here 
„„ deter alae by 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I happen to be in the very im- 
pertal attitude of not knowing either of these gentlemen, not 

owing even their names, and I am pre to vote on this ques- 
tion upon the principle involved in it. It is a very plain and sim- 
ple principle, one recognized in Holy Writ by the expression No 
man can serve two masters,” one deeply embedded in the juris- 
prudence of this country, which prohibits any man from serving 
two parties who have antagonistic interests. No man, under the 
law of the land, can be the agent of the buyer and at the same 
time the agent of the seller; no trustee is allowed to deal on 
his own account with a trust estate. It is not upon any idea that 
corruption and bad faith must necessarily flow from this incon- 
sistent relation; it comes from a higher principle, that men who 
are e in doing work shall not occupy positions which 
ight—that is the word—which might influence their conduct. 
ow, here is an officer of the United States, recognized as an 


officer, drawing a salary as an officer, and owing obedience.and | at 


duty to the United States as an officer. He goes and embarks in 
employment with a man who has a contract with the United 
States. So his duty as an officer of the United States leads him 
one way to protect the interests of the United States, and his duty 
as an sapere of these contractors leads him in another direction. 

This idea was very fully expressed by the Senator from Florida 
ae CALL], who argued that it was a real advantage to the 

nited States to have one of its own officers inone ef these shops, 
to disclose to the United 


upon the und that he was o 
8 uld make. Mr. President, 


States any defect in the armor it 
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that is nothing more than saying that he is a spy for the United 

the service of one of the contractors of the United States. 
We do not want any spies, The question is not whether the 
United States is to be benefited or whether it is to be injured b 
this relation. The question is whether it is not an immoral an 
inconsistent relation, forbidden not only b Holy Writ, but by 
the law of the land; and for that reason I he amendment 
of the committee ought to be adopted, with this single exception, 
that there ought not to be any aalay ar the severance of - this im- 
proper and immoral relation; it ought to commence now. 

I confess with somewhat of astonishment and somewhat of 
amazement to karing hent for the first time during this debate 
that any officers of the United States felt themselves at liberty to 
accept employment from a contractor with the United States and 
in ion to the matter about which the contract was made, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the question of immorality depends 
entirely upon the question whether there is any injury to the 
United States. I suppose it will hardly be denied that if the 
acceptance of this engagement on the part of this retired officer 
was a benefit to the United States, and has been done openly. 
there would be no immorality in it, whatever may be the law. i 
will not dispute with aay es from 8 in er to the 

w. e 


law, if there is any law hich a persòn in em tof 
another person, with the consent of that person an both of 
the shall openly agree that his service shall be used for 
what? To see that one of the parties complies strictly with his 
agreement, and after he shall have devoted his skill to the per- 
formance of the contract in favor of the Government that another 
and a distinct person, not in the employment of this company, 
judge and inspector. 

If there be any disadvantage, any injury to the United States, 
or to any person in that position, it can not be discovered; it can 
not be pointedout. It has been said that a man so situated serves 
JJ ⁵— 8 

bu subject, 0 considerations 
which . whether a man can serve two masters or not, it 
has no relation here, because the man is not a spy. A man is not 
siny under such circumstances. When I say to another man, “I 
80 to take your servant, who is in your confidence, who is 
to you, and use his skill, his loyalty, and his ity to you 
to see that this obligation of mine is performed, and then you 
may, after that is done, submit it to another inspection,” it is but 
a form of words, with which the Scripture, of which my distin- 
i friend s has nothing to do. There is no likeness 
tween God and mammon in this case. In this case the company 
obligate themselves not to the United States, but to take this 
skilled servant of the United States and say, Lou are subject to 
court- ial; you will be disgraced in the estimation of the 
fellows of your own corps; you will sacrifice your reputation and 
the honor of the profession to which you have been devoted, al- 
though now isolated from gs you fail to have this work done in 
the manner stipulated, or if you conceal any defects.” How is 
that going to be unfair, serving two masters, or attempting to 
concealsomething? How is it that it is not an additional sec 
to the Government of the United States that the contract 
be faithfully performed? It is impossible that it can be so. 

‘Then, again, as I said before, there is the larger consideration 
which is involved in this amendment that the officers of the 
United States shall be isolated and separated from all the arts, 
all the progress, all the inventions, and the practical applications 
of science which are being made, and left with a small pittance 
to dawdle their lives away in idleness. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, Ican understand Tore sanail the 
differences of opinion as to the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee, but I do not see how it is possible to sustain the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] on 


a gonna. } ` ` 

is a question of principle. Either this double service now 
entered into by these officers is right or it is wrong. If it is 
right, none of them should be prevented from undertaking it; if 
it is wrong, none of them should be allowed to undertake it. As 
I understand the amendment of the Senator from Maryland, it is 
to prevent all officers in the future from accepting such employ- 
ment, but allows those who are now in the employ of the con- 
tractors to remain there. That seems to me simply injustice. 
Eon pean ought to be made general, or it ought not to pass 


I would ask, Mr. President, if the question now pending is on 
the amendment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from hu- 
setts, I think, fails to remember this case. If it had not been for 
the fact that both the great Departments, the Navy and the War 
Departments, in the development of this industry had encouraged 
their officers to go out and take employment in these works and 
aid in their development—such a development as the world has 
never known in the same period of time—I could understand that 
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this provision ought not to apply, and that these gentlemen ought 
not to be exempted; but they were encouraged to go; they were 
permitted under the rules of the Departments to enter into this 
service; and the Departments did another thing that in the light 
of to-day would not be tolerated, and that was to give leaves of 
absence to important officers of the Government to enter into pri- 
vate enterprises and to receive compensation during the time of 
their leaves of absence. 

At that time both the Secretaries of the Navy—Mr. Whitney 
and Mr. Tracy, two of the greatest Secretaries we have ever had— 
were only looking to the great result to be accomplished if the 
Government induced their officers to engage in such service. No 
man in Congress or out of Con, thought it was dishonorable 
on the part of these naval officers to accept such employment 
when their Government believed that they could render greater 
service by doing it. It was right, and it was encouraged; but we 
would not permitit to-day, and I would not permit it in the future, 
because the exigencies do not require it. ere is much skill out- 
side now to goon withthe work. These great factories are accom- 
plished results. They stand to-day as wonderful monuments to 
the us of the American people. They are prepared to make 
all the armor and all the steel required by the Government, and, 
Iam glad to say, it is better, or sup to be better by all the 
experts, than any other which is now made in the world. Now, 
Congress should not reverse the action of the Department and 
overturn a system which we have all to without exception, 
and deliberately deprive two or three young men, whom I do not 
know, and I have probably never seen but one of them, of their 
pensions, for that is practically what the pay of a retired officer is, 
and say to them, The work you have done is wrong: what yon 
have been encouraged to do by your Government is dishonorable, 
and this employment must cease from this time henceforth.” 

I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts that no man in pri- 
vate life could be guilty of such action and be sustained by the 
good judgment of the people who surround him. It is not a busi- 
ness transaction; it is not a fair transaction. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, no one has suggested—certainly 
I never suggested, and I have never heard anyone suggest—that it 
was dishonorable in these officers to take this employment, or that 
it was otherwise than an honorable 8 They took it, 
undoubtedly, with the approval of the Department, and as they 
had a right to do. Nobody desires to cast the slightest reflection 
upon them. But thesystem has proved to be a bad system, in my 
opinion; and I think it is obvious that it must be a bad system 
from the double service it involves. 

My sole point is that if we are to make a general rule, as I think 
we should, that naval officers, whether on the active or retired 
list, are not in future to take employment with Government con- 
tractors, weshould make it apply to all naval officers. The naval 
officers who are now in the employ of those contractors should be 
obliged either to give up ir retired pay or their service with 
the contractors. ey have had both for a number of years. 
They were undoubtedly led to do so by the approval of the Depart- 
ment, but if Congress decides that the potter and system are 5 
I can not see that it is any hardship to them any more than to any 
other officers who may desire to enter into the same employment 
to be deprived of the opportunity of drawing two salaries. Be- 
sides, a year’s grace is given under the amendment, as I under- 
stand,.to enable them to make other arrangements. Itis not pro- 
posed to force them out on twenty-four hours’ notice. They are 

iven a chance to remain where they are and resign from the 
N. vy, or to seek employment elsewhere. The amendment really 
only cuts off those persons who are contracting with the Govern- 
ment from the sphere of this employment. 

I have no feeling in regard to these officers. I do not have the 
pleasure of knowing ag es them personally. I have been written 
to in to them. tis the only thing which I have heard 
about them. I have been urged to vote against this amendment 
because it affects one of those officers in this way. Beyond that 
Ihave no interest; but it seems to me the go system is a bad 
one, and I can not see how it can be regarded as otherwise than a 
bad and dangerous system, which may constantly give rise to sus- 
picion and to insinuations. Ido not see how it can possibly be 
night to put a naval officer in the position of serving a contractor 
w 


o is en d in dealing with the Government. 
I hope, however, the Senator from Maryland will not suppose 
that I intended to reflect on anybody—not fora moment. I know 


they are as honorable men as there are. 

$ MAN. I did not understand the Senator to reflect 
upon anybody, but I wanted to call his attention to what I believed 
to be the injustice of the proposition he presents. The Senator 
from Massachusetts and nearly all the tors who take the 
view of the Committee on Naval Affairs present the case as if 
these men were serving two masters atthe same time—serving the 
Government and serving the contractors. That can not be done, 
Nothing of that kind is involved in this proposition. A retired 
nayal officer is never seen at the Navy Department, and has no 


interest in what is going on there. His services can be com- 
manded in time of war hereafter, it is true, but so far as the trans- 
actions of the Navy Department are concerned after he is retired 
he is as free from connection with them as Mr. Carnegie or the 
president of the Bethlehem company. He has absolutely no inter- 
est in the N git Depa aneor except to draw his pay at the end of 
the quarter. He is not connected with the business; he is not 
expected to serve the Government; his services are not required 
and not asked for; he goes out and receives employment else- 
where and the Government recognizes him as thes would any 
other foreman or any other superintendent at one of these fac- 
tories. The place he was educated or the fact that he draws a 
pension amounts to nothing. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that retired officers are 
at the call of the Government at any time? 
1 Mohs orn We can not hear the Senator from Maine on 

is side. 

Mr. HALE. I ask if the Senator from Maryland does not know 
that retired officers are at the call and beck of the Government? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 


companies, 

Mr. GORMAN. In very rare cases I admit that is the case, 
but the rule is as I have stated. When they are retired, that is 
practically the end of them so far as the business of the office is 
concerned. They have no facilities to ascertain what is going on 
in the Navy Department any more than I have or you have. 

But, Mr. President, when this examination began it was not 
upon this line at all. An abuse, I admit, had grown up in the 
Department, an abuse that ought to have been corrected and will 
be corrected, and that was granting leaves of absence to promi- 
nent officers in the Department who are in the regular service to 
go off and take employment from private establishments; and the 
resolution and the statements in the press all struck at a very 
en officer of the Government who was supposed to have had not 
only that sort of employment, but an interest in the process by 
which the steel was made. As a matter of course that ought to 
be corrected, and that, I understand, is to becorrected. It would 
not be tolerated at the Department any longer. But nobody sup- 
posed that there was any abuse in the retired officers going into 
private employment. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to continue this discussion, 
Already too much time has been devoted to it. I merely wish to 
say that I believe great injustice is about to be done these two or 
three gentlemen, whom I do not know and in whom I have no in- 
terest whatever. If it were not for the fact that they had been 
encouraged to accept this employment and entered into it withthe 
full belief, as we all believe, thatit was totheinterest of the Govern- 
ment to do it, then I could understand how they may be stricken 
down within one year and deprived of this r But 
having been encouraged to do it, and it being the desire of the 
Government that these officers should be so employed, I think it 
is unwise and unjust to these men now by an act to embrace them 
in the 577 8 of officers Who have done wrong. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland, 
before he takes his seat, if it is not true that one of the Secretaries 
of the Navy br eae or requested such an employment? 

Mr. GO As I said a moment ago, my understanding is 
that the sole object of the two great Secretaries of the Navy, Mr. 
Whitney and Mr. Tracy, was to build up these great establish- 
ments and to make this armor plate perfect, and they encouraged 
all these officers to do it, and in the light they had at that time 
they not only enco the men upon the retired list, but abso- 
lutely gave leaves of absence to retired officers of the Govern- 
ment that they might go out and during the time of the leave 
accept this employment. It was the policy of the Government, 
and the officers are not at all at fault in it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I was informed yesterday by a gentleman in 
whom I have great confidence, and who is in a position to know, 
that Secretary Tracy did encourage the going of retired officers 
into the establi ent for the p of engaging in this busi- 


ness, believing it to be for the benefit of the Government that they 
should engage in the business for that company. It seems to me 
it is a matter of great injustice, under these circumstances, for us 
to criticisethosemen. It seems to methereisan unfriendly spirit 
here; and I am sorry to see it manifested. For my part, whether 
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the amendment should prevail or not, I intend to vote against it. 
I think it is a piece of injustice and casts a reflection upon these 
worthy officers now retired from the Navy. 

Mr. . Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate again to the real situation. It is plainly an instance where 
a committee of the Senate, charged with ve responsibility on 
public matters, is seeking to prevent what it believes to be a griev- 
ance, and, as is not infrequently the case, the attempt at a kind of 
reformation runs across the private wishes and the private inter- 
ests of individuals. 

Now, it does not follow that those individuals are corrupt, that 
they are worthy of censure. They are not said here to be corrupt 
or worthy of censure. But it does follow that any attempt which 
is made seriously to better things and better conditions ought not 
to be allowed in the Senate to be thwarted because of the impor- 
tunity of a few individuals whom that attempt runs across. I 
have no doubt that the Senate has been very considerably and per- 
tinaciously lobbied in this respect by friends of the gentlemen and 
by themselves, it may be, because the amendment will interfere 
with them. Mr. President, if that is going to be the rule of the 
Senate, if it is impossible to pass an act that is for the benefit of 
the general public and the Government in the future because it 
runs across the interests of a few individuals and those individ- 
uals can turn the current of our action awry, we may as well at- 
tempt to act without committees here or to do anything that is in 
the nante of reforming governmental abuses and set up a good 
stan 5 

I wish to say a word as to why it is that this condition has come 
about. I agree with what the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] has said, that in the 1 it was a very desirable 
thing that men should be enlisted in the work of building up 
great armor-plate establishments and establishments to manufac- 
ture ordnance for the two milit branches of the Government, 
the Army and the Navy. We none. We were at the mercy 
of the foreign manufacturer, and Congress embarked in it hon- 
estly and seriously and earnestly by liberal appropriations, under- 
standing that we were to give what, in fact, was a great bonus to 
establishments that would come in and devote American wit and 
American ey at ae and pat us on a plane with other powers of 
the world in having private manufactories. I advocated that as 
much as any member on the floor of the Senate. I have always 
believed in it. Out of it came first the Bethlehem Iron Works, 
works that have expanded and enlarged and have become a pride 
to us and in which all American people have great pride. Later, 
when it was found that we were continuing to appropriate liber- 
ally for the Navy for armor plate and guns, and ordnance for 
the Army, another establishment was called into being, and the 
great reason which was urged why we should encourage another 
establishment, and why the Secretary of the Navy determined to 
divide the contracts and give them not all to Bethlehem, but one 
to the Carnegie works, was that we needed competitors. So the 
Government embarked in that, in the meantime giving liberal 
appropriations. They went on and increased their plants and 
made them what to-day isa wonder in the eyes of the world. 
Very soon the system, or the e tation of a system, of competi- 
tive bids disappeared between the two, and now there is nothing 
of that kind. 

But while these concerns have been developing a great plant 
Congress has been doing an immense thing for them. We have 
appropriated and paid to them about $11,000,000, and contracts, 
now perhaps just being closed, for two other ships at $3,000,000 
more will make $15,000,000 paid to these concerns. It has now 
come about that the Committee on Naval Affairs believes from 
its investigation, not that these men are not meritorious in build- 
ing up their plants, but that they have been largely paid for all 
that, and that the time has come when they can afford to furnish 


armor for the Government and make a reasonable and t profit 
at rates very much less than pny Broa been getting heretofore. 
The Committee on Naval Affairs believes that for all their enter- 


rise they have been amply compensated by the great appropria- 
Fiona of millions upon millions of dollars, and that the time has 
come when they ought to consider present conditions and reduce 
their bids. Therefore we are confronted with a condition of an- 
tagonism that has never existed until to-day. 

Now, that being the condition and these two forces being antag- 
onistic, being what the Senator from South Carolina calls enemies, 
being inimical, it is believed by the committee that in the new 
condition which now arises, where it is a contest between the Gov- 
ernment and these concerns, they ought to reduce their bids and 
still have a fair and ample profit. We find connected with them 
and employed by them officers in the Navy of the United States. 
I do not care whether they are active or whether they are retired, 
the principle is the same. The moment that conflict looms upon 
the and the moment it is a battle drawn between the Govern- 
ment and these concerns as to reducing the price of armor and 
getting fair contracts there ought to be in the concerns no man 
who is an officer of the Government, 


VCC 


Mr. President, it does not stop here. If two officers can be 
employed by those two concerns, ten can be employed. If a re- 
tired officer who was retired because of certain physical causes 
for which he was not to blame can be employed, and the Senate 
declares that he may be employed, every man to-day in the Navy 


Department who is en; in representing the Government, in 
furnishing it with facts and co erations which it can urge in 
favor of reduced appropriations and reduced prices, may all the 
time be haunted by the temptation that in one way or another 


to-morrow he may resign or be retired and go into the employment 
of the concerns, and give the wit and the knowledge and the in- 
fluence that he still holds in the Navy Department to those estab- 
lishments. 

This is more wide reaching than the question relating to two 
men which has been urged here. It is very far, deep reaching, Mr. 
President. I can not see, and I do not believe that anybody can 
see, that unless there had been the ca pig of two or three offi- 
cers molested to some extent there would have been a single objec- 
tion to the pe oE by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. President, it will be a bad day for the Navy of the United 
States and for the status of the officers of the Navy of the United 
States when the Senate puts its seal of disapprobation on an 
amendment like this, which prevents the employment of naval 
officers in concerns that are competing with the Government and 
are trying to get extravagant rates of anpropriakon and when the 
Government is Byng +o reduce them. at very thing will react 
upon officers of the Navy. It is no kindness to the general per- 
sonnel of the Navy, the officers broad and large, to contend against 
an amendment of this kind. You may depend upon it, sir, that 
the officers of the Navy who are engaged sey og protecting the 
interests of the Government have no sympathy with a contest 
that is made against an amendment so wide reaching and so con- 
clusive as this amendment, and which has nothing whatever to 
be said about it except that it does interfere for the moment with 
two or three officers. 

I will not go over the proposition as to the indulgence of the 
Senate in being willing to postpone the operation of the provision 
until these men can get other employment, but itis absurd to say, 
if these men are so skillful and so needed at these works, that 
they can not get employment in the other great fields of American 
mechanical industry over the country. If these two gentle- 
men are as competent and as honorable (and I believe them to be) 
as is stated here, they will not remain out of employment one day 
after June 30, 1897. They will go into other employments before 
that time, employments that are not connec and tangled up 
with concerns that have contracts with the Government. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong the 
discussion. I have enjoyed listening to the interesting statement 
of the Senator from ne, and I listened with great pleasure to 
what was said yesterday by other Senators on the floor. It seems 
to me we are making a t deal of fuss over a small matter, and 
that a few pertinent, plain points might be brought out which 
would decide the question in the mind of a reasonable man with- 
out any long discussion. N 

In the first place, what was this agitation about? In the be- 
ginning the committee were trying to ascertain what some armor 
plates cost. They had the experts of the Government at their 
command; they had the officers of the Navy; they had the whole 
Navy Department with its personnel at their command. I sup- 
pose these officers appeared before the committee, from statements 
made to the Senate yesterday. Then it appears that these two 
EEA, who were retired officers of the Navy, but who now 

old a business relation to the companies in which they are serv- 
ing, by permission of the Government, were called before the com- 
mittee to give information, and that they were required on the 
part of the committee to e business secrets they had ascer- 
tained while being aori ty those companies. Now, it does 
not seem 1 6 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from e e Will permit me, 
the Senator misstates the fact, unintentionally. They were not 
so required. On the contrary 

Mr. SQUIRE. They were invited to appear before the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary, as soon as it became apparent 
to the committee that they were in an embarrassing position the 
committee ceased to press the question upon them. They were 
not so required in any sense. ` 

Mr. HALE. The committee did not even invite them. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. They came of their own volition. The committee 
never invited them. The committee invited the men who are 
there as supervisors of the Government, and to the surprise of the 
committee these gentlemen ap representing the companies. 
The committee never haled them before it, and never expected 
that they would be there, because it recognized the delicacy of 
their situation. 

Mr.SQUIRE, Lunderstand the committee did expect an answer 
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from them, or it would not have asked the question. 
the committee asked the question, or it could not have known 
the fact. As I understand the matter, the whole point turns on 
whether these men should be compelled, from the fact that they 


Of course 


were retired officers of the Navy, to testify or make a statement 
before a committee. I do not say that they were bulldozed or 
9 of that kind. 

. GRAY. Will the Senator from Washi allow me to 
call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the statement that 
Ido not think he quite concluded. He said they came there as 

resenting the Government. I suppose he did not mean that. 
r. HALE. ‘Lsaid they did not come as representing the Gov- 
ernment, 
Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator's s : 

Mr. HALE. The ere tthe testimony of naval offi- 
cers who had been detailed by the Government to inspect and su- 
pervise the works, and to the surprise of the committee when it 
met to receive the testimony of those officers these two gentlemen 
appeared, who did not represent the Government, but represented 

Bethlehem and the Carnegie works. So it was a surprise to 
the committee. Iwas 1 the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire J CHANDLER], who was the author of the resolution, was 
surprised at their ap ce. But the gentlemen being here, the 
committee to.ask them certain general questions. The 
committee did not press them, as the Senator from Washi n 
has indicated, because, as was brought out in the rags 8 v. 
the committee realized the delicacy of their situation. ese men 
were serving two masters, and as the Senator from Delaware sug- 
gested yesterday we had no right to t these men in the em- 
5 of these private concerns to us what the armor cost. 
I committee did not press it. 

Mr. e Lask the Senator from Maine if it is possible 
and can be true that the Senator from New Hampshire, the author 
of the resolution, did not know exactly who these men were and 
all about them. 

‘Mr. HALE. ‘Isay he did not. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I have been led to believe that he has known 
them for years and knows all about them. 

Mr. HALE. That may be. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I did not know they were in the employ- 
ment of those companies until they came and told us. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I supposed the Senator from New Hampshire 
knew, having met these gentlemen recently, and I was in the same 
party when visiting Bethlehem. 

Mr. HALE. It was long before that time. 

Mr. BACON. It was before that time. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I know, it was just before that time. 

Mr. C LER. I never had the honor of visiting the Beth- 
lehem works until very recently, in company with the Senator 
from Washington 


us W ave meet these 


actly whether 8 

My. UIRE. It seems to me we are laying 
this matter. I should like to have the Government receive bids 
at a reduced price for armor plate, and I believe the committee 
have every means at their for ining the truth 
about the cost, so far as the Government can ascertain the pres- 
ent status of the making of armor plates. I believe that infor- 
mation is all easily derivable from the Government experts. It 
was not necessary to examine these men. If they aj 1. be- 
fore the committee, I suppose they appeared by somebody's invi- 
tation and for the p of giving such information as they 
could properly give with due regard to the interest that they were 
engaged to serve. 

am not in favor of punishing these men because they declined 
to expose the business secrets of the establishments. they were 

That is what it amounts to. It is simply persecution, 

no matter whether they were pressed or not. AsIremarked before, 
I do not say that they were unduly pressed. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Washin 
taken as to the whole point in the case. He is mistaken as to 
what was the motive in the committee in suggesting the amend- 
ment and as to the true question before the Senate. There was 
no demand upon these officers that they should disclose any secrets, 


nor was there any declination on their part. 
of the debate yesterday. 


n is entirely mis- 


Mr. SQUIRE, That was the burden 
Mr. BACON. Not at all. The whole point is simply as to the 
situation which was then presented of officers of the Nayy being 


put an a position where they were occupying an antagonistic 
position—— 
Mr. poU IRE. Where they could not give this information. 
Mr. BACON. The interest of the Government tous 
the impropriety of their occupying such a position; but, I repeat, 


there never was.a demand u them to disclose secrets, nor was 
there any declination on their part to disclose them. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I do not see why we should press the ques- 
tion, because that was the point made yesterday in debate. One 
Senator, perhaps the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], made 
the remark. My recollection is that it was he. 

Mr. ALLEN, I think I will stand sponsor for what nobody else 
will be responsible for. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Washington allow me to 
interrupt him? 


have. 


á L, $ omens that they are subjecttoa 
court-martial; that is all. They have no duties to perform. 


Mr. TILLMAN, Are they not liable to be called into the serv- 
ice of the Government in case of war? 
Mr. CALL. As you and I. 
‘Mr. ‘TILLMAN. Oh, no; they go back as officers, with the 
era eana They do not go as you and I, as men who would be 
ph up. 

Mr. CALL. ‘That does not make any difference.atall. That is 
wholly foreign to the subject. It does not make any difference 
whether a man serves as an ora private. They are subject 
to be called into the service, and if they come back as officers 
what has that to do with it? No more than if they came back as 

ivates. Wearealliliable to be called into the service of the 

vernment, That has nothing to do with this question. 

But I wish to say that there is one very plain point in this mat- 
ter. If the ttee did not inquire of these officers whether 
they had been guilty of or subject to suspicion of collusion. in con- 

anything from the 1 think the committee 
ought to have inquired. If the officers have been guilty of any 
dishonesty, of any dishonorable conduct, either directly or indi- 
2 they ought to be dismissed from the service. But why 
should others be punished who have not been guilty? I under- 
stand there is no icion of that kind. I understand that these 
men are of character, and I make no suggestion to tho 
contrary; but I say if they had been, the remedy is to court-mar- 
tial them, prove the fact, and di them from the service. 
But what, barm is it to the public service that other men have 
maintained the esprit de corps of the Navy, have performed their 
duties, have contributed their skill and received compensation for 
it elsewhere than the Government, and why should these men who 
have been innocent be punished? Let us know whether the prac- 
tice has resulted disadvantageously to the Government or not. 
That is the question in this case. 

Mr. . IRE. I did not intend to occupy the floor for any 
length of time, but the Senator from Florida has very kindly 
interjected remarks that are on the line of thought that I was 
about to express. I believe that these officers, after having served 
the Government honorably so many years, ought not to be re- 

nired to resign in order to engage in employment. I believe 

t they understand more about this branch of business than 
about any other kind of business. They are peculiarly fitted for 
certain duties in connection with these great works. I under- 
stand the matter, the works are not employed simply in making 
armor plate or in making guns. They are large manufactories 
making steel for all purposes, great mills. ing Bessemer steel 
and merchant steel, and doing an enormous business not only in 
this country, but all over the world. It seems to me puerile in 
us to demand that these retired officers of the Navy, after having 
served the Government for twenty-five, thirty, thirty-five, or 
forty years, simply holding itions as retired naval officers so 
as to maintain the rank and dignity they have earned by years of 
honorable:service, should be compelled to resign the positions in 
2 they a yide- a beggar] eosa 4 pee Soa year for 

a purpose of accepi employment under these great companies 
inan honorable Singin Hh they have been in a position in which 
they may be able to render service to the Government, as was 
believed by several Secretaries of the Navy, who suggested. or 
encouraged their employment, thinking such service to be for the 
advantage of the Government. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that we have discussed this ques- 
tion amply. We all understand it. I am ready to vote upon it, 
and Lam going to vote inst it. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
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of the amendment of the Senator from land [Mr. GORMAN] 
89 .. ew Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to have the amendment stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland to the amendment of the Senator from New 
Tlampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word employment.“ in line 7, e 
sert the words of any officer not now in such employment”; * 
that it will read: 

And provided 


tions in this 


ther, That no — ae be made from the 
to any officer in the Na — pa A 
retired list while such officer is 3 after June 897, 


on the active or 
any person 


e com ny eee naval supp! -o bain rig Hore to the A j 
su gyment of any officer now employmen hereby 
made — u ter said date. 


Fes HALE. In other words, as the Senator from 8 
e a mondpoly to the men who are now in the employment, 


. CALL 1 I think we ought to have a quorum t. Lask 
for a call of the Senate. baie = pies 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida sug- 


gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The patron ee e roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, McBride, Sewell, 
— Sager. McMillan, Sherman, 
pe. . — Mitchell, Oreg. oy 
Brown, Gorman tchell, Wis. Teiler, 
Burrows, Gray, elson, Tillman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pettigrew, White, 
Chilton, Hill, Pri bs W: 
Olark, Jones, Nev. Pugh, W. 
Lade Sak. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an- 
swered to theirnames. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
to the amendment of the Senator from 
RMAN] to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire Mr. CHANDLER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

me same at . the yeas and nays on the amendment. 


ordered. 
itr, BE GEE peg LODGE. Let the amendment be 


ene PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY, After line 23, on page 2, it is proposed to 


tine th tne to an pe N pag i cr nde 
retired list while such officer is em) ed, after June 1897. by any 
son or company furnishing nayal sup or war to the Government; 
and such employment is hereby e unlawful after said date. 

Mr. GORMAN. With a view of making it a permanent law 
instead of appl only to the provisions of the pending bill, I 
move to amend the eee I have indicated on copy 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

5 ARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment so 
as to rea 


And poui P hereafter no popen 
appropriations —— officer ct pb Flag oat 
on the active or suede by Oo list w. Gllicer 


. June 30, 
person or. material to 
8 and company furnishing Tara made unlawful after ad beg 


Mr. GORMAN. The amendment offered by the Senator ae 
New Ham would merely apply the rule to appropriations 
wil 55 5 bill, FAFO — 58 „„ 

make it a or time until re 
nko it apply for all There is no objection to CE saasa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire as amended, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary 


will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. G0 (when his name was called). I am paired on 


shs particular vote with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 


P ir PUGH (when his name was called). 8 the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 5 


Shall be made from 


senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean]. If he were present 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] on political 
subjects, but I do not think this is such a question, and I there- 
fore vote. I vote yen 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 5 1 
transfer my pair to the junior Senator from entucky [Mr. LIND- 
ee and w peu I vote ** yea.” 

WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. 
would vote, I withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded, 
Mr. CARTER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from — 
land [Mr. Geson]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold 


vote. 

ay BACON (after ha voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the junior tor from Rhode Island [Mr. WET- 
MORE]. Under our arrangement either of us has the right to 
vote at his discretion with respect to questions not strictly polit- 
ical. Therefore! will allow my vote to stand, although the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island is not present. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I inquire if the senior Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN tas voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The senior Senator from Ken- 
tucky has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iam paired with the senior Senator from 


The PR. ING OFFICER, F 
Senator from Maryland Bir. Bes GORMAN] announced a pair with the 
Senator from Kentucky BLACKBURN] Sener 


= eee, ee I vote 
CALL (after having voted in the negative am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Afr PROCTOR], baren 
vote to stand. z in the 
after ving voted n 
wet SQUIRE (after having voted in Vaaa Di: 
the vote is so overwh y on the side that I will allow 
my vote tostand. Under the arrangement I have with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] I can vote without infringing 


upon o artes 
Mr. SBROUGH. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 


Not being aware how he 


ive). Iam 
ANIEL], but I think 


The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—45. 
Allen, Faulkner, Mantle, Pritchard, 
Baker, Galtnger, Mills, Teller, 
Bate, Gear, Mitchell, — —— 
Blanchard. Gordon, Morrill, Vilas, 
Brown, Hale, Nelson, Walthall, 
Burrows, Paseo, White, ? 
Butler, Kyle, Pefter, Wilson. 
Caffery, ge, Perkins, 
Chandler, McBride, Pettigrew, 
Chil 0 
NAYS—11. 
Call, Hawley, Sewell, mire, 
Clark, ‘gat Spearman: a 
Gray, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
NOT vor Nd. 
Dani Jones. 
| ae Davis,’ To ee —" 
Black! Dubois, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brice, —.— Maty — 
Cannon, Gorman, Proctor, Wolcott. 
I . — Pugh, 
Cullom, Irby, th 
oh the amendment as amended was to. 
Mr. HALE. I ask now that the reserved clauses in the bill, be- 
ginning Oe 16, on page 50, be taken up. Let the amendments 
be stated as are reached. 


Mr. GO . Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Maine 
whether it would not be more convenient and better to consider 
amendments to the first clause of the provision, as to increase of 
the Navy, which really brings up the main question—I refer to the 
number “of battle ships—before considering the amendments relat- 


ing to to: o boats, etc. 
r. H. I think there is force in that su ion. If the 


Senator has an amendment to move, I will Bai the other amend- 
ments stand until after it has been passed u 
Mr. GORMAN. Then, in line 19, page 50, before the words 
a toe coast-line battle ships,” I move to strike out four and 
insert é wo.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 50, it is proposed to amend b; 
striking out the word ‘‘four” and inserting “two”; so as to rend: 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

‘urther increasing thi val establishment of th 
valved 3 ee is hereby 8 —— by “4 
tract two coast-line battle ships designed to carry the hea 
8 FF ä 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. With the permission of the Senator from Mary- 
land, I move to amend the amendment by striking out the word 
“ two” and inserting ‘‘ six.” 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out the word two” and inserting ‘‘ six”; so as to read: 


Six sea-going coast-line battle ships. 


Mr. GORMAN. I do not suppose that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania wants to offer the amendment now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from vate Kida [Mr. Quay] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland . GORMAN]. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senate will preserve order, because this 
is an important matter, and I for one desire to hear the Senator 
from Maryland. ‘ A 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the pending bill as it comes to 
the Senate from the House of Representatives appropriates over 
$31,000,000 to be expended during the next fiscal year. It author- 
izes contracts for battle ships, armor, and armamentamounting to 
$20,000,000, for which we will be compelled to make appropriations 
during the next two or three years. It is desirable, and I concur 
in that view, to build up our Navy, to make it formidable enough 
to meet all the wants of the country, and I have advocated such 
a policy from the day I was assigned tothe ee Commit- 
tee until now. We have inthe past six or eight years appropriated 
an immense amount of money on this account. We have kept 
pace with the requirements of the country until we have suc- 
ceeded in making a Navy of which the whole country is proud. 
We have appropriated very liberally when we had the money. It 
will pote y astonish many Senators to know how rapidly we 
have proceeded in this direction. y 

Sir, since 1887 to 1896, inclusive, we have appropriated $239,961,- 
109.73, being $95,000,000 more money than was appropriated from 
1877 to 1886 on account of the Navy and its construction. We 
have to-day under construction quite a number of vessels said to 
be equal in design to any that float in any navy in the world. 
We have appropriated all the money ahas was necessary to con- 
struct those vessels up to this time. e have taxed the ingenuity 
of the men who manufacture armor and the tubes for the guns to 
the full capacity of their great establishments. Indeed, the delay 
in the construction of the vessels has grown out of the fact that 
the great steel works have not been able to furnish armor in time 
to meet the requirements of theshipbuilders, We have now under 
eonstruction a list of vessels which for their class are as formi- 
dable as any that are being constructed in the world. 

They are as follows: 


Vessels under construction. 


— 


He 
Massachusetts.. do 0 

Oregon 10, 288 

Texas 6,315 

K 11. 
AE A <cs wo cada seuusme he wisssidacrloanee hh PTEE annie A 

rooklyn . 9,271 

ri Ua 4, 084 

CTT T—T—T——A————TT M 3,990 

Helena 1,392 

—— ne deueseneses — 1,371 

Wilmin į 1,392 

Gunboat No. 10 1,000 

Gunboat No. 11 1,000 

Gunboat No, 12... 1,000 

Gunboat No. 13... 1,000 

Gunboat No. 14 EA EAE 1,000 

—: ee Saal Sa 1,000 

12 

142 

142 

180 

180 

182 

168 

25 


* Contract time just begun. + Experimental. 


It is said that there is necessity for t haste in the construc- 
tion of more vessels, that we are the fourth or fifth nation in the 


world in point of tonnage as tonavy. It is true that the special 
message of the President in relation to the Venezuelan matter and 
the action of Congress in d to the revolution in Cuba did 
greatly excite the country. re was a universal determination 
in and out of Congress to make every preparation to put the nation 
upon a war footing and to be sop d prepared to e more active 
measures in the affairs of our neighbors on this continent. Hap- 
pily, these conditions are greatly modified; waris no longer immi- 
nent. Therefore there is no necessity for undue haste. 

Mr. President, when Congress assembled in December last we 
were communicated with by the Executive, and we were informed 
that the financial affairs of the country were such that they re- 
quired the first consideration; that the condition of the Treasury 
was such that economy must be exercised in the expenditure of 
the people’s money, or else one of two things must be done: Tax- 
ation must be increased by increasing the revenue laws or else 
more bonds be sold under authority of the act of 1875, the proceeds 
of which would be applied to the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government when necessary. In that condition, the Secretary of 
the Navy, in his annual report communicated to Congress, sug- 
gested t two battle ships were all that were n in his 
opinion, or proper at that time to be constructed, with their arma- 
ment, ing between seven and eight million dollarseach. Ves- 
sels of this c cost, exclusive of armament, $3,700,000 each, and 
the armament costs about as much as the construction of the ves- 
sel,an immense amount of money. The Secretary of the Navy at 
that time said that his present programme was that two of such 
vessels would be sufficient. We ordered two at the last session of 
Congress. They are contracted for and under way at Newport 
News, in the great yard established there. We have at the 
Cramps and on the Pacific and in the other yards quite a number 
of vessels still under construction, which will not be completed 
for a year or two. 

But when this great war scare took sion of Congress and 
the country, then more vessels were asked, larger ba ey a 
were demanded, greater than ever before in the history of the 
country except in times of actual war: and the Secretary of the 
Navy, coming before the Appropriations Committees of Congress 
reversed his recommendation in his annual report and sugges 
to Co: that he would be glad to have four or six of these ves- 
sels. deed, the tendency was, as conveyed by the suggestion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, to order six instead of four great 
battleships. When the Secretary was asked, Is the condition of 
the Treasury such as to warrant an outlay of this character?” his 
answer was, Les.“ I will give it to you in his own words. 
When he ap before the Naval Committee of the House of 
Representatives, the chairman, Hon. C. A. BouTELLE, asked him 
the following question: 


Mr. — — vou will remember that after the issue of your report in 
December. 1 in which you recommended the authorization of a number 
of new mer the President, in his annual message, cou Congress to 
consider the depleted condition of the Treasury before increasing naval 
op peg ill you — tho your view as to how far the condition 
of the revenues has improved in regard to justifying a considerable authori- 
zation of new naval vessels at this session of Congress. 

Secretary Herbert replied: 

There seems to be no reason to be drawn from the condition and Š A ete 
of the Treasury against a liberal 8 for new vessels. e Secre- 
tary of the Treasury estimated in his last annual report that there would be 
a deficit of about $17,000,000 at the end of the present fiscal 


year—June 30, 
189%. He now thinks that the deficit will be less than he then estimated. He 


000,000. t- 
way, and which the Treas- 


ion purposes, 
obligations, so 
that, in my opinion, the condition of the ry justifies as liberal appro- 
priations for new ships as I have asked for to-day. 

With that statement before them, the committee with which 
this bill originated seriously considered the proposition of appro- 
priating for six battle ships, and the six would have been appro- 
priated for but for the fact that the naval constructor and the 
naval officers, who have intimate knowledge of the conditions and 
the facilities of the different factories, stated that to 8 
for six ships would not facilitate the construction of the vessels, 
because the armor could not be furnished for more than four, 
The fact is that it never has been, up to this date, furnished as 
rapidly as necessary for all the ships under construction. So 
the committee in the House of Representatives modified the sug- 

tion for six and sent to us this bill providing for four ships. 

e statement I have read, coming from a high Cabinet officer, 
one at the head of this ent, has been considered by many 
as a justification of those who are advocating the construction of 
four battle ships and the appropriation of the t amount which 
is contained in this bill, $51,000,000, in time of peace, in the face 
of the fact that is known to every Senator and to every Member 
of the House of Representatives, that there is not revenue enough 
derived from the tariff, the internal-revenue law, and miscellane- 
ous sources to pay the ordinary expenses of the Government, and 


1896. 


that there has been, that there is, and that there will be during 
this and the next year a deficit in the Treasury. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and all 
who have spoken on that side of the Chamber have ed atten- 
tion sharply to the fact that our present revenue laws are not suffi- 
dient to meet the wants of the Government. It is true; ovary 
word of it is true. There has not been for four years a - 
cient amount received into the Treasury from the revenue laws 
to meet the appropriations of Congress. One hundred and sixty 
million dollars more than the revenues have already been paid out 
for pensions, for the construction of ships, and for all the mses 
of the Government. This money was the proceeds from the sale 
of bonds. The question presents itself to this Senate whether, in 
a time of e, with no great emergency, it is wise to make these 
appropriations on the scale which they come to us when you 
know that the very votes you give for these appropriations mean 
the further sale of 4 or 44 per cent Government bonds. 

Sir, I take it there is no possibility of increasing the revenues of 
this Government by any legislation which is proposed by the 
other side. This Congress has met, will continue in session, and 
adjourn without having passed a single act to relieve the Treasury 
from any of the embarrassments under which it labors. 

Mr. S MAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iam glad the Senator from land now 
confesses the great sin of the Democratic party. The Republican 
party did supply rather a defective measure, I concede, but_a 
measure that would have produced atleast $50,000,000, and would 
have been mahi antann to have carried on the operations of the 
Government. t bill was sent to the Senate and defeated at 
its very outset by the votes on the other side of the Chamber ex- 
clusively. So the only offer which has been made by the ub- 
lican party to furnish means to a. on the Government under a 
Democratic Administration was defeated early in the session by 
that . Therefore it is not fair for the honorable Senator 
from land to impute this fault, at least, to the Republican 

arty. i 

i Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I know how sensitive my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio is upon this subject. I know that 
he is constantly—and has been during this entire session—con- 
e 5 arrai g the Democratic party for its shortcomings in 
tariff legislation. In answer to a suggestion of the President of 
the United States, who thought that the only legislation which 
was absolutely necessary to protect the Treasury and prevent this 
drain upon its gold was that in relation to greenbacks, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio took issue with the President. His party has taken 
issue with the President, and the only remedy which he offered 
was what? First, to authorize the sale of bonds at a lower rate 
of interest and running a shorter time than those anthorized by 
the act of 1875; and second, a provision to increase the tariff rates 
on certain articles, a bill which could elsewhere under the 
rules which have been made, where consideration of any subject and 
intelligent discussion is impossible, and has been for years. That 
measure came here and found the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio and his in control of this body. You assumed it; you 
took possession of every committee of the body and determined 
that you would have legislation as you wanted it. When you 
did it—s ing not only for myselr, but tor many of my associ- 
ates on this side—I warned you that in the condition in which we 
were in this body you had not the power to relieve the country 
in all probability, and that you had better have come to us or per- 
mitted 


us to join you on some nonpartisan proposition. Our offer 


was rejected. You assumed the whole FADED Jou knew 

that your measures which came here could not pass. You knew 

that they were antagonistic to aray Democratic idea. You 

knew that you had not the power on that side, unless you got all 

your forces together, to pass them. These propositions as they 

be to us, the whole matter as conducted, were intended for 
ure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I most emphatically deny that statement. 
It was intended by that bill to furnish additional revenue for the 
support of the vernment, controlled by an Administration 
which is not in harmony at all with the Republican party. We 
knew as well as anyone that we had not the power of passing 
that bill unless it was sanctioned at least by a portion of the Demo- 
cratic party. We reported the bill to the Senate and they had it 
in their power at any time to have taken the bill up and changed 
it if it did not conform to their ideas. They might have pro- 
posed any amendments they chose to offer, and any amendment 
which, in my judgment, or in the judgment of this side of the 
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Chamber, would have furnished sufficient revenue and would have 
provided sufficient means to defray the expenses of the Govern- 
ment would have been freely adopted. It was not a partisan 
bill. It was a bill that I would not have supported if we had a 
majority in both Houses of Congress. It was a bill intended 
simply to supply revenue for the support of a common Govern- 
ment, which ought to be supported whether its President be a 
Democrat or a Republican. But the Democratic party refused 
unanimously even to consider the bill. The bill might have been 
taken as reported from the committee and changed perhaps to 
suit their ideas somewhat, 

It has been the desire of our to furnish revenue for the 
support of the Government, and I tay it is a disgrace to the Con- 

ess of the United States, and especially to the Senate of the United 

states, that when they knew full well that the receipts of the Gov- 
ernment would not be adequate to pay the necessary expenses for 
the support of the Government, they refused to act upon it, refused 
to propono any amendments to it, but at once defeated the bill, 
and there it stood. And, sir, during this whole Administration, 
in every day, in every hour, in every month, and in every year of 
its entire term the receipts of the Government have been insuffi- 
cient to support the Government; and 7 the Democratic party, 
having control of the executive branch of the Government, refused 
to aid us in passing the necessary provisions for raising more reve- 
nue. Therefore, when the honorable Senator gets up here and 
lectures this side of the Chamber, I say we have done all that can 
be done while we are in the minority in this Chamber in order to 
secure sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary expenses of the 
Government and to avoid that which is worse than all in every 
Government—to have gg owe pag exceed receipts. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. ident, the Senator from Ohio, with 
his long experience in both Houses of Congress, knows as well and 
better than any Senator on this floor that there has not been, and 
there could not be, a ibility of passing a revenue bill with the 
votes of your political opponents in this body, unless it should be 
a bill that was adjusted and-agreed to before it reached the body, 
a pure and simple revenue bill on lines outside of the questions 
upon which parties divide. 

The Senator from Ohio knew perfectly well from what had 
been said that we on this side of the Chamber never could agree 
to the proposition presented by the Committee on Finance raisin, 
rates of duty until the measure amounted to a prohibitory tariff. 
The Senator knew when that bill was presented in the 1 
that no Democrat in it, in view of the past, could afford to reverse 
the action upon the wool schedule, for instance. Hence, when the 
bill was brought in here it was brought in as a party measure; it 
was brought in with ‘ect knowledge that the Democrats could 
not support it; itwas brought in with perfect knowledge that you 
had rejected my tender, made to you publicly when you organized 
the committees, that you should take into consideration those of 
us on this side of the Chamber who would have liked to have co- 
operated with you to relieve the Treasury—not on party lines. 

t was rejected, and in the place of it you brou ht a bill that 

poar own party associates, as well as nearly all of the Democrats, 

lieve would not have increased the revenue and would not have 
satisfied either ublicans or Democrats. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator says that the committee could 
do what it pees upon this subject. It is one of the remarkable 
incidents of this Congress that the Republican party placed under 
the control of the Democratic party practically the only commit- 
tee which can consider and control a bill for raising revenue. 
There are as many Democrats on that committee as there are 
Republicans. It is not a Republican committee; and when we 
were called upon to organize the committees, it was known per- 
fectly that we had not a majority; and, as I have said, that com- 
mittee, which alone could propose amendments to revenue bills 
coming from the House of resentatives, was composed of an 
equal number of Democrats and Republicans, with one or two 
Senators representing the middle party, if I may call them so, 
or the Populist party, or whatever they may call themselves. 
[Laughter.] Therefore the Republican party in the only com- 
mittee where the question of politics could enter in re; ard to the 

uestion of revenue had no more strength numerically than the 
mocratic party. We acknowledged the fact that we had not 
a majority. We therefore organized the committee composed of 
an equal number of Republicans and Democrats, with one or two 
others, and we had reason to suppose that the Democratic party, 
now representing the executive branch of the Government, would 
do what was right and fair. If amendments had been proposed 
to that bill they could have been voted upon in committee; and if 
the bill sent to us from the House of Representatives was not sat- 
isfactory, it could have been Shenae: Four or five Democrats 
voting with us would have secu an all-sufficient revenue to 
provide for the expenses of the Government. The Democratic 
party therefore are responsible. 
The Senator says that we seized upon the committees. We did 
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not. Never before in my service in the Senate Chamber were the 
committees so equally divided between the great political parties; 
never before was there so little partisanship shown in the organi- 
zation of the committees. Lock them over and you will find that, 
while we nominally have a majority of some of the commit- 
tees, yet in the active, efficient committees, which control the 
very matters now complained of, the Democrats are practically 
equal to us, and they could have cooperated with us if they so 
desired. 


Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator from Maryland proceeds, 
I want to inquire from him if he concedes in his argument that 
there is a necessity for more taxation, for more revenue? I under- 
stand that we have already too much revenue. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope to get to that later on. 


Mr. STEWART. I hope so. I want to hear the Senator on 
that particular point. 
Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I confess my amazement at the 


upon non isan lines, they have assumed the responsibility. 
T; MALE. T What was t offer? Will the Senator the 


Senate what was that offer; what was the swap and dicker that 
was proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the Republicans 
touching any of the great financial or fiscal questions? It is brand 
new tome. I never heard of it before. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, I offered no dicker. I sug- 
gested that when you were about to take on and take the 
responsibilities of the organization of the te, with the division 
that existed, it was not wise; that the committees ought to be 
divided not on party lines, but so shaped that we might come 
together on the great measures that were necessary for the relief 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me. I remember that the 
Senator, when we were considering the subject of taking control 
of the committees and who should nominally have them, did sug- 
gest that it would be better that what he called the best thought 
of the Senate” should come together on a kind of compromise. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. But certainly I did not suppose, and I do not think 
any Senator supposed for a moment, that the Senator was propos- 
ing any arrangement by which the two sides could get together, or 
a majority of the two sides, on the great financial and currency 

uestions. It was simply the matter of organization. I do not 
dot very timporta the possibility of having a nominal majority. 
It is a thing that the country cares nothing about. The question 
is, have you votes enough in the body to pass any bills? And we 
confess that we have not the votes here. 

Mr. GORMAN, I am utterly amazed that my friend from 
Maine should come in and help plead the baby act. 

Mr. CHAND I suppose the Senator will allow me to be 
amazed also by —_ him to tell a 1 moto explicitly, fo that 
it may come to m; apprehension, when it was said openly on 
the Aa of the Recut at Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber—I mean the Democratic Senators—were willing to co- 
o te by an arrangement with the Republican Senators upon 

side of the Chamber in the organization of the Senate? I 
never heard any suggestion of that kind, except a little, short re- 
mark of the Senator one day, that he had hoped that the Senate 
would have been controlled or organized by the best thought of 
the Senate. That was not sufficient notice to me of any such 


3 ATTA ent [laughter], I beg leave to say to the Senator. 
ak A GORMAN, h 


That might have excluded, perhaps, the Sen- 
ator as well as myself. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That was the only notice I ever had; and 


if there was any other proposition in open Senate, it must have 
been when I was not here. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know it was very distasteful to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but I pass that over, because I am dealing 
with a more serious matter. 

Mr. . I Will ask another question, so that the Sena- 
tor may answer both at the same time. 

Every Democratic member of the Committee on Finance has 
well known and often expressed opinions on the question of the 
free coinage of silver, and yet every Democratic member of that 
committee selected by their associates on the Democratic side— 
because the Democrats on the committee were all selected by the 
other side of the Chamber—was in favor of the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and thts in that great obstacle against any action in 
favor of final legislation desired by the Administration. 

Itis understood that this Administration is opposed to the free 
coinage of silver, and yet gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, 


aE power toselect their own committee members, selected 
mly those who were in hostility to the Administration on the 
most important question involved in the present politics of our 
day—that is, the coinage of silver. 

. GORMAN. If the Senator will pardon me, I am not going 
into the discussion of free silver. That is a question that will be 
determined later on by other bodies, it seems to me, when that 
question will come before the country. 

I am dealing now with what the Senator's is doing and 
has done in Congress. You know that you have the power to 
frame revenue measures. They have been framed on such lines 
that it was known when they were framed they never could pass 
this body as at present organized. They came here and went to the 
Finance Committee, of which the Senator from Ohio is a shining 
light, a committee the majority of which upon the tariff question 
agree with the Senator from Ohio, and the erake Ael as Re- 

ublicans 2 Republican legislatures of their v tive States, 
he commi is absolutely controlled by a majority of Senators 
for whom the ublican pariy is responsible., 

Mr. HALE. How does the tor figure that out? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read the list. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to mention the names of Sen- 
8 but the Senator from Maryland is not correct in that state- 
ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us see, Mr. President. Reading names in 
this body may be out of order, but there can be no question about 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] having been elected as 
a Republican. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We recognize him. 

Mr. GORMAN. And according to all the accounts I have had 
from the time I can remember anything the Senator from Ohio 
pn, SHERMAN] has been a Ropa lican; and the Senator from 

evada Mr. Jones] was elected bya Republican legislature and 
sent here in the beginning as a Republican. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But he has taken a different position, as is 
well known. Ido not wish to mention names, but he represents 
what is called the Third Party, and not the Republican party. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Nevada was placed on the 
Committee on Finance long before the silver question became as 
183 as it is now. He came here by the action of the Repub- 
ican party, and on the question of taxation, so far as his views 
have been known, they are those of a sound Lrg grag There 
is not a Democratic idea in his head, so far as I know, as to the 
modes of conducting and levying taxation. Run down the list, 
and you find the Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH], the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and the Senator from 
Colorado . WoLcorTT], all of whom are Republicans, were 
elected as Republicans, and were placed upon that committee as 


Republicans at this Co > 

ere is the organization. Every ublican in the body vot- 
ing for it, aided by the refusal to vote of my distinguished friend 
from Nebraska . ALLEN], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER], and probably the Senator from North Carolina Mr. BUT- 
LER|—not a Democrat voting for it, but a solid Republican vote, 
You took the responsibility, and you knew that it is not possible 
to pass your measures unless you again brought all these gentle- 
men who cooperated with you in the fl cag err of the body up 
to voting for your bills. You presented a bill distasteful in every 
line to every 8 Senator. 

Iam not unduly arraigning the Senator from Ohio or the Sena- 
tor from Maine or my good friend from New Hampshire, who 
was possibly more active in the matter of organization than either 
of the others. I have seen the time within two years upon this 
fioor when the Senator from Ohio rose in his seat, when we were 
in trouble to get together upon the silver question, upon which 
the division is so sharp that there is no compromise at present, 
and on which your party is divided as our party is divided, when 
it was a question whether we would repeal the law known as 
the Sherman law, and when we did not know what to do except 
to appeal to you to aid us, a part of your votes upon the main 
proposition were always given; but when we were hesitating, 
when we were most anxious, what did the Senator from Ohio say 
to us? I will read it. In October, 1893, after that long struggle, 
and after chiding us for not getting together, he said: 


habit of the De: eee sean 
ey wi 
oppose anything we should propose, even the Lord's Comunandanen or the 
Lord's Prayer. 
Therefore the Senator from Ohio knew perfectly at the begin- 
ning of the present session that your partisan legislation, your 
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ublican legislation upon Republican lines, could not meet the 
es of pap aA upon this side of the body. You knew 
that you had rejected the tender to join you to relieve the Treasury 
on nonpartisan lines. I say to the Senator from Ohio that no 
proposition has ever come from his party—none will be offered 
now—to relieve the condition of the Treasury by imposing a tax 
upon articles that are not in controversy between the two parties. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Maryland, because 
he has referred again—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. This time, in more definitive language than before, 
the Senator has referred to a proposition that came from the 
other side to join this side upon some measure which might 
relieve the Treasury. I-wish the Senator would state the circum- 
stance, the time, the occasion, and the proposition to that effect, 
from whom it came, if made, whom it represented, and how many 
votes it represented upon the other side of the Chamber. Because 
if the Senate is amazed at what is said here upon this side this 
morning, certainly many of us are amazed now at being told that 
an authoritative proposition came from the other side of the 
Chamber to join with this side upon some measure that should 
relieve the Treasury. I for one have never known of it or heard 
of it. With all the ability and with all the experience and the 
conceded sagacity and great capacity of leadership on the part of 
the Senator from Maryland, I doubt, Mr. President, whether he 
stands to-day with authority to propono for a majority or any 
more than a small minority of his party any proposition that 
involves the great currency and financial question; and I doubt 
whether from the inning the Senator, with all the prestige 
that he carries, con in the country, has been in a position 
where he could make any proposition of that kind from his party. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is a little difficult for me to 
remember all that has been said upon the other side, but I want 
to bring the Senator back (for a Senator in front of me has kindl 
looked up the RECORD) to the s tion I made when you too 

ion of the committees of body. In answer to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as appears in the 
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of December 30, 1895, page 427, I stated: 


ed Senator from 

friends oo iiey ne side of the 
responsi taking charge 

of this body, and yet, before the ee eee 


A the country that they have no power to carry out the 
From this time henceforth Senators on the other side of the Chamber aro 


eat 

that it was absolutely necessary to make su 
made in the Senate, for such a condition, 
where a few gentlemen hold the balance of power, had existed but once before 
in the of this body. In that condition, as I understood it and as I sup- 
posed the other side meant it, the resoiution was adopted, in order that this 

t body might adjust its committees on more liberal lines as between the 
Wo parties, on a line which would have secured for the country the consid- 


eration of measures in committee by the best thought of both sides of the 
hird party. 


Chamber, without reference to the thi 


That statement was made in the open Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I remember that distinctly, and there is no 
sition whatever that would either bind the Senator or any of hi 
associates upon that side as to any proposition touching these great 
measures. Senator was talking, and all of us considered that 
he was talking, upon the organization of the Senate. He was in- 
dulging in reproaches such as have ently come from the 
other side against this side of the Cham for taking nominal 
possession of the committees. But everybody 5052 understood 
that that possession was only nominal. Certainly I have the right 
now to make the inquiry of the Senator when he, at this stage of 
the proceedings, intimates that there was a proposition that any 
portion of his party could be got together with the Republican 

to frame and pass any measure touching the t currency 

and financial questions. t was not ever considered or ever 
proposed BY the Senator. What he has read bears out all that I 

ve stated. He Was dealing only with the little affair—the leather 
and prunella—of the organization of the committees of this body 
and not with the great questions that the country is interested in. 

Mr. GORMAN. I confess my great surprise at the last state- 
ment of the distinguished Senator from Maine, that I was dealing 
with the small affair of the mere organization of the committees, 
That is as far from being the fact as it is possible for a statement 
to be. We cared nothing about the organization of the commit- 
tees, as is shown in this very statement that I made, and it was 
done with the full consent, as I understand, of every Senator on 
this side of the Chamber. We were in the minority and we recog- 
nized it. We did not desire the committees, but we knew and 
stated to you publicly that you probably had not sufficient num- 
bers in the body to control legislation, and therefore, in the inter- 


est of the great public questions, if you took possession in that 
condition, you must assume the responsibility. I said: 

But the desire for power, the aniey to control committees and keep the 
legislation in their hands, haye made the Republicans take a step which pos- 
sibly will not give them the power of legislation, but they have taken the 
responsibility. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, that is precisely what the 
Senator did. He never made any proposition, but declared that 
the responsibility was with us. If the Senator is still of the same 
impression that he, for himself, or for his party, or some por- 
tion of it, did a little private wooing with the Republican party 
Be ane cx meade T aboril Sah oe tee hin cece aoe 

ent, or nu i 0 e ve y 
that had been done and had been acce what kind of a measure 
does he think would have been framed that could have passed this 
body, or what kind of measure does he think now could be framed 
and pass this body? 

Mr. GORMAN. At that time I had great hopes of it, but I 
confess, after being here from December until now with the Re- 
publican party, I have absolutely none. I do not ieve from 
what I have seen that there is any measure on the face of the 
earth that you would agree to that the Democrats cquld vote for. 

Pr Bate Does the Senator Pere SS at 32 ae her 
resen upon these great questions—I do not say 
admitted io on the floor, but upon these great measures 
that touch, for instance, the coinage of free silver at a ratio of 
16 to 1? I want him to state here in the Senate whom he repre- 
sented at that time and what guarantee he had then that any 
arrangement could be made by which, upon that great subject, 
there could be any measure passed through this body; or, going 
further than that, will he outline now an t 
lieves would have got a majority in this y for the relief of the 


Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have stated once before that upon the mat- 
ter of the silver question the Senator from Maine and the Senate 
and the country know that this body by a clear and emphatic 
majority voted in favor of the Pitot use of silver, and the 
e are not ares on the two sides of the Chamber. 


. HALE. No. 
Mr. GORMAN. Your side is divided, and I eliminated the 
gestion of the coinage of silver. The Senator brings it in for 
e 2 it a to me, as if he might divert me from the 
80 am on of the other great question, that of the depletion of 
e 


Ar. ALE No; I do not. But I will ask further, that bein 
the case as he has stated, supposing the Senator from Marylan 
[as GorMAN] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], the 
nator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] and any other Senators 
upon the other side, had met in friendly conference with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], the Senator from Iowa . ALLISON], and other 
recognized financial lights upon this side, and had reported any 
measure for the relief of the Treasury, does the Senator believe 
that that bill could have been passed without the majority that he 
says exists in this body for free silver putting on it an amend- 
ment that provided for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16to1? Lask the Senator whether the fact he has stated here, 
that a majority of this body is in favor of the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and not only in favor of it, but dominates all other issues to 
that, is not the paralysis that rests upon this body, that it is 
utterly unable to any act for the relief of the Treasury or a 
revenue measure that will not be loaded with a free-silver arrange- 
ment? Does the Senator believe that he could have reported any 
bill that would not have been so loaded? Does the Senator believe 
that if this advance that he says was made had been fo on 
this side and a bill had been reported it would not have been 
loaded with a free-silver amendment? What does the Senator 


? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a mere matter of speculation. In the 
condition in which the Tr: is—— 

Mr. HALE. It has been demonstrated more than once. 

Mr. GORMAN. On one proposition, but I do not know, with 
the views of Senators who are in favor of the coinage of silver at 
16 to 1, whether they would antagonize a measure that was non- 
partisan, that was intended only to get money into the Treasury 
to meet the wants of that e gona We have not made the 
effort, and that will be decided when we come to it. 

Mr. HALE. That has been demonstrated more than once by a 
yea-and-nay vote of the body; and the ground of my adverting to 
it is the Senator’s statement himself, as he looked over both sides 
of this Chamber, that a majority here was clearly for the free coin- 
age of silver. 

Mr. GORMAN. Supposed to be. 

Mr. HALE. That is what we are resting under. 

Mr. GORMAN. The votes have shown that. 

Mr. HALE. The votes have shown that. 

Mr. GORMAN, And right in the face of that proposition, 


— 
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shire [Mr. CHANDLER] said, speaking for his side in the same 
debate when you assumed the responsibility: 

I rose for one thing 

Said the Senator from New Hampshire— 
simply to say to those Senators who are so nized and distressed at the 
8 which has been this day assumed by this side of the Chamber 
that the Ba presi yet en be cheerfully pe par ie We shall take it with 
the incidental comforts and pleasures—— 


Mr. HALE. That is true. 

Mr. GORMAN— 
and benefits which go along with it, with an equanimity which will be aston- 
ishing to the Senator from Tennessee. The Republican party is not afraid of 
responsibility: it never has been afraid of responsibility in all its history. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, following that out as the 
Senator from Ohio has so clearly outlined, the party accepted a 
proposition that came from its representatives in the other House, 
a measure for the relief of the Treasury. It took the responsi- 
bility. It reported it to this body, It endeavored to pass it. 
There is no need of sticking further in the bark in this matter. 
Wedid not have votes enough to it. We had the solid Demo- 
cratic vote arrayed against us. e had the Populist vote added 
to that. We had certain so-called silver Republicans who believed 
that the greatest and highest issue was silver and not the relief of 
the Treasury, and we were bound hand and foot. The Senator 
from New pshire did not misstate when he said we would 
undertake the responsibility. He did not state in those remarks 
that he believed we had a majority. All that we could do was to 

and see if we could get a majority. 

r. President, this is the whole outcome of the matter. There 
will never be any measure passed for the relief of the Treasury, 
for the protection of American industries, or for sound finances 
until one more appeal to the people gives to the Republican 8 
a House of Representatives, as it has got now, a pure Republican 
majority in this body, which it has not got now, and a Republican 
seated in the White House, All the of reproach as to what 
is being done or what is not being done pos for nothing until that 
final appeal is made to the people next November. There will be 
nothing done until that is granted; and if the people do not grant 
that and the situation remains as it is now, we will go on in the 
same way, and it may be that we shall have to borrow money 
again, as we have been borrowing under the Democratic Admin- 
5 That is all there is in the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it is due to the Populist party, in reply 
to the Senator from Maine, to say that the Republican partyin 
this Chamber since it has taken possession of it has always 
the power to such reasonable revenue measure as it saw fit 
to present to the Senate. The Republican party was permitted to 
take possession of the organization of the Senate for the express 

urpose of casting the responsibility for legislation upon the 
Bene party in both branches of Congress. It was no mat- 
ter of affection upon the part of the Populists for Republicans 
that the Republicans were suffered to take possession of the or- 
nization. It was repeatedly announced; it was announced at 

e time of the organization; it has been announced since by 

roper authority, that whenever the Republican party presents to 
Pais Chamber a measure for the relief of the country that is in 
keeping with the express declaration of its platform of 1892 they 
will receive Populist votes enough to make that measure a law. 

Mr. I suppose the Senator is correct 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maine must remember that in 
the House of Representatives the Republican party has a majority 


of over 100. 
Mr Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I sup the Senator is correct, that if the Re- 
ublican had framed a revenue bill which would suit the 
ator from Nebraska and his associates in what is known and 
what isthe Populist party, and if the Republican party had voted 
with those three Populists or five Populists, it would have passed 
undoubtedly. When the Senator says that they would have voted 
for any measure that in their judgment means a measure for the 
relief of the American people he means a Populist measure. The 
Republican party never has proposed that and I do not presume 
ever will. Phat is not possible. I might as well say that if the 
Senator from Nebraska, with his Populist associates, would vote 
with the Republicans for our bill we could pass it; but we were 
never able to get their votes and 5 never be able to get our 
votes for their measure. So the Senate is hung in deadlock. 

That is all there is about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; Mr. President, if the Senator from Maryland 
will permit me, in making the statement I did at the time of the 
reorganization of the Senate, I did not refer to Populist measures 
at all. We realized that the country was ina bad condition. I 
think we realize it and that we realized it then as fully as the Sen- 
ator from Maine or any other Senator in this Chamber. I do re- 
member, however, distinctly that at that time the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
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stated openly in this Chamber, each of them using the expression 
that it would be good policy to organize this Chamber upon the 
lines of the best thought on the subject of finance—— 

55 EET 8 ‘oes a little too far there, 

ALLEN. uming, I suppose 

Mr. HALE. It was 3 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me to finish the sentence 
I will yield. Assuming, I suppose, in that discussion that a cer- 
tain element of the Republican party and a certain element of the 


Democratic party had a monopoly of knowledge upon the subject 
of the best thought upon financial questions. NOW I will yield 
to the Senator. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator has put an addendum on that propo- 
sition which was not conveyed at the time. There was some 
about the best thought of the Senate combining in the organiza- 
tion, but there was never anything which went to show that that 
was intended to convey a proposition with regard to the finances 
and the currency. Undoubtedly, Mr. President, there was some 
question of division of sentiment among Republicans and Demo- 
crats as to the advisability of nominally taking possession of the 
committees. Some Republicans did not believein that. Itlooked. 
to me like an ignis fatuus, as if nothing would come of it. But 
the general sentiment was that as we were in a plurality it be- 
longed to the Republicans if to anybody. However, nobody 
thought that that carried with it the power to pass measures, 
Senators need not spend any more time on the old question of tak- 
ing possession of the committees. The real question was when 
measures were framed and presented to the Senate for deliberation 
and action did we have votes enough to pass them, and evidently 
we did not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine 
to the fact that within the last six weeks, at least within the last 
two months, the Populist party in this Chamber has distinctly 
announced to go that they would accept your reyenue measure 
passed in the House of Representatives, known as the Dingley bill, 
word for word, without the elimination of a letter or a word, if 

ou would fulfill your promise to the country made in 1892 in 
1 of the free coinage of silver, and you distinctly declined to 

o it. 

Mr. HALE. There the Senator has told the whole story better 
than I can tell it. The pistol was put at our heads. We were 
told if we would consent to the free coi of silver at 16 to 1 
that such a measure could be passed. The majority of the Re- 
1 5 that proposition, and I am very glad they did, 

. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska a question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. May interfere at this point with an interrup- 
tion? I have witne: on this floor the dickering between two 
powerful, corrupt, and greedy interests, the one for protection, for 
the tariff, and the other for protection to free silver, to an extent 
that I had never expected to see in the American Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
to refer to the measure he has alluded to? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be gratified beyond expression if 
now, even at this late period of the-session, the revenue bill as it 
came to us from the House of Representatives should be taken up 
by this body and changed so as to meet and command a majority 
of the body. I have here before me that bill. It is not u partisan 
bill; it supy advances the rates of certain schedules, naming 
them, some of them being advanced 15 per cent and some of them 
10percent. Itisin nosense a protective-tariff bill, but it is purely 


a revenue-tariff bill. 
There is another thing to which I wish to call attention. The 
whole of that simple bill from the House of Representatives was 


stricken out by a vote of the Committee on Finance, and I feel 
justified in saying now, since the Senator has spoken of the meth- 
ods of that committee, that every Democratic member of the 
Committee on Finance voted to strike out the whole provision 
and substitute in its place the free coinage of silver. e were 
only of equal number when my friend the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Joxks] voted with them apon the subject. Although he is 
a strong tariff man, yet he is in favor of the free coinage of silver. 
Soa measure for the free coinage of silver was presented to the 
Senate asa substitute for the tariff bill. What more could we 
do? What more could be done by our party? We had not a 


maon 5 

r. WLEY. Allow me to call the Senator’s attention to 

the fact that after they had swapped the horse for the yellow dog 

thoy KeA the yellow dog. They all joined to refuse to take up 
e 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have nothing to do with the yellow dog, if 
they have killed it. 
. GORMAN. Mr. President : 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to interrupt my friend, the 


1896. 
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land, further. However, I will say that the 
States should rise above all these petty po- 
litical questions of the day, take ip the tariff bill, strike from it 


the provision for silver coinage, and make provisions for increased 
revenue. Ido not care what it is, anything that would relieve 
us from the danger and dishonor of carrying on the Government 
of the country without sufficient revenue. 

When in the Senate of the United States, a great deliberative 
body, there is a large majority of Senators who are in favor of 
furnishing sufficient revenue to carry on the Government, why do 
we not do it when we have the bill before us? We can not origi- 
nate a bill of this kind. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
8 for this is the first intimation, public or private, which 

have ever heard that the Senator is of that frame of mind. 
Would he agree to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and to put a revenue duty upon tea and coffee sufficient to 
bring $30,000,000 into the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I would not, for I would not throw the 
whole burden of taxation upon those who consume tea and coffee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would not be fair or just to do it. But I 
am willing to take up the bill and provide for raising the requisite 
taxation from foreign goods to carry on the operation of the Gov- 
ernment and place us beyond the danger of a deficiency every 
year and the sale of bonds every six months. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN, I must be permitted to go on a little while. I 
would really like to get through this afternoon, if I can. 

As a matter of course I assumed, and now I know, that it would 
not be possible for the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] or any other Republican Senator from Ohio or any ub- 
lican statesman from that section of the country, in view of their 

hopes and anticipations, to abandon the McKinley rates. 
knew ectly well, and we all know, that the bill which the 
Senator holds in his hand not only restores the McKinley rates in 
most cases or in many cases, but goes beyond it. The entire legis- 
lation of the party which the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
represents is a forecast of what the ooma is to expect—great 
appropriations, greater than any revenue that you will have in 
the next few years; contracts provided for to an extent never 
heard of before in an American Congress; a depleted Treasury; 
all the of the bonds already sold will go if the appropri- 
ation bills are to pass in the shape in which they are presented. 
Then what will come when that Congress is to assemble which the 
Senator froth Maine described—an overwhelming majority of 
Republicans in the House of Representatives, a clear Republican 
majority here that would follow the lead of the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio, a man in the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment who would sign a bill no matter how high the rates 
imposed, even to prohibition? That is the tacle which will 
be presented to the country. It is the policy of your party. Your 
organization of this body and the other meant that from the be- 
ginning, and it means nothing else. 

Iam not surprised that the Senator from Ohio declines to agree 
to put a tax upon tea and coffee, notwithstanding the fact that it 
is a pure revenue duty, for he knows that when the tax was taken 
off coffee the price to the consumer was increased instead of di- 
minished. Thecountry from which it is shipped placed an initial 
duty on it. There is not a dealer in tea in the United States who 
does not know that we get nothing but the lowest grade of tea. 
There is not a dealer who does not know that you can put a duty 
of 3 cents a pound on tea without increasing the price to the con- 
sumer one-half penny in a thousand-dollar expenditure. It is a 
pure revenue matter. That is what I would to. Such a 
measure I believe you can pass through this body to meet the de- 
ficiency, unless you intend to force the sale of bonds or force your 
pary to increase the McKinley rates when we meet in the next 

ess 


mgress, 
The See ae to sell bonds comes not alone upon the Republican 
party, but, I regret to say, it came to our It was forced 
on us. The sale of our bonds never has and never can meet with 
my approbation. I have never believed that in time of peace an 
paniy which increases the panie debt can live in the country. 

ve stood here always in favor of measures that would give rev- 
enue enough to prevent the sale of bonds, but it began not with 
the Democratic party. It began with the Republican party’s leg- 
islation which created the necessity. It began with the bill known 
as the McKinley tariff act, which took effect November, 1890, and 
by June, 1891, the revenues fell off $10,000,000, and in the next 
year they fell off $52,000,000. The increase in the payments on 
account of pensions was from $106,000,000 to $118,000,000 in 1891, 
in 1892 $141,000,000, and in 1893 $158,000,000. In 1894 it was pain- 


ay evident that the tariff act of 1890 as a revenue measure was 
a failure. 

We had entered, in addition, upon the construction of the Na 
and the other great public works of the country. It left a deficit 


in the Treasury which enabled the men who were anxious to 
invest in Government bonds to force the Treasury to sell. 

That, Mr. President, it seems to me, is what we are coming to 
now. Why is it, I ask the Senator from Ohio, that where his 
party has supreme control, in the other branch of Congress, 
where all revenue bills and a ot sr ea bills originate, where 
they are 2 to be considered, where they know the condi- 
tion of the ry, where they know that there is no balance 
on hand except the proceeds of the sale of the bonds to the syndi- 
cate, which you denounce so roundly—why is it that your party 
has framed Dills that come here amounting in the appropriations— 
money that is to go out of the Treasury in the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897—to$505,778,070.43? In making up the appropriation 
bills they have 5 for public works, for rivers and har- 
bors, for only eight months in the year in order that that amount, 
great as it is, $505,000,000, might be reduced on the face of the 
papers. For the courts, jurors, and all the paraphernalia con- 
nected with the United States courts they have appropriated for 
only six months, when the rule always is to appropriate for a 
year. Why was that done? Simply because they were afraid of 
the effect upon the country if they exceeded these enormous fig- 
ures of $505,000,000. They knew that this body would be forced 
to add to that sum, as the requirements of the Government would 
make it absolutely necessary, fifteen to twenty million dollars. 
That makes $60,000,000 more than your revenue. Why does your 
party do it? Is not the Senator from Ohio aware of the fact that 
the tary of the Treasury has said to Congress: 

While the situation— 

Speaking of the actual money in the Treasury— 
does not require any legislation for raising additional revenue 

For he has the proceeds from the sale of bonds— 
by taxation at this time, it is such as to require the strictest economy in ap- 
propriations and public expenditures. 

And yet we have before usa bill authorizing the expenditure of 
$51,000,000 for the Navy, in time of absolute peace, prepared by 
the party on the other side. 

At a time 

Says the Secretary 

When the le, upon whom xpense of sustat 
imposed, are compelled to eee eee 6 
domestic affairs in order to meet their obligations and reestablish their trade 
and industries, it ismore than ever the duty of the public authorities toavoid 
waste and extravagance in the appropriation and disbursement of the reve- 
nues. Nearly every appropriation is in terms, or by necessary implication, 
a direction to the executive authorities to expend the money, and therefore 
the responsibility for an increase or reduction of expenditures rests primarily 
and mainly Kapo Congress. It is certain that if appropriations are not made 
Squaliy Cortada thea? AAEE era moan tea tener tte Oo meee 
The cower of the N ve officials to reduce expenditures is limite to the 
comparatively few cases in which the disbursement is left to their discretion, 
and, however judiciously this discretion may be exercised, the effect upon 
the total outlay is scarcely appreciable. 

In the face of that eto roe qomt appropriations will amount 
to $520,000,000, with an estimated revenne of $464,000,000. That 
is not all you have done. To make it ee certain that taxes 
must be increased hereafter or more bonds sold, you have added 
other provisions to the bills that come to the Senate. In that 
branch you have a clear majority, not as in this body a doubtful 
majority. There you have a clear and unquestioned majority. 
You have added provisions authorizing contracts to be made by 
the Treasury Department, the War Department, and the Navy 
Department amounting to $84,638,486. There, for the first time 
= one session is nearly $600,000,000 appropriated and contracted 

or. 

I ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in charge of the bill 
how he can defend a proposition to . sixteen million, 
yes, twenty-three million, dollars for ships and armor not now 
needed, for which there is no pressing necessity, when you have 
not the money? The Secretary of the Treasury will, I think, be 
compelled to sell more bonds, and he who votes for these unnec- 
essary appropriations, unnecessary in the sense of not being 
required for the safety of the Government or to carry it on, votes 
for more bonds. No Senator can escape his full share of responsi- 
bility on either side of the Chamber. The Department can not 
suspend them, says the Secretary of the Treasury, when you 

e the appropriations. 

Mr. Herbert, the Secretary of the Navy, in his anxiety to be the 
greatest admiral of the greatest fleet there has ever been in this 
country and to rival that of other nations, says, Give it to me, 
because there is money in the Treasury.” Yes, it is the money of 
the people that is in the Treasury, money obtained by a mortgage 
on their industries. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to call 
his attention to the exact figures as to the river and harbor bill, to 
which he refers? 

Mr. GORMAN. L shall be glad to have the Senator from Mis- 
souri read them. 
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Mr. WHITE. The bill has been reported to the Senate? 


Mr. VEST. The bill was reported yesterday. Here is the 
amount contained in the bill as stated in the of the chair- 
man of the committee. The amount of cash appropria- 


tions in the bill is $12,614,550, The amount of continuing appro- 
priations is $60,623,871.91. ai 

Mr. GRAY. What is the amount of the cash appropriations? 

Mr. VEST. Twelve million six hundred and fourteen thousand 
five hundred and fifty dollars direct immediate a priations, 
and the amount of the continuing appropriations is $60,623,871.91. 
The addition, of course, can be ade very easily. A = 

Mr. GORMAN. Withthe ee range e eee 
Senator from Missouri, and I thank him for the interruption, the 
total amount of the appropriations and obligations that will be 
created by this Congress will be $600,000,000. That will make 
the greatest appropriation, including obligations authorized, which 
has ever through an American 5 

It is said that the country is ing and the expenditures must 
increase. I agree to it. I agree that country is growing and 
that so long as the pension legislation is on the statute books it is 
difficult to cut down the a priations lower than they were dur- 
Tag e port Sasi Tias some cases there must be increases. 

e river and harbor bill may have its defects, it is more 

important to the people of the country than the naval bill. There 
you give an opportunity for commerce, for the people tosend their 
wares hence and to receive whatever they want from abroad. It 
cheapens tra ion; it breaks down it is com- 
merce; it is trade. A reasonable increase upon that item may be 


tolerated, will be tolerated. 

But why, I ask Senators u the other side gat See insist on 
spending $23,000,000 on the Navy for battle ps when five 
years from now it is questionable whe the same of shi 
will ee roi gana EL OORDOD Ie tha toe sa baths 
Treasury? It is said we have „000 in the Treasury besi 
the reserve of $100,000,000 to redeem the greenbacks. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a ques- 
tion in regard to the revenue? I should like to ask him whether 
or not it is true that there is a deficiency in the revenue caused by 
the method of valuation of im tions? 

Mr. GORMAN. _ I have no doubt 


Mr. SQUIRE. Is it not e eee should be acorrec- 
tion of the evils existing. It has stated tome by a Demo- 


ministering.the law because of the 
specific rates. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not intend to go into the matter of defects 
in the tariff bill. I will tell the Senator, because I happen to have 
the matter in my hand, what the trouble is; and I appeal to him 
now to aid me to correct it. x 

From 1891 to 1895 (this includes the last Administration as well 
as the present one) your revenues were only $2,109,304,756.78. 
Your appropriations by Congress were $2,508,277,860.66. In other 


words, from 1891 to 1895, inclusive, appropriated $398,- 
973,104.08 more than all your revenue. To meet haere’ Pa = 
it; it wo 


the Secretary of the Treasury (he was wise in doin, 
have been criminal, in my pal edocs had he not done it) took 
from the money which he received from the sale of bonds and has 
id up to this date, by the statement I have, which is from the 
De nt, $163,160,803.32. He has now in the Treas- 
ury $170,000,000. Everybody is trying to get it. There is not a 
single manufacturer of iron or steel who is content with moderate 
appropriations. There is not an interest which deals with the Gov- 
ernment that does not look at the statement of the Secretary of 
the Navy, made to the House of Representatives, that we have 
pa of money (a most unfortunate statement, in my judgment), 
has not . surplus. It does not exist, 
3 on paper. There is 8116, 000, 000 ow 
where the matters 
and not eee why? As the distinguished 
Ohio . SHERMAN] said from his side, and said properly, under 
that condition he would apply the heroic remedy and refuse to ex- 
pend when Congress appropriated. If Mr. Carlisle had not pur- 
sued that nae gm Treasury would have been unable to meet its 
debt without the sale of more bonds than have already been sold. 
The Senator from Ohio sa; 
not put enough revenue in the I stood here for more 
revenue atsomelittledisadvantage tomy own personal affairs, with 
2 deal of mis representation, a g deal of mis understanding 
around among my party associates, because I knew, as I thought, 
and as the res have since shown, that all the estimates that 
were then e were not correct; that we had not revenue enough. 
I voted to increase it forty, fifty, and sixty million dollars. Iwish 


to state frankly that, notwithstanding the most extraordinary deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States upon a tax which 

personal approval, if the tax had been 
I do not believe the tariff bill as we passed 


did not meet with m 
declared constitutio: 


we are responsible, because we did mi 
Treasury. 


it would have furnished up to this time sufficient money to pay 
these most extraorđinary appropriations. I know it would not 


have begun to pay the appropriations contained in the bills of 
this Congress. Thessions 3 tar, without the test hesita- 
tion, that if a revenue measure were before this y to-day, and 
my party were in power, I should vote to put more revenue in the 
TORGET $75,000,000 than is contained in that bill, for the 
reason that I believe there is only one rule for a successful man 
or a city or a corporation or a government to pursue, and that is to 
have revenue enough to pay your current expenses, 

Mr. GRAY. Keep your expenses within reyenue. 
7 MAN. Keep your expenses wi your revenue. I 
8 and that is what I am urging now, so far as we can. 

ou can not accomplish it, but you can prevent the deficit from 
running up to 8100, 000,000. Iam ap to the Senate to cut 
off these appropriations. No man on this side of the Chamber, or 
on the other, has been more earnestly in favor of making liberal 
appropriations to create these great shi and steal plants 
t have been. Ninety-five million increase for the 


Navy has gone to it. Where is the American, from Maine to Cali- 
fornia, who begrudges a penny of that money? You now have 
plants that make the best ships which float upon the ocean. The 


ility of our commerce and the construction of vessels equal 
those produced on the Clyde isnot a dream. It waswhen John 
Roach urged it upon Congress. It is nowa peer The two 
t vessels that came from the Cramps’ yards, the St. Louis and 

e St. Paul, were constructed at a cost not more than 15 per cent 
greater than vessels of like class would cost on the Clyde. They 
are manned by American officers. 

There stand the great works at Bath, at New York, on the Dela- 
ware, in the town of my friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray], and at Baltimore, and the equal of them all in equipment 
at Newport News; the splendid yard on the Pacific. Those yards 
and works are ready for any emergency, either for commerce or 
for war. No man, as I a moment ago, who has an American 


thought, dges a dollar of the money that has gone to create 
these ous enterprises. The men who have made the steel 
at Bethlehem and near Pitts have the establishments. They 


are entitled to them. The people have paid for them generously. 
Why should they now come to Congress, taking advantage 3 
bly of a war sentiment for they have power through the press to 
6. e hei . with a 

eted Treasury, come and deman „000, 000 more than the 


appropriations? The Republican party, through 
ism, say give it to them, when they acknowledge as ey arè 
impotent to put another dollar into the „And yet you 


this and the bills which are to follow it. 

President, the responsibility is upon the other side of the 
Chamber. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN DMR] 
was quite right when he said they were not id to take it. You 
take the e eee and these great interests will take all the 
money which the Treasury can furnish. 

I have endeavored to ascertain what the real motive was and 
what the argument was of gentlemen who are asking these extraor- 

i increases. I knew there was a sentiment, a substantial 
one and a proper one, in the country that we had gone with the 
Navy away in advance of the land fortifications; that on our sea- 
coasts and on the Lakes we had not many modern guns in place; 
that we were without fortifications anywhere upon our coasts, 
and our great cities were helpless so far as armament was con- 
cerned. I knewthat following thisnaval bill was to come another 
measure for the construction of these great monsters of war, 6, 
12, 14, and 16 inch cannon, already too long delayed. It is im- 
possible with the present feeli 8 present needs to 
stay that, and ten to fifteen i must be expended on that 
line. This will afford employment for the manufacturers of steel. 
That alone will their furnaces going for the next three years, 
coupled with two ships of the Navy, the usual number that we 
build. The builders, the constructors of the vessels, of course 
would not have quite so much todo, but I ask, in the name of rea- 
son, why the men who are in interest should press this undue 


appropriation? 
Das of he cuupertens ok Gide Gavel 44 tage ee 
Our coun must build the Navy, keep it at a proper standard, and 
C 0 a dyna- 
te message. It is true that we er 8 
that to do with it? If the Administration the 


su 


But what has bankrupt, 

coun is not. There are loyal hearts and plenty of 9 
70,000,000 people siting under the folds of our flag who will pare gore r- 
fully indorse any outlay to build up the marine arm of our country’s service 


up the 
and make it —— it ought to be. Thos every Administration from now on 
will consider it a national duty, to wit, that the Army and Navy shall be the 
last two Departments to economize upon. 

Mr. President, that may be patriotic; it certainly will find will- 
ing listeners among the men who furnish the materials for making 
these great instruments of war; but what will be said by the man 
who is struggling now to obtain a living, who finds the products 
of his land not bringing sufficient to pay his grocery bill? The 
American people patriotic! Mr, President, there is no question 
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about it. They want a Navy; they have a Navy; they want it 

increased, but they do not want extray: in that increase. 

ot) scorer 3 increase; they want it made as the revenues 
justify it. 

Mr. President, I have an old-fashioned Democratic idea that the 
Army and Navy ought to be kept in time of peace at the lowest 
pae le point which the safety of the country will allow; that it 

not wise to have a great standing army or & navy which will be 
a menace to other countries. We need a navy sufficient to protect 
our own interests, without attempting to rival any of the great 
powers who live, and can only live, by the protection of the pom 
of their navy and their army. Ours is a strong structure, t 
and to be maintained by the good will of the people, and without 
standing armies to protect them. Our people have been able for 
a hundred years to meet every emergency which came, no matter 
how great that gual Ao 5 : 

Mr. HAWLEY. ill the Senator permit me just one word 
there? I do not wish to interrupt him in his 

Mr. GORMAN. Let me finish this sentence. 

Here, Mr. President, for the first time in a time of peace, comes 
a Secre of the Navy, who comes into power because of the 
success of ic as we anxious to command 
a large number of ships. We gave to him, and a splendid 
lot they are; and in a time of peace, last year, he said, Not cad 
must be increased in men; we want to have as many men on boar 
of one of these war vessels as a British admiral has on his. We 
have the ships; now give me 2,000 more men. That is only a mil- 
lion dollars a year.” Congress gave him a thousand men, a half 
million dollars, and at this Congress, early in the recent war scare, 
manufactured or real, as you please, he comes to and 
recommends the increase of t force 2,500 men more, and a 
thousand more for the Marine all of which serve upon 
those vessels, requiring from a million to a million and a half dol- 
lars. This Senate absolutely passed a bill for a thousand men, 
and in this bill we have voted a thousand more and 500 marines. 
eaters maw to keep these vessels going, an increase of 3,000 
— ccc 

e country. 

But that is not all. In 1795 Congress passed an act authorizin; 
the President to call ae ee yg or invasion. Nosu 

rovision was ever con in avy. Congress 

eld the power in its . when the Navy is to be used, 
that means war with a foreign country, and can 
declare war. This Administration for a provision to enlist 
additional men in the Navy—a most extraordinary one—and I only 
name it to show how the thing is going on and how we are increas- 
ing and how we are going as the ranch Government goes and as 
the German Government goes and as all the European Govern- 
ments go—making this a great military and naval power, ready 
not only to take care of our own irs, but to assume a sort of 
protectorate over all that portion of the world south of us, which 


would mean a y war. 

So the bill provided— 

That wh xi exist in the tof the Presi- 
dent, renders their services necessary, ———— of che Navy ie further 
authorized— 

Besides enlisting these 1,000 men— 


to enlist. er discharged, 
Naval Militia and other men as ma: be required for the of manning 
vessels having y d ch other shipsas 
1 conferred by section 4 of this act the 
ice. 


Then there is a provision for the Secretary of the Navy to take 
any number of ships which he desires of the commercial marine. 
It is perfectly natural for these naval officers, restive and with no 
2 to want war. They want to test these ships. There 

not one of them and it is human nature ho is not ready and 
anxious to see how his ship will behave in agtion. Remember that 
this very bill Which I have read passed this body and had the 
indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy, and he urged it upon 
Congress. Such power never was granted before, and never ought 
to be granted to any President, no matter who he may be—whether 
a mblican, a Democrat, or a member of the Third Party, if we 
should ever have one of that a 

The act of 1795 gave the President the power to call out the 
militia. Section 1642 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 


Whenever the United States are invaded, or are in imminent danger of 
invasion from sny roren nation or Indian tribe, or of rebellion inst the 
vernment of the United States, it shall be la for the 


authority of the 
President to call forth such number of the militia of the State or States, 
most convenient to 9 scene of action, as he may deem 
1 such invasion or to suppress such rebellion, and to issue 
his orders for t purpose to such officers of the militia as he may think 


Even that authority was contested, I think, by Massachusetts 
as to the President’s right to use the militia away from the borders 
of their own States; yet we are going here in this matter to give 
all the power which is necessary for the President of the United 
States to declare war himself without the consent of 


Mr. President, it does seem to me that, without regard to 
we ought on both sides of the Chamber to pause. We 
responsibility to our constitnents and to the whole people. We 

other 


* 
have 


know that depression exists from one end of the land to a 
We know that depression exists not only in our own country, but 
abroad. The great question to be solved—and it will be solved, 
in my judgment, by the sturdy men in charge of the business 
enterprises of the world, and not by legislation—is how we can 


set the wheels again in motion, how we can restore ty? 
There is one thing we can do. . ex- 
penses within reasonable bounds. If we can not increase the 


revenue at this session, and it is still to be made a party football, 
we can at least eliminate from these bills all the ap iations 
which are not They are there by the hun . Here 
alone, without injury to a single inter- 
Be COR bot a ae ar Bk eee eae 
e “You 


Treasury has told us, 
I must spend it. 


repeat, Mr. President, that he who votes for these extravagant 
appropriations must do it with full knowledge that he takes his 
responsibility for the further issue of bonds or for the di- 
A cae aa ties Cosentino paaa nrag ein tink 
o the ee on ons, foreseeing 
the N es Pith th 


ppropriations as com ith the revenue were such 
that there would be a deficit in the , reported to this 
body a proposition authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 


issue short-term certificates bearing 3 per cent interest, redeema- 
ble at any time after two or three years. That was antagonized. 
What was the result? Four per cent bonds running for a longer 
term of 33 issued instead of those short-term certificates. 

the Senator from Mississippi tomy left [Mr. GEORGE], 
in the discussion of that matter, the question of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance whether the report from the 
partment showed that they had money enough on 
surplus, and he was answered. Yes,” t was the 
estimate at the time, but it was short, and it will be short now. 
I say to the Senate that if the amendment I have offered is voted 
down, and if, by a majority vote, they increase or keep these ap- 
propriations as they are, then there is one thing that the other 
side ought to agree to do, put a permanent provision in this bill, 
as the tary of the Treasury recommended, au izi 
the issuance of $50,000,000 of these short-term certificates at alow 
rate of interest, to be issued and used by him to pay the current 
expenses of the Government rather than to issue more bonds. 
Before this bill shall have been concluded I propose to offer such 
an amendment, and I say tothe Senate that, in my ju ent, we 
must do that or else by your votes you must sustain the action 
which has been taken heretofore by the Executive in selling long- 
term bonds whenever he finds the Treasury depleted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the controversy here to-day 
with regard to the revenues of the Government does not appear 
to be sincere. There appears to be an assumption that we want 
more money in the Treasury, when the Treasury is already over- 
2 1 hems not 5 the . 1 is a 
surplus in fig and a surplus n regar: uring 
the whole history of the Government as more dangerous than a 


deficiency. : 

There ds now in the Treasury at least $270,000,000 of available 
cash—available to pay current expenses, available to pay interest, 
and available for the redemption of Treasury notes and greenbacks. 
There is certainly over $150,000,000 more in the Treasury than 
there ought to be. There has been withdrawn from circulation 
by the sale of bonds more than 8270, 000,000, and we ought at least 
to draw out from the Treasury as speedily as possible $150,000,000. 
The vast amount of money piled there is having a most disastrous 
effect upon the country. 

The pretext that anybody has been compelled to sell bonds is also 
an assumption which I deny. There has been no necessity to sell 
bonds. has been no right on the part of the Executive to 
sell bonds; there has been no law under which bonds could be 
legally disposed of to 8 It was settled by a more than 
two- vote of both Houses of Congress in 1878, after an ex- 
haustive debate, that every obligation of the Government was 
8 in either gold or silver coin at the option of the United 

tates, and that it was 1 and proper to coin silver dollars for 
Uis payment of all the obligations of the Government. 

e only pretext of authority to involve this country in debt is 
based upon the idea that the Government owes gold obligations. 
By the resumption act of 1875 it is provided that after the Secre- 
tary of the has exhausted the current revenues he may 
sell bonds of the descriptions named in the act of July 14, 1870, 
sufficient to obtain coin with which to redeem greenbacks which 
would be outstanding on the ist day of January, 1879. Toan 
extent n to redeem the nbacks then outstanding he 
might sell bonds to buy coin; and it was held by both Houses of 
— hoe that silver coin answered that description; and it never 
has successfully questioned. The present Secretary of the 
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tary of the 
Secretary, by the third section of that act, to coin sufficient of 
the bullion purchased under the act to provide for the redemption 
of the notes. The act sn, shea provided for coining silver to re- 
deem the Treasury notes under the act. If there was not 
sufficient coin in the Treasury for the purpose of such redemp- 
tion, the provision of law providing for the 3 of silver for 
that purpose excluded, by implication, any other mode of obtaining 
coin for the redemption of the notes. t provision, making it 
mandatory upon the Secre! of the Treasury to coin silver to 

rovide for the redemption of those notes, was equivalent to a posi- 

ive law that he should not obtain money in any other way unless 
Congress provided it; that he should not invent any other mode, 
but Shoulda take the mode provided by law; and in selling bonds 
to buy gold to redeem the notes issued under the Sher- 
man rps oe Secretary of the Treasury violated the plainest prin- 
ciples of law. 

e Administration is now, without a shadow of law, selling 
bonds to buy gold to pay the current expenses of the Government, 
for, view it as you , that is the only 1 The suggestion 
on his part that he sells the bonds to buy gold to maintain the 
gold standard is an admission of a usurpation, and there is no law 
authorizing it. There is no law authorizing him to sell bonds to 
buy gold for any purpose, and there never was. I defy any law- 
yer or any man in the United States to point to a shadow of law 
that authorizes the President of the United States or the Admin- 
istration to sell bonds to buy gold for any purpose. 

The Administration, in violation of the law, in violation of the 
express duties 8 by the statute, has involved the coun- 
try in two hundred and sixty-odd million dollars of debt, and has 
accumulated 8270, 000, 000 of available cash balance in the Treas- 


The ar; ent is that the current revenues are not sufficient. 
That es no difference; the money is there. It is an injury to 
the country that it should be there. It contracts the currency and 
makes times worse. It is a temptation to make appropriations 
and to indulge in extravagance. It being there, I am opposed to 
putting money there by any other means. $ 
The idea of parties on both sides of the Chamber in pretending 
that there is necessity for more taxation upon a people already 
taxed beyond endurance to accumulate a larger surplus in the 
Treasury is an absurdity. A few years ago, when there was less 
surplus than now, there was a general clamor throughout the coun- 
try to reduce taxation to get rid of the lus. Taxation was 
reduced, the surplus was disposed of, but the Executive has accu- 
mulated a surplus greater than the former by bald us tion. 
Do Senators ever reflect what raising revenue by the Executive 
without the authority of Con means? If the Executive can 
raise money to carry on the Government without calling on Con- 
gress this is no longer a Republic. Do Senators remember the 
controversy that occurred some three hundred — ago, when 
Charles I undertook to raise revenue to carry on his Government 
without the consent of Parliament? He lost his head. The ex- 
ercise of the power to raise revenue without authority of Parlia- 
ment was the principal cause of the English revolution. The same 
exercise of power is going onhere. Neither party will attempt 
to checkit. It is impossible to get through a resolution against it. 
We have been struggling for years to stop this proceeding, but it 
can not be done. e can not even have a resolution to examine 
the transactions with regard to selling bonds that have already 
occurred. Both parties are in favor of selling bonds in some form. 
It has been proposed on both sides of the Chamber to continue to 
involve this country in more debt to buy gold for gold gamblers. 
The reason why you have not revenue enough under existing 
law is because the country is doing no business. ere is no money 
with which to do business, Business is stagnant; the country is 
. You have by your gold standard and by your sale 
of bonds created a surplus revenue. You have by every means 
curtailed the circulating medium until business is at a standstill. 
The wealth of this country consists in its power of production 
more than in the property already produced. The productive 
forces of this country reproduce all the wealth in a very short 
period. For the last three years there has not been 33 per cent 
of the power of production realized in this country for the want of 
a circulating medium. While you stifle production, while son 
have millions of tramps, while you have poverty everywhere, while 
you are filling your insane asylums, while you are multiplying 


your suicides, while you are flooding the country with bankrupts 
while you strangle 5 for want of money, you can note t 


revenue under any The more taxation you have the less 
revenue you will get under it. 

If the revenue laws had been enforced; if all the laws had been 
obeyed py Sher Secretary of the Treasury; if the Secre of the 

d coined silver and ipaa it out as required by law, we 
would not have lost our gold. If when 5 Foster was asked 
after the of the Sherman Act whether he would obey the 
law and coin silver to redeem Treasury notes he had answered 
that he would, and that he would make no discrimination between 
gold and silver, do you suppose there would have been any ran 
upon the ? Do you suppose there would have been a 
word said? Do on 9 combination to put Austria on a 
gold basis would have made? Do you suppose that the 
would have attempted that combination or woul ve attempted 
to put Austria on a gold basisif it had not been for the assurances 
that they could get the goia here? 

Do you remember that after the dinner at Delmonico’s on the 
17th of November, 1891, wherein Secretary Foster pledged this 
Government to pay gold, and said that he would not coin silver 
for the purpose of redeeming the notes issued under the 
Sherman Act, the President, in his annual message, declared that 
such assurance had done much to sustain the business interests? 
Do you recollect that in January following the Austrian cabinet 
met and agreed to the Rothschilds proposition to fund the debt 
of Austria? Do you recollect that they waited until both Presi- 
dential nominations were made, and immediately thereafter they 
took a million dollars of Treasury notes under the Sherman Act 
to the subtreasury at New York, demanded gold, got it, and they 
also obtained an interview with that officer declaring that that 
was the policy of the Government? Do you mark that immedi- 
ately thereafter, in August, the legislative department of Austria 
met and sanctioned the proceeding to fund the debt? Do you rec- 
ollect that they commenced then to sell Austrian gold bonds in 
Europe and elsewhere, and to get gold for the purchase of Aus- 
trian bonds Say mol their American securities in this country for 

ld to accumulate $150,000,000 of gold as a basis of redemption 

or the Austrian debt? Do you recollect that before Harrison’s 
Administration closed they drawn the gold reserve down to 
the hundred-million-dollar limit? Do you recollect that Secretar 
Carlisle is reported ts have issued an order to pay in silver, ani 
the next morning it was overruled by the President, and this Aus- 
trian combination had free access to our Do you recol- 
i ug panic that followed the draining of the gold for gold gam- 

ers 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not catch what the Senator said about 
Secretary Carlisle doing something and the next morning some- 
thing else was done. 

Mr. STEWART. It is reported that he issued an order to re- 
deem the notes in silver. I know the President came 
out with a proclamation the next morning declaring that they 
would be paidin gold. Idonot know whether it is denied or not. 
I think probably Nee Carlisle did that. 

Then what occurred? e Austrian debt was funded, and it was 
raised from a two-billion-four-hundred-million-dollar debt — 
able in silver to a two-billion-eight-hundred-million-dollar debt 
8 in gold. Two hundred million dollars of that may have 

n used for commissions and to buy 8150, 000,000 of gold, for the 
bonds were sold for from 92 to 96. Su it took 000,000 to 
pay commissions and buy their $150,000,000 of gold. Who got 
the other $200,000,000 of the $400,000,000? Where did it go? t 
officials were influenced by it? 

One thing we do know, and that is, it took our gold and brought 
on the c. It stopped business. That raid injured this coun- 
try. It cost this country more than double the cost of the war. 
It destroyed thousands.of millions of securities in this country. 
It threw millions of reaps out of employment. It paralyzed in- 
dustry ev here. en, to add a cli to the miseries of the 
people, the President of the United States called an extra session 
of Congress and wiped from the statute books by the votes of the 
two Houses which the Executive controlled every law that recog- 
nized silver as money and reduced this country to the single gold 
standard. 

Now we are told that the misery in this country comes from our 
porn against the gold standard. They tell us that we would 

ve happiness but for the talk about free silver, that our talk is 
doing the harm. You might as well say that the only thing 
that made the wolf eat the lamb was because the lamb struggled. 
The Treasury was robbed of millions of gold for gold gamblers 
and stockjobbers without law, and the country was deprived of 
a circulating medium, and universal distress was created, as an 
object lesson to show the power of the Executive and the power 
of money. We have felt it and we will continue to feel it. But 
the American people now begin to understand what the matter 
is. There is not a business man in this country who, if you ask 
him why he is in trouble, will not tell you, for want of money. 


— — 
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If you ask him why he does not get money, he will tell you that 
his pr y will not bring money. ; A 

Gow. you please, you will find that the agriculturists of this 
country are living more economically and in fact are suffering 
more for the necessaries of life than they ever did at any time 
since the landing at Jamestown. Never before was every oppor- 
tunity to young men to make headway in the worldclosed. Never 
before was the prospect for the youth of this landso dark. Never 
before was poverty staring the whole mass of the people in the 
face. Never before were willing hands denied the privilege of 
working in this country. The circulating medium is gone; the 

ulation is increasing and money is decreasing. There is $100,- 
500.000 less money in the country to-day than there was a year 
ago, and still it is said that we want more contraction! We have 
the proposition now coming from Democrats and Republicans to 
retire the greenbacks, to get rid of the Treasury notes. What for? 
More contraction. Whatfor? To give money more purchasing 
power. What for? To allow the few to enslave the many. 

That is the situation, and when Senators talk about more taxa- 
tion upon the people already groaning under taxation, when they 
talk about more revenue with a Treasury overloaded with surplus, 
they mock the American people. We need no more taxation. 
We need an opportuni no pay, taxes. Just see how we are situ- 
ated. It is estimated that the debts of the United States, public 
and private, amount to the vast sum of thirty thousand million 
dollars. How do we pay those debts? They are paid with the 

roduct of labor. Many of them were contracted when wheat was 

1.25 a bushel and cotton 12 cents a pound. Now, see how the 
debts have increased. These are fixed charges. The interest on 
these obligations is a fixed charge. The salaries of officials re- 
main the same; they are fixed c We have to pay $500,- 
000,000 for the support of the General Government, and not less 
than $1,500,000,000 for State and local taxes to support schools 
and churches and to pay the local taxes of the country. It does 
not amount to less than $1,500,000,000. This, together with the 
other fixed 3 rest upon the people, and it takes twice as 
many bushels of wheat, twice as many pounds of cotton, twice as 
anok of the products of labor to earn a dollar now as it did 
twenty years ago, and the amount required is daily increasing. 
Taxes are increasing. They have driven the farmers from their 
homes; they are driving the laborers from their homes; they are 
depriving them of the means of educating their children. For 
what? Talk about economy. The President tells us that they 
must remember that they buy as well as they sell. To what do 
their purchases amount? It is very little after they pay their 
fixed 
out the necessaries of life. That is the condition. 

Give the people more money. Give them an opportunity to 
make a living and a liberal opportunity to pay taxes. Stop your 
forced sale of taxes and you will have revenue enough. But with 
the present depressed condition of the country, to extract more 
revenue by increased taxation is murder; it is outrage. I protest 
against the idea of an overflowing Treasury with a depressed 
people taxed beyond endurance and any discussion here of more 
taxation. Isay give the people more money. Give them a chance 
to pay the taxes already levied. The increased business of the 
country will give you ample revenue. But in the present condi- 
tion of the conntry, inits presentstagnation, you may pile up taxa- 
tion as you please; you are increasing the burdens every year 
without increasing the revenue. 

Our fixed charges to Europe amount to at least $400,000,000 a 
year. A year ago we paid about $100,000,000 of that. Last year 
we did not pay acent. Ispeak of our fixed charges to Europe, 
and I give them a most conservative estimate. That is the car- 
rying e, the travel abroad, the interest and dividends, which 
amount now to $400,000,000. Not one cent of it was paid last 
year. Weare giving our public and private notes or bonds, and 
what for? To buy gold for gold gamblers. We are giving our 
notes to Great Britain for gold with which to buy her commod- 
ities and with which to pay her the interest which she demands 
of us. 

Can this Government go on always increasing its obligations to 
Europe, selling its products below the cost of production to buy 
gold to pay this accumulating interest? It seems to me there 
should be some thought of relieving the people, and I protest, 
while distress is universal, against any discussion which leads to 
more bonds or more taxation. We have enough of those. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, at some time I expect to take a 
part in this discussion, but for the present I shall ask the Secre- 
tary to read the ot send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CONTRACTION BY FREE SILVER. 


The most effective plea the 16 to 1 free-silver men address to ignorance and 
poverty is that we have not money enough. They argo that for this reason 
prices of products have fallen, until the farmer is embarrassed to get 


They must sell, however, and they are left with- |. 


means with which to support his family. They urge free coinage as a means 


of giving the people more money.“ 

And yet there was never proposed so great or so disastrous a measure of 
currency contraction as free coinage would be. The facts are simple and 
easily understood. 

There is no country in the world at thismoment that uses both gold and sil- 
ver or their paper representatives as money which does not maintain the gold 
standard and restrict the coinage of silver. There is nocountry in which 
silver exists that does not use silver to the exclusion of gold. In 
brief, it is a fact open to observation that free silver coinage at present ratios 
always erg everywhere drives all money except silver and silver-bearing 
paper out of use. 

‘ow, we have at presenta total volume of money amounting to $2,197,000,000. 


Of this there are— 
GONE OO a oo / E E E ENE E NA 


rh a AA E A 1, 077, 626, 296 


All this is gold or gold- paper, the national-bank notes being so in- 
directly but effectively. Unlimited free silver coi at 16 to 1 would im- 
mediately send all this currency out of circulation. It would contract the 
currency of the country by morethan a billion dollars. Instead of giving us 
more money it e reduce the total stock by about one-half depress 


prices accordingly. 

_Or if the paper currency were retained on a silver basis by a Treasury de- 
cision to redeem mbacks in silver, there would still be a contraction of 
more than $600,000,000, or considerably more than one-fourth of the total 


currency supply. 
uate currency, the insanest thing 


If we are . 
we could do would seem to be to compel a further and enormous contraction 


by adopting free silver coinage. 


Mr.STEWART. Thathas gone the rounds sufficiently without 
publishing it here. Itshows the sublime confidence of the author 
in the ignorance of the American people. Itsays if we wouldadd 
silver to gold it would contract the currency. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me before he proceeds? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I want to say a word in reply. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire whether the printed 
matter which has just been read by the Secretary represents the 
views of the Senator from Illinois? 
woe I have no desire to interrupt the Senator from 

evada. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand where it comes from. It comes 
from the Reform Club of New York; it is the sound view” of 


aM, PEFFER. resen 
Mr, P. Ak raia e to know whether it rep: ts 
the views of the Senator from IIlinois. 

Mr. STEWART. It comes from the holy of holies of the gold 
standard. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, I 
will state that within a day or two I hope to have an opportunity 
to address the Senate on this subject at length, but I have no 
desire to interrupt the Senator from Nevada. 

an Shek I will be . a 3 A 

e t place, it says t doubli e coinage, doubli 
the base of the circulation, would See its volume, z . 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me. 

ne PALMER. Iwas going to ask whether that is the state- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the substance, 

Mr. PALMER. The statement? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; I will tell you what the statement is. 

I state as an incontrovertible fact that the amount of standard 
money controls the volume. There must be some relation between 
the credit and circulation and the amount of standard money. 
We have no standard money in the country but gold. The Treas- 
ury has no gold except what it borrows from time to time, They 

erate the amount of gold in the country. There is prob- 
ably $350,000,000 of gold in the country, not over $400,000,000 
at the outside, and if I had time I could go on and show why. 
That is all we have. All our circulation is based upon that, and 
consequently everybody knows that the foundation is insufficient. 
There can be no confidence. There is no confidence in the coun- 
try. No credit can be extended, because there is no foundation 
for our credit. Gold can be taken out at any time. We are de- 
pending upon borrowing it and increasing the national debt. It 
is the only way we have to get gold. We have no other means of 
getting it except by increasing the debt. Our products which we 
sell abroad have become entirely inadequate to buy gold. We 
have no foundation for our currency, and to say that coining sil- 
ver, giving a foundation for this credit, remonetizing the silver in 
the ury, would make less money is ridiculous. We havea 
large amount of silver in the Treasury. If it were money we 
would have some basis. But the Department says it is not money 


with which to pay debts. It is of no more use than so much pig 
iron. They will not pay it out for the 8 of the Govern- 
ment. It amounts to nothing so far as a basis of circulation is 


concerned, 
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The Department boldly say that silver itself must be redeemed in 
ld, and 3 it at a parity by their determination to redeem 
Fin gold e whole thing rests upon this narrow basis of gold. 


Ex thesmall amount in circulation, besides the sil- 
ver, balance is idle in the Treasury. It has tobe bolstered up 
by borrowing gold. See how the currency stands with your green- 
backs, your 8 notes, your bank circulation, and all your 
Silver ding upon redemption in gold as the Administration 
says. en think of the little fleeting gold that you buy to main- 


tain all that. That is what destroys confidence. That is What 
makes business men so anxious to borrow gold and issue bonds to 
get tome money in the Treasury to bolster up what you have. 

is no foundation for confidence. The remonetization of sil- 
ver and the use of silver as money would give us a basis strong 
enough to maintain double the credit and double the circulation 


we have. 
yl a men say it would drive goa out of the country. Was 
d driven out of the country by Bland Act or the Sherman 
? Did it not accumulate constantly while silver was used even 
under the limited commercial wa; 5 coining it? 
But let the Government of the Uni States say that silver is as 
good as gold and that it would just as soon have it as gold, and you 
would have something with which to buy gold. How does gola 
come into the country? Does it flyin? Does it come here by a 
kite? Itis bought and brought here by our ‘ucts. But the 
gold standard has reduced the value of our ucts below the cost 
of production, and with all we can export we can not pay for what 
other commodities we buy. Consequently we get no gold. Give 
us pr ity, set the wheels of industry in motion, and you can 
buy gold with your exports. But while silver is at the present 
tied while the Asiatics have a hundred per cent advantage in 
ifference of exchange, they can furnish the wheat and cotton and 
take our markets from us. 

Look at Russia. She is on a silver basis. She has grown rich 
in the last twenty years while we have grown poor. Pet ig oa 
ago our bonds were worth much morethan Russia’s bonds. Now 
her bonds are as good as ours, and she has some five or six hun- 
dred millions of gold which she does not use for circulation, be- 
cause her ruble is the unit and she puts out paper enough to keep 
it on a par with the silver ruble. The consequence is she can 
produce wheat and drive us out of the market, as she has done. 

The farmer of Russia takes his bushel of wheat to London. He 
sells it for the same price that we do. He back to his country 
and his money is doubled. He has fixed to pay the same 
as we do, but he can pay his fixed charges with half the labor and 
with half the products thatwe can. Our fixed charges have to be 

id in gold. A bushel of wheat is taken to Liv It is sold 
60 cents. It is 60 cents when it here. A el of wheat 
is taken from Russia to Liverpool. It is sold for 60 cents, and it 
is $1.20 when it gets home to pay fixed charges with. The bur- 
dens are thrown off the backs of the ee and they prosper; 
they can produce more wheat and the ve driven us out of the 
market, The same is true of the Asiatics, Our farmers are 
brought face to face with this ruinous competition. Of course we 
can not have gold here. It is our poverty that makes them take 
the gold from us, because we must sell at gold prices in competition 
- with the Asiatics. We can not accumulate it unless we have 
something with which to bu ld. When a man says that the 
remonetization of silver would produce contraction, he thinks the 
people of the United States are very ignorant or he is ignorant or 
o 


vicious. 

When did the co’ of silver in this country drive out gold? 
‘The two metals have side by side for a thousand and 
it was easier to get gold while silver and gold could bo used. 
But when we are confined to gold alone and nothing to a | it 
with, the hoarded in E for military purposes, or held in 
a pool yS e Rothschilds, itis different. Weare selling our prod- 
ucts to Rothschilds combination to buy their gold. They have 
a gold corner, and they say to us,“ You shall come to us and bor- 
row gold to pay your interest“; yet it is said more standard coin 
er be contraction. When they talk about 82,000, 000, 000 in cir- 
culation they duplicate the figures. 
the 3 They duplicate the to the extent of more 
than 8500, 000,000. For instance, silver certificates are counted 
and the silver in the Treasury is counted; the gold certificates 
are counted and the gold in the Treasury is counted, and so it goes 
through. The most fallacious statement ever uttered by man is 
uttered in the paper presented by the Senator from Ilinois. AN 
the genius of duplicity, all the essence of avarice, all the desire 
to humbug and to deceive are concentrated in those few words. 
It is a result of years of juggling of words by the conspirators 
who demonetized silver to double the value of their obligations 
and to enslave the people. The idea that the American people 
must be loaded down with these accumulated debts and have 
money with which to pay them taken away is preposterous. 

If my friend the Senator from Illinois will go to his State he 


There is no such amount in 


will find the farmers there struggling to pay taxes, to inter- 
est, to school their children, and he wall find that they ra wheat 
and what they raise at less than the cost of production. There is 
nothing left for them. If he does not know it, the country knows it. 
If he does not know that there is suffering in the country, the coun- 
try does. The idea of trying to conceal eee e, eee 
is universal distress! ere has it been uced? Nowhere but 
in the Halls of Congress. Why should be universal distress 
after twenty years of abundant harvests and profound peace? 
What has occurred to make times worse than they ever were? 
What has occurred to take away from young men the opportunity 
to acquire wealth by industry? What has 5 bring 
gloom to the country and sadness to every household? What has 
occurred to multi ee e milane of tram 
What has occurr make hard times? Is there anything but 
financial legislation of this country? What else can be pointed to? 
You have tried all sorts of tariffs. You have tried a Republican 
. You have tried the McKinley Act. After it was in force 
for two years you had the worst panic that has ever been wit- 
nessed in this country. The law remained in force a 
year after, and it did not cure the panic. It was a disease beyond 
the power of protection. It was a disease too to be cured 
such a measure. I have advocated my life, but it 
can not cure the currency disease. It is inadequate, it is impotent. 
You have the Wilson Act. What has it done? It has not made 
A nipple; For the last three „since Secretary Foster declared 
that he would not obey the law and coin silver to pay the obli- 
pices ot the country, since it was that silver should 
absolutely disgraced and not used as money, we have been on 
the downward course. Each i been worse than 


year 
the , and now the only hope of the Republican party to 
get in power is that the Democratic has made the condition 


intolerable. They think that the people have forgotten that the 
former Administration made it so intolerable that they elected 


Cleveland. 
Look how this thing has gone on. In 1884 the blican 

FA AO Se te ek one Bes CIRO ICO In 1888 the 
Democratic was so intolerable that elected Harrison. 
In 1892 the ublican party was so intolerable that they f 
the shortcomings of Cleveland and returned to him,and now itis 
supposed that a sufficient amount of political capital has been ac- 
cumulated from the r Administration to make the people 
go on and step out of the frying pan into the fire. So they go, 
FCC CCC 
roaster. Each * on the misdoings of the other, and the 
“outs” have an unlimited capital in the misdeeds of the ins.“ 
That is what the Republican relies on. They rely on the 
short memory of the le. ey think they have an unlimited 
capital in the infamy of the present Administration. In four 
es they will accumulate capital enough for another change. 

y think the people of the United States are sufficiently igno- 
rant to be hoodooed and fooled right along. And what do we 
have to-day? A serious discussion about increasing the us 
in the when the country is already overloaded with 
year sag Se party intends to give relief. Both intend to 

eceive 


le and 5 the wealth and power of gold 
monopoly, which is the mother of all monopolies, 

s me, CALL. I offer two amendments to the pending bill which 
ask ma 


be ted. 
The VICE. RESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The follo bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the ittee on Mili Affairs: 
A bill . R. 2259) for the relief of William B. Ellis; 
A bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North Georgia 5 
an 


College from the payment of $450 for gun; 
A bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of John McLain, alias Michael 


c 
The P PAY E were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 4824) authorizing the Secre of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of wood, Peoria 
Coi G. H. 6356) thorizing and the Secr of 
ill ( Š au ing and directi e etary 
the Navy to furnish to George . Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. 
e following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 
A bill R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; and 
A bill R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880. 
MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1904) to regulate 
marriages in the District of Columbia. 


1896. 
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Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of resentatives and request a con- 
ference with the House on the and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
int the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. FAULKNER, 
. McMinian, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. ‘ 
CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. ig to amend an 
act entitled An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Com- 
pany,” approved March 2, 1895. 

Mr. G GER. Imove that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and ask a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McM- 
LAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. Proctor were appointed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the 
sentatives. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLI- 
SON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

POTOMAC RIVER FLATS, 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to have an order for reprinting Senate 
Document 151, being a che Sa of the findings of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia in the matter of the right, title, or 
interest of any person or corporation adverse to the complete and 
paramount right of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, 
with the eo ee pers: I wish to state that the docu- 
ment is to be printed for the use of the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on 5 on the e e on bill. There 
are quite a number of maps, and I desire that the first copies shall 
be sent to the Senate without the maps, and that subsequently the 
maps be put in. I wish to have an order made to make the print- 


5 Rye nae ts 
4 5 VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
red. 


* 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making a iations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


E The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 5 
Ax] to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland A 
RMAN]. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If there are no Senators who desire to discuss 
the bill further to- t, I would ask the Senate to take up some 
unobjected bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from California, I think, desires to 
submit some remarks on the pending bill, and perhaps also the 
Senator from Connecticut. Neither of them, however, is ready or 
inclined to go on to-night, and if there are other matters upon the 
Caena that Senators desire to have taken up between now and 

o’clock—— 

Mr. GORMAN, Oh, no; let us adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from New York will withdraw 
his motion—— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New York withdraw his 
motion for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Otherwise I would—— 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a statement to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. The motion is withdrawn for the purpose of the 
statement. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], who 
is very much interested in the subject of coast defenses, who 
has been obli to leave the city, prepared a speech before leay- 
ing which, if here, he would deliver upon the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from tape . GORMAN], and in support of 
the amendment, as I understand it. He left it with me and re- 
quested me to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it 
might be printed in the Rrcorp, or, if that should be refused, to 
read it for him myself. If unanimous consent can not be granted, 


I will accommodate the Senator from Vermont by reading his 


Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from Connecticut submit the 


request now that the of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PROCTOR] on the pending amendment be printed in to-morrow 
marng RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


Mr. BACON. I object. 
Rcd F to ask a question first, I think 
atis av us ent. 
Mr. PLATT. If there is objection I will withdraw the request. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I want to suggest a way out of it. I think 
there would be no objection to having the read it. 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator's colleague [Mr. PLATT] can read it. 


Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague can begin it, and ion 
of the Senate for the to finish it. 8 
Mr. HALE. Then I suggest that we go on and consume the 


time until 6 o’clock, and that the Secretary commence reading the 
speech of the Senator from Vermont, if the Senator from Con- 
necticut has it in his hand and will send it to the desk. 

Mr. BACON. I hope not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. HALE. That the Secretary may be permitted to read the 

of the Senator from Vermont, who is necessarily absent, 

and who desires that his speech be incorporated into the debate 
on the pending amendment. The suggestion is now that the Sec- 
retary shall begin 

Mr. PLATT, I will go ahead now. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut will go on himself, 

Mr. HILL. The only question is whose speech it is. 

Mr. HALE, It is the speech of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


Pe BLL Is that blishing a bad precedent. f 
F: 7 not establi a even for 
the Senate? 4 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut can make it as his 
own speech. 

Mr. HILL. He can do that. A Senator can always make a 

He is competent to do that. But the question is whether 
we want to start the custom of a Senator ing another Sena- 
tor’s s here and having it printed in the RECORD. I do not 
think it is a good practice. I shall have to object, Mr. President. 

Mr. FA . Lunderstand the Senator from Connecticut 
has withdrawn that request, and he is now about to make the 
speech himself. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GRAY. And in his own time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Connecticut has with- 
drawn the request he first made, 

Mr. HALE. Both requests have been withdrawn—the request 
to print in the RECORD and the request to have the Secretary read 
the speech. I understand the Senator from Connecticut proposes 
to go on and read the speech in his own time. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut making his speech, but I must object to his making the speech 
of somebody else, and having it appear in the RECORD that it is 
the of somebody else. 

Several Senators. He has the right to do that. 

Mr. HILL. No; he has not the right to do that. It isa 
tice that is abused in the other House, and it is unworthy of the 
Senate, andoughtnot to be madea precedent. Withall due 
to the Senator from Vermont, who is absent, I think it is a prece- 
dent that ought not to be established, and I want to object right 
here. The tor can make his own speech, and the RECORD 
will show that it is his speech. That is the right practice, and we 
must adhere to it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me suggest to the Senator from New 
York that if the Senator from Connecticut chooses to make a few 
prelimi remarks, and then proceeds to read the speech pre- 
pared by the Senator from Vermont, I do not know any ground 
in the world on which you can stop it, or any rule or custom of 
the Senate under which you could prevent it, 

Mr. HILL. That is not the point. 

Mr. hig HSN ER. That is what the Senator from Connecticut 

ses to do. 


pro 

r. HILL. He can read the speech of Daniel Webster as part 
of his remarks, or read his own speech made years ago, or any- 
baay else’s ; but that is not the point. That, however, is 
all he ean do. Do not let us begin such a practice now out of 
courtesy to the absent Senator from Vermont. It strikes me it 
would be a bad precedent for the future. Let each Senator make 
his own speech, and let the whole of it be pri in the RECORD 
as his speech. That is what the Senate has always adhered to, 
and it is a good practice. If the Senator from Connecticut wants 
to go on now. it is rather a late hour for a speech from anybody, 
at half past 5 o'clock in the afternoon, after the able discussion 
by different Senators to which we have listened upon the bond 
question, and so on. |Laughter.] 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the re- 


uest of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has been withdrawn, 
e pendio question is on the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Pe 
Senator from Maryland 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HILL. Ihave the floor, I 
Connecticut to make a statement, 


ourn. 

adjon HALE. I hope we shall remain here until 6 o'clock. 

Seyeral SENATORS. No, no. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 29, 1896, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 


ielded to the Senator from 
move now that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 28, 1896. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER. Under theruleadopted by the House, the first 

business this morning after the reading of the Journal is the vote 


upon the e of House bill No. 8271, relating to pensions. 
Mr. CROWTHER. On that question I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 189, nays 54, 
not voting 111; as follows: 


YEAS—189. 
Ach De Witt, Kem, Russell, 
Allen, U ta, et Kerr, Sauerhering, 
Anderson, Doolittle, Kirkpatrick, Scranton, 
. Downing, Knox, Shafroth, 
Arnold, Eddy, Kulp, Shannon, 
Arnold, R. I. Ellis, Layton, Sherman, 
Atwood, Evans, Leighty, im xine 
Babcock Faris, ise: ` 2 
Baker, Kans. Fenton, x Snover, 
Baker, Md Fischer, Lewis, TE, 
Baker, rie siya Long, Southard, 
Bar Gamble, Loudenslager, Spalding, 
Barney, Gibson, Low, et Š 
Bartholdt, Gillet, N. V. . Stahle, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Steele, 
nnett, Graf, Stewart, N. J. 
Griffin, Me Stewart, Wis. 
op, Griswold, McCall, Tenn. e, C. 
E —f Bn, | Beek ae 
wers. T, „ e, Ne 
Bre —.— Nebr. cLachlan, Strong, 
Broderick, Halte: Meiklejobn, Sulloway, 
Bromwi Hardy, Mercer, Sulzer, 
Brown, Harmer, Miller, Kans. Tawney, 
Brumm, Harris, Miller, W. Va. 
Burrell, Hartman. Milliken Towne, 
Burton, Mo. Heatwole, Minor, Wis. Tracewell, 
Burton, Ohio Hemenway, Mondell, Tracey, 
Calderhead, enderson, Moody, Treloar, 
Chicke: x Henry, Conn. Morse, . 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Ind. Noo: Van Horn, 
Clark, Mo. Hepburn, Northway, Van Voorhis, 
Codding, Hermann, Odell, alker, Va. 
Sofia. 5 — 8 b wale, 
rn, verstree anger, 
Soson A Hill, ‘ker, Warner, 
Cook, Hitt, Payne, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. Ho ‘Watson, Ohio 
„ a 
8. u ips, 
Crowther, uff, Pickler, Wilson, Idaho 
Cummings, Huling, Pitney, Wilson, 
Curtis, Iowa Hunter, Poole, Wood, 
Curtis, Hurley, Pugh, Woomer, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hyde, Ray, Wri 
‘ord, Jenkins, Re burn, 
els, Johnson, Cal. Robinson, Pa. 
Dayton, Joy, Royse, 
NAYS—54. 
Abbo! Ellett, Va. McDearmon, Stok: 
Allen, Elliott, S. C. McRae, i. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Meredith, Strowd, N.C. 
Bell, Tex. Hendrick, Miles, ‘albert, 
Black, Ga. Jones, oey; Terry, 
Clardy, Kyle, Patterson, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Latimer, Richardson, Underwood, 
Cooper, Fla. Lester, Russell, Ga. ‘ashi 
Cooper, Tex. Little, Settle, Wheeler, 
Livingston, ford, 
Cul Lockhart, Skinner, Wilson, S. C. 
De Armond, McClellan, Spar 
Denny, Morey, Ky: Spencer, 
Dinsmore, tailings, 


unsylvania r Gn to the amendment of the Al 


Dockery, endall, Powers, 
Aitken, Dolliver, Kiefer, Price, 
Aldrich, Ala. Dovener, Lacey, Prince, 
drich, Draper, La Quigg, 
Apsley, E: Lefever, ey, 
Avery, F. 5 Linney, Reeves, 
a OO Fletcher, Linton, Robertson, La. 
Foote, Lorimer, Rusk, 
Barrett, uen Sayers, 
Bartlett, Ga. Fowler, Maddox, Shaw. 
Beach. y nire, Smith, Mich. 
Belknap, Goodwyn, M ry, Minn. South 
Berry, Grosvenor, McEwan, Stephenson, 
B N.Y. Grout, McKenney, 8 
Boutelle, Hadley, McLaurin, Taft, 
us, Hanly, McMillin, Tate, 
Buck, Meret. Tayler, 
Bull, M Tucker, 
Miner, N. Y. Turner, Ga. 
Catchin Heiner, Pa. Money, N 
Clarke Hooker, Moses. adsworth, 
U Hopkins. Mozley, Walker, 
Cooke, III. Howard, Murphy, ite, 
Cowen, Hulick, Ni Wilber, 
Crisp, ae, New Wilson, N. T. 
Wley, utcheson, Ogden, oodard, 
7 Johnson, Ind. Owens, Woodman. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Pendleton, 
So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Quidd with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

BOUTELLE with Mr. MCMILLIN, 
STEPHENSON with Mr. MONEY. 

ADAMS with Mr. ERDMAN. 

BEACH with Mr. Harrison, 

Surrn of Michi with Mr. BERRY. 
Cookx of Illinois with Mr. TYLER. 
FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
Tart with Mr. OWENS. 

HADLEY with Mr. Price. 

Lacey with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

PRINCE with Mr. BAILEY. 

REEVES with Mr. CaTcHINGs. 

HOOKER with Mr. MINER of New York, 
Grout with Mr. NEILL. 

BELKNAP with Mr. Mappox, 

HULL with Mr. Mosgs. 

RANEY with Mr. CowEn. 

Hopkins with Mr. Dockrry. 

JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
WHITE with Mr. Rusk. 

ALDRICH of Alabama with Mr. McKENNEY, 
Mr. MozLEY with Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

For this day: 

Mr. HANLy with Mr. PENDLETON, 

Mr. AVERY with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. Linton with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. GARDNER with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. McLaurin, 

Mr. Huuick with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. OGDEN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania with Mr. WOODARD, 
Mr. BULL with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. McCieary of Minnesota with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. Swanson, 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. CLarpy. 

Mr. Cannon with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
Mr. Crump with Mr. CROWLEY. 

On this bill: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. SAYERS. 


5 555 


e 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, my coll ©, Mr. BARRETT, is 
unavoidably detained from the House. he were present, he 
would vote“ ae 

Mr. REYBURN. My colleague, Mr. Apams, is detained at 
home by sickness. 


Mr. TYLER. Onthis question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. COOKE. If he were present, I should vote * no.” 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam paired on this question with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. DRAPER. he were present, I should 
vote “no,” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam announced as paired with the gentleman 
pon Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE. I therefore withdraw my vote. I 
vo Ind.“ 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. FOWLER, is absent, and I have eed to pair with him on 
re vote. 5 If he were present, he would vote “aye” and I should 
vote no. 
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Mr.SAYERS. I find that I am paired with the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR. If he were here, he would vote“ aye” and 
I should vote “no.” I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BAILEY (who had voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Prince, I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I voted 
“ no,” forgetting that I was paired with the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. Tart. I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have voted inst 
this bill, but I find I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Cannon. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My coll e, Mr. WILBER, has been un- 
avoidably called out of town. he were present, he would vote 
in the affirmative. He desired me to make this statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. HoRINS. If he were present, I should vote no.“ 

Mr. POOLE. ay colleague, Mr. FAIRCHILD, is unavoidably de- 
tained from the House this morning. Were he here, he would 
vote ‘‘ aye.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
just taken was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8266) donating 
two condemned cannon to Custer Post, No. 38, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two condemned cannon to James 
z olark Post, No. 162, Grand Army of the Republic, of Alle- 
gheny, Pa. t 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the e is hereby authorized 
and directed to deliver to Custer Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, 
Allegheny 2 Pa., two condemned cannon, and two condemned cannon 

G. Clar Post, No. 162, Grand ee 7 the Republic, of Allegheny. 


to James 
Pa., for monumental purposes: Provide t said cannon can 


from the public service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be en and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had bills and a joint resolution 
of the l titles; in Which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin ne mo se, an Indian; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 139) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause an investigation to be made ing the claims of certain 
citizens of New York and New Jersey that damages were done to 
their planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay by dredges 
and other vessels in the employ of the United States, and to report 
the circumstances relating thereto; 

A bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs; 

A bill (S. 1597) for the relief of William H. Tibbits; and 

A bill (S. wig fg the relief of Isaac Marsh. 

The message announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 


fax; 

A bill = R. 4781) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Union Railroad 3 construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela 
1893; and 

A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

jont resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: : 

A bill (S. 1597) for the relief of William H. Tibbits—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1704) forthe relief of Quin ne mo se, an Indian—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Marsh—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 139) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause an en ent to be made respecting the claims of certain 
citizens of New York and New Jersey that Tanat were done to 


iver,” approved February 18, 


| | 


their planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay 50 dredges 
and other vessels in the employ of the United States, and to report 
the circumstances relating thereto—to the Committee on Claims. 


CHARLES K. JENREE. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the 
military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc. : 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Charles K. Jenree, late of Company B, Twenty-seventh New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to issue to the said Charles K. Jenree an honorable discharge: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
reading of the report in that case, subject to the right of objection. 

The report (by Mr. FENTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6293) 
for the relief of Charles K. Jenree, ha had the same under consideration, 
re it back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

e facts in the case, as shown by the papers and documents submitted to 
the committee, are as follows: 

Charles K. Jenree enlisted as a peata in Company B, Twenty-seventh 
New York Volunteer Infantry, July 5, 1861, for a period of two years, and 
z ei discharged by of expiration of term of enlistment 

ay 31, 1863. 

e reenlisted 3 1863, in Company D, First Veteran Volunteer New 
York Cay: „for. y 

On the 17th. of January, e 
account of sickness in his family, and on reac 
pane of death with consumption, and he deci to re 

er death, which took place in July, Jenree says he thought the duty 
he owed to his sick and dying wife was paramount to every other considera- 
tion, and so he did not return to his command, and was marked as a deserter 
from the time of the expiration of his furlough. By this act he lost six 
months’ pay as well as his bounty. 

His as a soldior was exceptionally good, and shows him to have been 
both brave and honorable and faithful and prompt in the discharge of every 


duty. 
21 the battle of Piedmont, Va., June 5, 89 horse was disabled, 
and Jenree 83 dismounted and gave Colonel Carter his own horse. 

Col. John J. Carter, commanding Jenree's regiment, pays him a high com- 
pliment and gives him (Jenree) an excellent record as a soldier. 

Jenree is now an old man, reduced to such extreme poverty and helpless- 
ness as necessitates being an inmate of the poorhouse; his wife and chil- 
dren are dead, and he seems to have no one to care for him. It is a sad finale 
to an active career and an honorable life to have added to his other troubles 
the cloud that bas hung over him during the last thirty years—that of being 
untrue to his country—which, from his standpoint, was rendered necessary 
by the higher duty he owed to his dying wife. 

In view of all the circumstances the committee think that it would be a 
generous act to let a single ray of sunshine fall upon the closing hours of this 
old man’s life, so full of start: vicissitudes, by the prompt passage of the 
pending bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration oF the bill (S. 1176) to amend an act 
entitled An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, 
and to establish it as a post-road.” 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That “An act to authorize the Oregon and Washi 
Bridge ee construct and maintain a bridge across the Columna 
River, between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to es- 
tablish it asa road,” approved March 24, 1800, be, and the same is hereby, 
extended, revived, and d to be in full force and effect from and after 
March 24, 1892. Section 12 of said act, which provides that said act shall be 
null and void if actual construction of the brid therein authorized be not 
commenced within two years and es Fan thin four years from the date 
of the approval thereof, shall be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 


the time within which said bridge is required to be commenced shall be 
within two years from June 24, and the time within which it is required 
that said b: be completed shall be within four years from the 24th day of 


June, 1895. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, it was passed. 
FORT LEWIS MILITARY RESERVATION, COLO. 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5481) to restore 
the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in the 
State of Colorado, to the public domain, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the lands included in the Fort Lewis Mili 
Reservation, in Colorado, established by Executive order of date January 
1882, and located in townships 34 and north, of ranges 10, 11, and 12 W 
of the New Mexico principal meridian, are hereby restored to the public 


omain. 

Sec. 2. That said lands shall be subject to occupation, settlement, entry. 
purchase, and disposal under the eee s of the United States, except 
so much thereof as may be embraced in tions heretofore reserved for 
school purposes: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as 
to interfere with any rights which i$ have accrued previous to the with- 
drawal of said lands for the purposes of such reservation. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Reserving the right to obj 
I ask for some explanation of this bill. x —_ 
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Mr. BELL of Colorado. Do you desire the report read or some 


tion? 
. BARTLETT of New York. Has this the approval of the 
Secre of War? 
Mr. of Colorado. It is approved by every official inter- 


ested. 

In the first place, let me say to the gentleman that it is unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on the Public Lands. There 
has been an effort to this land opened up for two or three ses- 
sions of Congress by the Department, and there has been one mis- 
take following another in reference to it. Now the Secretary of 
the Interior and everybody else interested approves the 0 

This is not a military reservation. It was taken out of the War 
Department and turned over to the Interior Department a number 


of N N 
r. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman state that 
there is a letter from the Secretary of the Interior approving this 
action? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Thereis a letter stating that they have 
nothing to say about the manner of opening; but they extract from 
it the sections that are included in the amendments recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office; that is, the 
amendments propose to exclude certain land for an Indian indus- 
trial school and all general school sections. They want these sec- 
tions for 5 of an Indian industrial school. 

Mr. BAR of New York. Is this not a military reserva- 
tion? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Not now. 


* BARTLETT of New York. Is it not to-day? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. It was turned over by the 
of War to the Sec: of the Interior to be used as an industrial 
school; but there are about 30,000 acres of the land right among 
the peaks in the mountains. Miners are there now engaged in 
mining operations. This is right in the very heart of the coal and 
the gold section, and these men are trying to mine under difficult 
pontine: There is no objection from any source to the action 

here. 
vy . BARTLETT of New York. I would like the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior read and placed on record in connection 
with the matter. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, this matter 
was considered by the Public Lands Committee and unanimously 

rted. It was thoroughly investigated by the committee of 
which I am a member. 

This land is eee abont 8,000 or 9,000 = apote tectonics of 
the sea. It is not or any purpose, except pro y min- 

and mining of the precious metals, and when it is opened for 
private entry the Government will get out of it a much greater 
sum than-if it were sold under the abandoned military reserva- 
tion act. The abandoned military reservation acts require that 
the land may be advertised and sold at public auction. In that 
event there would be no appreciable amountreceived bythe United 
States Government. But if it is opened to settlement then there 
will be a much greater amount received by the Government. 
The Secretary of the Interior has sent a letter to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacry], chairman of the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, in which he says it is not his province to indicate in 
what manner the land shall be disposed of, but it ought to be 

i of in some manner. 

: . BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman whether this land is to be paid for? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Oh, yes. 5 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why, certainly. It can not be had in any 
other way, except by homestead entry, and there is hardly any of 
it fit for agricultural porou. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I should like an expla- 
nation of the following words in the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior: 

‘The facts with reference to said reservation are fully set forth in the re- 
pos of the Commissioner of the General Land Offce, and,as stated by him, 

e policy of the Government has been, since 1871 to the present time, to re- 


quire payment for lands in abandoned military reservations. 
The fain es as to whether or not pap pm diverges now be reversed is one 
which 


It was ten or twelve years 


wholly within the discretion and subject to the determination of 


Now, as I read that, it would imply that if we pass this bill it 
he be a reversal of the former policy. I want an explanation of 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. That is explained in the report. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. SHAFROTH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in 
8 Colorado, to the public domain, having duly considered the same, 


The Fort Lewis Military Reservation was established by Executive order 
January 27, 1882, embracing 47.4 square miles of the public domain. 

On the 12th day of November, 1801, long after said premises had been aban- 
doned for military purposes, the Secretary of War turned all of the i 
improvements, and premises over to. pe. atubas of the Interior for indus- 
trial-schoo! of the improvements and 
lands nt thereto are 


now used by 
premises and improvements are excluded herefrom, to wit, sec x 
and 85 in to p 35 north, range II west; sections 9, 10, 11, and 12 in town- 
ship 34 n of range 11 west, and what be, when surveyed, sections 
Nos. 1,2,3, 4in township 34 north, 3 e 

The Tarogong Mil was submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and he f premises and informed the committee that the 


an as 
in an elevation 8,000 feet above sea le d, however, is 
h mountain- 


found in patches, 
ous territory only fit for mining, if for any Sak vous Ses the value of 
not been accelera: by contiguous se nt, as is usual in 
level agricultural countries; that it can not be put up and sold to . 
be thrown open 


by 
ent i manger’ with as oe t may be found more 

unable for o! purposes 
under general lant laws. 

Therefore the committee recommend that said bill be amended by insert- 
ing, after the word “ purposes,” in the fifth line of the second section, the fol - 
lowing: “to wit, ons 33, 34, and 35 in township 35 north of 11 west; 
also sections 9, 10, 11, and 12 in township 34 north of range 11 west, and also 
what wiil be sections 1, 2, 3. and 4 in township 84 north of il west when 
surveyed.’ Also by inserting after the word of said the following: 
“and excluding all ral school sections.” 

And your — — recommend that the bill as so amended do pass. 

ere SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
(e e bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ishould like to have the gentleman who has 
this bill in charge explain how this bill will change the general 
law as applica’ to military reservations which have been turned 
over to the Interior Department. These are mineral lands, are 


they? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes. It is just as the report says, that 
you can not sell these lands at public auction for anything. They 
are located right in the peaks of the mountains. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if they are valuable mineral lands—— 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. If they are located for coal mining, 
every man who buys a coal claim must pay $20 an acre. Every 
man who buys a lode e 85 an acre; and the committee 
say that the Government will get more money out of it in this 
way than in any other. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, the laws applicable to mineral lands 
will then be 5 to this military reservation? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes; and the committee decided that 
the Government would get more money ont of it in that way than 
in any other. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was Pe to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL of Colorado, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

PETER P, FERGUSON. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. er, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 6431. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765 and interest. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States pay to Peter P. 
Ferguson the sum of $1,765 and interest thereon from December 24, 1892. 

The Committee on Claims recommended the adoption of an 
amendment striking out the words ‘‘and interest thereon from 
December 24, 1892.” 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an 
amendment to the bill which will obviate the objection made the 
other ri by the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

95 — 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object, 
after the bill has been explained. 

Mr. LOUD. This bill was up for unanimous consent some time 
ago, and the report was read. It seems to be a perfectly just 
claim. I objectéd at that time to the consideration of the bill, be- 
cause it 15 not in proper Kn m oe not act forth for aries 
purpose the money was to paid. e gentleman proposes 
offer an amendment which will put it in proper shape. 

speaker, I ask that my 


„ may be 


Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. 
amendment be reported. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
2 after the word dollars,“ in line 5 of printed bill, the 
"Thesar the tof acertain trecovered b the United 
Thesame amountof a juägmen reco ; E 


States against Ferguson on the 24th day 
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were su uently determined by the Supreme Court in the case of Wiscon- 
sin Company against Forsythe to be owned | es said rail- 
road compan Y, {iioagh whom said Ferguson obtained his ti 

Amend The title of bill by striking out the words Nan interest. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill as proposed to be amended? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment 5 by the committee was agreed to. 

The amendment offered by Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin was 


agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed =e read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, an 

Mr. DOCKERY. Onght not the title of that bill to amended? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the title be amended 
by striking out the words and interest.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the change will be made. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


E. R. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. TRACEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. 
The bill was read., as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the eum of 9100 bp, and the same hereby iss 


riated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria: 
the pa ent in full to E. R. S maiieys paid k 8 ‘Post: 
tor Edgerton, to ties having money in registers 
8 from the post-office in Springfield, Mo., on the 23d peng 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


ai 
report (by Mr. DowniNa@) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on to whom eee tho Ul 68: 87). S0e she 
relief of E. R. Shipley, su t the following repo: 
s bill is the same as House 608, now Sanding in the House and pre- 
viously reported by ias committee with a favorable recommendation. 
Your committee therefore recommend that this bill be substituted for said 
House bill, and that said House bill lie on the table. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Lask for the reading of the 
5 T aarp report adopted by this committee. There must 
3 stating these facts. 
"i TRACEY, There was originally a House report, for which 
this is a substitute. I desire to say, Mr. S er, that I can ex- 
the bill so that every gentleman will thoroughly understand 
it. Iexplained it to the House when it was up before to the sat- 
isfaction of everybody. The facts are that the post-office was en- 
tered and a package of 3 envelopes taken. The fiice 
tor demanded that the money represented by this pankasa y 
of registered envelopes should be paid by the postmaster; and 
did pay it, without investigation to see whether he was liable to 
pay it or not. He simply paid it on the demand of the post-office 


1 The full report gives the statement of the post-office 
tor, as well as the statement of all other connected 
wit the matter; and there can be no question whatever about the 


right of pie postmaster to recover the money that he thus im- 


property Re 
D. You ought to have the report read. 
Mr. TRACEY. It was read before. is a Senate bill re- 
back by the House committee. Toyun ane reported it favor- 
ably. The House committee have passed this bill. The full re- 
port has all these statements in it, and is an entire statement of 
e facts. 
Py A Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 
Mr. LOUD. I-would like to have read some report, if there is 
a report, setting forth the facts in the case. 
— 5 . The House report was read when it was called 
up before. 
Y rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
4 om report (by Mr. DowninG) on the bill H. R. 608 was read, as 
ollows: 


having had the same under consideration, beg leave 


to report the same ndation that it pass, 
The Senate rt No. 260, Fifty-third Congress, second session, on this bill 
fall — 5 facts, your committee adopt the same and make it a 


[Senate Report No. 269, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 


The T te ipod Post-Offices and Post-Roads have considered Senate bill 
No. 199 and report as follows: 
The bill is for the relief of E. R. Shipley, 1 —5 waapa postmaster at Springfield, 


Mo.,in June, 1884. On the 23d of June two red matter were 

VV È betoro the United Sex ae Ges 
and was tai 

missioner, and, hearing, ar eaa p There is show Any 


negligen on the part of the postmast 
andin tha judgment at Shes naittaa be io apaiacdee relief he asks. 


D |, Fifty second Congress, first session, mado 
| where Sa er, chairm the tae es on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
where 


. with the matter are stated, and the same is 
.. and recommend the passage of t f the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 113, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 9) for the relief of E. R. Shipley, have examined the same and sopor 
This bill appropriates $460 to reimburse E. R. Shipley — — — a 
field, Mo. for 5 by him to parties whose f ae =- 
en. circumstances are fully detailed in the — — 
Committee on tho oe peer and Post- Roads, F. 


us follows: 
85 eld, Mo., e 
seven years pre Bem ap caer ae e expired October 27, 1885, 
e the office January 1. 1886; that during the dis- 
— 2 of the duties of the office of postmaster Mr. Shipley gave close per- 
sonal attention to all the details and duties of the office. He was careful to 
and egg gem clerks therein, who observed the 


ee —— 8 on 2 za Bo. claimed $3 
an 

have thrown into his = othe wo fro ban 

tered 1 that w 


evening of Say. tones opaued pc g Bry pein ec ree ey A the office 
and its contents taken out in usual and customa: 
A. Hoover, a clerk in the office, took charge of the atter; 
Hoover, on his examination, under Biri op of svesling A wa parcel, swore be- 
fore the United States commissioner that he placed sai tered matter 
in the safe, locking said cafe, about 8.45 P. m. on maid 23d day of June; that 
no o person handled the registered matter except said Hoover; that 
no outsiders were permitted to or did enter the 
that said Hoover, r a full —— was ae 
a 


said date Mr. Shipley, the 
registers to * if they were 2 * shape for dispatch. He then 
the registered 


room dn 


2 all matter. 8 rom one train intact, but one bundle 
registered matter claimed b: by ane l clerk on the Kansas City and 
Springfield road to have been deliv: to the office could not be found. 


at once entered into a rigid investigation to ascertain by 

whom had been taken from the office, if by anyone, 

but was unable to discover 1 if by anyone, said package 

The package of registers contained 30 consisting of ni 

money, etc., to the amount of $450. t thereafter, on 
5 he r claimed that another 


taken. 


E alg So. ‘believing t t 10 Was his duty to the loss, although he never 
saw one of the lost and was guilty of ne: whatever in con- 
ee th he made application to 


partment for 
pen iM him b 6 the reason that u 
neither th the postmaster at Springfield nor this Government was liable for 


this loss. 
Tue committee is of the opinion that the in such acase, being 


lty of non ce in the p: reiises, should not have been uired to 
fai su E 


tog 1550 sworn statements of Mr. Shipley, as well as letters of J. J. Hanna, 
Gen. Warren P. Edgarton, t-oftice inspector, and Edwin E. Bryant, As- 
sistant Attorney-General of the Post-Office Department, dated the first two 
May 9, 1885, and the latter January 28, 1886, and also a statement from McLain 
Jones, 5 85 States commissioner, are hereinafter set out in the appendix to 
this report. 
APPENDIX. 


Mire statement of E. E. Shipley, = Dagan 


cane sworn. 
1881, an 


7 ee and e my sooren 15 n 
all these e darge of attention to 
business of the offic, pe arte clerical as well as su 
my office was in that time inspected or examined by Inspectors Boyd, 
Anderson, and Thomas, 5 "hat 1 — way rts, I verily believe, were pee 
itablo to my administration of the ng that r care and p: 
tection were given to all 8 to the 
of June, were emp office, as sworn 5 — F. G. Cowan, 
W. A. Hoover, S. H. Randolph, and F. S. Rontt; that on N oa of June, 
1884, the postal clerk between Kansas City and Springfield med to 
have thrown into his pouch for the Se ey eld office two — — of regis- 
tered matter; that when this pouch reached the Springfield office it was opened 
by F. G. Cowan, a sworn clerk, and its re: 
ter, thrown or emptied onto a table, as was custom, 
that William M. Hoover, a sworn clerk in the office, gathered up the re 
tered matter and carried it into the post master's poomi laying it on the table, 
aore the —— is taken of Spans matter; core the sai 8 before 
e commission matter from this 


tered contents, with other mat- 


ei that no one 


page they we: 
all the tim: o Mooses. Cowan. 
fon 


„ and ary at 9.15 the 1 ypeses 
ter came 


out thi 


tain if they were in proper shape for 
tered ma one sree of = 
by clerk on — City a Sp 
ve been thrown to the office could be found, va ths I¢ 5 
a once sent for Mr. Hoover (the clerk handling th „ who coul 
ve no information as to whether there were more put in the safe 


I found or not. 
Mr. 3 the postal 8 once sent es and he Pearce that 
there were two bundles, one of w. contained 30 registe: 
The latter ¢ could not be found. Hoover swore before the —— tet 
he popes aan the fey all he received from the pouch; ire = ut in the safe. all 
the table, and that he took from the t he put there. 
At no t — — Ta all the clerks in the office more an 107 feet I from the 


registers lay thereon, nor were there any ns other than 
Hoover in the room where the were. The room 8 SON 
a corner of parti „6 and the 


is through the office sy s50 
and past e employees, 


that no one could enter without being seen by employees. 1 


ut oa the t table, and after: 
the rans 


187 
al ar ereet tint Tent = General on. in t. Lonis, Mo., 
ugust l $100; Sep: r +s y the 
above referred to. Lise Ja 2, 1884, 1 for another iS pay the i claimed to 
have been lostin this ea e theory of the i rs that,as Hoover 
stole the 30 he, ha a chance, stole the other; and the case was 
thus closed inspectors hypothesis. I further swear that itis my 


belief that not one of these letters was stolen in this office, and that I was 
not legally or honorably bound to pay the same, but did so on application of 
the them as superior in authori I er swear 


that the 8 of General m for the above were sent to Hon. 
William H. Wade, M. C., and that I honestly polisye the Government should 
repas me for the same, as by the inspectors who investigated 


Talao swear Siss bare oonndalod no tacts regard: this claim, and stand 
ready to furnish any additional evidence reguired ine 
SHIPLEY, Late Postmaster. 


SPRINGFIELD, Mo., February 3, 1836. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30 W 1886. 
[SEAL] JONES, 


United States Commissioner. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR, 


St. Louis, Mo., May 9, 1885. 
DEAR Sm: U; the request of E. R. Shipley, poe at Springfield, 
Mo., asking for . regarding the loss of registers taken from his 
office in the latter of June, 1884, I beg leave to submit the following 
I made a full and thorough examination of said loss, and as the result of 
my in on rahe ye one William E. Hoover, a clerk in said office. 
oover Was 


gt . Notwithstanding the fact that Hoover ae 5 the 
nit Sete commissioner, I am still fully satisfied that Hoover was one of 
the parties guilty of the 1 

Iam also well satisfied that E. R. Shipley, postmaster, was in no way re- 


lg ag meld tion. 
Mr. Shipley was called upon to make the loss resulting from said rob- 
Tors, — He paid the same a full. my judgment he should be reim. 
for the amount thus 
Very respectfully, J. J. HANNA. 
Gen. WARREN P. EDGARTON, 
Inspector in Charge, St. Louis, Mo. 


Post-OFFICE 8 INSPECTOR'S OFFICE, 
St. Louis, Mo., May 9, 1885. 

Str: I have the honor to forward you herewith a letter from r 
Hanna, who investiga’ 3 at your office by the 
theft of be ee aoe for which loss you paid considered it at "that 
time a great hardship that_you were compelled to make this loss and 
— — Meas tay Ox my duty called apa me to demand the money, but I have 
avers worked upon the theory t, where the people intrust their money 

to the mail and it is lost while Ha the custody of employees of the Railway 
Mail Service, it should be made good. 
paid this money freely and without question upon my demand. Iam 
of the 0; that yoni save these ters the usual and care, and 
only lost them pee lacs e criminality of one of 4 8 clerks. If you can in 
any manner be reimbursed by the Government the money paid on this 
account, I hope that you may accomplish this end. 


5 WARREN P. EDGARTON, 


Inspector in Charge. 
E. R. SHIPLEY, F. M. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1836. 

Sin: [have the honor to ering dt ty the receipt of a roar communication 
of date the 27th instant, relating to the loss of a tered package contain- 
a sum of money. You state that be Shipley, 5 at 8 g- 
field, Mo., from or in whose office was stolen, has d the 
amount of the loss to the 8 Who wae the losers maby the ergs and that 

he wishes the Post-Office Department to make good th to him. 


e amount 
This can not be done. Revised Statutes, section 1 that ‘the 


fice Department or its revenues shall not be liable for the loss of any 
matter on account of its being registered.” 

The liability of the postmaster to the loser in such a case is one depending 
Snes secon PAAIE ADON ty Linn, wale ihe package abe AOINE 
and a sworn a 
is held not to be liable. 

Keenan vs. Southworth (110 Massachusetts, 474) it is =. Judge 
da . Bo ee a ee ted 
ne epu eir assistants and clerks, a —— 

8 by law. are public officers, each of wh wey e 


responsi 

os for 5 own negligence onl; not for that of any of the others, though 

him 0 50 28 ‘his orders, ( e vs. Cotton, 1 Ld. Raym., 

gu; 8. 83 od., 472; Whitfield vs. De s Spencer. Cowp., T54; pps vs. Munroe, 
isa 453; Bish: 2 Fairf. 


ch, 242; Schre: Williamson, 2 $ 
utching vs. Brackett, T Foster. 230 7 88 j 
in7 Cranch th anecs Sintes e Court this doc- 


e aga mete liability of the 0 9 — of moneys lost 
mails, n rly su ding 
Bc ya ae ial charge him for 8 the negligence 
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This question of liability of to individuals is one that the 
the Post-Office 


courts, not Department, Suthoritative! decide. The in- 
2 in this case probably deemed the 8 negligent, and advised 
e payment. It was a matter, however, that th. r should have 


determined for himself, as it Having paid it, he has no 
remedy against 


appears to me. 


dy the Department. 
ery respectfully, EDWIN E. BRYANT, 
Assistant Attorney-General Post-Office Department. 
Hon. TTR H. wane, 
peg ses eer Oy 


SPRINGFIELD, Mo., January 18, 1886. 

DEAR SIR: I examined the case of The United States vs. William Hoover, 

and although in my 3 the testimony of the witnesses that were exam- 

ined in behalf of the United States was not strong enou: 1 
pans his being held for = circumstances poin 

In the examination of which was Tory. thoroug 

ta and conducted by Hon. William arner, who was one oft the best prose- 

ng figence’ o ever in this State, there were no facts disclosed to Show 

of the postmaster, Mr. E. R. Ship- 


strongly to 
ough and search 


nce or carelessness on the 


ov an was shown that Hoover handled —.— mail, 4 4 — was no evidence 
to show t registered matter had been handled ina careless way by 
re a = employees. 
Respectfull McLAIN JONES, 


United States Commissioner. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. WADE. 


The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. LOUD (during the Tenang 72 the reponi) I withdraw the 
demand for the further reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ehesten to the present consideration 
of the bill? 5 a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement in regard 
to this claim that comes from the Committee on Claims, so that 
the House may distinctly understand what is involved in it. This 

of Springfield, Mo., had in his employ a certain clerk 
that it is almost certain and conclusive stole the packages from 
the post-office. The 5 upon that statement of facts 
paid the money to the Government, and now asks to be reimbursed. 
for the theft of one of his deputies. Now, it is true that certain 
statements are in this report that tend to show that the postmaster 
was guilty of no negligence himself, but the question of n 1 
or om from negligence can not properly be decided by the 
Department; and you will find upon ing it over that one of 
the authorities there, the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department, concludes this question in this way: 
This question of Leys yA of postmasters to individuals is one that the 
courts, not the Post-Office Department, 8 decide. The in- 
ry gains in this case probably deemed the pore ee negligent, and advised 


2 ee ie New it 5 8 that thi a pos ner Sooma Daa 
rm. or mse: as appears to 
Pomedly ARAO Whe Departme: nt. ö * 

That is Edwin E. Bryant, Assistant Attorney-General for the 
Post-Office Department. 

Now, I have serious objections to all these cases; but Ihave said 
to my friend here that it might come to a vote, and if the House 
desires to yote for it I will not raise the question of objection, 
but Jam satisfied this claim 75 7 not to pass the House. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HAYS HAMMOND. 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of tatives, That whereas the cable report an- 
nounces that John Ha s Hammond, otherwise described as Eugene Ham- 
mond, an — been condemned to death for treason in the 


me. 


Transvaal, thi e Secretary "ot haa bo take immediate action to safeguard the 
interests of said Hammond and exert the friendly offices of that Department 
in his behalf, if the Secretary of State, in his judgment, deems such interpo- 


sition advisable. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask whether 
this resolution has been submitted to the Committee on Foreign 
Amin or the chairman of that committee? 

Mr. MAHANY. I may respond to the gentleman that, owing 
to the fact that the cable reports do not announce when this sen- 
tence will be carried into execution, I deem it unnecessary that 
this resolution should be submitted to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. The Secre of State is fully competent to deal with 
the situation, which is a matter of life and death, and hence 

uires immediate action. 
. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask if the Sec- 
of State is not competent to deal with this question with- 
resolution? 

Mr. MAHANY. Possibly it might escape his immediate atten- 
tion, but with the authority of the House of Representatives back 
of this request there can be no doubt that the interests of this 
American will be fully safeguarded. I wish to say further that, 


Te 
out 


1896. 
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as regards the English subjects condemned to death, the whole 
diplomacy and power of che Fritze Government are certain to be 


exerted for the protection of their rights. It is quite likely that 


somebody will be made a scapegoat in the Transvaal affair, and I 
propose, not that any American who is guilty of wrong ry 78 a 

oreign Government shall escape the just consequences of his acts, 
85 5 tan 8 be selected as 5 to 
offered up on the glish conspiracy against the peace 
of the Boer Re ublic. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will ask the 
is a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

Mr. MAHANY. I am not; but I am a member of this House, 
and as such I have a right to stand here for the protection of an 
American citizen anywhere on the globe. MA plause. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will the gentleman from 
what source he has obtained the information that this American 
citizen is in danger? 

Mr. MAHAN From the published cable reports, which the 
gentleman must have seen if he hasread his morning newspaper, 
and also through a dispatch from the Mail and Express, which 


New York, April 28. 

Eugene Hammond, American, has been condemned to death for treason. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Eugene Hammond? 

Mr. MAHANY. Yes. My resolution says ‘‘ John Hays Ham- 
mond, otherwise described as Eugene Hammond.” I hope the 
gentleman will not object to the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. This is a matter of urgent duty as well as a question 
of humanity. Nobody asks that this American escape the 


tleman if he 


just co uences of his acts, but we do desire that immediate 
steps be taken to safeguard his interests and possibly his life. 
. McCreary of Kentucky rose. 
MAHANY, have already yielded to the gentleman from 


Mr. 1 
ra nese [Mr. Hit]. Iwill yield later to the gentleman from 

entucky. 

Mr. L. Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago I wrote to the Sec- 
retary of State in regard to Mr. Hammond at the request of one 
of my constituents. I received the truly American reply that the 
State Department had no knowledge on the subject except what 
had been acquired from the newspapers, but that its impression 
was that Mr. Hammond’s interests were tea guarded by the 
English Government. It seems to me that itis high time that the 
American Government protected its own citizens abroad, and I 
am heartily in favor of this resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. V. I yield now to the gentleman from 5 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt 
that the Secretary of State will disc his duty fully in this 
matter, and that all American citizens will be protected as far as 
we can protect them. This is an important resolution. We have 
a committee of this House authorized to consider such matters. 
No one will be endangered by this . to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. That committee will take it up and act 
upon it promptly, and there is, in my opinion, no reason why it 
should not go to the committee instead of being rushed through 


here. 
Mr. MAHANY. Before the gentleman objects, will he pomi 
me to say that I am perfectly willing that this resolution shall go 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs if the committee will hold 
an immediate session for its consideration? But the matter is 
oe because this American citizen may be executed to-morrow. 

. McCREARY of Kentucky. The time for the regular meet- 
ing of the committee is the day after to-morrow. I do not see the 
chairman of the committee present. However, the Secre of 
State understands the situation, and I have no doubt that without 
this resolution he will do all that the resolution asks him to do. 
He will do what he can to protect this American abroad, and that 
is what the resolution asks to do. 

Mr. MAHANY. Let me say to the gentleman that this resolu- 
tion is not in the slightest de a criticism upon the zeal of the 
Secretary of State. I join with the gentleman from Kentucky in 
high 3 of the ability and activity of that official, but I 
do ask that this matter be brought immediately to his attention. 
Having had some experience with the details of work in the State 
Department, I know that frequently matters, unless they are 
marked urgent,“ are delayed until after the season of their util- 


ity is past. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have no doubt that the res- 
olution will be considered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
at the earliest practicable time, and I must object to its considera- 
tion at this time by the House. 

Mr. MAHANY. I observe that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs . Hirt] is in his place; and I will ask 
his opinion upon this subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point 
of order that it is too late. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 


XXVITI—284 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. S. er, I desire to call up the et 
order, House bill No. 6739, for the relief of John N. Quackenbush. 
CONDEMNED CANNON. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentlemaz from 

New Jersey [Mr. HOWELL] to call up a bill. 

Mr. HO Nr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7143) granting to the Sol- 
iers and Sailors’ Monument Association of the county of Mid- 

dlesex, in the State of New Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 
cannon balls. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit meres etc., That the pacretary ot the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monument 


Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New Jersey, 4 con- 
demned cannon and 30 cannon balls for the decoration of the soldiers and 
sailors’ monument in said county: Provided, That the same can be spared 
without detriment to the service, and that no expense is thereby incurred 
by the Government. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thirdtime; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and = 

On motion of Mr. HOWELL, a motion to reconsider vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to call House bill No. 6739. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
anita desires to call up was made a special order after the 
reading of the Journal vty Heh 

Mr. NDERSON. I thought that bill had been disposed of. 
I beg 0y colleague’s pardon. I withhold my report for the 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which is the special order will be 


The bill (H. R. 6789) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, 
late a commander in the Navy, was read, as follows: 


Whereas John N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the United States 
Navy, was, during the month of February in the year 1874, tried by a naval 
court-martial and sentenced to be dismissed from the service; and 

Whereas said sentence of dismissal was, on the 9th day of June, 1874, by the 
President of the United States, UI S. Grant, commuted to a suspension 
for six years on furlough pay, which sentence was fully served out until the 
date of the 8 thereof, to wit, on the 9th day of June, 1880, at which 
time the said John N. Quackenbush reported for duty to the proper authority 
at the Navy Department, and was by such proper authority placed upon 
waiting orders, and was, in respects. recognized as and was in fact a com- 
mander in the United States Navy until August 1, 1883, having duly received 
his furlough pay until the expiration of his sentence of dismissal and his 
waiting orders payons April 1, 1881, since which time and ever since his 
pay as such officer been withheld; and 

ereas on the 10th day of June, 1874, the then President of the United Sta‘ 

Ulysses S. Grant, sent to the Senate of the United States the nomination oi 
W. S. Schley to be a commander in the United States Na 
bush, dismissed,’ which nomination was confirmed by the 
cay of June, 1874, but it sppearing $0 the then President of the United States 
and to the then Secretary of the United States Navy that the words vice 
Quackenbush, dismissed,” were inserted in said nominating paper by clerical 
inadvertence or mistake, and it not being the intention of dick F President to 
dismiss said John N. Quackenbush from the naval service, the vacancy cre- 
ated, shortly after said nomination of Schley, by the retirement of Com- 
mander Morris, was kept open for said Quackenbush, which said vacancy 
was duly filled by order of the Secre' of the Navy by the retention of 
said enbush on the official naval list in the place cof Morris. retired, 
until the Ist day of 2 1883, when the name of said John N. Quackenbush, 
in all respects and in fact a commander in the said service, was summarily 
dropped said official naval list, and ordered not to be published again 
in the annually published register of the warrant and commissioned officers 
and others, by authority and direction of the then Secretary of said Navy, 
who, on December 13, 1288. recommended to the then President the nomina- 
tion of Dennis W. Mullan, of Maryland, to be a commander in the United 
States Navy, “vice John N. enbush, no longer in the service,” which 
nomination was duly made by the President and confirmed by the Senate, 
said name of John N. Quackenbush be: drop as aforesaid by direction 
of said Secretary upon the authority of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the case of Blake vs. The United States (103 U. S. Supreme 
Court Reports, page 227) to the effect that the President co any offi- 
cer in by LATT or Navy, in time of peace, by the appointment of another 
person in his place; an 

‘Whereas the said John N. Quackenbush attained the age of 62 years on the 
30th ec Sls May, 1895, and would, if legally, an officer of the Navy, be entitled 
to be d upon the retired list, and it has become manifest that the only 
remedy for the relief, legally or equitably, of the said John N. Quackenbush, 
is by an act of the Congress of the Uni States: Therefore 

Be it enacted etc., That the provisions of law regulating appointments in 
the Navy by 1 in the line, and limiting the number of commanders 
to be appoin in the United States naval service, are hereby s 
for the purpose of this act as and only so far as they affect John N. Quack- 
enbush; and the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the 
exercise of his discretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint said John N. Quackenbush. 
late a commander in the Navy of the United States, to the same grade an 
rank of commander in the United States Navy as of the date of A t 1. 
1883, and to place him on the retired list of the Navy as of the date of June 


vice 


1, 1895, the same as if he had never been considered out of the service since 
his original entrance therein. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
were read, as follows: 


Strike out the 
At the end of 


reamble of the bill. 
bill strike out the words the same as if he had never 
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‘been considered ii of the service since his original entrance the: 
insert the f Fonon 


Piper pes eener trod 


Mr. DINGLEY. Should not this bill receive its first considera- 
tion in the Committee — the Whole? I do not know whether the 


and 
ò shall een no pay or emoluments except from the 


fact of the bill having been up before and having been postponed 
until to-day would change the o tion of the rule in this case; 
but obviously the bill is one which under the ordinary rule should 
receive its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks perhaps the bill ought to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole, as it involves pay or emol- 
uments to this officer. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly the bill inyolves an expenditure 
from the Treas 
Mr. HEPBURN. I move, then, that the bill be considered in 


thor House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. I prefer that the bill should go to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I can offer an amendment which will 
obviate the 3 which gentlemen suggest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now understands that on a former 
day unanimous consent was given for the consideration of this 
bil, and that thereupon it was postponed and made a special order 
or to-day. 

Mr. BURN. That is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. And consent was given at that time for the 
consideration of the bill in the House? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the circum- 
stances the bill will have to be considered in the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lask unanimous consent to amend the amend- 
ment reported by the committee by striking out in lines 18 and 16 
the words ‘‘June 1, 1895,” and inserting ‘‘approval of this act,” 
and by striking out in line 19 the word ‘‘reappointment” and 
inserting the word “ retirement.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Ishould like to know from the tleman in 
charge of this bill whether it is the intention to allow to those 
0 to the measure an opportunity for discussion. 

3 HEPBURN. I have no objection to that in the world. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for an amendment before the discussion begins. The 
Clerk will report the proposed amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 15 and 1 Se ee Se ee rae words June 1, 1895," and insert 
“the 8 of n 

ane 9 . “reappointment” and insert re- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this amendment? The 
bar a hse none; and the amendment will be considered as 

. HEPBURN. I now yield to the 1e ene from Texas 
Ir. SAYERS 7 e Sine 

Mr. SA Mr. Speaker, this bi proposes to restore to the 
ee “ca upon the retired list a man who has been dismissed 
from the Navy in accordance with a finding of a court-martial. 
I know it may appear somewhat ungracious for anyone to stand 

on this floor and oppose what this man’s friends claim is simply 
the correction of an injustice done him by reason of the action of 
the Navy Department. I will content myself on this occasion 
with the of his record, so that members of the House may 
decide for e ee ee it is of such a character as tojustify 


A wilt dest ask the 
the Clark to read an abstract (furnished by the 
Secretary of the Navy) of the man’s record of service, and I trust 
that members will attend to the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Abstract of the record of service of Ji E 
in the Gaited Bt States 


N. Quackenbush was appointed a rot thal year h in the Navy ri ee 
bot 2h Taffy and on the Ith day of October of tha ovo Hacer dey ge 

Cumberland. He was warranted a mi ore . Isis and in 
Getober following was detached from the Cumberland. and ordered to the 
Naval Academy, where he remained until April 9, 1849, when he was detached 
and ordered to the U. S. S. Falmouth, from which vessel he was transferred 
8 ad granted tine He was detached from the latter vessel Jan 27, 
3 hree months’ leave of absence. ee OE ESE 853, 

ns was to the 8 ship Preble, where he remained un 7th 
of October following, when he was detac! 8 ordered to the Naval Acad- 
ony s an bay vane he was from the naval service for drunken- 


of Srt 3 he was ordered to the 
i Se — made Pa. 
n, 
ae . the — ve the 
r he was ordered Somer eae ie 
7 olds 


to Philade! Hey: Pa., and 

nited Btates ant authorities at t. place, Oc- 
ne tes f in the squad. 
8 assigned 


8888 laced on waiting orders. "On the 18 ot 
EPEa „in the e of lieutenan 


orders. He 
on the llth 
t on ting 
year he was ordered tothe U. 8. S. 
Mackinaw, to report for SA on fre oth of ey Faron ag owing. He was de- 
Sees en the command of that vessel April 23, and placed on waiting 


1867, Lieutenant-Commander kenbush was or- 
S. S. Yantic, and he remained in command of that 
vessel until January 6, 180s when he was detached and Seon waiting or- 

ders. He was Ngee to examination for promotion April 3, 1863, and havin: 
the board, 2 5 Pa., he was found not qualified 

romotion. The findin: the board in 
ide: on the eviden: 
he board pe ee een a eee Apne arog i nae Seg 


Q — pora ‘orm all his duties at 

sea in a higher grade is not ec sated — STH 
It appearing in this case that the board were not unanimous in their — 
. den. ELOT OAS bars heen RD toe oak 

thou nyen: nt for 
an the ä of the United States declined to ‘approve the 
report of the board, and a ree tion of the case. A new board 
dg sons ordered to ere = the navy-yard, Foig 7 8 5 uly 7, 1868, 
or purpose uiring into an 1 m the case of Lieutenant- 
Commander — ee The board con on the 8th of that month, 
and Taentenant Oo 


Quacken 
mmander Quackenbush h ha a) rppeared before the board, 
I and — 1 7 sh having the as follows: 


case is as follows: 
a majori 


tenant-Commander be pro- 
in the United States Navy.” 
uly, 1868, Lieutenant-Comman: 


On the ante of 
failed to receive the Sante eroe ee of the examining 


ra for or promotion 


was placed on the retired list of the Navy, in conformi i with the Fourth sec- 
tion of the act of A 21, 122 

On the 23d of April, 1869, Lieutenant- Commander eee was ordered 
to duty at League Isiand, ct where he remained until October 1, 1870, when 
May authority of 6 Rent resol tion Sones ved February 6, 1871, 

y autho: a u gress a e 

Lientenant-Commander Quackenbush was resto the active list of the 
VTV On the 12th of May, > 


promotion, and 8 
commander May 25, 1871. The report of th 


as follows: 

‘x Sia board, in accordance with the law, have examined Lieut. Commander 
John N. Quackenbush as to his moral, mental, ph „ and professional fit- 
mont show that this ofoer has bec er. o reco of the De 


officer having 
this board, he is accor: ly ee. for 1 
On the 9th of June, 1871, Commander Quackenbush was is ordered to com- 
mand the U. S. S. Wasp on the South ‘Atlantic station. He remained in com- 
ee of 7 — 8 hero Feb wheat wit 17, 1873, when he was detached, ordered 
ome, and p 
In February, 1854. Coan ——— Quackenbush was tried before a general 
9 for drunkenness, sentenced to dismissal, and the sentence was 
roved June 5, 1874, and he was 8 26 9, 1874. 


ore 


. Quacken ; which nomination was confirmed by the 
1 on the 12th — the same month. 

5 records of the Department that, under date of June 
121 eee; the Navy addressed a letter to Command 
enbush, juesting him to return nthe order 
r returned the order referred to in a le 

1 from the navy list 3 the Navy 
; that oe six months later, 
bush by 


to Commander Quacken 
him that the sentence of dismissal in 
rank and d — AB ma on 9 Ser: 
3 of the charges tial by which yon . ou to bo 
Ytho DAVAl service of ri United States. This sentence was, z 


The naval 
found you 
dismissed 


furlough pay, for six years, to date from that date.“ 
Commander kenbush's name was restored to the navy list and a 
sep of commanders in the Annual Navy Register issued 
‘january, 
mmander ken 1 er suspension until the 9th of J 
1880, the dake < the Bye ggg of the o mitigated se ee of the co — 
his name was con in the pt RATT Manes cro? ap. bre 1, 1883, on w. 
date, in view of the decision of . 55. 5 Court in e case of or Urania: . 
Blake vs. The United States sorte his name was dropped from the 
navy list. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to submit alsoin this connection a copy 
of a letter addressed by the Secretary of the Navy (Hon. William 
E. Chandler) to Hon. EUGENE HALE on the 12th of February, 
1885, when a bill for his restoration to the Navy was pending be- 
fore ‘Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Copy. ] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 12, 1885. 

Sim: The receipt is 5 of your letter of the 5th 1 in which. 
e 
mander in the Navy, and to correct an error in relation to an appointment 

eri in 

The bill names John N. Quackenbush five times in the preamble and twice 
in the body of the act, and was drawn solely with the view of effecting the 
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ir the United of the person. so named to the office he once held, as commander 
United States N; 


FE en powere, omits to narrate certain facts im) t to be 
It states that said Quackenbush, a commander the Navy, 
cn Jane 9 1874, in pursuance and in mitigation of a co 


The © report also 
your committee Maron 6, 3 1 N first 


o. 275), which appears to 
tial 


court-martial only e a naval in February, 
1874, and qentanced to dismissal,” but Pails to state for what offense he was 
tri The omitted facts are as follows: 


e I.—Drankenness. Specification 1. t on or about the the. 16th day 
of May, in the year e par Sue — 
5 S. S. n S — 


Donro at Montevideo. 
85 cation 2. Se Sie BAT ON OP about the 20th day of June, in the * 
the said Commander J. N 6 then in command of the U. B. S. 
Wasp, was drunk on board the e said vessel at Colonia, Uruguay. 
8 tion 3. Sr bhie. that on. Oe about the Sth day of Tena inthe wear 
the said Commander J. N. Quackenbush, then in 9 of the U. ES S. 
fadin was scandalously cunka at a ball given by yo Club Libertad, at Mon- 
tevideo, and deported himself in such a manner as to —.— the uniform of 
an officer of the United States Navy. 

Charge IT.—Scandalous co conducr tending to the Gestenction of good EAs, 
8 5 that during the months of April, May, and sano te 
* 1872, the Commander . Quackenbush, being then in 
mand of the U. S. S. Wasp, indulged to ex r 


nor. 
cation 2. In this, that on or about the — . bred Rr rh the 8. E 
said Commander J. N. Quacken in command 
Wasp, in 8 as SETS use of 888 
a 5 — —— —.— — tor — treated for alcoh: 
Quackenbush s —— . 


both the d the 
naval service of the 10 United Sites 


tor, W was gy such 


r graoen bush comm 
1847, he became a midsh: een oa on board 
ay at oe Naval Academy, and January 3, he was dismissed by fol- 


“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 3, 1854. 
„Sin: As you have again been reported to the Department for drunken- 
ness, I haves infers yea that TR are dismissed from the service, and will, 
. regarded as a midshipman in the Navy. 


r espec * ete. * 
ee J. C. DOBBLIN, Secretary of the Navy. 
“Midshipman JoHN r 
Naval Academy.” 
3 Mr. 9 was appointed an acting lieutenant in the 
tions as to his mental, moral, and poreon fitness 

es promotion . —— was 
retired list. 


afterwards he was, 


ted, dism 

The fact from which it is argued that Mr. Quackenbush should be restored 

to the Navy is that six months after the ut had, June 5, 1874, 

his sentence of dismissal and had, on June 9, 1874, actually dismissed „tho 
Secretary of ee 2 on the 8th of December 4 7 addressed to him a let- 

ter 8 his sentence had been, on the the 9th of June, 1874, mii 

ae —.— rank and duty on 1 PEA for six years. Let 
. produced from ex-President Grant, dat and trom ex. ex- 
Secre Robeson, February 16, 1 d Webruary 1,188 


ey are quite 
sure the sentence was mitigated June 9, 187: 


Without intend: ay: ec: ers of these 
letters, it is pe ble to say that it will not be wise to base action upon the 
llections of exo: pere medo a rdea, they are e to vary by have 


pated 6 to the Senate“ vice 9 dismissed," and was con 


record whatever of the alleged mitigation re hes ever ap and no 


the letter of dismissal, and on June 15 it was so returned. 

an intention in the mind of the Secretary to consider an attempt 

the case and reverse the dismissal, but he, in fact, no such attempt until 

December 8, and the very circumstance that he wrote the letter of une 12, 

and yet did nothing more il becers ber, T 

had n in eee eee, If it had not been made on the latter r scted 
e; 


it could not be made Pigg oom d Quackenbush 
From t the Na * to phe ecision of the Supreme Co: 
The ted States (1 (13 Ot 
hs reason why an an officer ouia not, onany EASES tothe mand | > 
who has been twice dismissed fi r drunkenness, once as a midshi van 
ve been 


once as a commander, is ver evident. ay x views on this question 
in a court-mar order, dated Ma E 20, 1884, and a letter concern- 
tter to the to annexed. your 


on the active hoo 
should he stand upon the acti 
faultless naval officer, and 


fetis I have any right to exhibit, I poest against the restoration 
sons who are, or ever have been, drunkards 


revent its 


The unconstitutionality of — 77 5 1 in m 8 
Any 3 a also; i my Jude : Mt 0 — — 


passage. at ot 
ment of a pone kts person 8 ay an 8 of the requires States, 
encroachment u . N Presidential power of a tm 

fore, — — and void, because, by section 2 of Article II of 
stitution, all officers of the United 3 (excepting certain speci 

of appointees) are are to be a ted by the President, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; = apra ive branch of the Government, being 

Sonye com; of the Senate and House, authorized to legislate con- 

currently, with the approval of the President, or without such a 8 if 
vote, can constitutionally take no part in the function of 


e aboye Propositions aro noi are not 8 by the advocates of such t 
they are claim: the various statutes which Pasig ha 
L It is argu that as the e ve authority to appoint, and do 
not contain mandatory wo: the Preside giv t still 3 his 3 tion and 
therefore there is no ü eene with his prerogative. 
that the effect of su tutes is compulsory. If the 
particular individuals to nominate and, with the consent 
t to office is the sole prerogative of the Presiden 


of ppoin 

he is entitled to exercise it absolutely free even the 3 oi 

pressure or interference fore ene © Legislature. The, word “may” is often 
and th directed.“ Thi 


construed as e word authorized“ as e pas- 
Sein pes i gy . . ual, ir 

anyone, must be appointed, or authorizing the oF placing th to a specified 
office of that indi 


os in office, and in sect isa N yi eps 
ower, which is 4 merely us 
at authorize” 


If the public passat: SP 5 a 8 . to ‘pe created, the ture 
rig e If these interests mire that a N ould fill 
t is to be presumed that the t the privilege 
of directing him to do so does not exist in the port et and introducing 
the particular person's name into the act in any eee savors ot coer- 
cion. To say that it is inserted as mere advice is disingennons. Inevery case 
there is a condition without compliance with which legislation is inoper- 
aire, am — the condition that the designa rson and no other 
3 This is not 8 ut requirement. advice merely is meant, 
ecutive is entitled 9 treat to it in some other form than one 
which requires him toaffi signature of u she 
considers e it will be wie © to 5 The essence of this whole 
vicious system of ical coercion of the poring 
vari te 1 pre ee toreach special cases 1 


construction first special 
statute that can be vered naval records was that of Capt. Charles 
Stewart, on March 2, 18590. The first case in the Army a appears to have been 

that of Bia, James Belger, on March 3, 1871. February 29, 1864, the grade of 
tices ral was revived, but no mention was made of the ooon to be 


ating The 3 
of the old Confederacy had kind power of Seok sppoth tar all officers of the d 
8 Aas tos service of the United States, 

0 
The service of the United States. But — the adoption of the prese 
t 5 executes, for about 
e ears no very was made of 22 of the ve power 

of prt A — in the Contrai of fhe United States, which is now bok up. 
has arisen for returning to the correct construction of the Con- 


oh u the other will not be infrequent in the 3 of our span 
ees ties which eee 1900 weeks encroachment’ 

ane unhesitatingly and cour: y seized. Bya frequent — 

fundamental principles of wo Constitution will its vigor be 


regula 
Nr ile e to actually ex- 
line of distinction can easily be drawn 
8 alaw 3 . rules and restrictions to govern the method 
ot making a tments and a law naminga particular appointee. The one 
may be constin utional; the other is not. 
It is said that if such laws are unconstitutional no reparation can be 
made where an officer, by final sentence of a court-martial, has been dis- 
missed from office, but it afterwards clear] 8 that he was innocent 
and his punishment in tion in 
such case may be made, but it must be done constitutionally. effect it 
the ture can neither annul a final judgment of a court, noe exercise the 
appoin wer. If a judgment is for the payment of money, the Legisla- 
ture can not destroy the sanctity of the heak but it ma: 8 or ro- 
turn ma amount. tever reparation or 5 can be afforded by 


ture must stop 

If creation of anew the I ture may create 

it, but can not say that it shall be flied by the a bras appointment of the particular 

individual who has lost a similar office. ether or not to make that por- 

tion of the reparation is the exclusive prerogative of the Executive, and 

hile ding itled to be sch of the free from any ap- 
Government. 


such cases. Instead of 5 that the President shall appoint Quackenbush 
commander in the Ni avy! ts, 


the time of the suspension of said 

9 80 l shäll receive pay 

m the date when said suspension 8 
also declares that if 


The act ent shall t said Quacken- 
bush” he shall not be overpaid; and it also names ee a wia five timesin 
the preamble, reciting the facts in his case (except his conviction and 
missal for drunkenness of the act to be torestore 


), and it declares the u 
him to the same rank esd d 
56 

for the appointment 


I ag wage a if had 
in the constitutional objection to acts of Congress 
to offices of a United States of particular persons 
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APRIL 28, 


named in the acts this bill is obnoxious in the fullest degree. 
evasions of the objection a make the intended coercion more apparent. 


. Theattempted 


It peremptorily commands Executive, if he does not 5 — 555 uacken- 
to appoint some other person, who shall be a commander with 
Quacken 3 when dismissed in June, 1874, and who 


a commander, without office or serving the Government a single 

— 6 Sarma o whole period. — oe is not merely the creation of an 

Sa 15 len it discretionary with President to determine who shall 
Very respectfully, 


WM. E. CHAN: DREIE 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. EUGENE 


HALE, 
United States Senate, Member Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. HEPBURN (before the reading was concluded). I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Texas to the fact t the por- 
Hon or me letter which the Clerk is now reading is not pertinent 
to this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. The reading will be concluded in a few mo- 


ments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill has none of the features that the 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy as now read comments upon. 
Mr. SAYERS. The House will so understand. The readi 

will only take a few minutes longer. 

Mr. PBURN. I thought perhaps the reading of those por- 
tions of the letter might be an unnecessary consumption of time, 
as this of the document is not pertinent to this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have the reading of the letter 
concluded. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to add to the record 
of Mr. Quackenbush as read in the presence of the House. If 
members of the House with these facts before them can vote to 
restore him to the Navy and place him on the retired list, they 
will do so, it seems to me, in the face of a Ty bad record, and 


despite anything else that can be said against R 
r. S I have tried to listen carefully to the reading of 
this report. There was, as I understand, an order made by the 


President mitigating the sentence of the court-martial (which 
provided for dismissal from the service) to suspension for six 


ears. 
z Mr. SAYERS. Itis so stated. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, as I understand from the reading, that 
order was made about six years after the dismissal. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; it is claimed by the friends of the bill that 
the order of mitigation was made on June 9, 1874, though no 
record of such order is to be found at the Navy Department. 

Mr. STEELE. And further, if the gentleman will permit me 
in that same line, I gather from the reading of the report that 
there was some doubt as to whether the President had written or 
ordered such a letter at all as that which emanated from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy without any authority. 

Mr. SAYERS. The record shows that on the 9th day of 
1874, Mr. Quackenbush was dismissed from the service. 
read from the record in verification of the date stated. The record 
shows that in February, 1874, Commander Quackenbush was tried 
before a general court-martial and sentenced to dismissal, and the 
senten: approved June 5, 1874, and he was dismissed June 9, 
1874. On the 10th of June, 1874, Lieutenant-Commander Schley 
was nominated for promotion to the grade of commander from 
that date, vice Commander John N. Quackenbush, dismissed, which 
nomination was confirmed by the Senate on the 12th day of the 


June, 
1 wi 


same month. 
Mr. STEELE. That would put kenbush out whether the 
court-martial proceedings had been held or not. 


Mr. SAYERS (continuing). And here is the situation that 
appears with reference to this matter from the papers which are 
on file in the Department: 

It 1 wi from the records of the Department that under date of June 12, 
requ 


— e of the Navy addressed a letter to Commander Quacken- 
4 to return the order dismissing him from the Navy. 


Let it be noted, Mr. S er, that this was on J une 12, 1874, 
three days after he was dismissed, and two days after Lieutenant- 
Commander Schley was nominated, and on the very same day that 
the Senate confirmed his nomination. 

That Quackenbush returned the order referred to in a letter dated June 15, 
1874; that his name was thereupon omitted from the Navy list in the Navy 
Register. which was published in July, 1874; and about six months later, De- 
cember 8. 1874. a letter was 1 to Commander Quackenbush by 
Secre of the Navy, informing him that the sentence of his 
case was mitigated to suspension from rank and duty on furlough pay. 


Mr. STEELE. But I understood in the Chandler letter that 
there was no authority for the Secretary of the Navy to make 
such a statement or order, and that the President had not author- 
ized him to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. He says there was no record of any such order. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. He also says that the only record is the letter 
that was written by the Secretary of the Navy on the 12th of June, 
1874, to Commander Quackenbush, requesting him to return the 


the same to be printed u 


order; and that on the 15th day of June, 1874, Quackenbush re- 
turned the order. Butit was not until December 8, 1874, that the 
letter was written by the Secretary of the Navy to Quackenbush, 
morong him that the sentence had been mitigated to suspension 
from rank and command. This is all I think necessary to say in 
connection with the matter. 

Mr. STEELE. But there was no authority for this letter of the 
Secre of the Navy, apparently. 

Mr. SAYERS. Apparently, no. 

Mr. HEPBURN. . Speaker, the question presented by the 

ding bill is as to whether or not Congress will do an act of 
justice to a man who was once in its service. I have nothing to 
say, and it is not necessary for me to say anything, in connection 
with this discussion or to make any reply to what has been said 
in regard to the letter of the Secretary of the Navy or with refer- 
ence to the pag bey which seem to have been substantiated against 
this officer in the trial before the court-martial. All of these 
matters were matters that were known to the Department and to 
the President at the time he mitigated the punishment, or rather 
the sentence, of the eee ee from dismissal to a suspension. 
And I might say here that all the testimony—and there is much 
of it—goes to show and does show that for years, ever since the 
action of the President in the case, the life of this officer has been 
without reproach. Nocharge of any kind is made against him or 
his decorous conduct, and there is much proof to show that he 
has been entirely free from this vice ever since. 

This letter of the Secretary of the Navy, in which the statement 
is made so confidently that he ceases to be an officer of the United 
States on the 9th day of June, 1874, seems to be disproved by this 
fact, that his dismissal from the register did not occur until a late 
date, 1882, and for more than a year after the writer of that letter 
was Secretary of the Navy. 

The name of Commander Quackenbush stood upon the register, 
he drew his pay during all this period, and that, it seems to me, 
ought to be a sufficient answer. But, further, it is intimated in 
the letter and stated by the gentleman on the floor in this discus- 
sion that a long time after the approval of the sentence this at- 
tempted or asserted mitigation of the sentence occurred. I want 
to call attention toa copy ot a letter I have in my hand. Gen- 
eral Grant writes, under date of February 10, 1882: 

I remember of Commander Quackenbush, but not the details of my action. 
I have no doubt, however, but that the Hon. George M. Robeson, then Secre- 
tary of the Navy, knows and remembersall about it. 

Ido know, however, the intention was not to put him out of the service, 
and I now recommend his nomination to the vacancy which was kept open 
for him from the time of the first vacan 

The fact that Executive action was 
mander Quackenbush— 

This refers to the fact that the court-martial occurred in the 
early part of 1874 and the action upon that report did not occur 
until June— 

The fact that Executive action was delayed so long in the case of Com- 
mander Quackenbush, at the uest of Mr. Samuel Howe. shows quite con- 
8 that the approval of the sentence and commutation were done at 
one and the same time. My decision was probably given verbally to the 
Secretary, and the mistake in the record has been made by a clerk. 

Very truly, yours, 
U. S. GRANT. 


There is proof most conclusive that the act of clemency was 
not an afterthought, that it did not occur six months after, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], but that 
it was concurrent with the other action. But again, here is a 
letter from the then Secretary of the Navy. I read only the part 
that is pertinent here: > 

The action of approval and mitigation was at one and the same time, what- 
ever the records in the Department may appear to show. The direction to 
me being verbal, and a letter being sent by me at once to Commander Quack- 
enbush, and afterwards, in December. the letter promulgating the finding 
and easy wt I may have rested content with my action and neglected to 
order or to make full indorsement on the records. 

Now, this clearly shows that the order of appointment of Schley 
vice Quackenbush” was an error committed in some incompre- 
hensible way by the Department. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this matter has been inquired into by one of 
the courts of this District. An application fora writof mandamus 
directed to the Hon. Hilary A. Herbert, Secretary of the Navy, 
commanding him to cause the name of the relator to be restored 
to the Official Register of the commissioned, warrant, and vol- 
unteer officers of thé Navy of the United States, and to cause 
m the list of commanders in the next 
lawfully authorized publication of that Register, was begun in 
this suit. As I am informed, there was a full investigation of all 
the facts in connection with the matter, all that the Government 
could say and all that the relator had to say. The court refused 
the writ, because it had no jurisdiction of that matter, but the 
court in its decision goes on to discuss the case and says: 

The situation of the relator seems to be remediless save by Congressional 
action. He appears to have been effectually displaced from the service by 
inadvertence or by accident in 1874, and by purpose and design in 1883. 


after the promotion of Sc P 
yed so long in the case of Com- 
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The court goes on to say: 


The inadvertence or mistake in the nomination of Schley ‘vice en- 
. 


the fact of the commutation of his sen- 

suspended idm ra on; by his reten- 

ed from rank and duty on furlough 

y antil July 8 by hie by his pie placed on waiting orders, and draw- 

the ‘App ropriate pay until A 1881, * by the kı g for him unfilled 
during these years a vacant tion of commander. 

He was in 1883 because of the decision in the Blake case, and his 
displacement was intentionally made effectual, and the lack of inte intention in 
the displacement of 1874 TS by the nomination to and confirmation 
by the Senate in December, 1883, of Mullan, “vice John N. Quackenbush, no 
longer in the service.” 


8 was in 1883, mind you, tlemen. All of these years the 
vy Department e fact that this man was not dis- 
meat in 1874. All these years the Py recognized the fact that there 
was clemency shown to 9255 and that he was still in the Navy on 
retired pay. The court goes on further to say: 

The correction of this error from which Commander Quackenbush has so 
long suffered would be a simple act of justice. It should be corrected not only 
as matter of nor on the wrong toan injured and powerless citizen, but asa 
matter of honor o e * =s a great and just Government. The remedy, 
however, is notin but in Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 4 I do not care to occupy more time. I be- 
ae this isa mape act of justice. This man has suffered the 

unishment i . and a ved by 

Rea sident. His sentence expired in June, 1880. For 8 
sixteen years he has been striving to secure remedy for this gross 
wrong. I believe the House ought to pass this bill. He will now 
go upon the retired list. He is an old man, not fit for active service, 
and placing him on the retired list is but inadequate and incom- 
nee: justice in his case. 

SPEAKER. Thequestion ison the committee amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question By Mr. Sax on the passage of the bill, on a divi- 
sion 5 b Sayers) there were—ayes 59, noes 17. 

Mr. SAYERS. er, I am not ing that this bill 
should be passed rea such a vote as this. If the gentleman will 
allow a yea-and-nay vote to be taken to-morrow morning, just 
after the reading of the J cue, that will be 9 

Mr. HEPBUR Let us fake it now. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is not a quorum here now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there is, or will be. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, let us have the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the announcement is made, of course, it 
is understood that my colleague does not lose the right to make 


the point of no quorum. 
The s PEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 


the vote be taken 2 7956 yeas and nays. Is there objection? 
Mr. FAIRCHIL I object. 
Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are demanded — 
Mr.SAYERS. After conferring with the gentleman from Iowa, 
5 nadorad. that he has no objection to having an order entered 
5 vote be taken to-morrow. 


PBU N. HUNK upon Te reflection I should prefer to 
ets the vote taken ae I think there is a quorum here. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas make the 


point of no quorum? 

Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

het SPEAKER proceeded to count the House. Pending the 
coun 

Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the point of no 
quorum and demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were orde 


The ga uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 48, not 
voting 144; as follows: 
YEAS—1€2. 
Abbott, Chickering, Graff, Johnson, Cal. 
Acheson, Clark, Iowa Griffin, Joy, 
ene Utah OAE Mo. grao, Kerr, 5 
erson, ffin, TOW, kpatri 
Apsley, Colson, Hainer, Nebr. Knox, 
Arnold, Pa. Cook, Wis. ulp, 
Arnold, R. Soopers Wis. Ys Kyle, 
Atw Cor: Harmer, Leighty, 
Baker, Md. Crowther, Leisenring, 
Baker, N. H. Culberson, 
Daniels, p peubah Lewis, 
enderson, wW 
Bartlett G. Dayto: Henry, Ind. Long, 
ett, De Witt, He Low, 
ay: Dooli: Hicks, y 
B „Ga. Eddy, Hilborn, Mahon, 
Blue, Evans, McCall, Mass. 
Bowers, How. McCall, Tenn. 
Brewster, Fischer, How: McCl Minn. 
Brode: Gam Hubbard, MeCormicic 
Brown, Gardner, Huff, McCreary, Ky. 
Hunter, McLachlan, 
Burton, Ohio 5 Y. . — Meiklejohn, 
* * 


Miller, Kans. Poole, perry, Underwood, 
Milliken. Pugh, Stahle, egraff, 
Moody * a — Jan Youths, 
v. wart, an Voor 
5 PR Robertson, La. Sena Wis. Walker, Va. 
ew. se. ‘anger, 
Otey, Russell. Conn. Stone, C. W. Warner, 
Otjen Russell, Ga. Stone, W. A. Watson, Ind. 
Ove Sauerhering, Strode, Nebr. Watson. Ohio 
Parker, ranton, Sulloway, Wellington, 
Patterson, Settle, Tawney, Wilson, Idaho 
Payne. 8 Thomas, Wilson, ë 
Pendleton, Bina kins, 8 . 
e W. oomer, 
Per Smith, IL Tracey. Wright. 
Phi Southard, Treloar, 
Pickler, Spalding, Turner, Va. 
NAYS—48. 
Baker, Kans. Dingley, Loudenslager, Steele, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Dinsmore, cClellan, Strait, 
Beach, Do i McCulloch, Strowd, N. d. 
Bell, Colo. Ellett, Va. McRae, Talbert, 
Bell, Tex. ndrick, Miles, Tate, 
Bisho) Henry, Conn. es, Terry, 
Burrell, ones, bot Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, Kem, tney, Washington, 
Cobb, Latimer, Sayers, Williams, 
Connoll: ayton, Shuford, Wilson, Ohio, 
Cooper, Tex. Little, Snover, Wood, 
De ond, Spencer, Yoakum. 
NOT VOTING-14 
Adams, Curtis, N. Y. Huling, Ode’ 
Aitken, Dalzeli, Hull, Sates, 
Aldrich, Ala. Danford, Hutcheson, Owens, 
Aldrich, II. Denny, Hyde, Powers, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Jo „Ind. Price, 
Andrews, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Prince, 
Avery. Dovener, Ken Quigg, 
Babcock, Draper. Kiefer, ey, 
Bailey, Elliott, 8. 0. Lacey, Reev 
Bankhead, Ellis, Lawson, Richardson, 
Barney, Erdman, Lefever, Robinson, Pa. 
Barrett, Faris, ey, Rusk, 
Belknap, Fenton, ton, Shannon, 
Bing! Fitzge: Livingston, Shaw, 
Black, N Fletcher, Skinner. 
Boutell Foote, Lorimer, Smith, Mich. 
Bromwe E Maddox, So 
ius, Fowler, M: Southwick, 
Buck, Grosvenor, McClure, ——ů—— 
Bull. Grout, McDearmon, trong, 
arane Hadley, ie —.— . 
cKenney, wanson, 
ty O 2 McLaurin, 
Cockrell, Hanly, McMillin, Tayler, 
Golding: Harrison, Meredith, cker, 
Cooke, Hatch, Meyer, Eyan, 
Cooper, Fla. Ha er, W. Va. adsworth, 
Cousins, Heatwole, Miner, N. V. Walker, Mass. 
Cowen, r, Pa. Mondell, Walsh, 
Cox, Hermann, Money, 2 
Crisp oses, White, 
Crowley, Hooker, Mozley, Wilber, 
Crump, Hop! Murphy, Willis, 
Cammi How e Wilson, S. C. 
Curtis, Iowa H Noonan, ood man. 
So the bill was 
Mr. STALLIN Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am 
recorded? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name 
was called? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I answered, but they did not get it down. 

The name of Mr. STALLINGS was then called, and he voted “ yea,” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, lam paired with the gentleman 
from Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr. SoutHwick with Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. HuLING with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. BABCOCK with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. ELLETT of 
Virginia on the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I presenta rivile ee 
The Clerk read as follows: as 


The Committee on Rules, ha had under consideration resolution No. 
274, rt the same back to the House with the following substitute, the 


adoption of . is hereby recommended: Phi sath 
Resolved, House immediatel n the of this resolution, 
the eT — ae House bil Fio, “A Pili to establish a uniform 


law on subject benkruptc throughout the United States”; that the 
remainder of y, April 20, and Thursday, “April iar 
shall be devoted tis day and Wednesday, April 3 that Friday, May 1, 
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Saturday, me mh re 4 o'clock p. m., shall be devoted to the consideration of 
said bill under five-minute rule; and at 40’clock p. m., May 2, the bill shall 
be reported, with any amendments that may have been adopted, to the House 
and the previous questions shall be considered as ordered on said bill and 
amendments to its final passage. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, as my friend from Iowa under- 
stands, there may be two substitutes offered, and possibly there 
will be, and probably under the rule we would only have an 
op ty to offer one. I am willing to simply take his assur- 
ance, that if the friends of voluntary r desire to submit 
two substitutes they shall have the right to do it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have only heard of one, but of course it 
is nothing but fair to those who are in favor of voluntary bank- 
ruptcy that Heed should have an 8 to offer a substitute. 

. BAILEY. I may say that there are those who desire that 
the estate shall be administered under the State laws and dis- 
tributed according to the State laws, and there are others who de- 
sire a purely voluntary system, who desire that the administration 
of the estate should be re; ted by the law in the Federal courts. 
It is ble we may get in one substitute, and it is possible two. 
I desire to offer a separate substitute. With that understanding, 
I am entirely satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the previ- 
ous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was to. 

Mr. ERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of 
the House that general leave to print may be given for ten days 
from this time, as it will be impossible for all to get an opportunity 
to address the House. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. On the bankruptcy bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. On the vt eh ue bill alone. 
pa use.] At the request of gentlemen around me I will m 
request by making it ten days from the conclusion of the debate, 
as it will bably be more convenient then. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that leave to print on the subject of the resolution be 

iven for ten days, commencing with the close of the debate. Is 
ere objection? [After a pansa] The Chair hears none, 


The resolution speaks of being reported with any amendments 
which may have been 8 
Mr. Mo Mr. Speaker, I think it would probably be 


well, and I think the gentleman in charge of the resolution would 
have no objection, to have it apply also to the amendments pend- 
ing. That will make it possible for two amendments to be voted 
on in addition to the substitutes to be voted on by the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would be willing, under the understand- 
ing, that it should apply to the substitute, but I do not want it 
to apply to all amendments. 

Mr MoMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman that there 
can be only two amendments pending—one amendment and an 
amendment to the amendment, and an amendment to the substi- 
tute pending; so that he would have very little trouble. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I would suggest to my colleague on the 
Committee on Rules if we permit a vote on two substitutes that 
will be enough to cover it. I call the attention of the gentleman 
in charge of the matter on the minority to this question, whether 
that would be satisfactory. I suppose it will be to have a vote on 
both substitutes in the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was the understanding I strove to arrive 
at a moment 8 

The SP. . Is it understood that this bill shall be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was going to move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. of 
the rule. 


to. 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States. 

. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of 


There 
Mr. HEND 
an understanding with the gentlemen representing the other view 


of the case as to the division of the time for debate, and I sug; 
that one-half be controlled by the tleman from Texas K 
Bakr] and the other half by myself. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. , | suggest to the gentleman that 
there are really ‘three sides to this controversy, and I think an 
entirely fair division would be to divide the time into three equal 
Taria; the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to control one- 

, the gentleman from Kansas . BRODERICK] to control 
one-third, and I should be glad to control the remaining third. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Thad thought of asking for two-thirds of the 
time, because of the great majority here in favor of a bankruptcy 
bill that is a bankru * [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRODERICK. there is such a majority, then you donot 
need the time for ent on your side. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I know, but tlemen want to be heard, 

ding with the gentleman 


I thought I had reached an un 
from Texas as to the division of time, 

Mr. BAILEY. Thegentleman did reach an understanding with 
me, Mr, Chairman, purely because I could not help myself [laugh- 
ter]; but I admonished lin that I should ask for a division into 
three parts, If that can not be had, I suggest that the gentleman 
modify his p ition so as to peons that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] shall control one-half of the time al- 


lotted to the Sore to this bill. 

Mr. HEND; N. That is satisfactory. Let the arrange- 
ment then be that the tleman from Texas [Mr. Barry] shall 
control one-quarter of the time, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ae another quarter of the time, and I the remaining 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, it is true, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], that there are three 
views in respect to bankruptcy legislation, still there are really but 
two sides, On one side are those who are in favor of a bankrupt 
lawascontemplated by the Constitution, and on the other are those 
who are opposed tosuchlegislation. There are, however, three lines 
of thought in respect to it. First come those who favor a law pro- 
viding for both 1 in voluntary bankruptcy. This 
view is represented by the bill which is now under consideration. 
There is another school who believe in a law which provides only 
for yoluntary bankruptcy, cutting off all right on the part of the 
creditor to move in bankruptcy pr i and giving that right 
only to the debtor, That school of thought is represented by the 
substitute, notice of which has been given by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. There is still a third class, namely, those 
who are opposed to any bankruptcy law and are in favor of Tê- 
mitting remedies of creditors inst debtors to the State 
laws, cutting off entirely all proceedings in the Federal courts 
under a general bankruptcy law. These are the three schools, 

VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 

I will consider first the merits of a voluntary and involuntary 
law, which is the bill reported by the majority of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. This is unquestionably the kind of a bankrupt 
law contemplated by the Constitution. In the debates at the 

t convention at Philadelphia which adopted the Constitution 

can find, after careful examination, no objection from any quar- 

ter against clothing Congress with that power. Igoastepfurther. 

In the course of my investigation I have been unable to find that 

in any State legislature objection was developed on this point 
when the ratification of the Constitution was made. 

Now, I want to impress this point upon the minds of the com- 
mittee: The Constitution clothed Congress with the power, and 
I take it that that puts an obligation upon us. It imposes a trust 
upon us to exercise that power. My theory of that part of the 
Constitution which gives Congress the power to pass the general 
bankruptcy law is that Congress is e to act upon 
that power. It is a trust reposed in this y- No E 
law containing only voluntary provisions has ever been plac 
upon the Federal statute books, showing that Congress thus far 
has interpreted the Constitution in accordance with my interpre- 
tation. s 

Now a few thoughts in respect to the voluntary and involuntary 
law. Why should the creditor be cut off from 3 under 
the provisions of a bankrupt law? Why should the debtor only 
be permi to move in the bankruptcy court for relief in a case 
where he is a bankrupt? Let us suppose that I am a merchant, and 
my friend from Kansas, Judge BRODERICK, sells to me $50,000 
worth of goods, and I go to work with my industry and ve 
ergy to develop a business with that capital plus what I may have 
accumulated before. I work along for five, or six, or eight, or ten 

ears. In the meantime I am living upon that business. Out of 
it my wife and my children are deriving their food and clothing. 
Finally rg run on until I find that I can not sustain myself any 
longer and that my $50,000 worth of borrowed assets have been 
reduced to 825,000. 

Now, at that point, who has the better right to deal with m: 
remaining assets, Judge BRODERICK or Mr. DERSON? He 
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the man who put that property into my on. Ihave lived 
upon it, or upon the credit of it, all that time, but in the struggle 
0 e sepa herp to hard times, possibly because I have not 
the genius to dle the business, but am better adapted to sawing 
wood—no matter what the reason may be, the fact is that I have 
but $25,000 worth of assets left. I have lived five or six years off 
the 8 which I ongni from Judge BRODERICK, and now I 
have only $25,000 worth of it remaining. I trust that my friend 
from Kansas, in his time, will make it clear to this committee that 
I alone, the debtor, have the right to say what shall be done with 
t to those remaining assets for the benefit of my creditor. 
1 contend, Mr. Chairman, that the man who put that property 
into my ion and who, in equity, owns every dollar of the 
$25,000 that is left in my possession has a more sacred right to 
enter proceedings in the bankruptcy court in the matter than I 
have. But this bill treats them exactly alike. This bill has the 
voluntary and the involuntary provision. If I find my load too 
heavy, if I have satisfied myself that I can not go forward and 
win, I can file my petition in bankruptcy and ask that the assets 
be distributed among my creditors and that I be allowed to start 
anew in the battle of life. Butsuppose I want to struggle on and 
on, living as long as I can on the assets g, allowing them 
to run down, perhaps, to $10,000, and suppose Judge BRODERICK 
sees where this thing is drifting, sees that $25,000 of the amount 
which he advanced to me is gone, and that I am still going down 
and down, that those assets which he in equity owns are being 
depleted still further—I would like to hear some good reason 
given to this committee why Judge BRODERICK, my creditor, 
should not be permitted to move in the matter to protect what is 

left of the property that he gave me credit for. 

Now, it should be borne in mind that when he steps in and 
when other creditors step in, what is left of Dy assets is equitably 
distributed among them all, all being trea alike; and under 
this proposed law, I, the debtor, will have left all the exemptions 
that my State giroa me out of what remains. And then, let it not 
be forgotten, if I am an honest man, the load is lifted and I can 
reenter the arena of life, relieved of every debt excepting the few 
specified as exceptions in this bill, such as taxes; and with the 
load thus lifted I am allowed to make a fresh start. It seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that no other view can be taken than that the 
creditor and the debtor should both have the right to treat of this 
remaining fund in the hands of the debtor. If either should alone 
have the right, the creditor has the better right. 

VIEWS OF STATESMEN OF THE PAST AND PRESENT. 

This view has been taken since the Constitution was adopted by 
many of the ablest men in this country. I know that this state- 
ment is not argument; but I have sometimes found, when I had 
not myself the time or possibly the ability to investigate compli- 
cated questions, it was easier for me to pass judgment if I knew 
how abler men had thought of the matter troubling me. In the 
first place, the fathers —and we are all accustomed to speak of 
“ the fathers”—have pointed the way in the Constitution, In 
addition to that let me name a few, and e few, of the giants 
of the past who have contended in the House and the Senate and be- 
fore the country in favor of alaw with the voluntary and the invol- 
untary provisions. Mr. Webster spoke with no uncertain sound 
in behalf of both provisions. Henry Clay made himself immortal 
as an American with his appeal for a bankruptcy law with both 
provisions. Madison, the great expounder of the Constitution, 
stood forth the fearless champion for a law with both these pro- 
visions. Thomas Benton was equally outspoken. The most elo- 
quent appealever made under the American flag for a bankruptcy 
law, and with both provisions, came from Mr. Hayne; and the 
erudite Story, who is revered in ee law office as one of the rec- 
5 expounders of constituti law, advocated this kind of 
n law. 


In our more modern times and I have named but a few of the 
„fathers“ and those who followed them such a measure has been 
supported in this House by Ju Ezra B. Taylor, whom we all 
remember as chairman of the Judiciary ttee, the successor 
of Mr. Garfield; by Col. William C. Oates, now the governor of 
Alabama, who voted against the bill in the Fifty-first Congress but 
introduced and championed it in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Congresses; by Mr. William L. Wilson, the present Postmaster- 
General; by General Catrcouines, Mr. Outhwaite, Mr. McAdoo, 
Judge Hayes of Iowa, Judge Buchanan of New Jersey, ex-Senator 
Perkins, now gone; Mr. George E. Adams of Chicago, Mr. Frank 
of St. Louis, and by some of the strongest men of our own time, 
including Mr. REED and Governor DINGLEY. And I am glad to 
say that I have standing o7 oy side to-day in advocacy of this 
measure one who ranks behind few men in point of intellectual 
ability—the distinguished gentleman from Texas, Judge CULBER- 
SON 


In addition to that, four great national conventions—two heldin 
this city (I had the honor of being a participant in the first one 
just about the time I was entering Co: some fourteen years 
ago), one held in St. Louis,and one in eapolis, made up of 


the 


representative men of the great commercial and industrial in- 
terests of the nation—have advocated a bankruptcy bill, rea 4 
arnals 


of both voluntary and involuntary provisions. The great jo 

of this country, and West, North and South, have advocated 
such a measure. The press of the country generally has advo- 
cated it, and I can say that so far as the people of this country have 
spoken they have, with wonderful unanimity, spoken for a law 
with both voluntary and involuntary provisions. 

Now, another thought in passing. t is the real difference 
between a voluntary and an involuntary bill? The moment that 
the adjudication in bankruptcy is made all differences are at an 
end, Mr. Smith files an involuntary petition or the creditors 
file a petition against Mr. Smith, the moment that the bankrupte 
court makes the adjudication in bankruptcy that 9 
differences cease. The privileges, the rights, and the duties of the 
debtor are exactly the same from that moment, whether he files 
the petition or his creditors file it. From that instant of time the 
rights, the obligations, the duties of the creditors are exactly the 
same, no matter who petitions. I want that thought kept in 
the mind of this committee, because with that fact so planted ‘ 
many of the questions that might disturb the views of members 
will vanish from the mind. 

INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 

Now, a few thoughts as to involuntary bankruptcy. Thereisa 
feeling in certain quarters that there is something harsh and cruel 
about involuntary bank poty; and that voluntary bankruptcy is 

nerous and kind, This bill provides for voluntary ptcy; 

ut is there anything harsh, cruel, or severe in the involuntary 
3 of this bill? I want to say here to the committee that 

uring the life of the bankruptcy law in 1867, under which I prac- 
ticed constantly until it was repealed, I frequently encoun 
matters that made me think that it had some provisions which 
were too severe. I have not forgotten my experience, and the 
view I sometime took with my partners, especially Judge Shiras, 
with whom I was associated during my entire practice, that the 
law had been made up too much from the Eastern standpoint. 

Westward the star of empire takes its way— 

And haps—I do not say that it is so—this bill may have 
stamped upon it.a little too much of the Western idea. 

And right here let me give a little history, Within a few years 
after the repeal of the act of 1867 agitation began for another gen- 
eral bankruptcy law; and Judge Lowell, a clean, able man anda 
patriot, drafted what was known as the Lowell bill. Many of us 
in the West thought it was too drastic, too severe,in some of its 
provisions. 

About this time a young lawyer living in St. Louis who had 
distinguished himself for his ability and great learning touching 
the bankruptcy laws in this country took an interest in this ques- 
tion, and at once his marked ability was recognized and he was 
made chairman of three national conventions to consider the 
pe ge I refer to Judge Jay L. Torrey, then a resident of St. 

mis. I corresponded with him, ing some suggestions in 
reference to the matter, because when he began to take an interest 
in the inquiry he invited an expression of the sentiments of the 
people generally throughout the country and criticisms of the 
measure. My old law partner, Judge Shiras, wrote ing many 
suggestions, and the correspondence and the discussion at the con- 
ventions finally resulted in producing several radical changes from 
the original Lowell bill, changes which met the approval of the 
best legal talent and judgment of this country from every point 
of the compass until that bill has had the indorsement of the t 
and small commercial, industrial, and professional bodies of the 
land, has been supported by the organ of the Farmers’ Alliance, 
as I amassured, and has the support on the floor of this House 
of men from every State in the Union, I am safe in saying. 

At the Minneapolis convention, on motion of one of the dele- 
gates, the bill was named the Torrey bill” in honor of this young 
man. He is now the speaker of the Wyoming legislature, a man 
of 8 modesty, and character. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill that was named the Torrey bill has 
undergone very many changes in the Judiciary Committees of the 
two Houses. It has been reported here for action several times. 
It was considered by the Judiciary Committee of the House under 
Judge Taylor, of Ohio, and under Judge Culberson; and before 
it was reported from the House at this session of Congress a sub- 
committee of five of the members of the Judiciary Committee 
had been spending between four and five weeks upon it, meet- 
ing almost daily, and twelve days were spent upon it by the 

Committee on the Judiciary, in which time many friendly 
changes were made. And while it is known as the Torrey bill,” 
that bill having been the foundation on which this is based, yet 
the pending bill has stamped upon it the judgment of several com- 
mittees, and many changes have been made from the original Tor- 
rey bill. I can truthfully add that Judge Torrey hi been 
swift to favor an: Seaded improvements. 

We have had three bankruptcy laws in the United States—the 
one of 1800, which I think was only on the statute books a year or 
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two and was then repealed; then we had the act of 1841, which 
was only two or three years on the statute books, and was also 
repealed; and then came the third and last act, that of March 2, 
ya following the example previously set, that was repealed 
in i 

I have heard it contended that the brief life of these various 
bankruptcy laws should be a warning that there was something 
inherently wrong in such a system. There is no man so foolish 
as he who will not treat himself squarely. I have studied this 

uestion carefully and have endeavored to learn the reasons for 
eir repeal. 

Under the act of 1800, during the lifetime of that act, this coun- 
try was practically a wilderness; we did not know hardly what a 
railroad was, and the Federal courts were regarded by the pro- 
fession and the people as something far away and surrounded by 
great, dark, hidden mysteries. Transportation was limited, and 
that court was not easily accessible to the people; and in addition 
to that, as I find in one report made by Judge Wolverton on the 
Torrey bill, as it was then known, a few years ago, it is shown 
that the first act became a theme of partisan contention, and that 
the real merits of the question were lost sight of in poruean war 
and consequently it was repealed. But I can we understand 
that in those days, when we had but little population and no rail- 
road facilities, the masses of the people, and even the legal pro- 
fession itself, or the great body of it, unfamiliar with the practice 
in the Federal courts, it could not hope to be a popular court be- 
cause of the inconvenience to the people; and the same condition 
of affairs is applicable to and is true of the law of 1841. This 
condition is not to be lost sight of when we reach the considera- 
tion of the act of 1867. The United States courts and their divi- 
sions were even then few and remote from the masses of the 


ple. 

Rut another reason operated against the act of 1867. It was too 
expensive. The insolvent's assets went largely to officials instead 
of to the debtors, and by almost common consent it was repealed. 

But how is it now? None know better than the members of the 
Judiciary Committee the growth of the Federal court system in 
this 5 Almost every lawyer now knows something of its 
practice. It is, at every term of Congress, being brought nearer 
and nearer to the people of the 120 ik Take it in my own State. 
I think we had but two We to hold the United States court in 
Iowa during the life of the act of F three, Des Moines, 
Dubuque, my own town, and at Keokuk. 

Now we have Keokuk, Mount Pleasant, Des Moines, and Coun- 
cil Bluffs, in the southern district, and in my district we have 
Dubuque, Cedar Rapids, Fort Dodge, and Sioux City. It has 
been brought nearer to all the people, is convenient to them, 
and if there is any one class of members of C that we be- 
come familiar with in the Judiciary Committee it is those gentle- 
men who are asking the establishment of new divisions in their 
States for holding United States courts. And now the tendency 
of legislation in Congress is to be liberal in that regard. I fought 
for four years to have my own State divided and provide greater 
conveniences to the people in that as ae before I came to Con- 

, and I think that is whereI got the ‘‘bee in my bonnet,” 
for I thought 2 I could do the work better inside than on 
the outside. I finally succeeded in getting the division made, and 
that division has been a blessing to our State. 

Here let me invite your attention to another fact: Under this 
bill each county is entitled to a referee district; so that the ref- 
erees are found in each county under this bill. What does that 
mean? The referee has all the powers of the judge, except as to 
hearing the petition in contested cases, the confirmation of a com- 
position, the setting of a confirmation aside, or the granting or 
revoking of a disc e. These matters must be tried before a 
jud ut if the ju is absent and no defense is made in an 
involuntary case either by the debtor or any of his creditors, it 
may be referred to the referee and he may dismiss the petition or 

e the adjudication in bankruptcy. He age bye act on a 
voluntary petition when the judge is absent. So that this law lays 
the t bulk of its transaction at the door of everyone interested. 
and his local counsel, scattered through the State. It is not dumped 
into the hopper of a few leading lawyers in the cities and towns 
where these courts of bankruptcy are held; but under this bill, in 
addition to the advan which we now have by the increase of 
the Federal courts and the new divisions, it gives a referee in each 
county, where the great bulk of the business under the bank- 
ruptcy law can be treated. 

ow, passing from that let me say this: The involun fea- 
tures are kind, because, instead of having a large number of suits 
scattered around the country and a large number of counsel, you 
have it all brought into one suit. It is economy to the debtor and 
to the creditor who is interested in getting as a dividend as 
possible. I want that kept in mind. k 

Another and about the involuntary provision. Every creditor 
knows that with this law upon the statute book there is no use of 
his dashing in where angels fear to tread” and attacking the 


debtor with the numberless State writs and proceedings; no use 
of his going in to get preferences and advantages over his fellow- 
creditors, because if he does the other creditors can move and 
bring it into a common suit and he be compelled to surrender up his 
preferences and take pro rata with the rest. 

Do you observe now that itis kind? Why? If a man is strug- 
gling a creditor is not afraid that Tom, Dick, or Harry at some 
pons will dash in ahead of him, or that a few great commercial 

odies, organizations, or houses in this country, antagonizing this 
bill, bodies which have got their traps set in front of every coun- 
try store, communication with their attorneys, and an attorney 
hired to may in their stores to manage them, where they can tap 
a bell and the writ issues under State law, will be able to drag the 
man in and get preference—there is no danger of that. There- 
fore, creditors are willing to consult with a debtor, go over his 
books, and see whether the man can afford to go on, whether he 
is able to fight the battle to a successful issue, or whether he had 
better surrender. There is no temptation under this law for the 
severity of treatment of the debtor that is found under our present 
State systems. 

The creditors do not need to be alarmed. They can take time, 
If I am a creditor merchant, John Jones, in that other town, can 
not get ahead of me, for if he tries it we will have it all intoa 
common pot and his attempted preference will have to come in 
and be divided. Therefore there is na temptation for the harsh 
treatment of the debtor, no reason why such writs should be is- 
sued, attachment, replevin, and so on, or suits be brought. We 
can take our time, and under that many a man who under our 
State laws is sent to the wall might be saved and continue suc- 
cessfully the battle of life. 

Now, while on this head I will invite the attention of the com- 
mittee to section 2 of the bill, while discussing the involuntary 
features alone. 

There are nine grounds upon which a debtor may be proceeded 
against in bankruptcy. Briefly I will allude to each of them for 
the benefit of those who are sensitive about involun proceed- 
ings and frequently rack their brains to find hard terms to apply to 
them when there is no goog reason for doing so. I see no cause 
in this debate for anything but an earnest consideration of this 
question with a view to doing our whole duty and what is best. 

These nine grounds are what must be attacked if the involun- 
tary features of this bill should be surrendered and the right to 
proceed in bankruptcy is left wholly to the debtor. . 

Now,I caution you to watch one uing well while I discuss 
these nine grounds for involuntary proceedings, and that is either 
one of two conditions must exist before a creditor can move by 
involuntary proceedings. We have nagen these grounds not a 
little from what they have ever been before when submitted to 
Congress. There must be either some wicked e in the 
debtor’s heart or he must be insolvent in fact and have made pro- 
tracted defaults in payments due or shown his inability to protect 
his estate from an inequitable division. Simply being insolvent 
will not justify proceedings. 8 defaults alone will not 
authorize creditors to proceed. Now, keep those two thoughts in 
your mind. 

The first ground is this: 

Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his having (1) concealed 
himself, d or remained away from his place of business, residence, or 
domicile, with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his 
rontani, and shall not haye returned at least forty-eight hours before the 


ing of & 1 in bankruptcy, and before the rights of creditors shall 
have been impaired, altered, or interfered with. 


Now, right here let me call your attention to the dictionary in 
the first section, 8, clause 12 of the bill, because the defini- 
tion of the word “‘ defeat” is there given. 


Defeat“ shall include defraud or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with 
intent to defraud. 


So that whenever you find in this bill the word defeat“ quali- 
fying an act, it means that he shall try to defeat with a fraudu- 
lent purpose and intent. Therefore, keep the dictionary defini- 
tion of “defeat” in your mind. 

Mr. TAWNEY. o, in the first instance, is to determine that 
fact for the creditor before he can file a petition in bankruptcy? 

Mr. HENDERSON. He will have to look into that, certainly. 
That is one of the . has got to determine. 

Mr. DE WITT. He got to allege that fact. 

Ta HENDERSON. Ofcourse; and the burden of proof is on 

im, too. 

Mr. MILES. That is to be proved like any other fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. Now watch the second ground: 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent 

Mark the word insolvent — 


to secure the release of any e e upon under process of law for 
$500 or over, or if such p y is be sold within such time under such 


process then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

You will find that all through this bill. We even give the sin- 
ner a chance to repent and come back into the domain of good 
people and to stay the proceedings that the creditors must and 


should institute for self-protection. 
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Now, you see a party must be insolvent. And I want you to 
watch the condition we made. Three days of grace are given. 

The third is: 

Made a transfer of any of his property with intent— 

What?— 
to defeat— 

With a fraudulent purpose. Are gentleman going to stand up 
here and defend scoundrels who defraud their creditors? Gentle- 
men of the committee, trace this law, chapter by chapter, para- 


graph by ph, and line by line; and when you read it 
through you wi find it is a bill to provide remedies and protec- 
tion for honest men, but not for thieves and scoundrels. [Ap- 


plause.] We make no pretense here to hold back the moving 
creditor to secure his rights against the scoundrel who is trying to 
defraud him. If anyone here does not agree with that, let him 
trace through the field of thought and find an argument to satisfy 
earnest men why you should step in in such a case. 
Made a transfer of any of his p: with intent to defeat his creditors, 
and has not regained the ownership and possession of such property— 
Here we make an amendment in this bill. Right here I will 
tell you that one of the things that led me to acquiesce in this, 
ing possibly a little too far, was the counsel of my honored 
iend who sits in front of me [Mr. DINGLEY] when I entered 
upon the consideration of this question. He asked me, so far as I 
could, to tone down these provisions; and when my able colleague, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], offered these amend- 


ments I acquiesced in them— 
th ership and of such rty before 

and has not regained the own sage = ed by y m 8 
È a proceed- 


the rights of creditors have been is 
such transfer, and at least ten days before the commencement o! 
g ptey. 
Mercy again on guard, even for one acting with a bad motive. 
Fourth— 


Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a writ- 
ten statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

When a man says, I surrender; I can not any longer keep up 
this fight.“ surely his creditor—not a cutthroat, or scoundrel, or 
harsh, or cruel—his creditor is justified in saying, I want now to 
protect my rights and have a fair distribution between man and 
man.” No one will question the wisdom of a law that provides 
for fair distribution when a debtor gives up the fight and sur- 
renders his property to creditors. 


Made while insolvent— 

Mark that qualification— 

a transfer of any of his property, or suffered any of it to be taken or levied 
upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference. 

The wicked element is lodged in this: If he is going to give 
some pet creditor or relative a preference and become bad, it is 
an act of bankruptcy, and the creditors have a right to step in 
and the right to act. 

Mr. MILES. And that, too, while he is insolvent. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that, too, while he is insolvent. That 
is explicitly stated; and there, too, we give him time to repent. 
Observe what follows: 

roperty leased same 
5 before „ fave 9 changed. 
or impaired by reason of such transfer, eee and at least ten ys 
before the commencement of a proceeding in ptcy. 

The only thing that I feared in this debate was that some one 
would say, ‘‘ You have bent too far over to protect a man who did 
this wicked act.” But we concluded that if he repented of his 
bad purpose, if he desired to reenter the domain of good people, 
retrace his steps,and put himself and property back where he and 
it were, we would not allow the creditor to proceed against him. 


ixth— 


Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against him with intent to 


defeat— 
I have lained ‘‘ defeat” to you as containing the element of 
fraud. With an intent to defeat, to fraudulently defeat— 


his creditors and suffered to remain unpaid until ten days before the filing of 

a petition in 3 Provided, That a payment or satisfaction of such 

— by a sale of any of the debtor's property or from the proceeds of 

— — a 1 bn all not be deemed a payment of such judgment under the pro- 
DS o 


Seventh— 
Secreted any of his property— 
The bad element again—hiding, sneaking, retiring from the 
open field of honest business, defrauding. 
Secreted feri of his property toavoid its being Syaa apon under legal 28 
a 


on. 


Bear E to defeat his oo r tok surren 5 
such pro such legal process at least ys before the filing 
bill te bankrontey: 


Eighth: 

Suffered while insolvent an execution of $500 or over, or a number of exe- 
cutions such amount, against him to be returned no 2 
found, the amount shown to be due by such execution shall be 
before a petition is filed. 


There mercy again comes in. 
Surely if the debtor’s status is such that the sheriff can find no 


property and the debtor has given up the battle and permits judg- 
ment to be rendered eee the creditors are holly justfied 
in moving in bankruptcy, if they see anything in the situation to 
enco them in so doing. 

Ninth, and last—now watch this, for here is where the battle 
is often waged against a bankrupt law: 

8 nded and not resumed for thirty days, and until a petition is filed 
55 the payment of his e paper for or 8 $500 
or over. 

Under the act of 1867 the ension of one’s commercial paper 
for a second of time, fraudulently, was an act of bankruptcy. e 
suspension of the payment of a man’s commercial paper for four- 
teen days, without reference to fraud, was an act of bankruptcy 
under the act of 1867, and that without any qualification, without 
any reference to whether he was solvent or insolvent. The man 
might be worth a million dollars more than his liabilities, but if 
his commercial pa’ for any amount went unpaid for fourteen 
days he could be thrown into bankruptcy under the act of 1867. 

Mr. MILES. Is not that so under many of the insolvent laws 
of the States? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Undoubtedly. In this bill we make the 
time thirty days, the amount $500 or over, and in addition to that 
pe paasi be in fact insolvent, and the creditor must prove these 

Mr. Chairman, if a man, and e a merchant or trader 
an active business man — fails for thi ays to meet his commer- 
cial paper for such an amount, and is unable to have the same re- 
newed, and if he is in fact insolvent, we know by experience that 
his case is hopeless, and that all interests—his and his creditors 
will be best served by the surrender of his assets to his creditors. 

Now, gentlemen, I have gone over the nine grounds for invol- 
untary bankruptcy. If I have not thought, read, and studied this 
subject in vain and helped to put the bill in its present shape, I 
say to you you will need the tongue of Greeks and Jews, and 
nobler speech than angels use,” to satisfy the business men and 
the honest men of this country that these are harsh and unjust 
provisions. Under either of the conditions enumerated in these 
nine heads the creditor is permitted to do—what? To ask that 
the assets shall be put into a common fund and divided pro rata 
between creditors of equal rights. That there shall be no advan- 
tage to the swift, the cruel, the heartless creditor, but fair treat- 
ment to all; and then, if the man is honest and makes no false 
statements, the load of debt is to be lifted from him and he can 
start again. If I can not recommend those provisions as fair and 
just to my associates in this House, then Iam incapable of analyz- 
ing what is fair play between man and man in the business trans- 
actions of life. 

Now I call attention to another fact: The creditor can not 
move by involuntary proceedings unless the debtor owes a thou- 
sand dollars. No proposition that has ever heretofore come before 
Congress made the amount more than $500, and I believe it was 
$250 or $300 under the act of 1867. If I am wrong I shall be glad 
tobecorrected. But in this bill we make it a thousand dollars, and 
then, under the voluntary provisions, all limitation is taken off, so 
that the poorest man in this country who is entitled to a discharge 
can secure one under the voluntary provision, without regard to 
how much or how little he owes. Not only that, but we e this 
step further. If he shows by affidavit that he is unable to pay the 
filing fees due to the receiver, the trustee, and the clerk, making 
in all $25, he will be exempt from that requirement, and can go in 
and secure his rights under the law. 

There is one thing that I will answer for in the future if this 
bill shall become a law. No one can sustain the charge against 
me or my associates reporting this bill that we have reported a 
measure against the interests of the poor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I see from my notes—for I have been talk- 
ing entirely from notes—that they would occupy me for hours, 
and I mapt change my line and treat of matters as they come to 
my min 

Another point is that a man who is engaged chiefly in farming 
can not be proceeded against under this bill, and the wage earner 
is exempted from the involuntary provon. I offered this amend- 
ment myself in the committee. this we may be drifting a lit- 
tle westward, but I have my own reasons and my own feelings 
about this point. In the first place, the debts which the farmer 
owes are usually secured by mortgage. He borrows 3 
mortgage, and finally pays it off and runs without it. The cred- 
itors, being secured, do not need to have the farmers covered by 
this bill, and if they were in it that feature would be made a pre- 
text and a football for those Who do not wish to treat this matter 
candidly—I hope we shall find none such in this Chamber —with- 
out being any real ad vantage. 

In our dictionary here we define what wage earner” is. A 
wage earner” is one who does not earn to exceed $1;500 a year. 
In examining the existing definitions in the law books we found 
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that there might be some difficulty, and we did not wish to leave 


the matter in doubt,so we made this definition, and we make a 
Wage earner who earns not to exceed $1,500 a year exempt from 
the 8 provisions of the bill. Of course he may go into 
bankru voluntarily, but he can not be thrown in by creditors, 
Iam id that if we have committed any error we have leaned 
too much to the kindly side in this matter, but, Governor [ad- 
dressing Mr. DINGLEY], you must bear alarge part of the respon- 
sibility, for you put some of these things into our heads with your 
valuable and kind suggestions. 

We also exempt national banks from the involuntary provision. 
Now, that looks like bending the supple hinges of the knee to the 
corporations, but it is not. We would hit them in an instant if 
it was thought best, but no law can be framed for the national 
banks better than the law which is now in existence, and inas- 
much as these banks have relation to themoney of the people and 
the Government is responsible to the people for the condition of 
the money, we felt that it was better to leave them to be dealt 
with by the 3 national-bank law. But under this bill no 
corporation can voluntarily take the benefit of the bankrupt law. 
If creditors desires to proceed against ac ration in bankruptcy 
they may do so except in the case of a national bank, while, as I 
have said, no corporation can voluntarily take advantage of the 


W. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. As to the national banks, they are cared for 
by another law that is more drastic than this. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly; more drastic—more severe 


ything in this bill. 
it and involuntary bankruptcy, and 


than an 
I have treated of volun’ 
one, and now I want to say a word 


of involuntary bankruptcy 
about 
VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY ONLY. 

My friend from Texas 6155 BAILEY] has a substitute which he 
proposes to offer for this bill. I have in my discussion of the in- 
volun reached over somewhat into the domain of the volun- 
tary, and, inasmuch as his substitute is to be discussed, we will 
leave the minute discussion of that phase of the question until we 
hear the argument which he has to offer. The onus probandi, I 
take it, is upon those who urge that as a substitute for this bill. 

But I ask that the fact be kept in mind that the committee's 
pill provides erously for voluntary bankruptcy. We are as 
faithful in looking after the interests of the debtor as of the cred- 
itor, and, through both, of the public, for the public good is the 
foundation stone of this whole question. 

THOSE OPPOSED TO ANY BANKRUPTCY LAW. 

Now, there is a third class—those who are opposed to any bank- 
ruptcy law. I know that I have the reputation of being too kind. 
It has operated against me sometimes, I think; it has been assumed 
that I was not suitable for responsible position because I am ‘‘too 
good-natured.” Iam willing toconfess that is one of the elements 
of my nature; and if the charge is true I would not exchange it 
for a heart of steel—not for a kingdom; because I enjoy life as I 

along. But if I can not sustain some kind of a bankrupt law, 
f think shall have to lay it to a defective judgment—not to an 
overabundant heart. 

We are living in an age in which I think we are fortunate to 
live. I have sometimes felt as if we were in great luck in 
having our lot cast in this century. While the world’s embryotic 
state was full of interest and development, full of daring men and 

t chiefs, of courage, mental and physical, I sometimes feel as 
— in our age the guiding hand opened the floodgates of 
5 and let it come upon us like a great ocean. I can not coun- 
sel a retention of the influence of the Dark I bless my God 
that there was a Charles Dickens to wield pen that 
opened the doors of the jails of England to let the debtors free. 
I can not afford to give counsel that will send this country back- 
ward. In China the debtor involved to a certain amount is de- 
capitated.. LamnotwithChina. Iretain upon my library shelves 
the writings of Dickens, who, with his warm heart and burning 
ius, dissolved the iron gates that held the debtor a prisoner. 
e spirit of this age cries out to every lawmaker in favor of a 
class who are absolutely unfortunate. 

Why, my fellow-legislators, this country has seen crash after 

W the business giants went down before the storm of 
disaster. Sometimes there was one set of causes; sometimes there 
was another. It is not for us to discuss now the causes. Let us 
not turn partisan, and sink this debate below the great dignity 
that belongs to it. This is no partisan question; it is purely a 
business matter. In every debate on this question for years there 
have been found side by side Republicansand Democrats in favor 
of a bankrupt law, and side by side Republicans and Democrats 
against a bankrupt law. So let the battle continue—a battle of 
earnest thought—without belittling it with any partisan consid- 
erations. If this bill becomes a law and blesses our people, as I 
believe it will, it will be no Republican victory; the victory will 
belong to every man that steps forth to help to do this great good 
for his country. 


e migh 


In the terrible crash of 1893 and 1894 some of the best men in 
this country best in all that is intellectual and moral—went down 
before the storm. No matter where the whirlwind came from 
or what hand set itin motion. When the debtor is down, are we 
going to gain anything as a country by keeping him there? Do 
we gain anything by holding in chains pomon and known activity, 
vigor, and courage? I do not believe in the jail any further than 
necessary for the good of society; that is, to tie up man whose 
hand would be at your throat or in your pocketbook, not to tie 
up and chain down honest men with their possible powers and 
great results locked up in their brains and hearts. 

In order to judge intelligently whether a bankruptcy law is 
needed, let us look at a few facts, for you know Burns said that these 
were ‘“‘chiels that wunna ding,” and Burns, drunk or sober, used 
to get off some good things. 

m the Bureau of Statistics I gather that the total failures in 
the United States trom 1879 to 1895, both years included—a term 
of seventeen years, commencing, as will be observed, with the 
first year after the repeal of the last bankruptcy act, the act of 
1867—the total failures in the United States during that period 
were 171,389. What an army to have followed Washi ! The 
that body behind him prom mmptiy. he agaregate Liabilitice of these 

y $ e es 
men were $2,611,521,704. F 

Then I compared the first three months of 1895 with the same 
three months of 1896. 

I found that in threemonths of 1896 the failures were 4,081, and 
in the three months of 1895, 3,802. The increase of failures in the 
first three months of this year, as com with the correspond- 
ing period of last year, was, as will be seen, 229, showing that, 
although the crisis occurred in 1893 and 1894, the conditions are 
still unfavorable. What do these liabilities amount to? For the 
first three months of 1896, $38,755,015; for the first three months 
of 1895, ii pg the sinters the 1 ma ariari 19921 
as compared wi e mding period of 1895, being $4,594,063, 
So that a bankruptcy law is not alone needed for the crisis, but in 
a great country like ours there is a continuing condition that 
needs this remedy; and when I show you that in seventeen years 
$2,611,521,704 of liabilities have fallen upon an army of 171,389, is 
it not time for the lawmaker to ask whether it would not be well 
to lift this load and let such of these prisoners as are honest go 
free? If the creditor is willing to do it, we should be, and cred- 
itors and debtors urge this legislation. 

Now, there is a fact here that must not be forgotten. To lift 
this load, to set this army of debtors free and let them come back 
among us as active workers and useful members of society, Con- 

3 e ae power. dace pa noon nok ao 3 State, 

grant, is po , excep where limi: e stitution, 
But the Constitution, Article I, section 10, = des that no 
State shall any law impairing the obligations of contracts.“ 
Therefore the State can not invalidate the contract between the 
debtor and the creditor where they reside in different States; it 
can not open the prison doors; it can not put this great, stricken 
army once more into the field relieved from their parole, but Con- 

having the power to passa general bankruptcy law, contain- 
ing the full power to annul contracts—for we have it speciall 
granted—we alone have the power to relieve the burden which 
rests upon the individual. . Chairman, that argument alone 
= 15 g us promptly forward to the support of a general bank- 
ruptcy bill. 

But I find I am consuming a = deal more time with these 
details than I had e ted, and I am running over the usual time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Iowa have time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I thank the gentleman from Texas. Ihave 
the control of the time on this side, and that is the reason I do not 


want to tres upon the indu ce of the House, because so 

many of our brethren want to talk. I shall endeavor to make my 

remarks as brief as ae 

ratty ORTHWAY,. You want to take sufficient time to explain 
e 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ought to have called at- 
tention to the fact, in passing, that the average failures for the 
fifteen years I have referred to—and I will only give it in round 
numbers—is one hundred and fifty-three million for every year; 
and at the rate we are now going on in 1896 it will amount to 
more than that—to over $155,000,000 annually. I mention this 
because that condition appeals eloquently to the judgment of the 
lawmakers for the necessity of some law on the statute books in 
reference to this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this suggestion or thought I call to the 
attention of the committee. I have discussed why all of the other 
bills were short lived, and I want to suggest here that now we 
have reached the period of great growth in this country, which 
may be unders by these figures: Taking the first iod, for 


instance, in 1800, after the first act was passed, we had but 5,000,- 
000 of population, while now we have 70,000,000; of telegraph 


000,000, when the last act was ; andin 0 
Of imports of merchandise in 1 we had 8113,000, 000; in 1867 
$395,000,000; and in 1895, 871,000,000. The re f 3 
Office Department in 1847 amounted to the sum of $3,000,000 in 
round numbers, and in 1895 they had reached $76,000,000; 
our railroad mileage in this country (you remember I discussed 
the facilities of getting to the Federal courts in 1841), when the 
first law was passed, amounted to 8,535 miles; in 1867, to 39,250 
miles; and in 1894 this had grown to 179,279 miles, 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the experience of a child will not 
do to test what is best for the full-grown man. The condition of 
affairs in this country which you are looking back to when this 
act was first tested—and that thought will even measure the con- 
ditions of 1867—showed this country to be but a mere stripling as 
compared with the great, throbbing commercial nation now, 
where on every hand the great engines of 3 plowing 
the way to future greatness and success. Who wo’ 
those times when we tried that law and declare that that should 
be the standard by which to measure our joanen upon it now? 

England in 1542 first passed a eral ptey law. They 
have never taken that law from statute book. But what have 
they done? They have passed over 200 enactments since that time 
amending the original bankruptcy law. So I appeal to you, gen- 
tlemen, to join in framing a bill where we have done our best, 
consulting the experiences of 3 to learn the objections 
to the practical operations of the law, and frame it now in the 
best possible shape for present conditions; and then let our expe- 
rience in the future enable us to amend and adjust it to our grow- 
ing national necessities. 


Leavi 


STATE LAWS. 

it under the State law, with the obligations the 
debtor, what is the effect? Does it tend to develop a healthy 
growth of good, sound relations? The man whois left 
with ho debt hanging over him, what does he do? He must 
put his property into other hands—in his wife’s name or in the 
name of some relative or friend. Ido not care what your State 
law is, that will be the result. The man who has 's imprint 
on his soul will do something to sustain his wife and child and 
save them from want. I believe I would steal a potato if such a 
condition of affairs were forced upon me, and if you keep this 
chain around the debtor’s neck you drive him, in order to meet 
these duties of life, the affections that cling round his heart and 


his hearthstone—you force him into dishonorable courses. When | this 


the time has come, when he is forced to the wall, he can not get 
through. It is a great deal better for the ial and indus- 
trial world, for the creditor, for the debtor, for the people at large, 
to provide for him as of relief under our Constitution and 
under our laws, and divide what he has left among those to whom 
it bel give him the benefit of the exemption laws of his State, 
and let startagain; but let him start side by side with his fel- 
low-man like a man, and not run from his creditor as the thief 
runs from the sheriff or the constable. 

I 3 that that kind of legislation which brings out the man- 
hood of the people, which offers a premium upon honesty and 
Somra the brave heart, you need never be afraid of. That 
kind of islation which encourages the sneak, and the fellow 
who would cover up, and lie, and go through life like a craven, is 
a 8 class to follow. Let us leave the Dark Ages behind. 
Let China decapitate if she will, but let us join in the march of 
those who are in sympathy with the civilization of this age and 
the enlightened tendencies of a true humanity! 

I for one am in favor of off the load from this great 
army of unfortunate men. I only of the honest men, and 
they are the great mass. I pity the lawmaker or 8 who 
treats mankind from the standpoint of believing that the majority 
are knaves. That is an unjust criticism upon the Creator, and 
my ience is that the generous impulse and the noble senti- 
ment dominate mankind, and itis the small exception that belongs 
to the knavish, crawling, thievish class. 

I say, lift the load and let the defeated get away from their Bull 
Run and fight like brave men for their Appomattox. It is a great 
deal better for all of us. 

CHANGES IN THIS BILL FROM FORMER LAWS. 

Now let me call your attention to some changes in this bill from 

former laws, because I want, as T go along, to have the bill under- 


stood. Iam only some of the leading changes. 
We have made man in almost every section from the 
original Torrey bill. Ido not say we alone, but refer to the other 


committees that have treated it, and to ripe suggestions made by 
Judge Torrey himself. 

For instance, operatives, clerks, and servants, under the act of 
1867, were allowed a fifty-dollar exemption. Under this law we 


t 8300. 
S 8 


tary bankruptcy where he owed $300. I thought it was $250, but 


I find by referring to my notes that it was $300. Under this bill 
the debtor must be owing $1,000. 

I have lained to you about the msion of commercial 
8 between the act of 1867 and this bill. I 
treated of that before, because, as I saw the hands of the clock 
moving along, I took things as they occurred to me, 

Under the act of 1867, in order that a 1 

ight be filed, the party had to owe 8300. Under this bill we 

e no limitations. Any man can move. 

The costs and fees are cut to a minimum in this bill. My col- 
league, the gentleman from Missouri . BURTON], will go into 
this matter in detail, and when he does I promise you that he 
will demonstrate what I say in brief, that under the provisions of 
this bill the hideous, the expensive, features of the act of 1867, 
which more than an else drove it from the statute books, 
because so much went into the ts of ofticers—those features 
have been swept away, and under this bill everything is done at 
a minimum of expense. I make the general statement. My col- 
league from Missouri . Burton] will demonstrate it. That 
is one of the leading differences between the two bills. 

Under the act of 1867 the title to the property of a debtor 
to the assignee as of the date of the filing of the petition. Under 
that law it might be many months, or even over a year, beforean 
adjudication could finally be had; and people dealing with the 
man attacked in bankruptcy did not know, if they bought any- 
thing, whether they were getting (£4 title or not. I speak of 
people dealing in perfect good faith with the alleged bankrupt, 
the man pa apa whom a petition had been filed. e purchaser 
bought at his own risk. thad a tendency to destroy the busi- 
ness which he was still conducting. 

Now, we have aimed to radicall y change that in this bill; and 
I want those who distinctively represent, perhaps, the creditor 
class to follow this distinction. 

Under this bill the title passes as of the date of the adjudication 
and not as of the date of the filing of the petition. So that the 
alleged bankrupt d business in his store or wherever his busi- 
ness is can buy and and give perfect title under this bill up 
to the date that he is adjudicated a bankrupt, and the citizens at 
largo can deal with him with confidence safety. 

ow, some of my friends may say, That is a bad thing, Brother 

ERSON; you have gone too far. This fellow will let his stock 

run down. e will stick the into his pantaloons et, 

and by the time the adjudication is ordered this stock will be run 
down very badly.” 

Well, we are not quite as thoughtless as we seem to be under 

is p ising statement, because we have another provision in 
the bill whereby, if the creditor sees that that condition of things 
is going on, and the debtor is taking advantage of the situation, 
the.creditor can first file an affidavit alleging the commission of 
one or more acts of bankruptcy; second, give bond to indemnify 
the alleged bankrupt if the creditor’s allegations do not turn out 
to be true, and then the court issues a warrant to the marshal, and 
he takes possession of the property. That stops the depletion of 


the stock. 

But we do not there. We provide that even then, if the 
debtor, acting in faith and as an honest man, knows he has 
not committed an act of bankruptcy and wants to keep on con- 
ducting business or promoting enterprises he can file a forthcom- 
ing bond, a delivery bond, in court and have the stock of goods 
returned into his possession, and he can go on with his business 
or enterprise. Then both debtor and itor are safe. But we 
believe that he should not be treated as a bankrupt until it is 

ved that he is in fact a bankrupt. And we have so framed our 

ill that if he attempts to act the rogue we can stop his business, 
and in addition to that, if he acts eying, Pi can not get his dis- 
charge. This latter fact will tend to keep him in the straight and 
narrow way, the way of honest dealing. 

So that we stand threatening him with taking the position—hav- 
ing first given bonds ourselves—that we will prevent him from get- 
ting rid of his debt by securing a discharge from the bankruptcy 
court. It seems to me this is a wise provision. It is a ical 
change, but intended to secure justice and fair play between 
man and man, and makes it. absolutely safe for the public, acting 
in good faith, to deal with the alleged bankrupt. 

Another we have made which I have discussed. That 
was one about the referee. I have referred to the referees of the 
district being in each county, showing liberality in accommoda- 
tion to the people. 

Undér the old law arbitration was provided for in addition to 
the bankruptcy i Under this bill we have what is 
called “ e A majority in number of creditors and 
amount of claims in value may do what? Recommend a com- 

tion” to the court. That does not effectuate a composition. 

of us at one time thought that we should make that abso- 

lute, so that the court would have nothing to say about it; but 
the view finally prevailed that we should on! the com 

tion before the judge, who might ratify or disapprove it, ? 
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Because we did not feel that a majority, a bare majority—which 
might be a mAy of one creditor or & a eed of one dollar— 


should absolutely dictate the dismissal of the case because A or 
B might have been bought up or some secret work might have 
beenindulged in. Besides, we want the alleged bankrupt first ex- 
amined, — his creditors might know his real status before 
voting on the pro composition. 

Mr. HOWE. Why not leave it to two-thirds? 

Mr. HENDERSON. You might just as well say, ‘‘ Why not 
leave it to seven-eighths or nine-teuths?” A majority seems to be 
the rule of life in such matters. The only intent of this was to get 
an absolute settlement. 

Mr. HOWE. Why not make it two-thirds, so as to have a final 
settlement, as it would save a great deal of the expense, and there 
would be no danger about the size of the majority? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, that is a very proper question, and 
one that occupied much thought and discussion; but if the whole 
transaction is honest the judge has but one motive, and that is to 
do what is for the best interests of the creditors. If the majority 
recommend a composition and the minority do not come in and 
prove that there has been some foul play, the composition will 
unquestionably be granted, and will ats in a dismissal of the 
case. And we have further protection by providing that if within 
— after 1 has been 8 it is 3 

ud was perpe , the composition can be reopened and the 
matter shall be passed u by ee 

Mr. NOR AY. t is provided for in the act of 1867. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It was arbitration and not composition 
that was provided for in the act of 1867. 

Now, in addition to that, we have arbitration and we have com 
promises. We can arbitrate differences; and there is a provision 
whereby the trustee can by Hose one arbitrator, the other party 
in the controversy one arbitrator, and these two the third; and 
if they can not agree on the third, the judge shall appoint the 
third, and thus settle many differences. So we have a compro- 
mise of the question in the court. The bill is framed to expedite 
the closing up of the estate at the earliest possible moment. The 
application can be filed for discharge in bankruptcy after the 
expiration of two months, and within the next four months, and 
conditionally within the next six months, but not afterwards, and 
a reasonable notice will be given to the creditors of the filing of 
such application. The court will fix the time when the applica- 
tion 5 be heard and the application refused or the discharge 

an 
EN ow as to the fees. The clerk gets $10, and only that amount, 
for all his work until the case is settled and nothing more after 
settlement. That will effect expedition. The aim of this bill is 
that rad er who is interested in the matter is interested in the 
prompt closing of the estate. The clerk $10 at the beginning 
of the case, and if it stays in court for years or ten years 
he does not get another cent. He is therefore interested in the 
settlement and hurriesit up. In the case of the fees of the trus- 
tee and the referee, one gets $5 and the other $10 when the case 
is closed, and not until then; and when the final dividends are 
paid, each gets his commission, as will be explained by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burton]. All of it is to be done after 
it is closed, not keeping the estate open until the assets are eaten 
up, swallowing the dividends that belong to the creditors. 

Under the act of 1867 as amended the was not granted 
a debtor unless he paid 50 per cent, unless a majority consented 
in recommending it. Here no consent is needed. No per cent is 
required. If a man is honest, and has a clean record, he has no 
trouble. But, gentlemen, if he is crooked, if he is dishonest, if 
he has been do g a dishonest business, he will find no relief in 
this bill from one end of it to the other. Iam going to be perfectly 
square with you about that. I will recommend no bill to this body 
that is made for the purpose of shiel and protecting scoun- 
drels. Iwill join hands with all of you to the unfortunate and 
give him a chance to start . 

The last bankruptcy bill that we had the act of 1867 reached 
back for six months. This bill re ie back four months. That 
is another distinction in favor of the debtor. 

NO IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

I saw it stated in a New York pa the other day—it was 
thought fully brought to my attention by some member—that the 
old law to im for debt, and uneasiness was exp: 
as to whether this bill did so. It does not. Nowhere does it pro- 
vide imprisonment for debt. The only parts of the bill that could 
even suggest such an idea are these: Under section 8, if a man is 
about to run away and a showing is made to the court by affidavit 
that his absence will defeat the operation of the law, the court 
may in such case do what any court may do and ought to do, it 
may issue a warrant for his arrest, just as if aman is going to 
jump bail or escape so that justice can not be carried out. A 
warrant may issue for his arrest, but he can not even then be put 
in jail under the bill; he can only be held until he gives bail. 
There is no imprisonment for debt. A 

Under section 17, paragraph 12, where parties refused to obey 


or to carry out the orders of the courtin the operations of the bill 
fine and imprisonment may be inflicted. For instance, suppose 
the court orders the bankrupt in to be examined upon matters 
about which he may be prop examined and he refuses. In 
such a case he may be fined and imprisoned, not because he has 
not paid his debts, but because he has disobeyed the order of the 
court. The fine and imprisonment arein the nature of punish- 
ment for contempt. If you strip a court of the power to enforce 
its mandates when authorized by law to issue them, you destroy 
the power of that court. That is well understood. But nowhere 
in this bill, from one end to the other, can be found a single pro- 
vision bearing out the suggestion that it authorizes imprisonment 


for debt. 
A PLAIN AND CONCISE BILL. 

Another thing; this bill is so simple that one who is not a law- 
yer can understand it. It is plain, condensed, concise. Why, we 
used to go almost crazy over the old act of 1867, trying to under- 
stand toe spp its provisions, and the courts went more crazy 
than anybody else. [Laughter.] The men who have been con- 
nected with the framing of this bill, both in Congress and outside 
of it, have tried to profit by experience and to frame a bank- 
ruptcy bill so simple that no court or counsel or business man 
could fail to understand it. [Applause.] 

TRIAL BY JURY. 

We provide here for jury trial. Under the old law, if a jury 
was demanded in writing, the matter had to be set down for trial 
atthe next term of the court, which might be six months or twelve 
months off; but under this bill we provide that a jury may be 
summoned at once. 

Mr. I understand the gentleman to say that under the 
this bill creditors can force a corporation into in- 


vouar 5 
Mr. NDERSON. Yes, sir; except national banks. 
Mr. KERR. What is the ed te to giving to corporations the 
tcy? 


Tight to go into voluntar: p 
Mr. HENDERSON, The real objection is this: A corporation 


is made hice stockholders, and the corporation may fail, and it 
may be difficult to catch the stockholders and hold them for their 
individual liabilities. They may own stock in a corporation and 
may be rich and well able to handle the obligations of the co 
ration,and yet may escape themselves, while the institution takes 
advan of the act. 

Mr. RAY. If my colleague will it me, there is another 
good reason for that provision in the bill. Itis this: Corporations 
are always created and have life given to them by the laws of the 
several States, and the States almost without exception have pro- 
vided very drastic laws to compel them to pay their debts. For 
that reason it was thought better to leave them to the operation 
of the laws of the States which created them. 

Mr. KERR. But my question is, Why should they not be per- 
mitted to take the benefit of voluntary ptcy as well as an 
individual? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to the gentleman that there is 
another reason. We have given him the substantial reasons. 
There is another reason, which belongs somewhat to the domain of 
the demagogue; and we are all more or less tainted that way. 
{Laughter.] I do not know that it is necessary that I should ex- 
plain further on that point. A bill that gave the benefit of the 
voluntary provisions to corporations would be assulted most vig- 
orously on that ground, and as corporations have other remedies, 
we thought we would not make the bill open to attack in that di- 
rection. 1 will say frankly to the gentleman, further, that on 
broad legal grounds it is pretty hard to figure outa good substan- 
tial reason for the exception, but we decided that on the whole it 
was best not to give corporations the = to take advantage of 
the voluntary provisions of the bill. ey may be proceeded 
against in involun bankruptcy by creditors in exactly the 
same way as individ and firms may be proceeded against. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio.. Section 19 provides for a jury trial. 
It says (division b): 

bifa į 
moned for the trial, or the case ma 
in one of the district courts within 
United States, it may be certified for 
same place, 

IT understand that the object of that is to get a speedy trial by jury. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Well, take my State. It is divided 
into two districts, and each of those districts is subdivided into 
two subdivisions. The judge of the northern district resides in 
the city of Cleveland, and the judge of the southern district 
resides in the city of Cincinnati. They hold courts in the cities 
of Toledo and umbus twice a year. With the exception of 
the times when they are holding court in those subdivisions they 
are never in those subdivisions; they are holding court in the cities 
of Cleveland and Cincinnati. Now, if a man should desire a jury 
trial in either of those subdivisions he could not get it under this 
provision of the bill. Now, I want to know why you can not 
provide in your bill that the referee may preside at a jury trial? 


provisions of 


to the circuit court sitting at the 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Well, we thought it best not to give that 
great power to the referee. There is a law now authorizing an- 
other judge to act when 5 j 
But there may not be another ju 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Then we shall have to give you another 
judicial division. 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I wish you would. These referees are 
to be appointed by the United States district judges. 

ees HEND N. Of course we can not meet every remote 
condition 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Ifthe gentleman will think about it, 
he will recognize this as a serious matter. Parties desiring a jury 
trial under this law, but not residing in a district where a judge 
resides, might not get a jury trial in six months, 

Mr. DERSON. This appeared to the committee the best 
that we could do. The parties would have a right to demand a 
jury trial, and the judge would have authority to go to that place. 

r. WATSON of Ohio. But he might be busy at home and 
unable to leave. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then some other judge would have to be 
detailed. Under the existing law it often happens that one judge 
is detailed to hold court for another. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Ishould like to ask my friend from 
Iowa a question. I understood him to state that in the case of 
every act alleged against the debtor as an act of bankruptcy the 
bill secures the right to a trial by jury. Does the gentleman claim 
that the question of the discharge—— 


Mr. NDERSON. I was speaking only of the adjudication 
touching acts of 3 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that. But what 1 


wish to know is this: Under this bill when an application is made 
for a discharge, and is traversed by the creditors on the ground 
of some act on the part of the debtor, can that traverse be tried 
before a jury? 

Mr. ERSON. I think not; and it has not been under 
any bankrupt law, as I remember. 

Mr. W A. STONE. Then it would be tried before a 

udge. 

3 . HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This touches the matter of adjudication. 
The provision of the bill is: 

invol tition has been filed shall be en- 

hak to bate a rial be ]ĩV to any ROA OE tankrapeay alleged Di 
Such petition to have n committed, upon filing a written application 
therefor before the expiration of the time within which an answer mar be 
filed. If such application is not filed within such time a trial by jury be 
deemed to have n waived. 


Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me this suggestion? 


One reason, as I understand, for omitting corporations from the 
operation of this bill is that the bill is intended to relieve ms 
who can not pay their debts, and who can not obtain relief under 


the State insolvency law. That reason fails to apply in the case 
of corporations, because when a corporation becomes insolvent it 
is practically dead, and somebody succeeds to its assets. So 
that there could be no advantage in embracing corporations within 
the operations of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is something in the gentleman’ssug- 
gestion. The bill provides that corporations may be proceeded 
againstininvoluntary 3 like any other debtor. It would 
be unwise, I think, to make a distinction between debtors, except 
as explained. 

We all know that originally bankruptcy under the old English 
law referred simply to traders, the word “‘ bankrup ” meaning by 
its derivation “bank broken” or bench broken.“ 

Mr. PARKER. My s. ion was that full relief in the case 
of corporations is given by existing statutes, and no further relief 
for them is required in a bankruptcy law. 

Mr. HEND: N. Oh, yes; they have other methods of wind- 
yh their business, 

STEWART of NewJersey. As Iunderstand, this bill makes 
no provision for trial by jury in the case of voluntary bankruptcy. 
I suggest to the gentleman that in such cases there may be an is- 
sue raised by creditors which ought to be decided by a jury trial. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In cases of voluntary bankruptcy, as we 
understand, the necessity for a jary trial does not arise because 
the debtor goes into ptcy of his own choice; but where his 
eee sue him in bankruptcy he ought to have the right toa 

jury. 

Mr. TEWART of New Jersey. But where the debtor volun- 
tarily goes into bankruptcy a creditor may desire to raise the issue 
of ptcy or no bankruptcy; and in that case should there 
not be a trial or ae 

Mr. HEND. The case which the gentleman suggests is 
hardly likely to occur. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
that kind. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In very few cases where the debtor him- 
self “throws up the sponge” and says, I can not continue the 


Ican imagine many cases of 


fight any longer,” will the creditor be found opposing the proceed- 
ing. They would rather adopt the view that the sooner they can 
have a dividend the better, and can have no motive for contesting 
his being adjudicated a Sa, 


side by side without any bickerings. There have been no politics 
in this measure—not a particle. Even those who did not agree 
with the majority of the committee with reference to the sort of 
a bill to be presented have shown the greatest thoughtfulness and 
consideration and have done nothing toimpede, but 5 
help and expedite, our labors. Whatever there may be in this bill 
of good, we have brought it in as your committee—as your serv- 
ants. There is nothing in this bill for us that is notfor each 
member of this House—nothing. 

We hope to have your approval and 5 by the further dis- 
cussion of the bill. We have the approval of our own judgment 
and consciences and would like, beyond that, to have your ap- 


proval and that of the country. 
I can say to you that the bill is not framed for the East or the 
West, for the South or the North, but for the benefit of the whole 


country. There is nothing sectional whatever in the bill, and I 
believe that its provisions are in full accord and full pympathy 
with the great heart beat, conscience, and intelligence this 
wonderful century. [Applause.] 

I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payne reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bankruptcy bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer a resolution, and ask immedi- 

ate consideration of the same. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to the 
right of objection. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Monday, the 4th day of May next, be set apart for the con- 
sideration of the same Claes of business that is now considered at the Friday 
evening sessions of the House, and that 100 members shall constitute a 
quorum in the Committee of the Whole in the consideration of such business 
at that time; and that hereafter, during the first session of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, the House shall, at 5 o’clock p. m. on Fridays, take a recess until 
7.8 o'clock pi m., and remain in session from 7.30 p. m. until 11 p. m., and 

ereafter at the Friday evening sessions of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
GTS tual dee e thes fara a 
same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object unless the 
3 will modify the resolution and make it ten minutes on 
a side. 

Mr. PICKLER. That will be longer than necessary. The 
whole time of the committee is taken up now at these night ses- 
sions 3 practically. 

Mr. LAYTON, Iwill be compelled to object, unless that modi- 
fication is made. You can not explain a bill under ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The 52 will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the resolution is adopted would 
it not interfere with the present order of business for the consid- 
eration of the bankruptcy bill, provided that is not disposed of by 
sais Sag Sa 

The SPEAKER. It would, if it is extended beyond that time, 
(roepe ouder certain circumstances; where the previous question 
had n ordered, for instance, that would have to be taken instead 
of this order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Everybody knows that Saturday 
afternoon at 4 o’clock it will be difficult to take a vote upon this 
bill. There are usually but few members here. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it was well understood that we were 
to have Saturday for the consideration of these private pension 
bills, and the bankruptcy bill now has displaced us. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have attended, Mr. Speaker, every Friday 
night session since I have been a member of Con , except in 
cases of sickness, when unavoidably absent, and I do not believe 


I want to multiply them, in view of the fact that less than one- 
third of the members are in the habit of attending such sessions, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas to object. 
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Mr. PICKLER. This bankruptcy bill crowded us out of the 
wer You had better give us this time 

. BAILEY. We are taking no time belonging to your com- 
mittee. As 1 understand it, you are skg unanimous consent 
now that the House shall give you additional time for the consid- 
eration of private pension bills, 

Mr. PI ER. The House well understood that we were to 
have one night or a day for the consideration of these bills when 
the bankruptcy bill interfered. 

Mr. HEND N. We gave way, the gentleman should re- 
member, three days last week; so that the gentleman ought not to 
throw accusations against our committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. am not throwing accusations i the 
committee, but I understood that we were to have a day, and I 
su we would have Saturday. Now thought it proper, as we 
could not get Saturday, that we should have the next day thereafter. 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. Make it Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 


Texas to object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. DANFORD, for eight days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Henry of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 
ess. 
To Mr. STEPHENSON, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 


family. . — - 
The. motion of Mr. HENDERSON was then agreed to; and accord- 


ingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.3832) to amend 
section 1225 of the Revised Statutes so as to provide for the detail 
of officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction 
in the State normal schools and in the public schools, rted the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1502); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 666) en- 
titled An act to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised 
Statutes concerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other med- 
ical officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers,” rted the same without amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1505); which said bill and report were referred to 


House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7973 
to establish a railroad bridge across the Illinois River near Graf- 
ton, III., reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report No. 1500); which said bill and report were referred to the 

use Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
p resolution of the House (H. Res. 137 aring a certain 

idge across the Tallahatchie River, in T: atchie County, State 
of Mississippi, a lawful structure, the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a Topory (No. 1507); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7539) to facilitate 
the payment of pensions, repo the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1513); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 295) entitled ‘‘An act mak- 
ing an appropriation for the improvement of the road to the na- 
tional cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.,” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1525); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
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(H. R. 0007) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock. (Re- 
port No, 1498.) : 
Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7192) nm an increase of pension to Row 


Brasie. ae No. 14 

The bill (H. R. 7743) granting a pension to Emily J. Lyons, 
widow of Aaron D. Lyons, late a private in the Third Regiment 
United States oons, Mexican war. (Report No. 1523.) 

By Mr. HAL . from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pension to Phoebe A. Thurber, of 
Providence, R. I., d dent daughter of Samuel Short, a Revo- 
lutionary soldier. rt No. 1500.) 

By Mr. GRIF ; m the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1122) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Edward T. Lewis. (Report No. 1501.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
— 9 5 R. 4223) for the relief of Curtis P. Wise. (Report No. 
By Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Capt. Charles G. 
Ayres, Tenth United States Cavalry. (Report No. 1504.) 

y Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 622) ag an honorable discharge to Samuel John- 
ston. (Report No. 1508.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of John Redden, late of Company 
D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers. (Report No. 1509.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (S. 1636) entitled “An act granting a pension to John 
G. B. Masters.” (Report No. 1512.) 

The bill (S. 2175) entitled An act granting a pension to James 
Loyd Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers.” (Report No. 1510.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 5846) granting an increase or pennon to 
First-class Pilot Capt. James M. Herrington. (Report No. 1511.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
ae mi ‘a R. 3798) to pension Laura E. Davenport. (Report 

o. 1515. 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 651) entitled “An act granting a pension to Jane L. Buck- 
ingham.” (Report No. 1516.) 

y Mr. S WAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2353) entitled An act granting a pension to Delia 


Gilman.” epee No. 1517. . 
By Mr. from the ttee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Henry W. Schroder. 


or in (8 4180) entitled “An pensi Mrs 
0 (S. ) enti “An act granting a ion to 4 
Weltha Post ett.” rt No, 1514.) 


By Mr. LOUDENSLA „from the Committee on Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2347) entitled An act for the relief of Laura C: 
Dodge.” (Report No. 1521.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 1186) granting increase of pension to Jane 
Lister. (Report No. 1522.) 

The bill (S. 1880) entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pension of 
Thomas J. Haughey.” (Report No. 1519.) 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 2891) Se an honorable discharge to George 
A. Danie (Report No. 1520.) 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 91) to pension William Russell for services 
in Oregon Indian wars. (Report No. 1524.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

8 A se following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain har- 
bor tions for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8533) amending section 3 of 
the pension act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8534) amending section 2 of the pension act 
of June 27, 1 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8535) to secure international 
free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; to maintain the gold 
reserve; to regulate the exportation and to protect the production 
and manufacturing of cotton within the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8536) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A resolution (House Res. No. 282) to safe- 
guard the interests of John Hays Hammond, an American citizen 
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condemned to death for treason in the Transvaal—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 283) pro- 
viding a hoisting machine for the use of the folding room of the 
House, for lifting books and other heavy material—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, recommending that the Government establish a national 
mi tary park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, relative to the establishment of a national military park 
at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

2 consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
OWS: : 

The bill (H. R. 8155) for the relief of Amy McCormick—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen 
Riordon: mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 

were presented and referred as follows: f 
. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8537) granting a pension to 

Frank J. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8538) granting a pension to 
Uri S. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8539) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. R. Corida Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8540) to com: te Jesse 
Johnson for legal services rendered by direction of the Attorney- 
General—to the Committee on Claims. “ : 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 8541) to authorize and direct the 
Andiior for the Post-Office Department to credit the account of 
John W. Ross, late postmaster at Washington, D. C., with certain 
amounts now charged against him in his account as such post- 
master—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8542) granting an 
increase of pension to Elisha M. Luckett—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8543) to t a pension to 

Thomas Hickman, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8544) granting 
a pension to Charlotte M. Bryson, widow of Andrew Bryson, late 
rear-admiral in the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8545) for the 
relief of Benjamin Stribling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8546) for the relief of the Meth- 
8 Church South, of Fox Hill, Elizabeth City County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8547) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8549) autho 
retary of the Navy to t unto Charles O Neill, an enli 
in the United States ine Corps, the benefit of increased pay 
mS his enlistment of October 17, 1 to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as e 


Also, i 88 to accompany House bill No. 8241, for the relief of 
Albert J. Goble, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment 1- 
vania Reserve Volunteer Corps—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 
By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of the Wooden Ware 
Local Union, No. 72, of Menasha, Wis., favoring the passage of 
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the bill ta secure Government ownership and control of telegraph 
lines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Two petitions of citizens of Marengo, 
Iowa, praying for favorable action of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, 
and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage half ounce, and to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-c and free matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EDDY: Resolution of the St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of 
Commerce, asking for the of a voluntary bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minneapolis Branch of 
Journeymen Stonecutters, for prohibition of convict labor on 
F the Committee on Public Buildings and 

TOUN 

Also, pan of George McCormick, of Company B, One hun- 
dred and seventeenth New York Volunteers, for the bestowal of a 
medal on certain soldiers who formed a storming party before 
Port Hudson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of J. W. Mauck and 17 others, of 
Vermillion, S. Dak., in favor of the adoption of the metric system 
of weights and measures—to the Commi on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, peun of P. E. Sparks and others, of Sturgis, S. Dak., for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post- 

ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Remonstrance and petition of 
James D. Pease and 288 citizens of Corning, N. Y., protesting 
against the continuance of the statue of Père Marquette in Stat- 
uary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Er Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Union Veteran Legion of 
Vallejo, Cal., praying for the passage of the per diem pension bill 
(No. 3727)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: Petition of Theodore Von Bremsen, of the city of 
New York, late first lientenant and adjutant of the One hundred 
and third Regiment New York Volunteers, for an act granting 
him an honorable discharge from the military service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., in favor of Senate bill No. 1242, relating to the 
fag ote of the naval reserve and marine engineer service— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of Hon. William 
Everett of Massachusetts, for payment of claim for Congressional 
services—to the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia (by zorno: Petition of 
Benjamin Stribling, with affidavits, to accompany House bill for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitionof William C. Durkee and 9 other citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, in favor of the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REED (by request): Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Sarah T. Usher, dependent and permanently 

elpless daughter of Robert Usher, soldier of the Revolutionary 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of citizens of Dolgeville, N. Y., 
fayoring the adoption of the metric dea of weights and meas- 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and Measures. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of H. B. Madison and others 
of Kent, State of Washington, asking favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postigo 
half ounce and to amend the postal laws relating to secon 2 
and free matter to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 


By Mr. SORG: Petition of citizens of New Richmond, Ohio, in 

aera the Torrey bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By 775 1 5 ral 150 e and sailors, ca 

ing in York, Pa., praying for the passage of a service-pension 

to the „„ Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition and affidavits of trustees, to accom- 
pany House bill relating to the destruction of the Methodist 

piscopal Church South at Fox Hill, Elizabeth City County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jane C. Vandiver, of Cherokee 
County, Ala., praying that the war claim of J. C. Vandiver be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

Also, petition of the estate of Charles A. Comer, deceased, late 
of Cherokee County, Ala., praying that his claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of William Bryant, deceased, late of 
Marshall County, Ala., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 29, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary ed to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceodinge; when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I present petitions of certain Kansas churches: 
of the Presbyterian Church at Burlingame, having a membership 
of 250; of the Second Methodist Epi al Church at the same 

lace, having a membership of 305, and of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church at the same place, having a membership num- 
bering 460, all praying for the enactment of legislation to create 
and enforce a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., of Polish descent, remonstrating 
1 the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Wisconsin Na- 
tional Guard, praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
the efficiency of the militia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of C. B. Willis, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent 
letter postage per half ounce, and also to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry Smith and sundry 
other citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Veteran Post, No. 8, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, of the National Home, 
Wisconsin, praying for the passage of House bill No. 7860, making 
an appropriation for the erection of a monument to commemorate 
the services and achievements of the private soldiers and sailors 
of the United States in the late war of the rebellion; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of District Assembly No. 66, 


Order of Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., praying for the 

of Senate bill No. 2147, providing for the restriction of 
8 which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 


He also presented the petition of Henry W. Tyler and 20 other 
members of the instructing staff of the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology, praying for the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of M lon, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 6119, authorizing the 8 of a nonpartisan com- 
mission to collate information aud to consider and recommend leg- 
islation to meet the problems presented by labor, iculture, and 
car which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Mr. GORDON presented a memorial of sundry wholesale gro- 
cers of Savannah, Ga., remonstrating against the e of the 
so-called filled-cheese bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1091) nting a pension 
to Christiana C. Queen, widow of Walter W. Queen, formerly an 
admiral in the United States Navy, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to Mary E. Ely, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

i A bill Sp 2954) to increase the pension of Margaret Custer Cal- 
oun; ani 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane L; „the daugh- 

ter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary 5 sits ie 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions 
was referred the bill (S. 1946) granting a pension to 
pose reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
ereon. 
Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. Brice), from the Committee on Pen- 
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sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 759) granting a pension to 
Carrie A. Moody, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, r 
an amendment providing an appropriation for the survey of Port- 


land Channel, Alaska, intended to be proposed to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CARTER on 
the 28th instant, providing an appropriation for the removal of 
the refugee C. ian Cree Indians, intended to be proposed to 
the general deficiency sypropriasion bill, reported it favorabl 
and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be ref 
to the 5 on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the American Anti-Semitic Association of Brookl 
N. Y., remonstrating against the e of the so-called Me 
educational-test bill, and praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone consular-certificate bill, asked that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Immigration; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 2556) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lewis D. Baker, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a rt thereon. i 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on iculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1147) for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of animalindustry for the inspection of meat 
products and live stock, suppression and extirpation of contagious 
and infections diseases among cattle and live stock, to regulate 
the transportation of cattle and live stock,and prevent the ex- 
. or importation of diseased horses, mules, cattle, sheep, 

ogs, or other animals, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2522 
creating a corporation known as the Alaska Transportation an 
Trading Company, and granting right of way for the construction 
and operation by that 8 of a turnpike and post-road 
from Taiya Inlet to Lake Bennett, in the Territory of Alaska, to 
report it with amendments. 

r. QUAY. If there is no objection, I should be glad to have 
the bill put upon its passage. It is one in which some of my con- 
stituents are interested. 

Several SENATORS. Let us go through with the morning busi- 


ness. 

Mr. QUAY. I will wait until the conclusion of the routine 
business. . 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2116) for the relief of Wilber H. Graef 
5 Co., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. ‘ 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the 
views of the minority of the committee on the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, re , and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and har , and for other 
purposes; which were ordered to be printed. 


ESTATES OF HUGH M’DONALD AND ELIJAH MOSELEY. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
report and ask for the passage of a resolution referring a bill to 
the Court of Claims under the fourteenth section of what is 
known as the Tucker Act. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the resolution at this time. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1104) entitled A bill for the relief of the estates 
of Hugh McDonald, deceased, and ah Moseley, d , now pending in 
the Senate, together with all the accom nying papers, be, and the same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an 
uct entitled An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States.“ approved March 3. 1887. And the said court 
shall e with the same in accordance with the provisions of the four- 
teenth section of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith, 


Mr. PASCO. I submit a written report to accompany the bill, 


which I ask may be Bota 
bee VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under 
e rule. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2973) to amend section 4488 
of the Revised Statutes. srry ey life-saving appliances on ship- 
board; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ; 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4545 


Mr. QUAY. In behalf of my coll e [Mr. CAMERON], who 
is unavoidably absent from the Senate, I introduce two bills. 

The bill (S. 2974) to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint and confer the rank of lieutenant of the junior class 
upon the instructor of swordsmanship at the United States Naval 
Academy; was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

e bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to John Amrein was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. A 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2976) granting a pension 
to Isaac Neer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
gee ee apers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIE introduced a bill (S. 2977) to correct the military 
record of Lake B. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


re ag at Seon 

Mr. L (for Mr. MURPHY) introduced a bill (S. 2978) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Menemsha; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 
- Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2979) for the relief of repre- 
sentatives of John W. Branham; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2980) to provide a life- 
saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the 
State of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2981) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Throckmorton; which was read twice by its title, 
and refe: to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Caro- 
line Vierheller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. i ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2983) granting a on 
to Ida Emmott, daughter of the late Thomas ott; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


HEARINGS ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. CALL. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol 5. ies of the heari on woman's be printed 
for * othe — aa the cost mot tO 0 #200. 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not the resolution have to go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing? 

Mr. CALL. A similar resolution, a concurrent resolution, has 
been reported from that committee and passed the Senate. The 
chairman of the Committee on Printing consents to the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. A similar resolution has already passed the Senate. 

The nag: Wag was considered by unanimous consent, and 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE INVESTIGATION, 


On motion of Mr. PRITCHARD, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the 
evidence taken in the investigation of the charges preferred against the Pub. 
lic Printer before the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and 
that a like number of the reports of said investigation be printed. 


LIENS UPON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE, 


Mr. FRYE. Yesterday the bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 
2981 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 10, 
1880, came from the other House and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. <A Senate bill, the same bill, word for word, has 
already been reported from the Committee on Commerce and is 
on the Calendar. I ask that the vote by which the House bill was 
referred to the Committee on Finance may be reconsidered, and 
thatit be placed on the Calendar in the place of Order of Business 
784, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Committee 
on Finance will be dischar. from the er consideration of 
House bill 6836, and it will be placed on the Calendar at the point 
indicated. 

Mr. FRYE. And let the bill (S. 2391) to amend section 2981 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by the act 
of June 10, 1880, be indefinitely postponed. 

1 The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, it will be so or- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
Senate bill 2522, reported a few moments ago from the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE. Let me get up the appropriation bill first. 

Mr. rat Very well. 
Mr. E. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the naval appropriation bill. 
XXVII—285 


Mr. VILAS. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that 1 gave notice that this morning I should ask the Sen- 
ate to receive the communication from the governor of Wisconsin 
presenting the statue of Marquette. I have no objection to call- 
ing up the appropriation bill if it is not to interfere with that 
order. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to have the bill taken up, and then, under 
the arrangement which has been made for addresses upon the sub- 
ject indicated, I shall not ask to go on with the bill until that is 
completed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine, to proceed to the consideration of the bill 

H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. . Will the Senator from Wisconsin defer for a mo- 
ment until I have yielded, as I agreed, to the Senator from Penn- 
* . QUAY]? 


K; š y. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no desire to press the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 2522 if the Senator from Wisconsin desires to proceed now. 
But the bill was reported a few moments ago and I should be glad 
to have it passed to-day. 

Mr. VILAS. I will ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if the 
consideration of the bill is likely to occupy any time? 

Mr. QUAY. If it occasions any debate I will not press its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 


ALASKA TRANSPORTATION AND TRADING COMPANY. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2522) creating a corporation known as the Alaska 
Transportation and Trading Company, and granting right of way 
for the construction and operation by that corporation of a turn- 
pike sog 8 from Taiya Inlet to Lake Bennett, in the Ter- 

o 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 


The Secre read the bill, 
z 72 75 PER S. I ask what committee have reported upon that 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I will say, in answer to the inquiry, the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The purpose is to build 
over an almost impassable mountain range, where now supplies 
are carried upon the backs of natives in the snow, a toll for 
post-office and post-road purposes. The bill carries with it no 
sort of 5 except a right of way and land at the ter- 
mini. the expenses of construction are to be borne by the 
company itself, 

There is no way of incorporating a company to do business in 
Alaska except by Federal statute. Otherwise persons must apply 
under the laws of the different States and do business in the er- 
ritory of Alaska by the comity that exists between States and 
Territories. There have been some gold fields discovered in the 
section through which this road is intended to extend, and the 
building of the road will be of great service. 

There is another consideration which makes it especially desira- 
ble at this time, and that is one I do not care to dwell upon. In 
view of differences that may arise as to the proper boun line 
of Alaska, the construction and possession of this road may be a 


wise measure. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 
_Mr. PEFFER. I object to the further consideration of the 


bill. 
Mr. PERKINS. The explanation, as far as it goes, is very sat- 


isfactory. 
ark QUAY. Mr. President, I will not press the bill at this 
e. 

Mr. PERKINS. I, however, have introduced one or two bills 
in Congress, the object in view being to acquire title to sites where 
people have erected mills and where they have expended hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in securing a location. ose bills were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and that committee 
have been considering them for weeks and months, and they have 
decided that no recommendation should be made touching the 
lands of Alaska until after a commission has investigated the 
question fully under the direction of the governor or judge or 
some one familiar with that country. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I object to the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from California for a moment. The Senator from Kan- 
sas, the Chair understands, objects to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HALE, Let us have the regular order, 
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STATUE OF JAMES MARQUETTE. 

Mr.VILAS. Mr. President, I ask that the communication of the 
governor of Wisconsin which has been laid upon your table be 
presented to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the communication from the governor of Wisconsin indicated by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. The communication will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


isconsin, in mse to the 
under section 
mgress in 1893, has Tun. thi 
resentatives at the Capitol of the United States a marble 
nette. statue was made in pursuance of an act of 
the legisla of at its biennial session in 1887, and is the 
work of the Italian sculptor, Mr. G. Trentanove, of Florence, Italy. 
I have the honor, in behalf of the State of Wisconsin, of presenting this 
statue to the Congress of the United States. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, yours, 
Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 
Vice-President of the United States 
and ident of the Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I present resolutions in connec- 
tion with the same subject and ask for their immediate considera- 


tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Illinois will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


W. H. UPHAM, 
Governor of Wisconsin. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ), That the 
thanks of Congress be given to the people of Wisconsin for the statue of 
James missionary, explorer, and discoverer of the 


ae tho renowned mi 


Resolved, That the ae be — geo — 1 — National Be! porn 4 
a enn theres of ADALAT ne tormented T A sas 
governor of the State of Wisconsin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mr. President, the ancient city 
of Laon, in the north of France, not far from the Belgian border, 
was the birthplace of Jacques Marquette, the man whom Wiscon- 
sin has seen fit to honor. It sits a rocky eminence and domi- 
nates the vine-covered country of C pagne. Girt about by bat- 
tlements, with a stately media val cathedral rising in its midst, it 
forms a citadel and sanctuary in one. 

Born into such surroundings, growing up between war and 
worship, y uette was bound to become either a soldier 
or a priest. e inclined to the latter, but, a hero at the core, it 
mattered little whether he donned cassock or cuirass. Marquette 
came of a martial race. Hisforefathers disti i themselves 
in the Continental wars. Three of their descendants fell in our 
own war for independence. At 17 Marquette joined the followers 
of Loyola. Amoi em he spent twelve years in diligent study 
and in teaching. Francis Xavier, “ the apostle of Indies,” 
became his model. He burned with desire for work in pagan 
lands. Under the authority of his order he sailed for Canada, 
mebec on September 20, 1666, buoyant with health 
ition. 

In 1524 Verrazzano, a sailor of fortune 4 the expression is per- 


missible), fiying se of France, skirted the coast of New Eng- 
land and Canada, thereby founding a territorial claim. 

In 1535 the French navigator Cartier ascended the St. Lawrence 
River as far as Mont Royal, the Montreal of to-day. 

In the beginning of the seventeenth century came the colonizer 
Pontgravé; after him the soldier 83 with his men at 
arms and their arquebuses. Ina battle at the modern Ticonderoga 
he gained the questionable friendship of the Algonquins and the 
unrelenting hatred of the Iroquois. For over a century thereafter 
the Iroquois left a bloody in Canada. Then the French Gov- 
ernment sent out to represent it De Tracy, Courcelles, and the 
vigilant Talon. About this time arrived the Recollects, the Gray 
Gowns”; after them the Jesuits, the Black Gowns.” 

Up to the time of Marquette’s arrival French colonization in 
the populating sense had ved a failure. Some insignificant 
settlements along the St. Lawrence, a handful of priests, a few 
scattering fur traders and bushrangers made up the population. 
All Canada did not count to exceed 6,000 souls. Despite all these 
efforts at colonization, Canada still remained a wilderness hardly 
touched by the hand of civilization save in the matter of gunpow- 
der and the equally destructive brandy. Into thisdomain of bar- 
barism Marquette betook himself, having for sole protection the 
cross of —_ He remained od = while at 125 mouth 5 the 
Saguenay River, ministering to the Montagnais Indians and per- 
fecting himself in their language. Marquette was agiftedlinguist, 


mastering later on six distinct Indian tongues. 

In 1668 he was ordered to the Sault Ste. Marie. With a party 
of Nez Percés he moved 
issing to Georgian Bay, 


up the Ottawa River, crossed Lake Nip- 
lno by Lake Huron to the Sault.“ 


Throughout this perilous he stuck to his paddle like a 
galley slave to his oar, rer, meanwhile to the ‘taunts of his 
tal com ons, The party landed on whatis now the Ameri- 

can side of the St. Marys River, at a point ‘frequented by the 
Chippewa Indians, Hereheerected the first church in the present 
State of Michigan. Here he dug and planted the first garden in 
the Northwest. 
In the autumn of 1609 he set out for La Pointe de St.“ it 
in the present State of Wisconsin. This was a mission founded 
a short time before at the entrance to Chaquamegon Bay and not 
far from the western extremity of Lake Superior. Here were 
gathered remnants of the Huron and Ottawa tribes of Indians, 
who had fied before the fury of the Iroquois. 

Marquette writes interesting accounts of the Indians to Le 
Mercier, superior of the missions: 

Iam obliged 


kept me in constant peril of life. 
vine vidence having destined me to con 
and went to visit the 


kons h 

esting th corn, They listened with p wW. I them 
that I came to La Point for theirsake and that of the Hurons; that they never 
should be abandoned, but be beloved above all other nations. 

Winter closed in. For Marquette, what a disheartening sojourn 
alone on that desolate shore! For him no communion with civil- 
ized man, no caress of child, no soothing voice of woman. Even 
nature offered no consolation. Frost had withered the grass in 
the openings. The foliage of the trees had put on, by way of 
leave-taking, its coat of many colors, then dropped to the ground. 
Only the dormant pines retained ‘their green. They slept like 
knights of old, with their armor on. Snow fall stilled the hum in 
the forest. Ice sto the tinkle of the streams. No sound fell 
upon his ear save the guttural tones of savages and the swash of 
the waves of Chaquamegon. 

From the west came trooping bands of warlike Dakotas, their 
long locks dangling, bunches of flint-headed arrows sl on their 
backs, and stone hatchets stuck in their belts. From ‘the south, 
a thirty days’ journey, bent on trade, came the more pacific Tli- 
nois. 

All these brought ‘stories of the Great Water —the Missis- 
sippi— flowing no one knew whither; where houses walked on the 
water and monster fishesswam. The exploration of this river. 
which he believed had its mouth in California, became a settled 
purpose in the mind of Marquette. He says: 

If the Indians who promise to make me a canoe do not fail to keep their 
word, we shall go into this river; we shall visit the nations which inhabit i 
in order to open the way to so many of our fathers who have long awai 
this happiness. This 8 give us a complete knowledge of the 
southern or western sea. 1 % 

Throughout the winter he ministered to his unruly flock, bap- 
tizing the infants and instructing the adults. In the pungent 
smoke of his cabin he pondered over his project of discovery, 
schooling himself in Indian lore. 

The following year the Dakotas, incensed at the conduct of the 
Hurons and the Ottawas, declared war upon them, first return- 
ing to the missionary the pious pictures which he had sent them 
as a present.” It was resolved to abandon La Pointe. The Ot- 
tawas decamped first. Marquette remained with the Hurons to 


join in their wanderings and eee They took to their 
canoes and, mindful of the koon ing at Mic inac, they 
made their way to that ‘‘pebbly strand.” The Hurons, or Wyan- 


dots, came ee from Georgian Bay, whencethey fled before 


the Iroquois. years gone by, on their passage to Chaquamegon 
Bay, they had touched at Michilimackinac. On this storm-swept, 
inhospitable , Marquette’s first care was the erection of a 


mission chapel, calling it St. Ignace. He writes to Father Dablon: 


The Hurons come regularly to prayers and have listened to the instruc- 
tions I gave them, ae to what I required to prevent their disorders 
and abominable customs. e must have patience with untutored 
who know only the devil, who like their ancestors have been his slaves, an 
who often relapse into the sinsin which they were nurtured. God alone can 
fix these fickle minds and place and keep them in His uch their 
hearts, while we stammer at their ears. 


He ends his letter: 


This is all I give about this mission where minds are now more mild, tract. 
able, and better disposed to receive instructions than in ‘any other part. I 
am ha A however, to leave it in the hands of another missionary to goon 
cone order to seek new nations toward the South Sea who are still unknown 
us. 


Colbert, in France, and Frontenac, then governor of Canada, 
were scheming ‘to circumvent the English and ‘confine them to 
their weak and broken line along the coast of the Atlantic.” Be- 
sides, they wanted a more-southerly outlet than the St. Lawrence, 
icebound half the year. The acquisition of the ion through 
which flowed the much talked of but unexplored 7 issippi ap- 
peared to them important to these ends. For this — — 


1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A547 


Frontenac, on the advice of Talon, selected Marquette and Joliet. 
The latter was a young man, a Canadian by birth, and a trader 
and rover by inclination. : y : 

In December, 1672, Joliet joined Marquette at Michilimackinac. 
Of Joliet's coming and purpose Marquette writes: 

good because I bout to be ac- 

eee ee eee inthe happy e — my life for 
the salvation of all these tribes, and especially of the Hlin ois, who, w. Iwas 
3 Esprit, had begged me very earnestly to bring the word of God 
among them. 


The winter was passed in paration for the trip. On May 17, 
1673, the two Frenchmen 3 Indian companions started upon 
their journey in two canoes, with a small provision of Indian corn 
andsmoked beef - a sorry outfit, but gaily escorted by hope. At first 
they followed the northern shores of e Michigan and entered 
Grand Baye, or Green Bay. The Indians upon the banks of the 
Menominee River, where they put in, endeavored to dissuade them 
from proceeding farther. The banks of the Mississippi, they said, 
were inhabited by ferocious tribes, who put every stranger to 
death, tomahawking all newcomers without cause or provocation.” 
They added that there wasa demon ina certain of the river 
whose roar could be heard at t distance and who would 

them in the abyss where he dwelt; that the waters were of 


lization which was to ovgrspread the great West. Marquette 
surveyed the scene one that no white man had ever before looked 
upon — with a joy he could not find words to express,” to use his 
own language. Southward they steered, landing to cook their 
food, at night anchoring in the stream for safety. They had jour- 
neyed for over a fortnight seeing no sign of human life, when they 
came across footprints.in the mud at the water's Following 
a path, not without trepidation, they came to a vi of the Illi- 
nois. Here, when Marquette had addressed them in their own 
tongue, they were greeted with kindness. After a friendly smoke, 
Marquette was presented with the mysterious talisman of peace, a 
“calumet.” It is claimed that Marquette in his written narrative 
introduced this word into civilized speech. A feast followed. A 
large dog, boiled, was the piece de résistance.” This did not 
tempt the travelers and they were allowed to regale themselves on 
fat buffalo meat. Taking leave of their hosts, they drifted past 
the Illinois River. Later they reached the mouth of the Missouri, 
and their canoes were tumbled about in the turbid waters of the 
confluence. A little time and they espied on their left the Ohio— 
Iroquois for the Beautiful River.” Day after day passed on in 
solitude. Nearing the mouth of the Arkansas River, Indians on 
the banks became threatening and put out in their canoes to the 
attack. This would certainly have proved fatal to the party but 
forthe calumet which Marquette received from the Dhnois. 
He held it aloft by way of flag of truce. The natives lowered 
their wea and the travelers went on in peace. They landed 
at an Indian ae opposite the mouth of the Arkansas, At this 

int they decided to turn back. A young warrior who spoke 
Hlmois warned them of the dangers which awaited them lower 
down the river—death by disease or at the hands of the Indians, 
or capture by the Spaniards. 

They had established the important point that the Mississippi 
did not flow into the Atlantic or Sea of Virginia, nor into the G 
of California or Vermilion Sea, but into the Gulf of Mexico. If 
they proceeded farther the results of their discovery would be 
lost. They began their homeward voyage on the 17th of July. 
r the current all day under a midsummer sun, sleep- 
ing at night in a malarial atmosphere. subsisting on scant, un- 
wholesome food, Marquette soon sickened. With him it was the 

inning of the end. By toilsome stages they reached the Illi- 

nois River and ascended it, believing it an easier course to Lake 
Michigan than by way of the Wisconsin River. Under the guid- 
ance of a band of young Illinois warriors they reached the lake. 
They coasted its western shores and landed at Green Bay toward 
the end of September. They had bes absent about four months, 
during which time they had paddled over 2,500 miles. 


Of this memorable voyage Marquette kept a journal. Sparks 
Says: 

The narrative itself is written in a terse, simple, and unpretentious style. 
The author relates what occurs and describes what he sees without embel- 
lishment or display. He writes asa scholar and asa man of careful obser- 
vation and practical sense. There is no tendency to ration, nor any 
attempt to magnify the difficulties he had to encounter or the importance of 
his discoveries. In every point of view this tract is one of the most interest- 
ing among those which illustrate the early history of America. 

At Green Bay, in the hope of recovery, uette remained 
during the winter and summer. The following fall, feeling some- 
what restored, he started to the country of the Illinois with two 
Frenchmen anda band of Pottawatomies. They passed over the 
portage at Sturgeon Bay and followed the western shore of Lake 

ichigan. Storms them. It took them a month to reach 
the Chicago River. Here Marquette's malady, the dysentery, took 
hold on him anew. Too feeble to proceed, he spent the winter 
with his two companions near the present site of Chicago, a prey 
toh cold, and disease. But he had promised the Indians at 

ia, on 2% oP rede ogee he ane, Sega He A 
strength enough in the spring to visit them, and was gree 
them ‘‘like an angel from heaven.” k z 

His life was fast ebbing. He decided to set out for St. Ignace. 

other missionaries. The party moved 


18th of May, 1675, knowing that his end was 9 he 


peacefully passed away. 

Two years after his death a party of Kiskakons, former disci- 
ples of his, hunting thereabouts, sought ont his grave. They 
placed his bones in a birchen box. ith a flotilla of 30 canoes 
they conveyed it reverently to St. Ignace. King Arthur's mortn- 
ary bark did not bear to the Island of Avalon the earthly remains 
of a more chivalric soul. Priests, Indians, and traders assembled 
on the shore to receive the funeral cortege. They carried the rus- 
tic casket to the chapel, where it was buried to the sound of 
the church-going bell and the harmonious accents of his mother 
tongue, with tapers burning, like his zeal, and incense rising, 
like his aspirations, to heaven.” . 

Gentleness, courage, self-sacrifice, were the characteristics of 
Marquette. 

In fortitude he was the equal of his brother missionaries. In 
native refinement and in education he was their superior. He 
was a zealot, if you will. But I have no quarrel on that ground. 
Religion isthe jewel in the toad's head; let each one carry his own. 

With iti 3 
laea dn dhe chen AAA, DOEA T A E eis tat na ee 
fervor of his wo’ and hung like an illumined cloud over the harsh and 
hard ties of his y lot. 

He was a Jesuit, it is true. Whatever faults the Jesuits of those 
days may have had were peculiar to their time. The Puritans, 
for instance, were every whit as geval: as they. Their conduct 


Defying the severity of , wading through water or through snows, 
without the comfort of fire; having no bread bu ded corn,and often no 
food but the unwholesome moss from the rocks; 3 incessantly; exposed! 


and always incurring perils; 
daily and oftener than ave 


to 
day, to hold them targets, expecti 
tivity, death from the wk. ‘fre. we a 
But the qualities of priest and of Jesuit had no part in deter- 
mining Wisconsin's choice of Marquette for the honors of S 
Hall. His pure and saint-like life, his writings and his fame as 
the explorer of the Mississippi controlled the selection. He was 
the first white man to traverse our territory and write a descrip- 
tion of it. He was the first to map out our confines. He gave a 
name to the river after which our State is called. On our soil he 
planned his voyage of discovery. From our borders he first caught 
ngs of the waters of the Mississippi. 
arquette is the one great historic character identified with our 
State. Wisconsin has developed many notable men. They are 
the men of yesterday who may seem great to-day, but to-morrow 
their names will be lost in obscurity. Not so with Marquette. 
On the pages of history his name will shine the brighter as time 


goes on. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, on the shores of the upper St. Law- 
rence and the chain of lakes extending to the Superior are to be 
found the footprints of French explorers who more than two cen- 
turies ago were the first to penetrate that unknown wilderness. 
Ferdinand De Soto, a Spaniard, had, a century before this, reached 
Florida by the West Indies and had 8 way to the Missis- 
sippi in 1541; but little was known of that vast region except ex- 
travagant tales told by wandering tribes of Indians. Prior to 
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De Soto’s discovery, James Cartier, the eae ppm omy ee navigator, 
had in 1535 discovered the St. Lawrence and taken formal posses- 
sion of the country in the name of Francis I of France. The 
French thus having ions, had from time to time sent ex- 
plorers and missionaries to the frontier. Father Dreuilettes had 
traversed the region from the St. Lawrence to the Kennebec and 
ontothesea. Father Allouez, who had founded the Ottawa mission 
and had labored among the Indians as far west as Green Bay, 
welcomed Marquette. Samuel De Champlain had founded Quebec 
in 1608, and had explored much of the territory from there to Lake 
Huron. The cities of St. Louis, St. Joseph, St. Charles, mark the 

th of French exploration along the Mississippi. and Joliet, Sault 
Bte. Marie, Marquette, and others along the Great Lakes. Many 
of these towns are the sites of early mission stations. 

Prominent among these early explorers may be mentioned James 
Marquette. He was born in France of a family well known in 
civil and military life. His mother was a woman of rare culture 
and piety. From her Marquette inherited those traits of char- 
acter which made him priest instead of soldier. From early child- 
hood great pains had been taken with his education along secular 
and ecclesiastical lines, and he was doubtless moved with deeds 
of bravery, both on the field of battle and on the frontier, by mis- 
sionaries of the Cross. His soul was fired by the enthusiasm of 
Ignatius Loyola, who, a century before, casting aside luxury and 
fortune, had founded the Society of Jesus and had, without purse 
or script, gone forth by the Cross alone to Christianize northern 
Europe. of war to his mind were transitory, a mere - 
ing glory, while a life of sacrifice for his fellow-men would win 
laurels from the Prince of Peace. 

At an eny age Marquette entered the religious Society of 
Jesus, where he spent fourteen years in study and contemplation. 
He had dwelt on the lives of the early church missionaries who 
carried the gospel to Germany, Switzerland, France, and England 
in the early centuries of the Christian era and had built monas- 
teries and convents in these heathen lands. Such pioneer work 
had the air of romance, and instead of settling in some staid 
parish of his native land he determined to cast his lot with the 
settlers of the New World and devote his life to Christianizin, 
the sa of the frontier. He accordingly sailed for Frenc 
Canada, landing at Quebec in 1666, a hun years before this 

ion was e historic by the French and Indian wars. 

o us who now journey over the scene of his travels by means 
of the Grand Trunk Canadian lines, or make the tour of the lakes 
on palatial steamships, it is difficult to picture the hardships of 
pioneer exploration. History records that after bee a couple 
of years in studying the Huron and Algonquin languages, Mar- 
quette set out for his Lake Superior mission accompanied by a 
couple of guides. His course was by boat up the Ottawa River 
and Georgian Bay to Lake Huron, a distance of several hundred 
miles, thence to Sault Ste. Marie, where he founded a mission. 
Subsequently he moved his station to La Pointe, where he labored 
among the Hurons and Ottawas. In 1671 the Sioux Nation 
made war upon his tribes, and he was forced with them to Mack- 
inaw, where he founded the mission of St. Ignatius. 

While at La Pointe he had heard from roving bands of Indians of 
the mighty Mississippi and determined to push his way to it, but 
owing to warlike demonstrations among the tribes he was unable 
to make the journey till 1673, when Joliet reached Mackinaw with 
a commission from the governor of Canada to attempt the dis- 
covery of the Mississippi. Marquette, who had waited patient] 
and prayerfully, considered this a providential circumstance, an 
accordingly joined Joliet and his five men. This small company 
made the journey through great privations, their shelter at night 
being rudely constructed huts and their subsistence Indian meal 
and the game of the forests. Their course was through Lake 
Michi and Green Bay, thence up the Fox River in Wisconsin 
tothe Divide. Carrying their boats a short distance, they launched 
them in the Wisconsin River and continued their journey, reach- 

the Mississippi June 17, 1674. 

noting from our worthy Chaplain, Dr. Milburn— 

Streams with broader openings to the sea there are, with der historic 
associations, with more romantic memories thronging their banks; but what 
one of all earth’s water courses can vie with this majestic appeal to the wee: 
ination and hope of mankind? A t silent joy was in quette's brea: 
and as grateful tears wet his eyes he offered a fervent thanksgiving that he 
had been permitted to look upon this wonder. The devout spirit thought of the 

test birth of time, and in commemoration of it he named the river The 

nception.“ For eight days Shay paaa over the crystal pavement between 
shores widening to the distance of half al e, and then . rocky 
bluffs, as if they were the towers and battlements of hostile cities, to within 


a few hun yi In vernal pasture lands they beheld the moose and the 
elk and the deer cropping the her and lower down vast herds of buffalo 


zed in the meadows, and the w were filled with flocks of san turkeys. 
‘or fifteen days they not come in sight or trace of the habitation of 
human gs. At len they rned a well-marked trail on the west 


minds moved alternatel h and fears, Marquette and Joliet pro- 
3 8 three Indian Utte a loud 


. Whi th 
FCC Hanin Ate eae aes 
urge the Frenchmen to tarry with them. But their task was not half 
ee ly they must up and away. Taking an affectionate farewell of 
their d hosts, they were esco; to their canoes and presented with a 
calumet cently adorned, than which no more valuable gift could have 
been made them. 
It was thus Marquette first met his beloved Illinois,” and his 
life's aim thereafter was to settle among and preach the gospel to 
this tribe. For a month they paddled their boats with the current, 
making note of what they saw, and ORP DE ONN to greet or hold 
council with Indians on the banks, not knowing whether the 
waters would carry them to the Pacific or to the Southern Gulf. 
Reaching a point near the Arkansas River, and being convinced 
that the river discharged its waters into the Gulf of Mexico, they 
began their return journey under great difficulties. Marquette 
was taken ill, and it was only with the greatest care that he sur- 


vived to reach Lake Michi The return journey was made by 
way of the Illinois River, the company hey Green Bay in Sep- 
tember. Marquette su uently rallied and determined to found 
on the Illinois his mission called the Immaculate Conception. This 


he undertook, and in December, 1674, reached the spot where Chi- 

now stands. He had the honor of erecting there the first cabin 
and church. A little later he visited the Kas ias, but tamg 
health warned him to cease his labors. His desire was to reac 
Green Bay and spend his last hours among his Indian friends. 
For many days his companions plied the oar in Lake Michigan 
inspiring their friend with hope. They were, however, com eiled 
to take him ashore, where, on the soil of Michigan, he died and 
was buried. Subsequently some friendly Indians removed his 
remains to St. Ignatius Mission, at Mackinaw, where, beneath the 
church floor, they now rest. 

Such is the story of Marquette’s life—a short one. He was but 
88 yone of age, and had spent but six years in his chosen mission, 
and yet he carved a name for himself both as 1 and 
explorer. His mission was to carry the gospel to a heathen peo- 
ple; yet he rendered great service to our country as a pioneer of 
civilization. 

To such menournation rightfully does honor, uette stands 
for a great class of Christian missionaries who have led the van- 
guard of explorers into the unknown parts of the earth. From 
the time St. Boniface carried the g to Germany, in the eighth 
century, and Ansgar, the apostle of he north, to Scandinavia, 
until now, when missionaries of all denominations are penetrating 
the jungles of Africa, the church has been foremost in discovery 
and has rendered untold service to civilization. Eliot and Brain- 
erd spent their lives on the frontiers of Massachusetts and Penn- 
privana and paved the way for later settlements. Dr. Stephen 

. Riggs, born early in this century, is known and revered in 
Minnesota and the Dakotas for his labors among the Sioux Indians. 
Tn 1839, when white people eth, it dangerous to cross beyond 
the Mississippi, Dr. Riggs established his mission at Lac Qui Parle. 
Soon after he crossed into the Dakotas and spent along and useful 
life among the Sioux. Besides his schools and churches—the re- 
sult of his religious work—he left nearly fifty volumes of literature 
relating to the Indians, among them being a grammar and dic- 
tionary of the Sioux languages. Not less valued are the services 
of Marcus Whitman, who, under the American Board, went as 
missionary physician to the Territory of Oregon in 1839. He, with 
his associate missionaries, blazed his way into the forests of Oregon 
to carry the gospel to the Indians, but noted the valleys of fertile 
land, with valuable forests and streams, and in 1842, when the 
Webster-Ashburton treaty was under consideration by the Sen- 
ate, Whitman made the journey from Oregon to Washington on 
horseback with but one companion and a guide. This vast ter- 
ritory was 5 by the British as worthless and inacces- 
sible, and the land would have been given them but for the repre- 
sentations of Whitman, who arrived on the 3d of March, just before 
the ratification of the treaty. The State of Oregon and the United 
States owe this distinguished missionary a debt of gratitude that 
can not be paid. Four years after this trip he and his family were 
massacred by the Cayuse Indians and buried at Wallawalla. Time 
would not permit, Mr. President, the enumeration of the mission- 
aries of the church, both Catholic and Protestant, who have laid 
the world under obligations for their valuable discoveries. It was 
David ene who left his Scottish home to spend a life of 
hardship in the interior of Africa. His was a gospel mission to 
the benighted natives, but he ranks with the great explorers of his 
poema Missionaries were among the first to visit the Hawaiian 

slands, and certainly the first to demonstrate their commercial 
value to the world. 

Thus, Mr. President, the church has added greatly to the geo- 
graphic and scientific knowledge of the world. To this great 
class of discoverers belongs James Marquette. He was saintly in 
character, unselfish in his pu es, and untiring in his efforts to 

ing the message of gladness to darkest civilization. How strik- 
ing contrast between this man and De Soto and scores of 
explorers whose ambition was gold. As many of his predecessors 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4549 


had done, Marquette gave his life for those he loved. Dr. Mil- 
burn well remarks, ‘ When we hear of faith and love like theirs, 
can we say papas Smeg A ‘They were Jesuits,’ and forget they 
were Christians ing their testimony with their blood?’ 

Marquette had made a journey of 2,500 miles, touching the ter- 
ritory of four of our Northwest States, His mission was to the 
Indians. He had left to Joliet the part of reporting their journey 
to the governor of Canada. He was content to remain and die 
with those for whom he had labored. His life is beautiful in self- 
sacrifice. His discovery ranks among the foremost and most 
important on the continent; and it is to Marquette the explorer 
that we do honor at this time. Though a simple missionary of 
the cross and without a ion in the world, his name is 
written beside those of De Soto, Balboa, Cartier, Joliet, and others 
who are enrolled in the historical annals of our country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin has se- 
lected and presented to the United States to be placed in the Hall 
of Heroes,” the statue of James Marquette. It will, when accepted, 
take its place among the marble and bronze representations of the 
great men selected by the States as their ideals of lofty character- 
istics and noble deeds. 

No State has chosen better than Wisconsin in selecting Pére 
Marquette as the representative of courage, resolution, and devo- 
tion to the elevation of humanity. 

Mr. President, mankind honors heroes, and the history of our 
race in all ages exhibits the universal disposition to honor names 
ennobled by the possession and the exhibition of t qualities. 
Eminent soldiers are oftenest the objects of pop regard and 
adulation, and it is to great commanders we are ready to attribute 
highest qualities. 


The public grounds of this magnificent city afford abundant | manhood 


f of the truth of these reflections, for in nearly all of them are 
to be found the statues of soldiers who have won distinction— 
Washington, Lafayette, Greene, J ackson, Scott, and leaders who 
distinguished themselves at later periods. Civil fame does not 
bear such rich and generous fruit, though the qualities which go 
to constitute greatness in military and civil life are much the 
same. 


Washington and Jefferson, Jackson and Clay, Grant and Lin- 


coln alike great sagacity, exalted courage, and, what is 
more impressive if not more valuable than either, unfaltering, 
unflagging resolution. Sagacity, by which term I mean to in- 
clude extraordinary om, often perceives and exaggerates 
danger. Courage is sometimes intermittent, while resolution, 
when associated with the qualities I have mentioned, utilizes 
both, and gives them s ess, persistent force, and success, 
when success is possible. 

Lincoln never commanded an army in the field, but many of 
us know that his patient resolution, which checked the desperate 
purposes of the rash and extravagant and supported the faltering 
and the timid, equaled Grant, who would“ fight it out on that 
line if it fook all summer.” : 

James Marquette, whose history is brief, was, we are informed, 
Hera in 1637, one hundred years before the birth of our Wash- 

gton. 


When about 17 years of age he joined the Jesuits, evidently from rate 


rely religious, and in 1666 he was sent to mission o 
N asa linguist must have been great, for within a few years he learned 
to speak six Indian languages. 


Parkman, whom I follow, says: 

A subtle element of romance was blended with the fervor of his worship, 
and hung like an illumined cloud over the harsh and hard realities of h 
daily lot; kindled by the smile of his celestial mistress, his gentle and noble 
nature knew no fear. For her he burned to dare and to er, discover new 

ds, and conquer new realms to her sway. 

In the journal of his voyage, after referring to a particular 
change made in his destination, he wrote: 


when I was at Pointe St. Esprit, had begged me to bring the Word of God 
among them. p 

He then made preparation for the expedition he was about to 
undertake. The outfit of the travelers was very simple. They 
provided themselves with two birch-bark canoes and a supply of 
smoked meat and Indian corn, embarked with five men, and began 
their voyage on the 17th day of May, 1673. 

It is needless to describe the route of the adventurous voyagers. 
They reached the Wisconsin; they discovered and descended the 
Mississippi River, passing the mouths of the Illinois, the Missouri, 
the Ohio, and the Arkansas. Without weapons of offense or de- 
fense, they visited tribes of turbulent and ferocious savages, armed 
only with the sublime doctrine of ‘‘ Peace on earth and good will 
to men.” His efforts for the civilization of the savages he visited 
prove his boundless benevolence. 

The story of his death and burial by the shore of Lake Michigan 
is full of pathos. 

His comrades, knowing his death to be near, built a shed of bark for his 
protection. With perfect cheerfulness and composure he gave directions 


for his burial. * + + At night, seeing they were fatigued, he told them to 


take rest, saying he would them when he felt his time We Two 
or three hours after they heard a feeble voice, and haste to his side found 
him at the point of death. He 1 calmly, murm the names of 
Jesus and Ey, with his eyes fixed upon the crucifix which one of his fol- 
lowers held before him. 
They dug a grave beside the hut, and there buried him accord- 
dire tions he had given. 


to the 
ind ether his remains rest where they were placed by the hands 
of his comrades or were removed to St. Ignace is perhaps uncer- 
tain; but whatever may be true in that respect, the gen e breezes 
of the lakes sing his requiem, and we may hope that a spirit so 
pure and gentle and yet so brave and resolute rests where peace 
aboundeth forever. 

Mr. President, Father Marquette was a priest—I do not hesi- 
tate to speak of him by that tful title—was an explorer, and 
an apostle to all the tribes an poopie he might discover. He 
combined the courage and resolution of Paul, and of Judson, and 
of Brainerd with the gentleness of John and the humanity and 
self-devotion of Damien, who gave his life to the service of the 
lepers. He had more of courage and resolution than a soldier, for 
without intending to resist the dangers he might encounter he 
met the threats of savages without fear, inspired with love for 
3 and an eager desire to promote their temporal and eternal 
welfare. 

Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin has selected this marble 
representation of this extraordinary man as its contribution to 
the Hall of Statuary. The selection is one worthy to be made, 
and the statue of Pére Marquette will stand in that hall, sur- 
rounded by other statues . men whose names will 
not die or be forgotten while respect and veneration for true 
survives. À 
I hope it will not degrade or even lower the dignity of this 
occasion if I should say that I do not assent to Roman Catholic 
theories of ecclesiasticism, but I would despise myself if the garb 
of a priest of that church could hide from my view the noble, 
resolute, devout Christian hero within. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, when this lusty nation, outgrow- 
ing the habitations of its youth, built new council chambers for its 
legislators it was a happy thought that consecrated to the noble art 
of sculpture the old of the House of Representatives, where 
patriotism will hear the echoes ring forever of glorious words 
there spoken for liberty and justice among men. Nor less felicitous 
was the plan which proposed to the sovereign associates in Federal 
Union the work of its embellishment as authors and sharers, in 
fraternal equality, of the national prizes of honor and fame to be 
there illustrated and preserved. naturally enough, came up 
the suggestion that was directed by Congress to go with the invi- 
tation which the President was empowered to give, desiring the 
States to select for this noble commemoration from among them 
who in life on earth had been their citizens ‘illustrious for his- 
toric renown or for distinguished civic’or military services.” It 
was the offspring, too, of a time when the country throbbed with 
patriotic fervor, and all hearts and minds were fixed on the mighty 
conflict then raging, the year 1864, when the world e eee, the 
soldiers of the Union clinched in a death grapple with the great 
revolt, and surely saw the last issue of war been joined, and 
that with the coming ae a glory unequaled in the annals of 
mankind would be won by the heroes of liberty. 

This restriction of the invitation was, however, very differently 
applicable to the States of our Federation. The older, ially 
the original thirteen, had gained even then, as States, a historic 
past. Among their — — already secure“ were the records 
of a time beyond the memory of living men; and if not yet dim or 
misty still we are able to see in per: tive the creative and mem- 
orable deeds done in the course of their evolution, distinguishing 
the merit of achievement as contemporaries can never see it 
They may, therefore, justly lay peculiar claims to noble figures, 
radiant among the shades, whose story is the treasure of all Amer- 
icans, and say, These were our citizens.” 

But, sir, the conditions are necessarily somewhat different with 
the newer States like Wisconsin. For, although as part of colonial 
grants whose base was on the Atlantic coast, our territory shared 
with the earliest the boon of independence; it long lay an almost 
unknown land, the remote corner of the old Northwest of the Re- 
public. During many ensuing years the eager crowd of home 
seekers pushed out upon a course southward of the Great Lakes, 
unconscious of the suryane excellence, riches, and beauty with 
which nature had endowed her land of choice, and so left it the 
prize of a later but not less fortunate generation. Thus it hap- 
pens that while Wisconsin takes date with the first in liberty and 
title, her entrance to the Union was preceded not only by ten 
States—all the States, in fact, until Virginia was divided in war— 
which were built upon the soil won from Great Britain but also 
by six erected upon later acquisitions, four of them even beyond 
the Mississippi. Her organization as a Territory, a Territory then 
stretching from Lake Michigan to the Missouri, is within the rec- 
ollection of venerable Senators still in honored service in this 
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Chamber. So it was that but sixteen years had passed of state- 
hood when this invitation was received to share the honor and | fi 


from. There was no chance for a far re through the 
aisles of time, with its softening lights, its soothing oblivion, its 
justice in relative measurements, its elimination of true desert. 


y were the brave and generous spirits, the strong and helpful, 
among our pioneers and builders of our State, whom the re- 
spect and affection of their fellows commend to the grateful remem- 
brance of posterity; too many most cherished to be omitted by a 

i tionofsome. And whesthewar time befell, and man- 

heard thro mt the land the call of Liberty to arms, the 
answering voice of Wisconsin came not from some daring few, in 
advanced leadership of thought and action; but from every home 
and hearthstone, through town and countryside, responding thou- 
sands epee forth to battle, knowing well their cause; near one- 
half of all her voting citizens bore her banner, floating beside the 
Stars and Stripes on every field of war in the Southern land, and 
her list of true 
dare the choice among them, all so in honor an 

And so it was that, from no lack of sensibility, no lethargy of 
appreciation, more than twenty years by while the national 
summons to participate in an un ing so honorable remained, 
not unheeded, yet unanswered. 

But, sir, although the sway of nature was there undis- 
turbed by immigration and settlement, that goodly made, in 
fact, its entrance to the page of American history at.a far earlier 
date. Indeed, its discovery and visitation by the white man had 
much cy in time over many of our sister States of prior 
renege yrs in 5 = peabar. 8 1 to = 
of those early days. augmen: very length o 

before the settlements of civilization came, 


the intervening period 
during which the activity of development elsewhere increased the 
seeming quiet there. This has cast back into even deeper shade 


i something 
like the twilight hues of an ancient story. But fourteen years 
after the Mayflower sowed her precious seed on the wild New 
England shore,” Jean Nicollet paddled his canoe through the rich 
natural rice fields of the Fox in the center of our present borders. 
8 FFT 

eghanies, * tidings great joy” sent 
— ey: Saviour were delivered to 


It was Nature’s way of shaping the continent which thus lured 
the explorer to its very heart so soon after settlement was begun 
upon its borders. Once upon the i t waters of those 
r a a hace te EON play ape ig nae nei 

ow, a fascination irresistible pressed on to their fountain head. 
Side by side, often even hand in hand, cupidity and benevolence, 
with daring hardihood, urged the quest; and the trader’s 
courage found more than a match in the i 
challenged the horrors of the wilderness, bent on no selfish aim, 
but wholly to rescue the imperiled souls within its deep recesses. 
It so came to pass that without intermediate establishments of any 
sort, without even journey posts or resting stations, or a white 
man’s abode along the entire route, Christianity had her missions 
domiciled in Wisconsin, on Lake Superior and Green Bay, while the 
advanced frontier of European movement, the nearest settlement 
or residence to the east, was a thousand miles away at Montreal. 

The 1 stood, in primeval majesty, a to the 


race, the Tartars of the wil- 


the scourge and destroyer of the sa’ 
derness, whose butcheries multiplied and deepened its solitudes 
and filled them with perils and horrors. 


And there, sir, in 


thongh amid sometimes di i icissitudes and ils, there 
has it ever burned unquenched. ere, in the first faint gray of 
morning, a Caucasian’s home was builded and church and school 
were founded; and thus, with ic „civilization, the civili- 
zation of highest evolution, its advent to the continent’s 
interior on the land of Wisconsin, and, in a sense, Wisconsin took 
also her beginning as one among civiliza; 


a Homer might worthily sing- Not yot do we posed to Co 


tion’s grandest forms | lated 


and agencies, a self-governed Commonwealth of intelligent, God- 
earing freemen, 

the shadowy forms that move on that far-off scene, 
touched by the light rosy ray that tells of a splendor coming in 
its time, among brave who dared the of that morning 
hour, was one, the type and exemplar of a noble class, fixed in 
human honor by devotion, heroism, and sacrifice, in whose soul 
burned also the genius of the orer, the glorious greed of 
knowledge. Short and swift! was his path to the altar of 
self-sacrifice, so often the pala pe his class, but his few hard years 
were enough for his renown; he departed for the world beyond 
rewarded by the fame of history here. He was a citizen of Wis- 
consin only in its embryonic age; no more; but otherwise it was 
of such as that when it marked for this spe- 
cial honor persons illustrious for historic renown.” 
$ ore, Mr. President, the legislature of Wisconsin, unwill- 
ing that a State which yi in publie spirit and intelligence to 
none should stand no sharer in the national of honor, and 
conceiving the true sense of the i to compre- 
hend whatever achievements u our country’s soil have bril- 
estined usefulness to 


and er, to recognize ted 
there the first abode of civilization; to e eae 1 ſustrate 


the noblest character in the vanguard of its march the missionary 
of Christ; and to celebrate also a famous triumph of geographic 
loration from within her borders, by raising here the marble 
of that tle, devoted, high-souled, fearless priest and 
„James uette, the discoverer of the Mississippi. 
Well knowing, of course, that the original invitation was, for 
tho roeas given, not literally a acts i <= the con- 
sen ngress was icitly soug! Twice legislature of 
the State declared itself; by its act of 1887, and again, when its 
Senators, or one of them, hesitated in doubt of its true desire, by 
its joint resolution of 1893, ‘‘ urgently my gare | ” those Senators 
to secure that assent of the Government. Congress twice 
with the desired issi At first, the concurrence 
of the Senate in a joint resolution of the House of Representatives 
was given on the last day of the Fifty-second Congress, too late for 
Executive consideration among the mass of cro measures. 

The next session, first of the Fifty-third Congress, supplied the 
failure, and by joint resolution approved on the 14th of October, 
1893, the State of Wisconsin was authorized and ted the 
8 placing in Statuary Hall at the Capitol 8 of 

ère quette, the faithful missionary, whose work among the 
Indians and explorations within the borders of said State in early 
nas are recognized all over the civilized world.” 
these terms the ess testified, Mr. President, its intelli- 
gence and appreciation of the moving considerations which justly 
award to this missionary and explorer a commemoration among 
the historic characters of America. Thechoiceof Wisconsin was 
ratified, and the free interpretation which carried back the theory 
of citizenship to the early movers on her soil found approval. 

The privilege bestowed has been exercised asit d have been. 
By universal testimony a work of art unexcelled has been erected 
in our Hall. The representatives of the State feel no other need 
than to say, Go, view the artist's work, gaze the noble 

discerned by genius in the Italian stone. u shall 
find the ideal we would commemorate; a noble man, with a soul 
lifted up to God, a mind inflexibly bent to duty, a heart swelling 
with tenderness toward his fellow-creatures, so surely 2 
the pathway lighted to him by education and conscience that suf - 
fering, privation, danger, death, could cause no shadow of turnin 
in it; yet still the gentle, enthusiastic, generous man, belov 
among his fellows—the man to dare without flinching, to do with- 
out boasting, the deeds that heroes do, when heaven calls.” 


Perhaps so I t leave it, confident in the award of credit so 
justly due the State I love for its worthy gift, and conscious 
that the eloquent remarks of my colleague other Senators have 


left no addition needful by me. 

But yet, sir, 1 would wish to contribute something, if I could, 
to di ish with clarity the figure and career of Marquette 
from confusion with in ingli rsons and events in the = 
ground of history, and give a p r view of what -he was and 
what he did by drawing to the eye the circumstances in which he 
stood and acted. 


For the discovery of the Mississippi in 1673 the Muse of History 
has recorded his name to stand forever on her unfading scroll. 

Yet there be some, perhaps many, who see in that achievement 
little more than a summer ride in a bark canoe adown the beauti- 
ful Wisconsin River, as if it were in the sunlight and sweet airs, 
the peace and security, which the student tourist of our day oft 
delights in as he traces in the famous water path of explora- 
tion. It is an indolent, thoughtless view. Far different has been— 
ever must oF ee e —— < = e ter * aasta z 
strong, vivid i i n. capable of reproducing the facts col- 

memorials i penetrating 


of the time, a sympathy with 
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sway in 
any mind which will realize the conditions then and there envi- 
roning and characterizing human effort. 

It was the fruit of no sudden inspiration, fortuitously con- 


beliefs and modes of thought then entertained, must 


ceived and hastily executed. y so far sunk in the im- 
mensity of forest wilds, with horrors on its trail and terrors in 
front, FE eT pe had for a period halted on the shores of Supe- 
rior and Michigan, or moved but little in adjacent territory. Eight 
years had ed since the first white man’s house was built on 
the Bay of Chequamegon to give a home to the mission of the 
‘Holy Ghost, and all that undertaking a ic of terror had 
ruined, driving thence backward to the Straits of Mackinac 
the converts who had found a refuge there. For in the unknown 
Western country dwelt the Sioux, monsters of bloody deeds, the 
constant fear of all natives within reach of their excursions. Mar- 
quette, then esa arora. Beg labors to which he had consecrated 
his life, had wrought there with the tribes whose summer wander- 


were thus to hazard the unknown regions, of which no native 
spake but in notes of warning. They heard on every hand fore- 
boding tales of terror, of mysterious and dreadful rs. Mon- 
sters would be found in the waters, the fiercest savages upon the 


ringing 
Now ä tribe, With common voice, at the Green Bay, 


Friendly face, all picture only coming il, with supplication to 
2 — y 12 ir way; timorously 


the tale, the mystery of Indian report, of the £ 
West; now they saw it with their eyes in veritable majesty! 

Mr. President, perhaps no man without experience can bring to 
himself by any effort a full sympathy with the emotion which 
such an achievement must stir in the explorer's mind. The long 
dream of meditation, the ripening p , the fixed plan, the ex- 
ecution begun, the hard labors done, the menacing perils met, all 
at last compressed to perfect fruition in a single moment! Who 
can measureit by any augo oe experience, yet who but must feel 
it worth a life to win? e judgment of the world has given 
accordant honor, and brightly shines the name of the discoverer 
on the temple wall of Fame. ; 

Sir, no balance can invidiously weigh in competition the vari- 
ant elements of merit in the many who have the veil of 
mystery over hidden lands. One star differeth from another star 
in glory. There can forever be but one Columbus; never another 
Magellan. But the pages will never want for readers on which 
are written the-stories of the discovery of the Mississippi and of 
the sources of the Nile, nor fade the names of Livingstone and 
Marquette. i 

Yet this was not discovery complete. They knew well their 
duty, and, though plunging afresh into the depths of esied 
poa on they: , out upon its wide waters, fear: y bent 

know the bounds and course set to the mighty flood in the plan 
of the continent, to carry back to civilized men a broadened field 
of knowledge, a new map, re-forming the old terra incognita. A 
full month longer, oft in dangers great and real, they sturdily and 
bravely held their purpose downits turgid current, among strange 
lands and tribes, and marked its assured flowage to the Gulf of 
Mexico. 3 ring Sige to mami with its Taano 
longer jeo was the ensuing duty,secon yin importance. 

It shout perhaps be noticed, sir, that in pani of fact, as men 
now know, more than a century before the Mississippi had twice 
been seen by European eyes. Coasting on the Gulf in 1519, De 
Pineda turned through its mouth and sailed up this river,no one 
knows how far. Wandering over the continent in 1542, De Soto 
crossed it, near the Yazoo’s mouth, ascended for a distance its 
western bank, died, and was buried in it. Neither event gave the 
river to the world. Where it was, what it was, whence it came, 
what the countries of its drainage—all were untold. Water ony 
had been found, a fluvial mystery unsolved. Geography 
gained nothing, nor, until Marquette had shown it, was the water 


known to be the Mississippi which these wanderers had seen. 
Only he who looks on past events without a perspective, like a 
Chinese drawing, confounds these transactions. or by one jot 
or tittle has it lessened the meed of honor measured to Marquette. 

It is to this historic event, Mr. President, that the personal dis- 
tinction of Marquette in the annals of America is to be ascribed. 
It was not conspicuously gained by service in his capacity of a 
missionary priest. Others shared with him the excellenee, the 
labors, the sorrows of that character to a not inferior degree. 
But Fame, like the first beams of morning, gilds the heights of 
singular eminence, and men worship most the victories which in- 
crease dominion. And Peace hath her victories not less renowned 


sple „which marked him 
for illustration bysucceeding generations. inly this it wasthat 
affixed his name to the e city on the shore of Superior, to 
counties in the States that adjoin that wide water, and led to 
the erection of the stately figure in marble now placed in the 
wer a 5 i just respect for the heroi 
„Sir, a jus 3 the ie mes- 
senger of Christianity to God's children in the wilderness which 
has entered into its design and will share in the commemoration 


to endure in this monument may it be for The statue is 
itself an idealization, yet it is believed sona so true, that ev 
detail is but genuine exposition of ty and character. 


the artist has thrown into the beauty of the face the look and 
lineaments which tell the far sight, the fixed hope, the un ing 
courage of the successful explorer, they comport and mingle wi 
features informed by submissive piety,.benevolence, and zeal to 
do the will of God. Sir, the early missionary to the Indian the 
world will never cease toreverence,as heroism and goodness must 
be reverenced, however differently the light may fall in after 
times on beliefs and methods then entertained and pursued. 
Among them all, of whatever church or creed, Marquette deserves 
place with the foremost. Not that the effects he wrought were 
great, nor his rience of-suffering unsurpassed. Othersin that 
noble army of martyrs” perhaps accomplished more and suf- 
fered more. It was the abundant power in him oft and fully 
manifested, the spirit that burned within, and his sad untimely loss, 
rather than shining achievements in his few years of labor, that 
give his prominence as a missionary among the mission pioneers. 
Mr. President, you have heard in the. 3 and interest- 
ing remarks of our colleagues the story of his career pleasingly 


had passed told. Who that listened can picture to himself the conditions 


which then beset the devoted wanderer in that far interior, and 
withhold admiration of the intrepid self-consecration that took 
him there on such an errand? I tried a few moments since to 
draw to the mind by some lines the superficial picture the conti- 
nent then prennan, the helplessness of these missionaries’ remote 
isolation, their necessarily absolute surrender to the fate of the 
wilderness. But how can one now depict to entire realization all 
the meaning of peril and horror that resignation then implied to 
them who ventured on in the very light, as it were, of fires 
which had consumed their martyred predecessors? 

For bitter, indeed, had been the missionaries’ experiences on the 
very path they traveled. Once already, in the wilds between 
Huron and Ontario, the soldiers of the cross had performed labors 
and endured privations the tale of which must ever excite pit 
and admiration, and yet their catastrophe had been utter ae | 
horrible. Through -sufferings and indignities that might have 
rather moved despair, love and faith had bred still a sustaining 
hope. Never was its light more awfully extinguished. Their 

ppy converts first were decimated by smallpox, and then 
upon fell the fiendish Iroquois. Horrible was the fate of all. 
Paiste even to annihilation, swept the friendly tribes—men, 
mothers, babes—from the face of the earth; and death, death 
through torments inconceivable but to savage ingenuity, the slow 
exhaustion of vital force amid li ing flames while agonizing 
wounds lacerated the inflamed flesh, been the portion dealt 
themessengers of divinelove. The annals of heroic devotion have 
no tale more pitiful than the constancy in duty to their disgusti 

upils, and for it the awful -earthly recompense, of the fai 

fa ers, Brebeuf and Lallemant. 

Such was the prevent example, such the impending menace—mar- 
tyrdom throug ‘ony unspeakable for the missionary. butchery 
for his converts—that lay across the path of the young priest of 
29.as he set forth upon his lonely way to La Pointe de St. rit, 
on the Bay of Chequamegon. And to what a task assigned! Not 
like the voyageur or trader, to plunge licentiously into the wild 
Indian life, rejoicing in its freedom and adventure, reckless of 
results. The istian missionary met those natives to chall 
their habits of thought, to attack their traditions of life, to rebuke 
their morals. Yet his appeal was to a spiritual nature of which 
they knew nothing, to hearken to a tale beyond their understand- 
ing, to litt them beyond the only world they knew or were capable 
of knowing. At „perhaps, he might win attention by the 
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charm of novelty, attractive always to the savage as even to ani- 
mal nature. That sway was but momentary; his teaching neces- 
sarily carried reproof; and, gentle as he made it, few of those 
coarse, fierce smie would tolerateit. Their frequent return and 
sometimes habitual usage were contumely, ridicule, indignity. 
Disgustful alike to his education, breeding, taste, was every close 
contact with them, and nature could but rebel against the duty 
religion enjoined. Dependent on them for the means of subsist- 
ence, his privations were often severe. Yet he toiled with unfail- 
ing perseverance, inventing new devices to win their trust and fix 
their minds on things eternal; always to encounter backsliding 
and relapse, and ever to see the momentous truths he taught fall 
like seed upon astony ground. Whose heart must not melt in 

pathy with those words my colleague read from that letter of 
the wearied Marquette to his superior after the ruih of the mis- 
sion at St. Esprit: 

God alone can fix these fickle minds and place and keep them in His grace 
and touch their hearts while we stammer in their ears. 

Yet bethink you with admiration of the unflagging zeal that in 

so few years made him master of speech in half a dozen various 
native tongues, that he might better strive in that desperate work 
of salvation! 
And who so base of spirit that would deny the guerdon of fidelity 
and goodness when, sick and broken with the malady that sent 
him to his grave, in the face of coming winter he set off again on 
the long, hard journey up Lake Michigan from Green Bay, to 
bring the healing truth to the heathen souls among the IIlinois, 
who loved him? The event realized the gloomy presage with 
which the journey was boran That testimony of the faith he 
gave as a dying man. With return of spring he tried his last 
chance for life. Borne by his red brethren to the shore near where 
Chicago teems with multitudes to-day, he was launched in à bark 
canoe with two friends to paddle the long way to Mackinac. The 
attempt was vain. One day, gliding along the eastern coast, he 
recognized his summons and bade them land. They sheltered him 
with a hut of bark, and he, beseeching forgiveness for all their 
pains, calmly ordered the particulars of his burial. Parkman, to 
whom we owe so much, paints with simple eloquence the final 
scene: 

At night, seeing that they were fatigued, he told them to take rest, saying 
that he would call them when he felt his time approaching. Two or t 
hours after they heard a feeble voice, and hastening to his side found him at 
the point of death. He expired calmly, murmuring the names of Jesus and 


Marx. with his eyes fixed on the crucifix which onë ot his followers held be- 
fore him. They dug a grave beside the hut, according to the directions which 


he had given them, then reembarking they made their way to Michillimack- 
mac, to bear the tidings to the priests at the mission of St. Ignace. 

Mr. President, let him who doubts the noble excellence of that 
good man’s life contemplate the scene enacted on that coast in the 
next ensuing year! Then Nature bore her testimony unimpeach- 
able to the wondrous impress of his goodness, A band of Ottawas, 
seven years before his pupils at La Pointe de St. Esprit, repaired 
at the bidding solely of their hearts to that lonely grave, with ten- 
der hands, after the fashion of their fathers— 

Washed and dried the bones, and placed them carefully in a box of birch 
bark. Then ina procession of 30 canoes they bore it, singing their funeral 
Michillimackinac. 


to St. of As they approached, In- 
songs, Ignace y 2 


ti priests, 
dians, and traders all thronged to the shore. The relics of uette were 


received with solemn ceremony, and buried beneath the floor of the little 
chapel of the mission. 

Sir, was ever tribute more genuine paid to king or conqueror? 
Could proof more ample be of the power of that noble spirit who 
had thus sent the beams of human kindness through the hearts of 
those rough savages in whom he saw the children of God? The 
cold marble in yonder hall, midst all its glorious company, can 
testify no more clearly to a character tit for remembrance than that 
wild procession which in the genuine reverence of nature moved 
slowly through many days adown the waters of Lake Michigan. 
God's eye was on it; His spirit ruled that scene. 

Tell me not of creeds, of sects, or societies. There is a greater 
confraternity, the brotherhood of man, whose fellowship overrules 
and embraces all lesser societies and sects, all true men; and no- 
where more than in this land of man’s enfranchisement ought its 
triumphant power to break the fetters that narrow and degrade 
his soul. He who could so stamp his goodness on the hearts of 
those fickle barbarians, in whose ears he ‘*stammered ” the precepts 
of Christian faith, is worthy to-day and always the remembering 
honor of all true American manhood; and will surely have it. 

But, Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin, now a Common- 
wealth of 2,000,000 freemen, rejoicing in prosperity and happiness 
on the soil he trod so long ago, in raising this stone in the nation’s 
Hall of Statuary, does not merely celebrate a name “illustrious 
for historic renown,” a character whose excellence is worthy of 

tual remembrance. It means still more, that it shall stand 

ere as a testimony and monument to a principle of our social 
order of the utmost value to mankind—the principle of religious 
liberty! Sir, human intelligence and reason, all the history of 
the world, teach no more useful and impressive lesson than is 
embodied in that fundamental rule which draws an absolute and 
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impassable line between the affairs of state and the affairs of 
religion, and denies to the social law all right or jurisdiction to 
transcend it. On one side is the citizen, a component of and 
lav oy to the state, charged with its duties, obedient to the laws 
within its sphere. Across it is the man. the creature of Almighty 
gon, ms worshiper, His subject, amenable there to His law and 
no other. 

In that domain man is entitled to 5 6 all the liberty of nature 
untrammeled, unchecked, unrestrained by his fellows in the 
state. There he stands lighted and led by his own conscience. 
Thither no human law can follow him. If the potentate of hu- 
man creation pursues him there he may, he must resist, or be 
recreant to his nature and his God. Unflinching before any men- 
ace, undaunted by any power, true to his faith, like Luther in his 
greater majesty before the Emperor at Worms, he must declare, 
„Here I stand; I can not do otherwise. God help me. Amen.” 
Sir, this is no rule, as sometimes miscalled, of toleration. I con- 
temn the term. I deny all it implies. It is the right, absolute, 
uncontrollable, of utter, perfect liberty. It is an inalienable right. 
The coward, the willing slave, can not divest himself of it. It 
goes with him in his bondage however recreant he be to nature, 
And, sir, this right attends and W man as perfectly. also, 
upon the social side of the great dividing line, though with a dif- 
ferent effect. He does not lose it; he retains it there in full per- 
fection. His rights, his duties, his privileges as a citizen in what- 
ever his relations to the state and society comport with and are 
independent of it. 

Sir, he is wrongfully despoiled, his right invaded, a grievous 
injury done, when to any man is denied any part or share of his 
social rights or privileges by reason of his religious faith. If 
property, if place, if honor be his rightful due among his fellows, 

e who strikes aught away of either because of religious opinion 
is an enemy to law, to humanity, and all its hopes. ostis 
humani generis. 

, And therefore it is. sir, that this statue of James Marquette 
will stand as a monument and emblem of religious liberty. The 
noble right to honor and remembrance among men, which the 
elgislature of Wisconsin and the Congress of the United States 
have declared to be his, he isnot denied. It is sacredly preserved. 
This statue is raised to him in no token of his religion, in ascrip- 
tion of no honor to his creed, his opinions. It invites no special 
countenance from the adherents of any church or any creed. Re- 
gardless of all these, neither with favor nor with diskavor to any, 
this statue—ideal reproduction of him as in life he was—stands 
the honor of the discoverer and the man, the testimonial of a peo- 
ple who rejoice in the brotherhood of man, who love liberty, and 
who guide their conduct by its precepts without a shade of fear. 

Sir, no State in all this Union can more worthily, more honor- 
ably support this attitude in the presence of the nation and man- 
kind than the State of Wisconsin. There, sir, is a composite 
citizenship which mingles the blood of all the civilized peoples on 
the earth. Around their altars gather the faithful servants of 
God in many and various forms, of many diverse churches, sects, 
and creeds. Together they abide in fraternity, in liberty, enjoy- 
ing each his rights, et DoS upon his neighbor. owhere 
is order better maintained, life, person, property more secure. 
Nowhere does benevolence show a more generous and kindly face 
in public or in private care of misfortune. Nowhere is education 
more lavishly supplied; and yet, in strict observance of the rule 
of liberty, every e of sectarian instruction—removed from the 
public schools—is left in unfettered freedom to the schools main- 
tained by conscience. There, too, home and fireside are the cen- 
ters of the noblest, sweetest life, the sure and safe foundation of 
a free, intelligent, powerful State. 

Mr. President, no people more intelligently understands, more 
devotedly maintains, the basic principle of freedom to which their 
testimony is thus borne. They believe that upon it rest their 

ce and happiness. They will defend it, if need be, at any 
Fiad. They as freely accord it to all. 

We speak for no single class; we represent no creed; we court 
no favor, when, sir, from and for all the body of our good people, 
irrespective of race or opinion, my colleague and myself thus de- 
clare the sentiment which actuates our State, and supplement the 
action of its worthy governor in presenting to Congress the beau- 
tiful statue of James Marquette, in commemoration of his just 
renown and in illustration of the light and strength of liberty 
among men. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER pro- 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and report 
generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


; 4553 


the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may be laid aside informally. X y 
.The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by. Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled 
An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” approved 
March 2, 1895; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Bascock, Mr. Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. A 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 1904) relating to marriages in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; agreed to the conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, Mr. ODELL, and Mr. COBB man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
te: 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public 
domain; 

A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
Jenree, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 6481) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late 
a commander in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Mon- 
ument Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of 
New Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa.. and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8271) relating to pensions, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Now, let the ssi ge bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Quay tothe amendment of Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. I do not intend to enter into any 

neral discussion of the financial question on the naval appropria- 

ion bill, but inasmuch as the question of our revenues was dis- 
cussed on both sides of the Chamber yesterday. I feel at liberty as 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations and as such sotme- 
what responsible for the character of the appropriations, to ex- 
press some dissent from the utterances perhaps on both sides of 
the Chamber with reference to this question. 

The Senator trom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] during the whole of 
this session, whenever he has spoken upon this question at all, 
has insisted that the only trouble in this country is from a lack of 
revenue. He opened up the discussion early in the campaign by 
a declaration in a very able speech that all we needed at this time 
was more revenue; that if we had more revenue the country 
would bein a state of peace, order, and prosperity. Yesterday 
the Senator again reiterated his anxiety for more revenue, and 
complained that the Democratic minority in this Senate—for no 
political has a majority here—had not come to the rescue of 
the Republican minority for the purpose of securing needed reve- 
nue. all these discussions the Senator has sought to make the 
public believe that the most objectionable feature of this Admin- 
istration, the issue of bonds in time of peace, has grown out of the 
necessity for more revenue. I find in the public press of the 
country a very general disposition to attribute the issue of these 
bonds, amounting to $262,000,000, to a lack of revenue. Particu- 
larly is this true of the party to which Iam attached. All their 
public statements, and as a rule the statements of the Eastern 
press, have approved of the issue of bonds, and have excused it on 
the ground that it was necessary because there was not sufficient 
revenue; and, of course, they come back to the charge against the 
Democratic party, that it is responsible because the revenue is 
deficient. 

Mr. President, before I go into the question whether these bonds 
have been issued because of a lack of revenue, I want to go back 
to 1890, when the Democratic party was not responsible for legis- 
lation and the Republican party was. We passed 


then what has | 


been known as the McKinley law, a law which seems just now to 
t favor and very popular, although, I believe, it cost us | a law; that in consideration of some concessions to be made some- 


be in 
the following election. 


The McKinley law did not provide a sufficiency of revenue; 
everybody knows that it did not, and I think it but fair and hon- 
est to say that if there had been no change of Administration there 
would still have been a deficiency of revenue under thatlaw. The 
condition of the country was such that it was impossible that there 
should not have been a deficiency. In each of the. four months 
preceding the incoming Administration of Mr. Cleveland there 
was a deficiency in the Government receipts amounting on an 
average to over a million dollars a month, and we got through 
with that fiscal year, which ended in June, 1893, with a surplus 
of $2.300,000. 

Then came what is known as the panic of 1893, in which the 
consumption and consequently the importation of foreign prod- 
ucts fell off, which, of course, produced a falling off in the reve- 
nues. It must be borne in mind, which the Senator from Ohio 
never stated. I believe, until yesterday, that from the time that 
this Administration came into power, and before they had had an 
opportunity to do the damage that we on our side recognize that 
they did in the passage of the Wilson-Gorman law—there had 
been a failure of revenue in nearly every month after the Admin- 
istration came in. If there was any month in which there was 
not a deticiency, it was in the first months in which the Adminis- 
tration took office. 

Mr. President, that is a condition which ought not to exist. I 
do not think, however, that this Senate is properly subject to the 
castigation which the Senator from Ohio gives it when he says 
that it is a disgrace to the Senate that there is not more revenue. 
The question whether we need more revenue now—that is, a new 
levy, a new order of duties—will depend upon various things and 
circumstances. Iam of opinion myself, and I believe it can be 
thoroughly demonstrated, that the present tariff law will produce 
as much revenue as will be needed whenever prosperity comes to 
this country. 

No revenue law, no collection of imports, which is fairly levied, 
fairly laid, and fairly callected, will bring to this country a suf- 
ficient income until conditions change, and the people are ready 
to buy andconsume. Thatis the first subject to which the states- 
men of this country should direct their attention; that is the first 
thing which is absolutely essential and necessary. We must bri 
back to this country the prosperity which formerly existed an 
ought still to exist in this country. 

know, Mr. President, that as a Republican it may be consid- 
ered to be my duty from a partisan standpoint to insist that the 
lack of prosperity is the result of a Democratic Administration. 
I do not so believe. 

I do not approve of the Wilson-Gorman Act. I think it is an 
inartistic measure; but I think in many respects it carries as much 
duty upon articles of import as any law ever should carry. Isaid 
when that measure was pending in the Senate that there were 
duties levied by that bill so large that if it had been proposed by 
a Republican House or a Republican Senate I should myself, as a 
protectionist, have voted to reduce them. That law is an unfair 
one in many 3 It is unfair in this, that it does not equi- 
tably distribute the burdens and does not equitably distribute the 
advantages which arise under a tariff law. One of the great in- 
dustries in the State which I represent, the wool industry, is 
entirely ignored by that law. 

When we came here in December, Mr. President, we came with 
exactly the same knowledge we have to-day of the political situa- 
tion. We knew that no party in this Chamber had a majority; 
we knew that the country was divided into three political organ- 
izations, and that each organization had a number of Senators 
here, and that neither of the old organizations of itself could con- 
trol the action of the Senate. We knew more than that. We 
knew that it was utterly impossible to secure any legislation with 
reference to the tariff question upon Republican lines. We knew 
very well that if we could induce a majority in this Chamber to 
vote for a measure of Republican character it could not be 
enacted into law. The rules of the Senate forbid that I should 
go into any expression of certainty as to why we knew it, but I 
appeal now to the Senate whether there is any reason in the world 
to suppose that if the Dingley bill had received a majority of the 
votes of the Senate it would have become a law. 

Mr. President, on a former occasion I stated that I should 
attempt to show some time before the Senate adjourned that it 
was not intended that the Dingley bill should become a law, and 
to that point I will address myself now for only a moment or two, 
I have stated the difficulty; I have stated what every intelligent 
man knew was the condition. Was there any reason why any 
sane man should have believed that a measure proposing in- 
creased duties upon the Wilson-Gorman tariff act could ever have 
become a law with the present condition in the executive depart- 
ment and in the legislative department of the Government? It 
has been said that there was a dicker made, and that there was 
some underhand trick or method by which the bill was to become 


where and by somebody—and nobody has ever been willing to 
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state where or by whom—there could be such a friendly relation 
eoni about between the two organizations in this Chamber 


thatthe bill might become alaw. Noman has yet been willin 
to father that statement. No man in this country has been will- 
ing to admit that the Senate of the United States or the Execu- 
tive, or a branch or part of either, has been dickering with refer- 
ence to the qiestion of finance and revenue. There was no occa- 
sion for such.a statement except by those who wanted to deceive 
the pano as to the p and intention of the introduction of 
the bill in the House of resentatives. There was not a mem- 
‘ber who voted for that bill who did not know there were a hun- 
dred chances to one that it would never become a law. The 
majority of the men who voted for the bill either here or else- 
where did not desire that it should become a law. ; 

If the Dingley bill should become alaw to-day I should like to 
ask the friends of the measure what ede grounds they 
would have on which to make the coming campaign. They have 
endeavored, with a zeal and an intelligence which are, I suppose. 
to be commended—because zeal and intelligence are- alwa; said 
to be commendable, even though sometimes they are fora 
bad p to get rid of the great question, the financial ques- 
tion, and to bring and to the front before the public the 

nestion of tariff and alone. The bill came to us from the 
ouse of Representatives after only two hours of discussion. It 
came into the Senate and went to a committee that was known 
to be, if not hostile, at least indifferent to it. It came to a Senate 
where to secure its it was necessary, if every Republican 
in the Chamber voted for it, that at least one member of the o 
ition should also vote for it. It came here with a certain 
That no Democrat would vote for it. It came with practically a 
certainty that no P ist would vote for it. Yet we are told 
that it was expected that the bill would pas and would give to 
the people of the country the relief that they are demanding all 
over the land—that it would start up our paralyzed industries 
and bring prosperity. X 

T shall not expose any secrets of caucus or party arrangements, 
but I can say here without doing so that nota single Republican 
on this side of the Chamber who professes now to be so zealously 
for the bill ever attempted to secure by his solicitation or argu- 
ment or persuasion any vote for the bill save those of the Repub- 
licans in this Chamber, which we all ‘knew were impotent to 
Pass it. The bill came here with the certain know] that it 
was objectionable asa tariff bill toa considerable portion of thisside 
of the ber. The Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] said yes- 
terday that it is not such a bill as he would vote for except ina 
case of ency. Ifthe panic press is to be believed, it is such 
bill as the ator from Ohio ina publicspeech last fall declared 
to the people of his State he never would support; for if the press 
can be relied on, the Senator said that he would never support a 
tariff bill which did not take proper care of the wool industry of 


this country. After the es made by the two Senators from 
“Montana the Senator not pretend t the bill pros to 
take care of the wool industry either of his State or of mine; and 


there is not.an intelligent woolgrower in the United States who 
does not know that he will be practically as well off without the 
bill as with it. 

Mr. President, we were furthermore told—I need not say where 
that it was our duty to vote for the bill as it came from the House. 
"We were told it would be rank heresy to our party if we should 
attempt to amend it. Who has the right, who has the power, to 
determine my relation to my political organization because of my 
objection to a bill which the Senator from Ohio on two or three 
occasions has declared in this Chamber is not a Republican meas- 
ure and is not a partisan measure; as he says, a bill that nobody 
is obliged to vote for because he is a Republican and because he 
isin favor of the protective No effort was made to amend 
it. It was known here that with a slight amendment, not includ- 
ing any provision for silver coinage, at least one member of the 
opposition, called the Populists, could have been induced to vote 
for the bill. It was known, too, to Senators who had the bill in 
cha and who talk so much about the necessity of ing it, 
that that vote could be secured yi certain concessions, and it was 
not known then that others would object if such concessions were 
made. Yetmo effort was made to secure this vote. Nobody at- 
tempted to secure it. Nobody cared, I may say, whether the bill 
ero or not. It had been introduced for a purpose. It had been 

troduced to attract the attention of the people of the United 
States from the currency question and to attract it to the tariff 

mestion. I may say, without violating any secrecy or any faith, 
t it was practically publicly proclaimed that the bill was not 
expected to me a law, but that it was expected to make an 
issue for the coming campaign, to put the case before the people 
where they would see that the great controversy was on the ques- 
tion as to Import duties and not as to finance. 

The Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN], on the 25th of February, 

in a speech in this Chamber in which he said the necessity was 


for more revenue, and that it could only be secured by a tariff, 
announced his willingness to vote for a tax upon tea and coffee, 
So very strenuous was he then to secure more revenue that ho 
was willing to vote for a tax upon tea and coffee, and he said the 
ponia of the United States would cheerfully pay such a duty. 
esterday, when the Senator from Ohio was asked by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] whether he would favor a tax on 
tea.and coffee, he declared that he would not. That I may not 
be wrong in the matter, I will read what the Senator said on that 
subject on the 25th of February. He said: 
Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Finance I disclaim all par- 
tisan feeling in respect to the bill which the Senator from Vermont moves to 
before the Senate. That bill doesnot belong to an party: itisnotthe 
representative of any party. y meri © bill pa it proposes to 


furnish $40, 
of Government. Ido not think anyone can 
claim that that bill isa Republican measure, or that it is to be voted for by 
anyone on ae groans, or that it has any merit-whatever except the fact 
that it would ve the iPreasuvy from the deficiency now -occurring and 
every — 5 It is a bill y red for an occasion not 
who b 


accruing 
apolitical one. The gentleman ill in the House of Re: 
resentatives did it in order to — — tor the su of the Govern 
pacer, Isay noe. — Í I ee vote — 5 any er which 
y anybody, w. r Democrat, Populist, or blican, 
which 1 r the support of the Boream. 
It isa disgrace to our civilization, itisa to the 


we are now e ding $30,000,000 a year more than the receipts of Gov- 
ernment, and that Congress. now in session, with both Houses tally ‘armed 


‘ee, on an 
Co: 


the Treasury, that we are aig hee og on day by day like a careless spend- 
thrift to involve the ere ebt, selling bonds when it is the duty of 
Congress at once tosupply revenue 


I wish to call the attention of the Senate to that statement 
because the Senator from Ohio, whenever there has been debate 
on this question, upon every occasion, not only then, but-yester- 
day, has spoken ex cathedra as if the whole question would be 
settled by increasing the revenue; that we would avoid the ne- 
cessity of selling bonds if we had more revenue. He said practi- 
cally the same thing yesterday. The Senator from Ohio has been 
Secretary of the ; he has been connected with one of the 
most important transactions financially in this country, in the 
funding of the debt and the resumption of specie payments, aud 
his words that go out, whether measured or unmeasured, whether 
correct or incorrect, go to thousands of people with convictions 
of their truth. There are plenty of people in the United States 
ae aro belening 8 oy 8 all our distress, 

our depreciation, the of enterprise and progress, are sim- 
ply the result of a failure to secure a sufficient amount of revenue, 
and that transactions of which we have spoken heretofore, which 
have not been creditable to the Government or to the nation, the 
selling of bonds in time of peace, were due to the one fact that 
we. lacked revenue. 

The Senator from Ohio further said on ‘that occasion that ‘‘a 
tax on tea and coffee would be paid cheerfully by the people of 
the United States.” 

If the Senator from Ohio had desired a taxon tea and coffee he, 
as a member of the Committee on Finance when the bill was be- 
fore it, could easily, I have no doubt, have secured a tax on those 
articles. He might not have found on this side of the Chamber 
so much support as he would have found on the other side, be- 
cause a tax on tea and coffee is a pure revenue tax; but he ought 
to have found as much support as he would have found on die 
side for a measure to tax „ because tea and coffee are not 
anywhere near so necessary to the comfort and the health of the 
people as is sugar. And yet we maintained in the country for 
many years a tax of 2 cents a pound u ; and if we were 
in extremity, if we were where we had to have more revenue from 
import duties, I do not suppose there is a patriotic man anywhere 
who would decline to put a tax upon tea, upon coffee, or upon 

But I have yet to learn that the Senator from Ohio, or 
anybody else who is as anxious as he is for the passage of ‘the bill 
simply,as he says, to secure reyenue and that only, has ever pro- 
posed any othersystem of obtaining revenuethan byimport duties. 

How does the tor from Ohio expect by increasing the duties 
upon imports, and thus keeping them out of the country, toincrease 
the revenues of the country? The trouble is that not enough im- 
pon are coming in to keep up the revenues. The Senator from 

hio says the way to get more revenue is to put on additional taxes 
and have lessimports come in. I agree with him as to the wisdom 
of fewer imports. I do not wish to see this country flooded with 
foreign imports. Ishould be glad myself to see the imports de- 
crease. I should be glad myself to see some other method of rais- 
ing revenue adopted. There are many ways in which we could 
get the revenue. We could get it by a tax upon beer. We could 
20 by a number of meth that would not have brought into 

is Chamber a conflict between the two parties, which are divided 
upon the question of protection and nonprotection. The Senator 
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can not say that we did not haye the committee. We did have 


the committee practically. I will admit that only one-half of the 
committee consider themselves attached to the 5 party, 


but at least one member of the committee has always stood for 
the protective system in this Chamber, and because of his non- 
attachment to the Republican party just now there is no reason to 


suppose from any act of his, from any word that he has ever ut- 
tered, that he is not so much attached to the protective system as 
he ever has been. But if in the committee it had been suggested 
to the Democratic side of the committee that here was a necessity 
for more revenne, and that that revenue should be collected by a 


non course, that that revenue should be collected becanse 
of the emergency, because of the necessity, in such way that both 
sides of the ber might get together, then it would have been 


time . — for him to berate the Senate when the proposition 
was re. 3 

No such effort was made, for the simple reason,as I have stated, 
that nobody desired the passage of the bill at the time; and there 
are men in this Chamber, and outside of it particularly, who have 
been fearful that the bill might a law. It mi i 
if it become a law, shatter the expectation of some iden 
candidate, and it would certainly take from the party to which I 
belong one of the great weapons with which it means to attack 
the Democracy d the coming campaign—the necessity for a 
change of the tariff—for two purposes; first, for protection; and 
secondly, for revenue. 

The bill proposed to raise the duties on carpets of one class 24 
per cent above the McKinley Act; toraise the tariff 15 per cent on 
cottons, when it was said here on this floor, by the repr sentative 
of the cotton interest, that the cotton schedule of the Wilson-Gor- 
man bill was the best schedule and the best tariff for cotton that 
had ever been made; to increase by 15 per cent the duties upon 
steel and iron, when the representatives of the steel and iron in- 
dustries in this country declared thatthe Wilson-Gorman Act had 
emn them afl they „or all they wished. If the Dingley 

were a law, the lican would be without an issue 
and could not attempt to make the t on this issue. They would 
have to take some other issue to avoid ee ae one W the 
poopie Jeee eee and that is the cial question as 
guished from the revenue question. They still have 
omised us a duty on wool, and tried thereby to hold usin the 
est in line, They would not have had much else to promise, 
except, perhaps, an increase on woolen goods, 

The trouble with the duty on woolen goods is not that it is too 
high or too low, but that Europe is in a condition where she can 
manufacture and must manufacture cheap goods. Shehas large 
foreign markets. She has largemarketsotherthan ours, and when 
the conditions here invited her imports she put her goods at such low 
rates that no American manufacturer, paying American wages, 
could compete with her. The foreign manufacturers are putting 
their goods at a price which is less than profitable, if the state- 
ments made in Europe are true. They are sending us which 
they manufacture with their cheap labor and which are not re- 
quired for the other markets. No tariff that you could put on 
goods would probably meet that condition. 

There would be nothing, I repeat, for the Republican party to 
make a campaign on with the tariff issue out of the way. The 

could not then probably avoid the financial question. But 

it can make the tariff the question, as it hasevidently been doing, 

if it can by repeated declarations through the public press and by 
its Senators on this floor, like the Senator from Ohio, who have 
largely the public ear, I will admit, make the people believe that 
after all the only gaion before the American people is one of 

oper import duties, then the sailing will be clear and plain. I 
Mink myself any nation that goes along and fails to provide for 
its expenditures and relies upon borrowing money for the purpose 
of 3 up its expenses is certainly unwise. But it might not 
be wise always to increase revenue. may be circumstances 
such as would excuse a nation from attempting to increase its 
revenue. If theSecretary of the Treasury is correct when he says 
that when be ies returns to the country and business revives 
the revenue will be equal to expenditures, it would not be wise to 
put an extra tax on the people, it would not be wise to tax tea or 
coffee or sugar, or put extra import dutieson woolens or anything 
else, if it were only with a view of raising revenue. 

I wish to say a word or two on the question of protection, for 
fear I may be misunderstood. I am a protectionist. I believe in 
3 American labor and American industries. I do not 

lieve in protecting them in a way that shall give to the manu- 
facturer an opportunity to unduly charge. I would so regulate 
the duties as to equalize the labor prices in this country and in 
Europe, and when that is done nobody ought to find any fault. 
If that is done you will have as much revenue as you need ordi- 
narily when times are good and consumption is at a normal rate. 

Mr. President, do we need the additional revenue? On a former 
occasion, on the 25th of February, the Senator from Ohio made a 
speech from which I have read an extract, and he means now, as 


he meant then, that the public shall understand that the sale of 
bonds in this country was necessitated because of lack of rev- 
enue. He yesterday said the same thing in substance. I think I 
can turn to it. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] in- 

nired of the Senator from Ohio whether he would vote for a 

uty on tea and coffee. I suppose the revenue question is not 
nearly so important as it was on the 25th day of February, or 
else the Senator has of raising revenue by some other 
method which he did not then have, for he then said he would 
vote for a tariff upon anything, it did not make any difference 
what. He specifically PAPES his willingness to vote for a tax 
on tea and coffee, But yesterday he said: 


No; I would not, for I would not throw the whole burden of taxation upon 
those who consume tea and coffee. 


* + + s 


There is nobody in this Chamber, there is nobody in this coun- 
try who knows better than the Senator from Ohio the sale of 
not a dollar of bonds was necessitated by lack of revenue. We 
have not sold bonds when anybody could d that we were in 
danger of not being able to meet our obligations We have sold 
bonds with a full Treasury. We have sold bonds with more than 
any other nation in the world can show to its credit. There has 
been no time, so says the President, that it was necessary to sell 
bonds. I will read what the President of the United States has 
= upon this subject. In the President’s annual message he 
——: ee a fan temo Dt 

Speaking of the financial condition: 

The important aration is not the 8 ae eer received in revenue 


I need not read it all. He says further on: 

It can not, therefore, be safe to rely upon increased revenues as a cure for 
Tt inte that the 555 of increased revenue as a remedy for the 
difficulties in 2 or dis- 


we are consid mar have originated in an intimation 
tinct al tion that the bonds which have been issued ostensibly to len- 
our reserve were really issued to supply insufficient revenue. oth- 
bg — further from the truth. 
mds were issued to 7 for the maintenance of our national credit. 
As has been shown, the us obtained has been drawn again from the 
Treasury upon United States notes and Treasury notes, 


Skipping—I need not read it all 

At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 
of the question of paying the expenses of Government with proceeds. 

Here is the declaration of the President of the United States 
that at no time when bonds have been issued have they been 
necessitated by the lack of money. 

The Secretary of the Treasury comes with his report and makes 
the same statement. In February the Government of the United 
States issued $100,000,000 of bonds. 

The cash balance in the Treasury on the Ist day of December, 1805, was 
77. 400.80. G2, being $98,072,420.30 in excess of actual gold reserve on that day. 

The Secretary says: 

While the situation does not noe any legislation for raising additional 
revenue by taxation at this time, it is such as to require the strictest economy 
in appropriations and public expenditures. 

Mr. President, that is a condition that must always exist in this 
country. I think that is a condition that always has existed. 
That is an obligation that has rested upon every man connected 


with this body and the other“ strict economy in appropriations 
and public expenditures.” 
The Secretary proceeds: 

With a complete return to the normal business conditions of the — i 
and a p legislative and executive supervision over expenditures, the 
revenue now in force will, in m 


on, yield —— means for the 
support of the public service “pon he basis now establisbed, and u 
the assumption, which seems to justified, that the progress now ng 
made toward the restoration of our usual state of prosperity will continue 
without serious interruption. 
And so on. 
I do not know what the deficiency is going to be this year, but 
I do know that the deficiencies on the 28th day of April for the 
ear were $24,247,517.83. On that day we had $273,522,338 in the 
ury. I repeat, there is not a nation on the face of the earth 
that holds $273,000,000 in its Treasury for ordinary p 1 
there is such a nation at all it is Russia, that is stated to have ac- 
cumulated a large amount, nobody knows how much, for war pur- 
s—not to be used 8 in case of an emergency for war. 
ere is more money in the Treasury than the people of the United 
States are willin ould be put there and there tied up. Every 
dollar of money that is pnt into the Treasury comes out of the cir- 
culation that is necessary in this country to maintain even the 
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present bad conditions of commerce and trade. 
seven months you have put into the Treasury $200,000,000 that 


Inside of twenty- 


had been in circulation. You drew out of the circulation of this 
country $200,000,000 and put it where it is of no more value to 
commerce and trade than it would be if it were in the depths of 


Sen. 

et, Mr. President, Senators rise here and wonder why it 
8 does not revive, why it is that prosperity does not 
come to us. We have had contraction at the rate of 8100, 000. 000 
a year, contraction since the Ist of February this year of $100,- 
„000, apparently in ignorance of a well-known and well-settled 
rinciple of political economy, that when you decrease the circu- 
tion of the zaone you destroy prices and you discourage enter- 

prise and retard all movements toward production. 

Mr. President, if there ever was a nation in the world that 
seems to be governed by imbeciles and men without thought or 
men without reason, it is fair to say we are now in the hands of 
that class of people. The history of the world does not show such 
contraction as we have voluntarily and deliberately and willingly 
taken it upon ourselves to create for the simple purpose of main- 
gc Sid gold standard, and nothing else. 

The Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] knows, and every man 
in this Chamber knows, that the $262,000,000 is a debt put upon 
this country to maintain the gold standard. And he knows, as I 
know. that the $262,000,000 is but the beginning of a debt that 
is to be put upon us if the gold standard is to be maintained. 
It will not do for the Senator to tell me or anybody else in this 
Chamber that revenue is what you want. What you want, Mr. 
President, is some system of finance that shall bring confidence to 
the people who create and produce, that shall encourage them in 
the ef that when they manufacture an article they want to 
sell they can sell it for as much at least as it cost. The absolute 
certainty exists to-day in every productive circle in the United 
States, and pretty nearly in the world, that he who produces to-day 
must sell to-morrow at a loss. 

Mr. President, the financial question is at the bottom of this 
trouble, not a lack of revenues. I do not intend myself to allow 
either the Senator from Ohio or anybody else to fool the people of 
this country with the idea that all you need is to pass the McKin- 
ley bill agam, and that then prosperity willcome. You will never 
see the McKinley bill reenacted, and if you did you would not see 
prosperity come from it. We have been promised all these years 
that if we would do this and if we would do the other thing pros- 
perity would be at our door. Every promise made has failed. 

I know that there is traversing the country and shouting a band 
of men who have labeled their candidate ‘‘the advance agent of 
3 Mr. President, the people who look to him as the 
savior find that they have been deluded and deceived. The 
agent of prosperity is not in sight, and he will not come into sight 
until this system of finance of ours is changed; until we return to 
the system which gave the people the agencies to do business with, 
so that we shall satisfy them that when they put their money in 
an enterprise and produce articles they may reap reward and 
advantage therefrom. 

Mr. President, I said I would not enter into a general discussion 
of the silver question, and I do not intend to doso. Ishould not 
have made any remarks at all on the pending bill but for the 
statement made yesterday by the Senator from Ohio that I thought 
needed a challenge, and I have challenged it. Of course the Sen- 
ator from Ohio may say that all you need is to pass the tariff bill 
and prosperity will come. I can only answer that, in my judg- 
ment, we are not suffering for want of more tariff. Wearesuffer- 
ing for want of two things in this country. One is that the par 
of exchange between the silver-using countries and this country 
shall be reestablished; and the other, that the people may know 
that as business proceeds and grows the Government of the United 
States, either by an open mint or oe some system of issuing paper 
money or some other method, will keep pace with the growth of 
commerce in its issue of currency. 

Mr. President, there is one rule that has been observed in all 
commercial countries everywhere for all time, and that is that 
as the business of the country increases so the currency of the 
country must increase in proportion. Here we are with 70,000,- 
000 people, the richest nation on the earth, with more natural 
advantages, with more intelligence, with more ambition, with 
more veka dang than any other nation without exception, and we 
are sitting here and watching the currency shrink and shrivel at 
the rate of $100,000,000 a year, while we witness the increase of 
ee of the country at a rate of 10,000,000 at least in a decade, 
and no provision made by which the people can secure additional 
means of doing business unless the national banks shall, in their 
generosity, come to our relief and issue more paper money. 

The national banks will not doit. The representatives of the 
national banks met in a bankers’ convention at Baltimere two 
years ago. All the wisdom of the banking interests of this coun- 
try was represented there, and they assume that they have all the 
financial wisdom there is. They appointed a committee, and their 


committee reported to the convention a system for the reorgani- 
zation of national banks. I think I may say that the entire metro- 
politan press of the country approved of it because it came from 
a bankers’ convention. I should say that the convention was held 
some time in the latter part of the summer, and in December we 
received a m from the President of the United States indors- 
ing it. A month later we received another message from the 
President—I will not say it was exactly a month, but it was later 
in which the President rather indicated that he had not perhaps 
thought as much about the system as he ought, and he believed, 
after all, it would not answer the purpose for which it was pro- 

. Inthe course of the next ninety days there was not a man 
anywhere so ignorant in this country as to defend that national 
banking system of the Baltimore convention. You could not find 

a banker who would do it, you could not find an authority upon 
banking who would doit. They absolutely abandoned it, and u 
to the present hour the bankers have had no system of R 
zation whatever. 

So we need not expect to look to the bankers to furnish us the 
money. They have $262,000,000 of bonds that they can bank on 
if they choose, and yet we see that no banking pa is being 
“issued; that is, none in excess of what was heretofore issued. We 
are simply going along increasing our commerce, increasing our 
trade, because we must do so by virtue of increased 8 
and we are making no arrangements whatever to give the people 
a proper currency to keep pace with the growth of the population 
and business. 

Mr. President, I have myself an idea that there is a method by 
which we can relieve the people of this country. Ido not know 
that I am correct. I will not insist that I am infallible upon the 
question. I may be in error. In my anxiety that the people 
should have some opportunity of recovering their saidin; re- 
storing the industries, bringing back prices where they ought to 
be brought, it is possible that I have thought so much of it and 
have been so anxious about it that my judgment may not be good. 
But in my judgment there is no one who has proposed any system 
in this country that will save this people except that of the free 
coinage of silver. 

The President of the United States said that he wanted to retire 
the greenbacks. The Senator from Ohio said on this floor that 
that would not do. The President of the United States wanted 
to meet the crisis in financial affairs by a further and a greater 
contraction of the currency. The Senator from Ohio was not 
willing to go to that extent and he said it ought not to be done. 
But yet the Senator said they ought to pile up the notes in the 
Treasa and keep them out of circulation. I believe the Senator 
from O 1o prepa in this Chamber that $100,000,000 of them 
should at all times be locked up in the Treasury and kept there— 
a permanent contraction. 

t brings me down to the question of appropriations. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] complains that we have 
put in this bill too many battle ships, and he has an amendment 
pending to reduce the number from four to two. I think the 
number in the bill is ample, but not too many. For myself I 
have always voted for reasonable appropriations for the defense 
of the country. Living as I do in a part of the country where no 
hostile foot can ever tread, I have never failed to vote the most 
liberal appropriations for the defense of the coasts and the com- 
merce of this land, and I shall continue to vote such appropria- 
tions until it shall appear that we are too poor to make them. 
And I believe as I stand here that the time will come, if we pur- 
sue the present financial system, when the people of this country 
will be too poor to make a gallant defense of their flag. 

Mr. President, I hope that when that time comes I will not be 
here to look upon the flag. But it will come unless we reform 
our financial system. There is no system that touches the people 
like the monetary system—the system affecting the currency and 
the use of money. A distinguished French writer once said that 
“false political economy, false ideas on economic questions in- 
5 into the administration of public affairs have caused 
to the people of the world more suffering, more anguish than all 
the wars, than all the pestilence, than all the famine that ever 
afflicted the human race.” He might have said with truth, and 
gone to sior OX his vindication, that false political economy 

brought about nearly all the great wars of ancient and mod- 
ern times. . 

People tell us you can not legislate prosperity. Mr. President, 
prosperity only comes by wise and prudent legislation. The cur- 
rency question comes home to every man, and when we adopt a 
false system of finance, a system that will make the great masses 
poor and the few rich, we are entering upon an era when we shall 
not dare to stand before the world and defend our flag or our 


honor, because we shall be afraid of the consequences which may 
flow from it. 

We saw, when the President of the United States sent here a 
message that awoke for a little while the patriotic impulses of 
the people of the United States, the fright that took possession of 
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the capitalists of the country, who put ahead of the honor and 
the dignity of the country the question of dollars and cents, and 
from the great commercial centers every one of us began to receive 
urgent messages to not disturb the trade and the traffic of the 
country.” You do not disturo the trade and traffic of the coun- 
try by standing by your flag, by vindicating the honor and the 
credit of the United States. I donot care about pursuing that 
further. I might say with reference to those people who put 
dollars and cents above sentiment, as they term it, and above 
patriotism, things that might sound unkind and unjust, but I 
shall leave that now. 

Mr. President, I am concerned, I freely admit, for the future of 
my country. I have stood in this Chamber and defended what I 
believe to be a correct mone system, not because the people 
of my State produce silver, not use the people of my State are 
locally interested, but because I believe that the peace and pros- 
perity, the morality and the religion of this country are dependent 
upon a sound and proper financial system. Ido not believe you 
can have patriotism and love of country while the people are in 
distress, Empty stomachs do not make patriots; destitute homes 
do not make liberty-loving men. No nation can maintain its 
freedom and its independence if it does not have as the substratum 
for its people to stand on pr rity, not toa few, buttoall. The 
system now in vogue is one calculated to make the rich richer and 

e poor poorer. Ido not intend to go into details; I do not in- 
tend to cite, as I could, statistics to show that the great laboring 
mass, the twenty-odd millions of men who till the soil, are practi- 
cally tilling it to-day without profit. They are farming, as was 
said of the English farmer by an Englishman not long since, for 
a bare subsistence. f 

The Senator from Ohio a short time since congratulated the Sen- 
ate and the country that this heresy, as he called it, of silver was 
at an end; and he told us then that the Republican y would 
adopt a gold-standard platform, or words to that effect, and put 
itself on the gold-standard plan. Mr. President, I want to tell the 
Senator from Ohio that I can not say what the Republican party 
will do; but it does look to me as if the time had come when the 

ublican party, which has been closer to the masses than any 
political party which was ever organized, a political party which 
was RAATS in the interest of the human race, a party that grew 
up to defend human liberty and human rights, that went into its 


first great campaign inscribing on its banner Free soil and free 
men —it does look as if the time had come when the party had 
reached the 


point where it is about to Lie Spe interest in the 
masses and follow the bidding and become the tool and agent of 
those who have no interest in the great body of mankind, whose 
sympathies never go out to the people, but are always with the 
dollars and cents. 

Not long ago the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] rather 
indicated that a few of us on this floor were not Republicans be- 
cause of our votes on the tariff. I resented the insinuation then 
as I resent it now. I am a Republican in the truest and best 
sense. I am a Republican who believes in the old tenets, the 
old faith. Mr. President, I helped to create the Republican party. 
I was in it before the Senator from Vermont, and I did not go 
into it, as he did, out of a dying and decaying party. I left the 
strong, aggressive Democratic forces when I entered into the Re- 
publican party. And I say to the Senator that I came into that 
party voluntarily; he must allow me to go out of it in the way I 
came in. He can not fix my line of conduct any more than a 
Democratic or Republican convention can command my con- 
science and my judgment. 

The times do not indicate e the times do not indicate 
peaceful conditions among the people; the times, I think, on the 
contrary, indicate a dissolution largely of present political organi- 
zations, and ultimately, I believe, a re-forming of political lines. 

The Senator from Ohio says that the silver question is dead. 
A few days after that declaration was made he might have seen 
the British Parliament declaring by resolution that it was to the 
interest of the English people to bring back the rate of exchange 
and to restore the parity that no longer exists between the gold- 
standard and silyer-standard countries. He might have seen a 
gathering a few days since, in one of the tcapitals of Europe, 
of the very best thought of the world, without exception, in the 
interest of silver. I regret that I have not here a letter which I 
received the other day from the most distinguished writer of pe 
litical economy in this country and whose reputation is world- 
wide. I meant to bring it here and read it to the Senate; I meant 
to put it against the Senator’s declaration that the silver cause is 
dead, but I have forgotten to bring it. This writer of whom I 
speak is not afree-coin: man. He does not believe, as I believe, 
in the United States being able alone to solve this question, but 
he does believe, as I believe, that this question of bimetallism, as 
he puts it “ of international bimetallism,” is the cause of civiliza- 
tion; and I ask permission to insert the entire letter as an appen- 
dix to m Ba gece > one f j 

The VIC PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, in my judgment this question 
is the cause of civilization. I believe as firmly as I believe I am 
here that the welfare of mankind is bound up in a proper solu- 
tion of this question. I believe that you are now facing the 
greatest danger which Christendom has ever faced. I believe we 
stand in the face of the Asiatic pur as it has been properly 
called, from the hordes of Asia with their cheap labor, with their 
ingenuity, with their ability to live upon food upon which we 
could not exist, who will become the active competitors with our 
laborers all over this country and those of Europe as well. No 
student of history can fail to see where we shall go. Itis not a 
question of supposition; it is a question of certainty. We can 
not compete with them. Talk about tariffs! 
paltry per cent that you have been able to put upon American 
manufactures keeping out from our competition the products of 
China and Japan and India! Mr. President, it can not be done. 
You are giving them now a bounty of nearly 100 per cent, and 
you can not start even until you restore the rates of exchange; 
and you can only do that by making silver and gold equal atsome 
raté fixed by law. 

I am not easily frightened. I have taken up this question with 
care, and I have studied it as becomes me and as it mes you 
to study it. Ican see the 400,000,000 of Chinamen—a great, stal- 
wart people, with a civilization which we despise, but a civiliza- 
tion better fitted for 8 by a hundred per cent than ours 
with a civilization of which the burdens are nothing com 
with the burdens of our civilization; a people trained by thou- 
sands of years of industry and deprivation; a A gs who go to 
death with the same se fab that they go to the table; a poopie 
who will live in huts and sleep in dungeons, and who practically 
despise the comforts that we must of necessity have—I can see 
them, I say, marching forward in their battle of industry to the 
astonishment and injury of the civilized world. It was said not 
long since by a writer that in this country and cog ad we labor 
for the comforts of life; in those countries they labor for the 
necessities of life. 

More than one-half of the whole population of the globe is being 
stimulated into industry and into activity by our baneful system 
of finance, and we shall build up in the Asiatic countries manu- 
factures to such an extent that, when once they are created, they 
can not be destroyed. I see the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Piatt] sitting in front of me. Recently from his State capital 
went to Japan to manufacture straw mats. Capital has gone 
from England to all the Chinese ports where ropeans are 
allowed to live, and the Chinamen themselves are building great 
manufacturing establishments to compete with American and 
European laborers. Do not let any man tell me that he is anxious 
to 8 to the American laborer that system of which 
will give him fair compensation, and then knowingly vote for a 
system that gives to his competitors a bounty of 100 per cent. 

We are told that we who would not vote to take up this nonde- 
script bill, which the Senator himself says is no Republican meas- 
ure, are not protectionists. The protection system its greatest 
enemy in the gold-standard party. I say you can not maintain 
in this country both the gold-standard and the protective system; 
and if yon do maintain it you can not,destroy the competition of 
which I have spoken, which is being built up in Asiatic countries 
to pompes with American labor. 

If I desired to consume the time of the Senate I could produce 
the most alarming statements with reference to the growth of 
manufactures in China, Japan, and India; but I need not do so, 
The reports of our consuls, the English consular reports, and the 
French consular reports all tell the same story; but though one 
should rise from the dead and proclaim the truth, I have not any 
idea that it would cha: the minds of the average gold-standard 
advocates. They have heard this again and in, and they have 
shut their ears to it. As to those who believe in the doctrine that 
trade should be free as air, Ido not wonder, but as to those who 
profess that my are in favor of protecting American labor and 
American capital, I can not conceive how they can see the growth 
of manufactures in Japan and China and India and in the silver 
oannes of South America and Mexico without some perturbation 
and fear. 

Mr. President, when I took the floor I did not intend to speak 
at length on this subject. I simply meant to say, in response to 
the statement of the Senator from Ohio, that there was an abun- 
dance of money in the Treasury, that there was no necessity for 
any increased revenue, and that it was better for the country that 
we should spend the money we have in the Treasury than that we 
should leave it therelocked up. It would be better to-day if that 
$270,000,000 were afloat in the circles of commerce and trade than 
to have it there. 

If we could but disabuse our minds of this foolish notion that. 
we ought to keep in the Treasury a great amount of gold, so that 
those who want to export gold can get it without cost except its 
face or money value, we should take an important step in the 
right direction. We know very well if they go to the banks for 

d they must pay something besides its face value. If we can 


Talk about the 


* 


— 


4558 


but disabuse the authorities who hold the money of the idea that 
it is their duty to pay in gold, and if we com them to pay in 
silver, which is a legal tender and which is as valuable as gold 
for every purpose in the world except that of e „then there 
would be an end of the necessity for gold in the J, and if 
d continues to be it will go from the banks and not 
the United States $ 
Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate for having 
said so much. I have said it because I believed it was a duty on 
my part that I should. I believe that now is the time that every 
American citizen should take hold of this question, and if we are 
wrong let the fact be known. I believe that the American people 
as a people are decidedly in favor of the use of silver as money. 
The Senator from Ohio, as I said, congratulated us on the death 
of silver. Since that time there have been great gatherings of 
the American people declaring for silver. True, they have 
almost entirely composed of members of only one of the great 
political 3 the Democratic party, which, with the 
tion of the New England States, uniformly declared 
VVV h 
e are wn during the coming summer, when 
the political organizations shall 
may be that one.of these great political parties which has been in 
existence for many years will be the champion of silver. If that 
should be the case, then every man will have — D 
this silver question where he thinks it belongs. For myself, 
President, it belongs in the front of everything that we can 
desire. There is nothing which this nation can do, in my judg- 
ment, that would bring . the country so 3 — y and 
so surely as to open our mints to free coinage of silver; there 
is nothing, in my judgment, that this great nation can do which 
will bring upon it such great disasters as to adhere tothe gold 


Llook with fear and trembling to see what that great political 
ization with which I have acted for forty years will do. 
WI it take the side of the masses? Will it take the side which I 
believe leads to ty? Will it take the side which will save 
to the thousands and tens of thousands of struggling men the 
homes they are bound to lose if we continue on the gold standard, 
or will it yield to this seductive, false, and lying idea of sound 
money” and declare for the gold standard? 

If the Republican party becomes the party of the gold-standard 
people, from 3 day that it so declares, in my judgment, its dis- 
integration will begin. 

Iam often asked, Mr. President, what I will do if the political 

with which I have been connected and to which I am at- 

ed and of whose record, on the whole, I am ud—what I 
will do if that party adopts the gold standard an itself in 
line with those who are demanding that gold, and gold alone, shall 
measure the values of the world. I have no hesitationdn saying 
here, Mr, President, as I have said before, that whenever the polit- 
ical organization to which I belong ceases to represent my senti- 
ments and my judgment on t and fundamental principles I 
shall cease to act with it. en the Democratic „in which 
I had been brought up, in which I was educated, and to which I 
had an attachment growing out of the fact that my people had 
been members of it ever sitfce it was ized, and because I had 
been taught to believe in its principles, e, as I believed, the 
of oppression and wickedness, I got out of it and I went into 

e party which represented my views and my ideas, although it 


was then a weak and sy e party. A 

Mr. President, I should despise myself, holding the views I do, 
if I should lift my hand to put in power any man who could from 
the Executive Chamber use the test influence to continue the 
existing of finance. Holding, as I do, that the interest of 
the whole race is wrapped up in this question; that it is not oy 
for our interest, but the interest of the world—for I believe 
peoples are interested in it, and that if we do not restore the par 
of exchange between the gold-standard and the silver-using coun- 
tries inside of a generation that we shall transform Christendom 
into Asiatic conditions and we shall put the laborers of Christen- 
dom under Asiatic pay as well as under Asiatic conditions—be- 
lieving that, as I do, I should despise myself, as you ought to 
despise me, if I did not lift my voice against a system threatening 
each danger; and if I should lift my voice one way and vote an- 
other, you would have a right to accuse me of h risy and deceit. 
As I speak, Mr. President, so shall I vote, in the interest, as I be- 
lieve, of the great masses of men in this country; and in the inter- 
est, as I believe, of the great masses of men throughout Christen- 
dom. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

I present to the Senate two letters which I have received, which 
I should desire to go into the RECORD with my remarks but for 
the fact that both of them are, I think, a little too voluminous for 
that purpose. I should like, however, to have them published as 
adocument. One of them is on the money question and is from 
a former member of Congress from the State of Ohio, well known 
to very many Senators here. It is an able letter, well written, 


themselves for battle, it | alm 


temperate in tone and character. The other is a letter addressed 
to this ex-member of Congress by a very prominent business man 
in Ohio, a man, as I understand, of large wealth and high char- 
acter. ile there are some things in the letter to which I.do 
not fully agree, yet the writer presents what he says is the condi- 
tion of the country and what he thinks is the remedy, etc., and I 
think it is well worthy of perusal. I ask that the two letters may 
be printed together as a document. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
ma Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. 


APPENDIX. 


1 
Perhaps if I Sony stating my views for. publication T 
ible miscons 


ception; but if the words be taken as they were meant, I stand 
on™” pemp pee 


S, bout should be —— ered too high price. Tbelieve that — — 
a a 8 

have suffered to an enormous extent from y 

exci the break of gauge — which followed the monetary measures of 


been among the chief causes e crises, 
ota a y the last twenty-three years. I am fully ready to 


of civilizati 
astrous measure, and every step since taken in tha’ on has 
fresh evils. All intelligent monometallists now admit that universal d 


ble. The old bimetallic world is thus to be 


left permanently divided into two monometallic worlds, trade between Which 
mu — to incessant and often wide and violent filuctustions of 
exchange. ? 
While h these I believe that the United States have suffered 
far interest in 


Par — — 8 : — the restoration of 
bime than any coun urope, and I am altogether to any 
action af oar Government alana, 

Very truly, yours, FRANCIS A. WALKER. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I may be , probably, 
through co to the Senator from Colorado . TELLER], to 
make some brie lr the speech he has just made. 

I know that the tor from Colorado is an honest man; he 
has strong convictions, the strongest of all of which is that silver 
is the loadstone of ity. I always a man who 
stands up for his opinions, whether they be os ro Most 
of the Senator's argument has been repeated to us 
necessarily so, because the Senator has often spoke 
ject. He has said many things to which I should like to reply, 

ut I do not care to do so except as to some few points. 

The Senator believes that the free coinage of silver, which means 
a dollar worth 50 cents in gold, will be the salvation of the coun- 
try. He says that at some time I boasted of the death of silver. 
Lam not conscious of ever having made such a remark in my life. 
On the contrary, I claim that the policy which I have sought to 
pursue since the depreciation of silver has been to use more silver 
coin than was ever used before in our own country, and itis asig- 
nificant fact that all the countries in the world in which gold is 
the standard—that is, all the countries of Europe, all of which are 
upon the same basis as we are, the gold standard—use more silver 
than ever before; but it is purchased at market price and coined 
at the old ratio and maintained at par with gold coin precisely as 
we do. Therefore, when it is attempted to ne the public 
mind and convey the impression that we who believe in the stand- 
ard of gold and the use of silver to the largest extent possible are 
the enemies of silver it is a great mistake. That is a blind fad 
that ought not to be repeated, and it seems to me ought to be 
abandoned by my honorable friend. 

The Senator said several things to which I wish very briefly to 
reply. He talked about the McKinley law as if all the Repub- 
licans on this side of the Chamber were committed to all the pro- 
visions of the McKinley law. There was a great deal of difference 
of opinion between the two Houses when that bill was pending. 
As it was framed in the House of resentatives and sent over 
here I believe it was a very good b After it was sent here it 
was tly modified by the Senate. It might as well be called 
the eKinley-Allison- drich bill as by any other name, for the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] probably had as 
active an influence and power in controlling the terms of that bill 
as anyone. 

On the whole, the McKinley Act was a good measure. It was 
weakened, however, in my opinion, uy the reciprocity clauses, but 
not, however, in the opinion generally of those who voted for it, 
I believe the reciprocity clauses which were added to the McKin- 
ley bill in the Senate tended to weaken it as a revenue measure, 
and that the results of all the treaties and agreements made for 
reciprocal probavao of prođucts on speçial terms between the 
United States and other countries ended in a loss of revenue. 
Still, in spite af all, the McKinley law would undoubtedly have 
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furnished enough money to carry on the ordinary operations of 
the Government but for the election of Mr. Cleveland and the 
events that followed. As a matter of course, the McKinley law 
was attacked during the Presidential contest of 1892. The Car- 
negie strikes and financial stringency weakened the Republican 
party. The result was that Mr. Cleveland was elected President. 

The very fact that the Democratic party came into power in the 
executive branch and in the two Houses of was a threat 
against the McKinley law, a declaration that it would be S 
and therefore at once im tions under the McKinley law largely 
fell off. But in spite of it all the MeKinley law, Which has been 
so much condemned, did furnish enough money to carry on the 
operations of the Government, with the aid of the internal revenue 
laws. After the close of the Administration of General Harrison, 
at the end of the fiscal year on the 1st day of July, 18903, some five 
or six months after the incoming of the present Administration, 


when Mr. Cleveland was ident, there was a surplus in the 
revenue of over $2,000,000. t 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him 
a yee 


Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not a fact that in each of the months of 
November, December, January, and February preceding Mr. 
Cleveland’s inaugaration there was a deficiency? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may have been 80 

Mr. TELLER. Amounting to over 84, 000,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The defeat of the Republican party and the 
certainty of the repeal of the McKinley Act would have produced 
that result. I have no doubt whatever that if the Republican 
party had prevailed in 1892 the McKinley law would have fur- 
nished ample revenue. That is my opinion. 

As soon as Mr. Cleveland was el his first idea was the repeal 
of the law for the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver per month, 
commonly called the Sherman Act, a misnomer, I think, because 1 
Was the last man to agree to it, and have regretted it every moment 
since, because I honestly believed it was not wise to continue the 

of silver. But in order to prevent the of a meas- 


— The honorable Senator from Maryland 
y 


This did not eee of the free coi of 
silver, about which I have something to say hereafter. ere 
are several fatal defects in the Wilson Act. i 
one in practical administration, as now stated even by Democratic 
officials, is the ad valorem pri a which was adopted in levyi 
duties upon im souls. 2 ad valorem ‘system has 
found to be faulty in every country in the world where duties are 
imposed upon importations. You can not rely upon the prices 
stated in the invoices under the ad valorem system. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from Ohio tell me, if he please, 
why they adopted the ad valorem system in the woolen ule 
of the McKinley Act? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are certain classes of goods as to which 
the ad valorem system must be adopted. 

Mr. MILLS. Ah! 

Mr. SHERMAN. But wherever an article can be assessed by 
a specific duty it ought to be done. 

Mr. FRYE. You had both as to woolens. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know we had both in woolens. On wool 
the duty was specific, so much a pound. On woolens, on account 
of the value varying 100, 200, and perhaps 500 per cent, it was 
necessary to have a compound of those duties. But the principle 
adopted in what is called the Wilson Act is the ad valorem system, 
and now the officers of the Government, Democrats all, claim and 
admit that the ad valorem system has led to great undervaluation 
and therefore to a large loss of revenue. 

Mr. MILLS, The tor from Ohio must ‘recollect that his 


party always,in imposing duties on woolen goods, have declared 
that the specific tax on the woolen goods was simply to compen- 
sate for the tax on wool. Is not that true? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I do not think it is true. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, unquestionably, 


Mr. There never was an ad valorem tax on wool 
that Lknow of. 

Mr. MILLS. It never has been denied anywhere, and that the 
ad valorem tax is on the manufactured goods for the! benefit of 
the manufacturer. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Where the duty can be specific, as in the case 
of wool, here it is levied by the pound. I think it should be fixed 
by u specific rate, but in the case of ma goods it is im- 
possible to fix a specifio duty, because they are so different in value. 
A piece of broadcloth of the finest quality would weigh far less 
than a coarser product, and yet it would be man times as valua- 
ble. In such a case an ad valorem rate is unavoidable. The two 
rates must be combined. But the ee of add valorem 
rates adopted in the Wilson Act un tedly added to the 
deficiency of revenue. 

Now, there is another matter. I do not want to go over these 
= very fully. Weare told that the Dingley bill would not 

ve been su in the Senate. We could easily have passed 
the Dingley bill but for the omnipresent and omniscient question, 
in the eyes of some Senators, the free coinage af silver. When 
the bill went to the Committee on Finance, what was done with 
it? Was it considered in detail? No; simply because a majority 
of the committee were not only to the tariff bill. but were 
in favor of the free coinage of silver. Then the unusual, I might 
almost say illegal, method was adopted of offeringas an amendment 
or substitute for the tariff bill the provision for the free coinage of 
silver. Thus this omniscient silver head was thrust into a contro- 
versy where it was conceded on all hands that there was necessity 
for the increase of the revenues of the Government. Who did 
that? I am not here to complain. The Senator from Colorado 
pr TELLER] to whom I am repl voted swith ‘the:rest, there 

ing several on this side of the ber, with the Democrats also. 
What I have always claimed and what I now claim is that the 
eee eee 8 with 5 3 3 
adopt the single standard of silver, to adop i ‘coinage o 
silver, themselves voted or their friends, «a majority at least, 
voted: for the free coinage of silver and then made it impossible 
to pass any revenue law. 

My honorable friend the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
yesterday talked a good deal about the Dingley bill. It was 
slaughtered. in the house of its friends by his vote as well as 
the votes of all others Who, While believing in the gold or 
standard of value and the use of silver as contingent, voted to 
defeat the bill by the adoption of the free coinage of silver. That 
is the history of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio does not mean to say 
that I voted for that 8 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not say who did. I know that a ma- 
jority of the Senate voted for it, and I think a majority of the 
, es te did, but lam not sure. I Will take the Senator's word 
for it, whatever it is. 

Mr. GORMAN. There was, and there is, an element on both 
sides of the Chamber, ibly a majority, irreconcilably opposed 
to such action. I thi a e of ‘Democrats voted for 
the free-coinage amendment to the bill; a very large minority of 
them voted against it. Av la minority of the Senator’s 
eh on the other side of the voted for the free coinage 
of silver. 

Mr. SHERMAN. -A-small minority of this side voted for free 
coinage, and a large majority on the other side did, as I remem- 
ber. I do not recall the votes 5 Senators, nor do I 
care. It is not material. It is ient to know that the raw 
head and the bloody bones of silver killed any attempt to add to 
the revenues of the Government. It is not the fault of the Re- 
publican party or of the Democratic party. It is because this 
new question is thrust into every other matter that is presented 
to the Senate, and I trust that in the present campaign a bold and 
manly stand will be taken by both sides, every man acting accord- 
ing to his j t, and that the question will be settled. If it 
is settled in favor of silver, then we will have dollars that will 
have the ce power of only half of the present dollar. If 
we stand by the present standard we will have a standard that is 
adopted in nearly all the principal civilized nations of the world. 

Mr. PEFFER. Dollars twiee as valuable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the question Iam debating now. 
Lam perfectly willing to abide by the action of the people of the 
United States and of future Congresses. That is all I care 
to say about the Dingley bill. 

The honorable Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said I was 
inconsistent, in that in a speech I made in January last I said I 
would vote for any tax, ‘for a tax on tea or coffee or 80 1 
Say now. Rather than have this Congress adjourn with a grow- 
ing deficiency, 1 would vote for almost any kind of a duty; but I 
do not propose to allow the other side of the Chamber to designate 
precisely what those dutiesshall be. I wish to be consulted about 

t. We Republicans have nearly a majority here, and while I 
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would vote very cheerfully, as ameasure of temporary relief, for 
a tax on tea and coffee and sugar, a moderate tax to aid in sup- 


port of the Government under its present circumstances, yet I 
would not make the whole burden of increased taxation fall upon 
the le who drink tea and coffee. 

e Senator from Maryland asked me if I would be willing to 
take a tax on tea and coffee as a substitute for all other measures. 
I said no. But if tea and coffee and sugar and other articles of 
that kind should contribute their portion of the taxes, so as to dis- 
tribute their burden among our people fairly, without making it 
fall upon those articles consumed largely by the poorer classes, 
then, as a matter of cotirse, I would be willing to vote for a mod- 
erate tax on tea and coffee and sugar and many other articles that 
might be named. But the idea of levying $50,000,000 of taxation 
on tea and coffee never entered into the mind of anybody except 
my honorable friend the Senator from Maryland; and I do not 
. he would vote for such a proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. ill the Senator from Ohio pardon me for 
interrupting him? 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggested to the Senator yesterday what 
every intelligent man in this country knows, that with the pres- 
ent divisions in this pode it is utterly impossible to pass any rev- 
enue measure that trenches upon party lines and party ideas, and 
hence it was that I asked him if he would aoe a 
im a revenue duty of 25 per cent on tea and c 

r. SHERMAN. You propose to put on revenue duties only. 

Mr. GORMAN. A less duty than is imposed on any other 
article on the list, when the Senator knows, as I know, that the 
imposition of such a tax would not increase by a farthing the cost 
of either tea or coffee to the consumers of the United States. 

. SHERMAN. The proposition made by the Senator was 
that we would drop out of all of that bill which he denounced—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Les; strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. SHERMAN, _And put a tax upon tea and coffee, 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the proposition. I do not believe 
the Senator would vote for it. There would be such a complaint 
made by the women of the land that he could not live here safely 
if such a tax were proposed. I do not think any sensible man 
would propose to levy $60,000,000 on tea and coffee, leaving sugar 
to go free, and allowing all the various articles of importation to 
come in free of duties except such as are levied by existing law. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator misunderstands me, and I know 
he would like to have the fact stated accurately. I did not sug- 
gest that we should levy $60,000,000 on tea and coffee. 

Mr. GRAY. Or leave sugar go free. 

Mr. GORMAN, Or let sugar go free. I let the tariff stand 

recisely as it isnow. That is a party measure for which the 
Democratia party is responsible. It has not produced revenue 
enough and there is an emergency. I suggested to the Senator 
that he take those two items, tea and coffee, and put a revenue 
duty of about 25 per cent on them, which would bring into the 
Treasury directly about $30,000,000,a sufficient amount to cover 
the deficit at least for this year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is sufficient to say that every Republican 
would resent such a tax. Weare in favor of taxing so that it will 
necessarily incidentally protect American industries. We think 
that those taxes ought mainly to be levied upon articles that are 
imported from Europe and compete with our own industries, so 
that to the extent of the incidental protection our own industries 
will be built up and fostered. That is the Republican idea. 

Mr. GOR . Now, what—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Democratic idea—let me state it—as I 
understand it, is to be absolutely indifferent as to the effect on our 
own domestic productions of taxation by tariff upon goods im- 
ported into this country. It seeks to Ee a tax upon such articles 
as tea and coffee and sugar and the like, which enter into every 
family and homestead in the land, and to make those articles bear 
the burdens of this great Government of ours. 

Mr. MILLS. Not all of the burdens. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio has stated the differ- 


ence between the two parties. He knows the impossibility of our 
coming to; 
Mr. SH 


ether on these lines in this body as it is now organized. 
RMAN. With a Democratic President in the White 
House, a Republican House of Representatives, and a plurality of 
Republicans in the Senate Chamber, is it expected of us that we 
shall surrender to you everything 
Mr. GORMAN. No; I do not 
Mr. SHERMAN. And adopt your creed and your principles? 
On the contrary, we expect to overthrow you, if the good time 
should come. e are doing it in a friendly way. When we of- 
fered you the Dingley bill, if the Democratic party had pro- 
posed reasonable amendments to the bill, anything that would 
strengthen the revenue, which was just and fair, they would have 
been accepted with 5 The Committee on Finance, 
as I said before, was evenly divided between the two great par- 


roposition to 


O — 


ties. We had no advantage whatever on the important question. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] has strong opinions, and 
he was in favor of the free coinage of silver. Every Democratic 
member of the committee voted with him, and thus created this 
very embarrassment. A single Democrat would have saved us. 
Had the ping bill been taken up in order, it could have been 
amended and c so as to meet the judgment of the consid- 
erate men of the Senate of both political parties. It is far from 
being a Republican measure. Every Republican would scout 
it as a Republican measure. It is a measure designed to relieve 
a Democratic Administration upon the call of their ident. and 
itis Bothi alie, We would have yielded largely to our Demo- 
cratic friends upon a temporary tariff which was to last only un- 
til the time when we hoped to make a better tariff—that is, some 
time next year. 

There is another thing. My honorable friend, the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], has spoken of the issue of bonds, why 
they were issued, the amount of money that has been collected 
and held in the Treasury in consequence of the issue of bonds. I 
say now to the Senate, with full e e I am absolutely 
correct, that there is no.law on the statute k by which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States can issue any bond for the purpose 
of meeting deficiencies. There is at this moment no law in exist- 
ence which authorizes the President to sell a bond of the United 
States to pay deficiencies created by lack of revenue. But the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to sell bonds to provide 
for the resumption and maintenance of specie 3 The 
resumption act provides that he may sell bonds of a certain char- 
acter and description in order to meet and maintain resumption, 
to pay the notes which are presented. 

All the bonds which have been 3 sold were sold for that 
ge gs The Administration has used the money to some extent 
or did use it for a while, for the purpose of bolstering up and 
paying the deficiencies as they occurred. But it was soon found, 
when notes were presented and gold paid for them, that if the 
notes were immediately paid ont ret would again be presented 
and thus the endless chain which the President of the United 
States described would go on. To put a stop to the endless chain 
they had to hold perforce the notes that were presented for re- 
demption until there was demand for gold. That is necessarily 
true in cases of banks and all other institutions which issue paper 
money. When the time comes when notes are presented for pay- 
ment they must pay them and hold them until they can issue them 
again at par with the standard money of the country. That opera- 
tion is necessarily the result of fear created by want of revenue, 

More than all else that now creates the disturbance in our coun- 
try is the deficiency of revenue. If a man is deficient in his rev- 
enue at the end of the year he is miserable. If he has a little 
surplus over he is happy. So it is in the great affairs of a country. 
Any nation that is compelled to expend more money in time of 
peace than the revenues of the Government amount to is on the 
road to ruin, just as any man who spends more money than his 
income or than he earns is sure to go to the poorhouse in the end. 
That is the difficulty. The very fact that there has been a defi- 
ciency of revenue from the beginning of this Administration 
caused the doubt and now creates the uncertainty. 

The President and the 8 of the Treasury were perfectly 
justified in pursuing the course they have followed. They could 
not have done otherwise. Su they had refused payment of 
United States notes in gold. e result would have been that our 
money would have at once fallen below par and a disturbance 
in foreign and domestic trade would have occurred. They did 
right. Though I hold far different opinions from them on many 
questions, yet I stand here and say boldly and openly that in man- 
aging our financial affairs during the present condition of things 
1 think the 8 of the Treasury and the President have done 
their full duty, and I could say no more if there were a Republican 
President in office. 

There are one or two things which were said yesterday by m 
friend, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], to which 
wish to call attention. He talked a good deal about economy. 
He is opposed to large appropriations, He wants the Goyern- 
ment to be kept within its means, and yet I am told he has been 
yery liberal to Maryland; that after doing all that is proposed b 
the House of Representatives for their local interests, he secur 
an appropriation here in the river and harbor bill for $400,000 for 
the harbor at Baltimore. Heis always careful of hisown and the 
people of his State. He has not, so far as I know, voted against 
any of the propositions to add to the enormous sums that have 
been put upon the e bills. I think he is about as lib- 
eral in the use of public money as anybody I know of, and yet he 
arraigns the Republican party for being extravagant. 

I shall not confess the sins of my party, but if I had the power 
I would not appropriate one dollar in excess of what naturally 
would come into the under existing laws. If I were an 
executive officer, as Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Carlisle are, I would not 
pay out one dollar of any appropriation that was notrequired to pay 


ess. 
ow such a 


provide some means of 


panona over receipts. 


seems to me the real difficulty that now stares usin the face is not 

the free coinage of silver, not the standard of value, but the defi- 

ciency in revenue of the Goyernment to meet the requirements of 

the public service. That is the trouble. The silver question 

mer be settled by the people of the United States. I do not care 
OW soon. 

My own opinions on the subject are perfectly known and I 
need not repeat them. I believe that it is wise for this country, 
as the richest and-most powerful one in the world, to hold to that 
standard which is recognized by all the chief civilized nations of 
the world. I amin favor of gold as the standard of value, but I 
am in favor of the use of silver to the largest amount possible. 
I will go far, perhaps farther than anyone else here, in a negotia- 
tion with foreign nations to establish some ratio between the two 
metals, so that there will be no deception in money. The gold 
standard is better for every business man, for every man conduct- 
ing business affairs, and it is better for every laboring man. 
Nowhere in the world does the laboring man get as many dollars 
of as high purchasing power as are paid to him for all kinds of 
labor in the United States of America. No one will suffer more 
severely than he by a lowering of the standard of value. Every 
laboring man can buy more under this system with his money 
than any other. It seems to me we ought not to disturb the par- 
ity of the two coins of silver and gold. 

Let this question be decided by the people of the United States. 
Let the two spinel pardo of the country state honestly their opin- 
ions, one way or the other, and then we will be able to settle the 
matter in the next Congress. Debate here, a controversy or con- 
versation between the Senator from Colorado and myself, willnot 
settle matters. He calls me, what is it? a gold bug. [Laughter.] 
Well, sir, Lam a gold bug. 

8 R. I think if the Senator from Ohio will look over 
my speeches he will find that I have never called him a gold bug. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is somebody else. 

Mr. TELLER. I have never used the term. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the common term 9 to those 
who believe gold is the better standard of value. I can have no 
interest in a question of that kind. I am neither a miner nor an 
owner of gold or silver. I believe in that money which measures 
fairest and best the production and property of the people of the 
United States. I believe the United States would go a grade 
down in the family of nations if it undertook to establish as the 
standard of value a metal one-half in value of what is now con- 
sidered the standard and upon which all the contracts for forty 
res have been made by the people of the United States. We 

onestly differ about that. There is no power to settle that differ- 
ence except the people of the United States of America. I spree 
in this case to them, not upon the arguments I have presented, but 
upon the broad lines of public policy—of faithfully and honestly 

rforming all contracts and obligations. This is the issue now 

fore the ple. Let it be tried if possible without heat or 
ion and so as to promote the honor and prosperity of the 

nited States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio repeats 
what the oe people always state when they make a 
speech, ereisnotas h made that does not have in it the state- 
ment that if you go to coinage you will have a 50-cent dollar. 
The fact is you have a two-dollar dollar now, and that is what is 
the trouble with this coun The dollar of this country to-day 
measures twice what it to measure; it commands twice the 
products. There are several countries in the world that have free 
coinage. notably Mexico and Japan, and neither of them has a 50- 
cent dollar. It is a notorious fact which no one will deny who is 
at all acquainted with the conditions (and if anyone doubts my 
statement he can take the consular reports from Mexico and Japan 
and find that I make a correct statement) that the parchasini 
power of the Mexican dollar and the Japaneseyen, which is equiva- 

ent to a dollar practically, is as great now as it was thirty years 
ago. That is true of the Mexican dollar, which circulates all over 
Asia, in the Straits Settlements, in China, and to some extent, 
mogn not much, in India; it will buy as much as it ever 1 1 ape 
The India rupee, equivalent at its face value to about 2 shillings 


XXVIII— 286 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


4561 


of Sonun money, will buy just as much asit would ever buy. 


There has been no depreciation, or. in other words, there has been 
no rise of prices when measured by the three kinds of money that 
I have mentioned in the countries in which they circulate. The 
Japanese money, which is the standard there, is about the same 
as the Mexican dollar, and it buys just as much as it used to buy. 
When the Japanese pays his workmen he pays them just what he 
used to pay them in silver. When the Mexican pays his workmen 
he pays them just what he used to pay themin silver. If he wants 
to buy material for his manufacture, he pays the same price if it is 
home raised and home produced. The same may be said of India. 

Now, why does the Senator from Ohio say there will be a 50- 
cent dollar? There has been no 50-cent dollar in the countries 
that have maintained free coinage. The theory of the Senator is 
that gold has advanced, and if we went to coining silver it would 
be worth half as much, or worth in its dollar state just as much 
as in its bullion state. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into any discussion of that 
point, except to oe that the moment you opened your mint and 

ave to the silver dollar the same power that you gave to the gold 

ollar for every purpose whatever in the domestic economy, at 
least of this country, it would be equivalent to gold. It is equiva- 
lent to gold to-day. While silver not access to the mint, the 
American silver dollar will buy as much anywhere as the gold 
dollar. You can not use it, perhaps, as readily for exc 
that is, you can not send it abroad; and yet, if you take with you 
to Europe an American silver dollar there are a number of coun- 
tries where it will bring a premium over its face. If you had a 
million American silver dollars in the city of London you could 

t credit for a million dollars; you would not get credit for 

500,000, because while those dollars could not be converted into 
English money, or French money, or any other kind of money by 
melting, they will come back here and be used. So we have had 
no cheap money in this country, notwithstanding the assertion of 
the Senator to the contrary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. [I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator believe that with free coin- 
age the silver dollar would maintain its present purchasing power? 
Lask the Senator if all the world should have the privilege of en- 
tering our mints tocoin their silver into dollars how much silver 
would be brought here? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care to weary the Senate again with 
repeating the argument. I have spent hours in the Senate to show 
that the American silver dollar, if we had free coinage, would be 
just as as the gold dollar. I do not believe there would 

any distinction whatever. All the talk about the English silver 
or the French silver coming here is nonsense, as I think we have 
demonstrated a dozen times. 

The Senator from Ohio mre in addition that we are using a 
large amount of silver. Mr. President, it does not make any dif- 
ference about the amount of silver you are using; you are using 
it in subordination to gold; you make gold the standard. Gold is 
the measure of prices and not silver. So far as the influence of 
silver upon commerce and trade is concerned you might just as 
well have paper money, because it is in subordination. What we 
try to do is to put the two metals together and make one the equal 
of the other, so that they shall measure the values in this country 
and enhance the value of products. If the Senator from Ohio 
does not think that is valuable and necessary to the prosperity 
of the country he wants to oppose it, and I suppose that is what 
he does mean. He wants low prices. We want reasonable prices. 
He wants prices as they are now. We want prices that will give 
to the producer some margin for that which he has produced. 
We want prices that will give to the American farmer more than 
a fair living, prices that Will enable him to pay his debts and to 
maintain himself in comfort, as he is entitled to be maintained. 
That is what the fight is for, Mr. President. It - is not to secure 
low prices. 

Then the Senator from Ohio appeals to the labor of the country. 
He means by that the men who work by the day. Who are the 
laborers? Not the men who take a dollar a day or 50 cents a 
day, but the men who till the soil—the 20,000,000 farmers and 
farm hands. They are the men who are interested; they are the 
men who are producing what they want to get a price for. The 
men who have their capital in enterprises and see their products 
selling at a market price below what it cost them to produce are 
the class of men who are interested. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into this discussion now, 
but in the interest of history and truth and exactness I challenge 
the statement made by the Senator from Ohio that the Sherman 
bill was passed for the purpose of avoiding free coinage. With- 
out meaning to be offensive to him, 1 say there is no foundation 
whatever for that statement. We had m here in the Senate 
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contending for free coi 


We had passed a bill and sent it to 
the other House, and been beaten by more than 30 votes. 
We had in the White House a President who had said to numer- 
ous members of this body that if the free-co bill came to him 
he would veto it. We had a Secretary of the 
e again to Senators and Members that un free- 
coinage would be vetoed by the President. On the day the 

bill passed there was no more show of a free-coinage 
bill becoming a law than there was of the heavens falling, 

I will, in the interest of his , State why the Sherman bill 
passed. If it is a party secret I will give it out, because the state- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio has been repeatedly made that he 

ielded to that measure. The Senator from Ohio believed when 
had that bill passed that it woulddo two thi Hebelieved, 
first, that it would secure the of a tariff bill; and sec- 
ondly, he believed at that time (he so stated to the Senate at 
least) that it would help the finances of the country. If hethought 
about it afterwards and concluded it did not have that effect, he 
did not think so then. He was a good deal more in favor of the 
Sherman bill than I was, because I from this seat condemned it 
as being an illogical bill, and indefensible from a monetary stand- 
t, agreeing with some of my friends on the other side that it 
was a makeshift and a mistake. 

As I said, there was . i bill i 
and becoming a law. e had in this body a majority for free 
coinage, and we who were in favor of a tariff bill were in favor of 
a inage bill if we could F. 
wanted something that would come near to it. We di 
lieve that we could use the taritt bill to secure free coi 
did not believe the Executive would sign a bill if it had a free- 
coinage measure attached, although it might be a tariff bill that 
sui him. We knew then that if we put the i bill 
upon the tariff bill the free-coinage bill and the tariff bill both 

ike would be lost. But we determined that we would put the 
free-coin bill u the tariff bill, which we knew we could do 
with the p of the Democrats, who, of course; would vote with 
us. That we said we would do, and that is why the Senator from 
Ohio yielded his judgment. That is why the Republicans on this 
side who had been Nee to the free coinage of silver yielded, 
not to free coinage, but to what they thought was a lesser evil, 
what they thought would answer the purpose of satisfying the 
silver Republicans and secure their votes. 

Mr. President, that is the unvarnished fact, which more than 
one Senator on the floor knows as well as Ido. We drove our 
associates in this Chamber who were opposed to free coinage into 

ing a relief bill, as they call it—a bill in which some of our 
C30 deal more confidence than I had, 
and they believed it would do more good than I believed it would. 
It was a bill, I am willing to say, which, illogical as it was, un- 
sound as it was, and indefensible as it was from a proper money 
standpoint, when the panic came in the fall following the failure 
of the Baring Bros., which disturbed business in Europe, main- 
tained—and that bill alone maintained—quiet in this country. 
We had relieved from the Treasury $62,000,000 locked up there. 
We had put that into circulation at once. We had put into cir- 
culation $4,000,000 a month practically, for silver went up to 120 
in the beginning, so that in a few months we had put $100,000,000 
in circulation, and that tided us over and carried us over the dis- 
83 which occurred in Europe and had its reflex influence 

us here. 

President, that is the unvarnished history of that case. The 
Senator from Ohio and his compeers who believe with him secured 
our votes for that purpose; now what do they tell us? Ihave 
heard the Senator say that there never was an hour after he had 
voted for that bill when he would not have voted to repeal it if 
he had had a chance. It was a sort of an arbitration or a com- 
promise, and when they obtained the advan of the com 
mise 3 leave us. I have never forgotten the 
rity, the „and the zeal with which the Senator from Ohio 
and his associates in this Chamber who believe with him came to 
the rescue of the Democratic Administration when it asked for 
the repeal of that law, and when they knew its repeal was to strike 
down o industries of the ae ne Tin part represent a 
floor. e got no more sympathy and no more support than if we 
had been Sica in an alien aaa 

Iremembered then what we had done for them; that we had 
yielded our judgment and voted for a bill that many of us did not 
Ser of. Upon my judgment I would never have voted for the 

cKinley bill. I with a number of Senators on this side 
that the McKinley went far beyond what we ought to have 
done. It was defective in not ucing enough revenue, for one 
thing. The Senator from O says it d have 3 
enough revenue. It did not produce en revenue. e barely 
got es the fiscal e with $2,000,000 of revenue over 
and above the expendi , and then we did not pay out a large 
amount of appropriations that had been made, eal if they had 
been paid there would have been an actual deficiency that year, 


as the Senator from Ohio himself and everyone else know. It 
would not do to say there would have been no deficiency under 
that bill. There would have been a deficiency under it. 

Mr. President, 1 do not care to prolong this debate. I do not 
care to go into it further than to make the statement I have made, 
in the interest of history, in the interest of truth, in regard tothe 
statement so often made here that we could have uired free 
coinage in some way but that we were fooled out of it by the 
astuteness of somebody. If I had not known that free coi 
could not have been secured I would never have voted for 
Sherman bill, nor the McKinley bill either. I would have voted 
to attach to the McKin faa tee eee ngs Bean, and then if 
the President had signed it we would have 


hesied on the 


pros- 
perity that was to come if we repealed that law. The newspapers 
were full of it, and the people were driven into the support of 
)) w was 


falling since the 
ne down more 20 per cent below what they were then. 
ufactured products have gone down more than 12 pèr cent 
below what they were then. There have been more failures in 
in an; year in our history ex- 

There has been distress among 


Gor. bok it is ton ial 00 begin tae OOMS thes 2 
N. it is te to i is ev „it being now 5o’cloc 
and I move that the Senate adjourn. ji * 
Mr. GORDON. L hope that we may have an executive session. 
Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator Texas withdraw his 
motion for the moment? 
MILLS. i 


x Certainly. 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to submit a minority report from the 
Committee on Commerce. 
[The minority report submitted by Mr. WHITE appears under 


Mr HALE. of committees.” 


} 
Mr. President, there is a tradition, ibly a 
iation bill is 


everyone expects an journ, not one mo- 
ment’s time during the day has been consumed by the na val appro- 
riation bill. ä ; and the Senator 
2 Texas, expressing a wish to-morrow morning to prolong the 
debate upon the currency question, and not being ready to-night 
bP ade indicates a desire to adjourn. 
. GRAY. Let us go on to-night with the appropriation bill. 
Mr. HALE. All I have to say, Mr. President, is that, repre- 
senting the committee, and perhaps the desire of the Senate, as 
has been indicated, to put through the appropriation bills, I am 
powerless. If Senators insist and persist in lugging into the 
consideration of appropriation bills all the old questions and all 
the dreary prophecies and ali the fulminations about the eee 
question, we never shall get the appropriation bills through, an 
we shall be hung up here and the session will be prolonged until 
the heated term commences, until the Presidential conventions 
navo oome and gone, and we shall be here until August or Sep- 


tember. 
Mr. STEWART. I wish tosuggest to the Senator from Maine, 


if he will allow me. in all fairness, that if he wants to exclude the 
discussion of the silyer question and keep it out, he ought to keep 


> 
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his gold-standard friends 
many days until to-day. 5 
country has taken the floor and occupied the time, do 


Wien tho author of tis mitery of the 
en the author of the e 
3 
puppan that we will not protest? Something will be said on this 
subj 


ect to-morrow and the next day. If the gold-standard advo- 
cates can afford it, we shall talk, too. 

Mr. I am notin any way the s 
accountable for 


the participation in the 
from Ohio. atid si 


Mr. STEWART. It started on your side. . 

Mr, HALE. The Senator from Ohio has taken up very little 
time. The political discussion was started yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from Jand [Mr. Gorman]. I do not think that the 
Senator from Maryland was disappointed in the discussion. He 
started out with a proposition relative to the appropriations in the 
naval appropriation bill, which was perfectly timate. Hehad 
his right under the rules to extend far beyond and to go into other 
issues. Thereby he provoked the Senator from Ohio and other 
Senators to brief replies and retorts; but all with a small 
consumption of time. I do not complain that the Senator from 
Maryland in any way fatigued the Senate; he never does that; he 
talked to the point; but unfortunately he started the political dis- 
cussion. It has been followed to-day by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, whose opinions upon this subject are well known, and he 
entertained us with a long speech on his side of the question that 
had nothing to do with the naval e bill whatever. Of 
course it brought out the Senator from Ohio in a brief rejoinder, 
The Senator from Ohio consumed but little time. 

What I am complaining of now, if I complain at all, is that the 
Senate understands the situation, and if it is prepared to indefi- 
nitely postpone real business and embark on this vast sea of debate 
on the currency question, out of which no good can come, no con- 
versions can be made, no procession of business, no advance in 
gay thing then, as I have said, I am at the mercy of the Senate. 
I should like now, however, as a practical proposal, as a practical 
matter, to go on until 6 o'clock with the consideration of this 
almost forgotten measure, the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator’s time will be 
extended. 8 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not desire any extension. I am talking 
in favor of business and trying to bring the Senate to a realiza- 
tion of the situation. I should hope that to-morrow the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLSsI would curb his remarks in the further 
discussion of the silver question and allow the Senate to go on 
with the consideration of the appropriation bills. The Committee 
on Appropriations will do its duty; it will have another bill here 
ready for the consideration of the Senate the moment that one ap- 
propriation bill is considered and passed; it will not keep the Sen- 
ate waiting one hour. The bills are ready for presentation here, 
and the committee will stand ready at all times to carry out what 
2 is the desire of the body; but a few Senators can thwart 

at. 

Mr. MILLS. I will relieve the mind of the Senator from Maine 
so that he can sleep soundly to-night, by telling him that I shall 
not have a word to say on the silver question. Iwant to speak on 
an entirely new question. i 
HE ar HALE. A new question will be the naval appropriation 


8 
Mr. MILLS. on that. 
Mr. HALE. I should be very glad to hear any comments, and 


1 Toy they will be in point, from the Senator from Texason that 
subject. ` 
ow, I ask that the President of the Senate will see that the 

* amendment is stated. The Senator from California 8 

HITE Das a ee eee 40: Spaak ROO IHS pin ing 
bill, and I know that he is in readiness, and has been all day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Texas to move to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. I will withdraw the motion to allow the Senator 
from California to move to go into executive session. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, when I took the floor it was 
— to me by the Senator from Texas, and I now yield to the 

nator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. At this hour, no later than 5 o’clock, and no busi- 
ness having been done, I certainly shall call for the yeas and nays 


upon that 3 

The VICE- RESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. I know the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
wishes to submit some remarks, and I yield to him. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make afew remarks. I intend to 
speak before this question passes away. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from Nevada go on to-night. 

Mr. MILLS, I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to reply to the ques- 

tion of the Senator from Ohio. „ how much silver would 


msor or in any way 
bate of the Senator 


come to this country in case of free coinage? I answer, none 
whatever by reason of free coinage. Silver with or without free 
coinage would be brought to this country for the purpose of sale 
or exchange for our commodities, and not otherwise. If silver 
would flood t us in case of free coinage, why does it not flood Japan? 
Her mints are Why does it not flood Mexico and various 
countries of South America? Their mints are open. Why did it 
not flood India while her mints wereopen? The simple reason is 
that the price of silver and all other articles internationally dealt 
in are the same all over the world. There is no object in taking 
it to any country except in the courseof trade; and no more silver 
is ever im in any country than is required for use in that 


country. 
France, for seventy years prior to 1873, maintained the equilib- 
rium of exchange over the world by keeping her mints o 
for the coinage of both gold and silver at the ratio of 15} to 1. 
Nobody will sell silver in any part of the world for a less price 
than they could obtain in France, nor would they sell gold for a 
less price than the coin value in France. They did not for this 
reason take their gold or their silver to France unless they desired 
to buy the products of France? The fact that they could geta 
fixed price for either metal in France maintained the price of both 
metals throughout the world. It has been su that Japan, 
for example, would bring her silver here and pay duties on her 

roducts with the silver she would import, and thereby cheat the 

nited States out of their revenue. is is a most absurd state- 
ment. Why should they bring silver here when it will bring the 
same in sapan" Besides, Japan is nota silver-producing country. 
The Un States produces a very large amount of silver, and 
silver would be exported rather imported in case of free 
coinage, the same as now. 

The Senator from Ohio has often asserted that the idols of India 
would be brought here and coined into our dollars. What non- 
sense. Who would pay the ot bringing the idols of India 
into this country, coining them into dollars, and re-forming them 
into idols? This i trouble of a flood of silver is shown 
to be absurd from the fact that no silver-standard country has 
suffered any inconvenience on that account. If the people of an 
country desire our products and will bring their silver here an: 
exchange it at the market price for what we have to sell, we will 
be benefited thereby and {vill have no cause to complain, 

There is another point constantly made by the Senator from 
Ohio. He says that the opening of our mints to free coinage 
would produce a 50-cent dollar. He says at the same time that 
the silver miner would be greatly benefited by receiving a 50-cent 
dollar for 4124 grains of standard silver. Does not the Senator 
from Ohio know that the silver miner can receive to-day a little 
over 50 cents in gold for a sufficient amount of silver to be coined 
into a silver dollar? If he would receive only a 50-cent dollar by 
free coin: how would he be benefited? He can receive that 
now. Either there would be no silver 50-cent dollar or the silver 
miner would receive no benefit, for he can only be benefited to the 
extent that the value of silver is appreciated by free coinage. He 
would not receive any benefit from the depreciation in value of 
gold by the increase of the volume of standard money. But the 

ebtor, the producer, and the peons at largo would be benefited * 
to the full extent of doubling the value of their labor, their prod- 
ucts, and everything they had to sell. They would also be bene- 
fited fully a hundred per cent in being relieved from the burden 
of debts, taxes, and other fixed charges, because they could pay 
fixed with the same amount of money as they could have 
done before silver was demonetized, which would be one-half the 
amount of wheat, cotton, or other property which would be re- 
quired now to pay a fixed amount of money. 

Mr. MIT of Oregon. Will the 
terrupt him at that point? 

Mr. STEWART. In a minute. 

So the miner would not be benefited at all, except to the extent 
that it enhanced the value of silver. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Has the Senator from Nevada 
what might be considered definite information as to the amount 
of uncoined silver bullion there is in the world outside of the 
United States? 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave labored hard to keep the run of this 
matter, and I will say to the Senator there are probably from 
eight to ten million dallara of uncoined silver bullion in the world, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator state where it is? 

Mr. STEWART. It is mostly in China. There is no accumu- 
lation, but in 8 the mines to the place of consumption 
there would be probably from eight to ten million dollars. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state to the Senator that on the Ist 
of January there were only two and a half million ounces of sil- 
ver bullion in London, and less than a half million ounces of 
silver bullion in New York. 

Mr. STEWART. That is true. But there would be some in 
transit; and I allow for that. I do not suppose there is any place 
where there is $2,000,000 in the aggregate of silver bullion. The 


mator allow me to in- 
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silver is used for coinage or in the arts as fast as it is ced, 
the same as gold is, and there is no accumulation of 

But the most exasperating stock argument of the Senator from 
Ohio is that the silver miner would be the only person benefited 
by free coi He says that in case of free coinage the silver 
dollar would worth only 50 cents. The silver miner can get 
more than 50 cents now for 4124 17 of standard silver, the 
amount required to make a silver dollar. Either the silver dollar 
would be worth more than 50 cents or the miner would receive 
no benefit whatever from free coinage. The real benefit which 
the miner would receive would be exactly the amount which 
silver would be advanced in price by reason of free coinage. He 
would get no benefit from the depreciation of gold in consequence 
of the addition which free coinage would make to standard money. 
The author of hard times, who has so long represented the State 
of Ohio in these Halls, speaks of the benefits of the gold standard. 
Every assertion he with to those benefits is refuted 
by the universal distress which his policy has inflicted upon the 


country. 

The original act in 1873 was through strategy and fraud. 
The clause which 33 was not read in the Senate 
during the discussion of the bill. It is a remarkable fact that no 
mention was made during the pendency of the mint act which 
demonetized silver that the silver dollar was omitted from the list 
of coinage. The Senator from Ohio had charge of the bill and 
never alluded to the fact that he was demonetizing silver or 
adopting the gold standard. If he had done so, his object would 
have been defeated. From that time till now he has contended 
for the gold standard and contraction, and the country is now 
maenna from his policy. 

I should not have en in any discussion on the silver ques- 
tion at this session of Congress if the gold men had not taken the 
lead; but when the author of hard times and the agents of the 
conspirators who are robbing the country of a circulating medium 
see fit to open the discussion for political purposes, the silver men 
can not be silent. When the author of hard times pretends that 
his policy is in the interest of labor, it is difficult to be silent. He 
speaks of the 200-cent dollar which the Rothschilds combination 
has secured as beneficial to the laborer. It would be very good 
for the laborer if he could obtain it; but in view of the fact of the 
millions of tramps and of the man ions that are out of em- 

loyment, it is difficult to see how the laborers are to be benefited 

y the Rothschilds dollar. 

How are the taxpayers and the interest payers benefited by being 
required to surrender twice as much property or twice as much 
labor to pay a debt as would have been required to earn that 
amount of mny at the time it was contracted? 1 5 55 thou- 
sand millions of debts resting upon the people of the United States 
is no small matter. The interest on that vast sum is a fixed obli- 

tion. Five hundred millions to maintain the Government, 

n hundred millions for State and local taxation are also fixed 
obligations, and it requires to-day twice as much of wheat, cot- 
ton, or other products to pay these fixed charges as it would if 
the 100-cent dollar were restored. The 200-cent dollar of the 
Rothschild-Sherman stamp has destroyed the prosperity of the 
country and closed every avenue to wealth and progress. 

I desire to give notice to the gold-standard advocates that in 
case any one of them attempts to justify the criminal method b 
which silver was demonetized, or to argue that the gold atanda 
is beneficial to the community, I will answer his 1 at 
length. All that is required to induce me to make a full and com- 
plete speech on the silver question, though it may take weeks, is 
an inauguration of debate by some gold-standard man in the 
Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
bart pr oe a by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 

A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 


the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and State of Washington, and to establish it as a 


road; 
A bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 


Fairfax; 
A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 


bridge across the Monongah iver,” approved February 18, 
1893; and 


A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 


CTT es a 
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ee pr Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public 
omain; an 

A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
Jenree, etc. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 2780 to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; and 

A bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late 
a commander in the United States Navy. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 80 cannon balls; and 

A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etma, Pa., and 
two condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa. y 

The bill (H. R. 8271) relating to pensions was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, a person wlio had been observin 
the proceedings of the Senate this afternoon would, I think, fail 
to recognize the fact that the naval appropriation bill is pending 
before the Senate and that the question is upon a motion made by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to amend the bill by 
decreasing the number of battle ships recommended by the bill as 


it came from the House from four totwo. I do not think that 


that amendment ought to hk wi I think that we may well ap- 
e ships. 
ere are two matters which T think fully receive the approval 
of the country; one is the building up of a sufficient navy. Ido 
not say a navy which shall equal in the number of ships and the 
weight of fighting equipment the great navy of Great Britain, or 
pona of France, or of other nations which have a great navy, 
ut a sufficient navy. 
The other thing the peoples desire and to which they have given 
their approval is the fortification of our cities and our coast, so 
that our nation shall be put in a state where it can defend itself 


against the attack of any foreign navy. I think Senators who sup- 
pose that the 5 not justify the expenditure of large sums 
of money for these objects are mistaken. I think that what- 


ever may be the condition of our Treasury and our finances, it is 
the of wisdom both to increase our Navy so that it shall be 
sufficient and to fortify our coasts so that they may be defended 
against any foreign attack. Defensive measures, protective meas- 
ures, always cost money; and I do not use the word protective“ 
in the sense in which it has been used here this afternoon. But 
any nation, or any community, indeed, finds it necessary to adopt 
certain protective measures. The nation must have an army, the 
State must have a constabulary, the city must have a police force. 
Those are all necessary for the defense and protection of the prop- 
erty, of the life, and of the liberty of the citizen. 

A nation should therefore adopt all necessary measures of 
defense. I do not think that the building up of a sufficient na 
and the adoption of a comprehensive plan for coast defenses shoul 
depend upon the question whether our revenues are equal to our 
expenditures. They are necessities in this country, and the coun- 

is rich. The parallel does not hold between a government 
which, in a single year, does not have as much revenue as its 
expenditures amount to and an individual who, at the end of his 
year’s business, finds that his expenditures have exceeded his 
receipts. The country is rich. It is not engaged in business as an 
individual is. It levies its contribution by way of taxes upon its 
people for what are supposed to be the necessary expenditures, 
and if it so happens that at this particular time there is a deficiency 
in our yearly feceipts, as compared with our expenditures, it is no 
reason why we should neglect to put ourselves in a proper state 
of defense. I think we ought to adopt the provision for the four 
battle ships which is in the bill as it comes from the other House, 
and that at the present session of Congress we ought also to 
inaugurate a complete system for our coast defenses and to appro- 
priate as much money this ya as can 3 and proper be 
expended for the purpose of carrying the system into full effect. 

course we can not expend this year all the money which is 
required for coast defenses, but whatever may be properly expended 
ought to be appropriated. 

or, Mr. President, do I think the argument that our expend- 
itures exceed our receipts holds good upon another point. We 
have a large surplus in the Treasury, and it does not matter, for 
the purpose of expenditure, how it came there. We have over 
and above the gold reserve somewhere in the neighborhood of a 
hundred and sixty or a hundred and seventy million dollars. Ido 
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not know the precise figures; but the money is there, no matter 
how it came there. It was unfortunate, phn, that we had to 
issue bonds; but we did issue bonds, and those bonds brought 
money into the Treasury. Now, for the building up of a suffi- 
cient Navy, for the adoption of a comprehensive system of coast 
defenses, why should we not use that money? Why should we 
insist upon keeping in the Treasury the one hundred and sixty or 
one hundred and seventy-five million dollars over and above the 
gold reserve because, forsooth, our annual receipts do not exceed 
our annual e ditures? What are we going to do with the 
money in the ury? Are we going to keep it there always? 
Are we going to keep it there until the bonds mature? There is 
no picid likely to occur which can by any means use up that 
surplus. 
ow, for a system of coast defenses, I think it would have been 
entirely proper to issue the bonds of this country, if we needed 
to do so, for the purpose of providing the money to establish and 
carry on the system of fortifications and defenses of our country. 
The bonds were issued for another purpose, but the proceeds being 
in the Treasury, it is quite propa as it seems to me, to appro- 
riate the money. Therefore I do not agree with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. 8 who thinks we ought to have but two 
battle shi . think there is nothing more essential. 
whatever the condition of our finances may be, so far as receipts 
and e ditures are concerned, than that we should provide for 
our defense. 

Mr. President, the events of the last six months, while perhaps 
not so alarming as some people have thought, have impressed 
upon the thoughtful minds the fact that we are not beyond the 
possibility of attack from foreign nations. We know also that 
we are lamentably deficient in any preparation to meet such an 
attack, and I insist that not only sentiments of patriotism but a 
proper regard for our own commercial interests require that we 
should put our country in a state of proper defense both by the 
Navy and by coast defenses. 

The Senator from e [ar PROCTOR], who has been called 
away from the Senate, desired to express his sentiments in favor 
of the amendment proposed by the tor from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN], not because he did not believe that we should expend 
the money that is necessary for the four battle anipe but because 
he feared that if we did expend it for four battle ships we should 
not make a proper appropriation and expenditure for our coast 
defenses. I think we may do both. He felt that we should not 
do much for our coast defenses if we built four battle ships, and 
he has ropena a 138 of his views which vory fully set 
forth the ear that if we 5 for the four battle ships it 
will be taken off and away from the appropriations for coast de- 
fenses. His views are so intelligently presented in his prepara- 
tion of them that I shall take the liberty of quoting from them at 


ad hy 
e Senator from Vermont [Mr. e AATE 

„Mr. President, I wish it distinctly unders that anything I 
may say on this bill is in no spirit of hostility to the Navy. I wish 
to see A increase and prosper. It is an honor to the country and 
deserves encouragement at our hands, and any comparisons I 
may make are not in a spirit of detraction, for I am an earnest 
believer in the usefulness and importance of a sufficient navy. 
But I claim that the coast defenses are far behind in their proper 
relation to the Navy,and that as we are limited by the lack of 
revenue in the amount we may properly appropriate our first 
and greater duty is toward coast defense. This is taking care of 
what we have and a measure for safety and insurance from loss. 
It may not be wise for a man to borrow money to build a house, 
but itis certainly wise for him, no matter what his financial con- 
dition may be, to keep properly insured the house he has already 
built. We can well afford to borrow money to make our country 
safe by means of defense. How far we can afford to borrow to 
make it strong for offensive operations is quite another question. 
F erekiaps hat hes ahem oelhas Fei 

e any pretension of s as nota system o - 
bor defenen and ours is the country of all others which has most 
need of it. Our tsea line and the great number of our harbors 
makes it impossible to defend our country in any other way than 
by fortifying our harbors unless we build a navy strong enough 
to cross the seas and sweep the most powerful European navy off 
the face of the ocean, 

„On the other hand, Mr. President, ours is the country of all 
others among the great powers that has the least need of a great 
navy. We have no colonies and desire none, and in case of war 
with a great power, we would never send a navy to attack them. 

This naval appropriation bill provides for more new ships than 
have been before provided for at any one time in the recent his- 
tory of our Government, and it is but just that this provision 
should be considered in connection with the subject of harbor 
defense appropriations. Shall we make so largean appropriation 
for the increase of the Navy that nothing but the annual excuse 
can be given for coast defense, for our recent appropriations have 
been but excuses? I am in favor of a steady and reasonable in- 
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crease of the Navy with the growth of the country, and I believe 
that this policy can be continued and still have the sprue atten- 
tion given to harbor defenses. But I insist that if the conditions 
of the revenue are such that we can have but one, the preference 
should be given to harbor defenses. This is our first duty to the 
whole country and to the Navy itself. Ido not believe that this 
position can be controverted by sound argument, 

_ ** There has recently been much newspaper comment on the sub- 
ject. The following is from the Scientific American, March, 1896: 

THE PROPOSED INCREASE IN OUR NAVY. 


It is announced from Washi: m that the House Naval Committee has 
recommended that an appropriation of over $30,000,000 be made for the addi- 
tion to our Navy of 4 battle ships and 15 to o boats. This would double 
the amount of any previous naval appropriation. 

The Scientific American has for many years realized that our national de- 
fenses, both on sea and land, were not keeping pace with our commercial 

owth. We have been favorable to such a reconstruction of both forts and 

avy as should enable our country to present an impregnable line of defense 
aes the attack of any enemy or ible combination of enemies. 

e have always felt, moreover t such efforts of reconstruction should 
be directed toward this one single object of defense, and that the sums of 
money appropriated for this purpose should be distributed between land and 
sea defenses in such proportion as to secure the most effective results. 

In view of the f: that we are a republican and not an imperial people, 
whose interests are domestic and not colonial, we have always felt that the 

here of our naval and military operations lay, or should lie, within our own 

ore lines, and that, therefore, our coast fortifications should be regarded as 
being ee our first line of defense, and that our Navy shouid be con- 
sidered as complementary to our land defenses and should be designed strict: 
bd view to cooperation with the forts in our various ads ant 


rs. 
We have noticed with tand some measure of apprehension that, while 
naval appropriations have been forthcoming at a rate t has created a com- 
lete modern navy in a few years’ time, the land fortifications, which, as we 
ve seen, should be considered as our first line of defense, have been practi- 
cally neglected. So antiquated are the old fortifications and so incomplete 
the ros Lead for purposes of cooperation with the Navy they are of very 
limited value. 

Now, in view of the foregoing considerations, we think the time has come 
for the Government to bend its whole energies to bringing our land fortifi- 
cations ye to their proper strength relative to the new Navy. 

While fully appreciating all that has been done in the past, we can not help 
thinking that the Government has attacked the problem of national defense 
at the wrong end. If cage a — of the money which has been expended 
u the Navy had been deyo to constructing a system of land defenses 
this country would to-day have been impregnable against attack from the 
sea and would have possessed the nucleus of a very respectable navy besides. 

The Endicott Board of 1885 devised a complete system of land defenses, 
which included every maritime city of importance. The total estimate for 
this scheme was about $100,000,000. e have spent upon the new Navy about 
$120,000,000 up to date. If the above scheme had been carried out there would 
now have been mounted at our various seaports no less than 1,576 guns of 
8-inch caliber and upward. as against the present 136 guns in the Navy, and 
300 rapid-fire guns the Navy’s 187. 

Sucu a comparison us this cails tor no comment further than to say that a 

n mounted within the shelter of a fort is worth at least two mounted on 
he unstable and exposed platform of a ship's deck. 

The ents in favor of concentrating our energies upon our land de- 
fenses rather than upon our Navy are both practical and ethical—these lat- 
ter being based apan the spirit of our Constitution and upon those broad 
pana les peon minate our national life and give us our strong national 
individuality. 

The practical arguments may be classified as follows: 

First. That a proper system of land defenses will make our great cities safe 
from sar naval attack. 

Second. Such a rj eg can be constructed for a sum many times less than 
the cost of a navy like the great navies of Europe, and for a sum that may 
aonan os expended. 

Third. Land fortifications are much more efficient for coast defense than a 
navy, at sp once constructed are durable, cheaply maintained, and easily 
strengthen 


Fourth. The defense of our cities can not be left to the Navy alone, how- 
ever large. 
Fifth. A navy that would equal the great navies of Europe is unnecessary, 


and its cost es such a navy ck Sept mgr 

Sixth. A navy quickly deteriorates and is expensive to maintain. 
bole The construction of land defenses should always precede the 

of anavy. 

The ethical argumens can be briefly stated by saying that when we have 
adequately provided for home defense our duty in the matter of military and 
naval preparation is done. Our Navy should be of such proportions only as 
are n for successful cooperation with the land defenses. Our naval 
programme should be laid down with strict regard toa home as distinct from 
afo —a republican as distinct from an imperial policy. 

Great Britain's navy, by way of example, has been called into existence by 
the exigencies of the defense of an Empire whose widely scattered colonies 
bring her into hourly danger of conflict with any one of a dozen different 

vernments. The secret of the strength of our great Republic lies not merely 

the political and phical union of its many States beneath one fla 
and within a sudie undary line, but also in the fact that it has been bot! 
able and willing to concernitself with its own internal development, and has 
in the past and we hope it willin the future carefully abstain from embar- 
rassing entanglements with the affairs of other peoplesand nations. 

The building up of a navy of European proportions would be a distinct de- 

re from the national traditions above mentioned, and would involve the 
entering upon a policy whose execution would be as — d to the Na- 
tional Treasury as its principles would be opposed to the spirit of our Consti- 
tution and subversive of the brightest hopes of its founders. 


From the Chicago Tribune of February 29, 1898. 

In the last thirteen years $110,317,710 have been spent for the increase of the 
Navy, and during the same time only $10,631,710 for coast defense, and yet 
with this a mtly large expenditure our naval equipment is hopelessly 
behind all foreign powers, and especially behind Great Britain. Figures 
again explain our naval inefficiency and the hopelessness of trying to over- 
take Great Britain. e we have spent more than $110,000,000 in the last 
thirteen y the English aes Donen to still further increase its 
already col naval establishment by spending more than half the above 
sum u it in the next six months, * * * 

We have been working all this time from the wrong end. Our immunity 
from attack is not to be secured by piecemeal additions to our Navy, but by 
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stren; our land fortifications. The sum spent the Navy, which 
!!!.. v t in 
strengthening the defenses of our would them invinci- 


ble inst any assault from a foreign fleet. If our harbors were properl 
r the AANE DO CELANTE there An 
our seacoast would be ä 


cities secure. 
F remain inactive? How much more 
testimony does it want from our hest authorities before it will give its 
consent to take measures for the national defense? How much longer does 
from Portland, Me.. to Oreg., 

defenseless condition in case of war 1 a power 

party 0 

If they neglect to provide for — 7 defense they will be 
d criminal should cost every one of 


COAST DEFENSE. 
[From the New York Tribune of February 28, 1896.] 


The report on coast defenses submitted to the Senate by Mr. SQUIRE on 
+ * „ onght toproduce practical results. No public man, so far 


fortification ought to be 
uite in line with 


during the last ten years, since 
board was adopted, and such may be the 


The report made by Senator SQUIRE substantially confirms the views and 
calculations of the Endicott which ned an N of 808.000. 
000 during a periad of years now about to end, of w: in reality less than 

has m expended.. It is conceded 

Re ie is essential to an 3 eee defense of t 

ports of the United States, but it is estimated that fairly satisfactory results 
could be obtained by an expenditure of $80,000,000, and bill now under dis- 
9,000,000 available 
year, and $10,000,000 an- 
nually for seven years thereafter. The enactment of the bill in that form 
— | provide a 8 of systematic and 7 8 
toward a condition ef national security. Experience has shown that reliance 
upon successive appropriations to carry on an imperative work is foolish. 
The money is forthcoming 


N. f — k itet a 8388 to 
ot a few persons who are keenly sensible which stupen- 
dous N are our dete 


protection; bui 
— ye the security of property on shore; and, more than that, 
the Navy itself is in a large measure dependent upon them for its safety as 
well as efficiency. Every consideration of interest and honor demands 
the prompt adoption of a ve scheme for the ra) and uninter- 
rupted execution of a task w. has been far too long neglected. 

„Mr. President, were our Navy to be doubled, at a cost of more 
than another $100,000,000, ins of increased by four battle ships, 
it would still be less one-third as as that of the British, 


t the policy of Eng 


other powers. 
additions, 


plished more cheaply and more securely than by a navy. It is a 
matter of his that no well-constructed land fortification was 
ever reduced and taken by ships unaided by land forces. It is con- 
ceded by army and navy experts that guns mounted on shore are 
from three to five times more effective than those mounted on 
ships. When once constructed, fortifications are maintained at a 
nominal cost, while the maintenance of our present Navy is a con- 
stant drain upon the to say nothing of the additional ex- 
pense that will be incurred if the Navy is inc 

To show the cost of maintaining ships I give the following 
table of the expense of a three-years commission of the cruisers 


Philadelphia 243. 
fan Prancieco 9213 


— — „265.05 s 85 
985 918, 113. 91 


Baltimo: 
Newark . 808,427.12 
Charleston j 762, 118. 78 

“If the expense of maintaining the proposed battle ships in- 
creases in proportion to their larger to: , the cost of kopog 
them in commission for three years would be more than two mil- 
lions each; but as this may not be a fair basis of comparison, I 
will call it a million and a „or one-half million per year each. 

„Whatever I have said or may say of the expense of building a 
navy, or of maintaining it when once constructed, I do not say 
because 1l oppose these raring in their proper order and season, but 
rather because I think it all-i rtant that a navy which is so 
expensive should be made as etre as it possibly can be and 
rendered safe from capture and destruction, for it is surely not 
only for the safety of our harbors that land defenses are necessary, 
but for the safety of the Navy itself. The first step of every com- 
mander of an army or a navy in active service is to select some 
safe base of operations, a base for organization and equipment 
from which to draw supplies and to which to send such of his 


forces as may be disabled. Without one safe harbor on either 
coast as a base of operations, we are going on to build up a na 
which, in case of war with such a power as England, wil mare 
tably be ‘captured or rua ag as stated by Admiral Walker. 
The only true way to make the Navy effeetive is to’ first fortify 
our harbors, so it may have a safe basis of operation and for refit- 
ting and repairs. In this way we will make our whole Navy 
available for offensive operations and to aid the land defenses, if 
needed, and for the protection of smaller ports. Our Navy in thi 
way would be more increased in practical power and effici 
than if the entire amount 5 to fortify our harbors were 
avy. i 


that the Senator reporting this bill so ably represents. Great 
Britain has the great fortified harbor of ifax, a rendezvous for 
her fleets at our northern „while the whole coast of Maine is 


cost of a sy a ship would 
eave a surplus 


four—the number carried by this bill—would completely protect; 
Coast—San Francisco, P. San Diego. 


bor of uimault impregnable, while we leave our side of Pu- 
t So defenseless. t can be her principal p in 
except to provide a base of operations against our Pacific 


Coast in case of war? ee ee iE DO pa eg UA 
harbor, 7,000 miles from her res, compared with the impor- 
tance to us of defending our Pacific Coast? Japan is fast 
developing into a powerful nation, and one that has an excellent 
and ever-increasing navy. The development of what I may call 
this new nation has been so rapid that I will read some extracts 
taken from an editorial in a recent issue of the New York Tribune: 
“A new Japanese battle 2 just launched is 412 feet lon; 
each LP — crests Cinch quick- 
ers, and four torpedo tubes. The armor is 18 
The horsepower and speed be 1 
and 13,500 and 18} knots with forced draft, and there 
bunkers for 1,200 tons of coal. * * * 
“We have mentioned the new navy of a hundred and twenty ships wen 


marine. Japan Mail S. Company is extending its serv- 
ice to the ports of America, A an and its 40 or more ocean- 

steamers form one of the largest fleets in the world. There 
are several other shipping with fine fleets, and the 65 shipyards of 
the Empire are increasing the tonnage x the Japanese fiag at an as- 


num now been probably 
— jority of them large steel and iron ships 
en 


tions being built at 3 add more to the many reasons 
rotected. 


of Wilmington, N. C., Sound, Georgia, t 
Galveston, and Charleston, S. C., while one and a half would more 
than provide for the three harbors of Savannah, Mobile, and Ke 

West. The cost of four—the number carried by this bill, soe 
make the main harbor of New York impregnable and nearly pro- 
vide for the fortification of the eastern entrance to Long Nn 
Sound, and render the harbors of Connecticut safe from attack. 
Which is of the greatest importance to the country at large, that 
we should make safe the great port of New Vork, from which the 


bulk of our exports are shipped and where our imports are received 
and more than 65 per cent of our customs revenues collected, or 
that we should have four more battle-ships which will make noth- 
ing absolutely safe? The cost of one would much more than 
defend Narragansett Bay and protect our naval establishment at 
Newport. One-half the cost of one would nearly defend the lake 
ports. The cost of fourteen wouldcarry out the whole programme 


1896. 


of coast defense and make our harbors impregnable, and yet with 
fourteen more battle ships we would not have one-third the num- 
ber England wouldhave. Anannual sg for four years 
equal to the cost of three battle ships would nearly complete the 
entire: system of land fortification. Secretary Lamont says, in 
his recent report to the Senate, that over $25,000,000 could be used 
adyan usl Dosto aE, 1897. But the bill of the Commit- 
tee on enses. only calls during the year ensuing for ten 
millions, which isless than thecostof two ships, with author- 
ity to contract for a like amount annually for the seven following 


years. d ? 5 
I will read from some editorials that have recently appeared. 
First from the Brooklyn Eagle of February 28, 1896. 
MORE FORTS. 
It sounds worse than it is when this sum is 
this amount is not to be expended in a Vey 
rets and batteries is not to be a thing of a day. 
ly, at an annual cost of perhaps aneigh 
feeling, the habit of minding our own 1 
mind each others’, has tended to a false sense of security; and it was not until 


at over $80,000,000, because 

0 of forts and tur- 
but will proceed safely, if not 
of the gross sum. The peace 
and allowing other nations to 


the event of possible war was suddenly forced upon us that we how 
weak in many ways we were. The strength of a nation is in its but it 
is folly beyond expression to turn men ay a Paar gm Euro- 
VV impossible to avoid war, not 
me: with honor but to avoid it at all. 
S Seta y avy. Indeed, in the strength of our cruisers we are 
baly ahead of all other nations. But ships are not With our 
Yemanss length oP coset; parte of th with har other ot it a 
continuous beach where a.military force could be ed a fleet, it wo 
eee as ours to be completely ve. Every 
ged yp cee eee vity would weaken the sea force by just so 
much, and many. ships would have to beso spared in order to defend the 
cities. We may be as strong in our defenses as some of the would 
have us be > we may have mines and o plants and bat- 
electrical appliances that the Army authorities have wisely kept 
secret from us, or we may not; but manera ae stand in itissure 


that we can not our estimated 5 
capable of destruction by a powerful fleet in the outer bay of New York 
a ae Surely 1 or 2 per cent of this sum is not too much to 
There can be no doubt as to the ultimate 6 Navy, when our 
efense monitors are finished and the battle ose, gown hg commission— 
and built. But the way of an enemy that could 
of ships would be calamitous.to toe many of our har 
fi cations, mere . 
useless old bai 


be worse in case of a siege. The 
10 would be more 


these would ha uired its pant. Batwith lagrenge 
ive armamen u 
l “the Island and the te silo of 
or both, 


cities at the 
so polite as to give us a few years to ourselves in case war arose with 
pe s Ad hard. With 1 


too, so that the 
nent and expensive, and the 


restraint of our liberties, and 
„The Post-Dispatch, St. Louis, Mo., of February 28, 1896, said: 


THE RATIONAL DEFENSE POLICY. 
If the $110,000,000 we have expended within three 
floating 


years on experimental | 
batteries, which may be sunk e up in some harbor in the 


event of war, had been devoted to laud fı 
cpn harbors would now be effectively protected. 
ut not only are harbor fortifications effective for defense, there is a 

strong argument in their favor in the traditional policy of the United States. 
We want means of defense, not aggression. A powerful Navy isa tempta- 
on and a constant menace to the peace of the country. 

The o * * + is the rational policy for Congress to pursue. It is 
cheaper, safer, and more effective than navy building. 


The Commercial, of Louisville, Ky., of February 29, 1896, said: 
To create such a navy as that of Great Britain would demand an immense 
Sum, and its maintenance 


comparison sums 
paired, renewed, and afloat. Let us screw down our navy patriotism fora 
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while, and let out the valve which will unloose another quality, quite as 
creditable and much more practical. 


3 Examiner of San Francisco, Cal., of February 28, 1896, 
said: 


Tagen php mun in the past ten years on our fortifications as we 
have ou our Navy our ports would now have been impregnable. A battle 
Ship is a flosi gun platform, but it takes a four-million-dollar ship to 

000 worth of guns. On land a ted. 
its own ost. and when it is in pluce 
battle ships could sunk by three. v. 


a first-class 
after their first cost. 

We need a moderately strong navy, and can afford to pay for it, but it is 
not our us that of 


to invest ina navy strong — to def 
England or For that work we must depend upon f. cations. 
The method of reference of the fortifications bill does not seem 
to me to giveit an equal chance with the naval bill. In the House 
there is no committee on coast defense and the fortifications bill 
goes to the Committee on Appropriations and to the same com- 
mittee in this body. The committees on r in the 
two bodies of course give the fortifications the care and 
attention possible, but that bill is of such importance and it re- 
i so much time to fully consider all the requirements of 


Committee on Naval irs on the Committee on Appropriations 
and on the subcommittee on the naval bill, constituting a majority 
of that subcommittee, it is in the hands of its special friends in 
both bodies. 

As it comes to us it is not 8 that it differs materially 
when reported by the Senator from Maine from the Committee on 
Appropriations from what it would beif reported by the same Sen- 
ator from the Committee on Naval Affairs. Thus the naval bill 
practically receives the consideration of two committees charged 
with the duty of caring for the Navy, while the r fortifica- 
tions bill is left without a special friend, and has only the interest 
for the public welfare behind it. This. accounts largely for the 
sad condition of decrepitude in which it reaches this body, if it 
ever reaches it. It has been the bill of all others upon which the 
individual, combined, and concentrated pangs of economy seem 
to have been satiated. Is it not, therefore, the duty of the whole 

pe 5 Leste 25 ar . this ae 5 and earn 
ame: or neglec making such appropriations as wi 
Laer „5 What hee — to the pari 
ce ‘happen e - 
Potions bills in well shown by a comparison between the reduction 
from estimates. that have been in the naval bills and the 
reductions from estimates that have been made in the fortifications 
bills in the last fifteen years. They are as follows, and show that 
on an average the naval estimates have been cut in these fifteen 
Feni less than 15 per cent, while the estimates. for fortifications 
ve been cut 65 percent. In the last three years the di cy. 
has been still greater. The reduction from the naval bills aver- 
oe only 7} per cent, while the reductions from the fortifications 
in thesame years ayeraged over 70 per cent, or reductions 
nearly ten times as great as those from the naval bills. The result 
is that if continued at the present rate the appropriations for forti- 
fications will put our harbors in a proper state of defense about the 
middle of the next century, as is shown by the last report of the 
Secretary of War: 


Navy. 
— Cut. 
Per cent: 
— — —ͤ—- $14, 509, 147. 95 $14, 405, 797. 70 
15, 022,331.01 | 14,586, 087. 55 
17.240, 148.46 14, 819, 976.80 lt 
bees 23, 481,078.54. | 15,894, 434. 23 ays 
22, 747, 751. 38 , 560, 584. 22 3¹ 
30, 654, 010.50 15,070, 837, 95. 50 
30, 8386, 357.74 | 16, 489, 907. 20 85 
20, 745, 758.88 25, 767,348.19 * 
23, 003, (21. 18 19, 942, 835. 35. 13} 
26, 787,277.74 | 21, 092, 510; 27 19 
25, 500; 253.79.) 24, 136, 086. 53 
33, 331,580.11 | 81, 541,654.78 > 
27, 194,659.80 | 28,543, 385.00 
C:... 8 21.471, 408. 21 22, 104,061.38 9 
27, 875, 914.02: | 25, B27, 126. 72 g 
30,952, 096.96 |. 29,416, 245.31 5 
29,313, 168. 20 . 


Averago cut, 14} per cent. 
t This bill carries $31, 611, 034.95, an increase of over estimate of 8.208, V8. 75. 
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Average cut, 64 per cent. 


The naval appropriations have more than doubled in fifteen 
ears and have now reached thirty millions, and will soon reach 
millions per year if the present rate of increase goes on. So 
great a naval authority as Admiral Walker, and one naturally and 
properly wedded to the interests of the Navy, considers ta 
roper distribution of $100,000,000 for the national defense would 
E to give sixty millions to land defense and forty millions to the 
Navy; and yet it is proposed by this bill to provide four battle 
ships, which will cost when armed and equipped probably more 
than $25,000,000 and at least two millions per year for maintenance 
when kept in commission, besides the constant repairs and apa 
deterioration. I speak of these things at this time because I 
lieve that whatever we may decide to do in regard to this naval 
appropriation we should do in reference to what we expect to is 
propriate for harbor defense,and that the whole Senate should 
take an ial interest in the matter. - 5 
There is also a romantic side to the Navy, and I will read an 
editorial from the New York Press of March 3, 1896, which com- 
ments upon this phase of the subject: 
WHY THE NAVY CAME FIRST. 


cts instead of appropriation to 
Nore detensds ein our 


east resistance in this long line of local se 


e continent—Dubuque, lowa—which exhausted 
New ion—and has since been harm- 

a set of chamber of commerce resolutions. Ves- 

x rem in local a = 2 . nl nears 

brine as Mem) ‘enn. pat ree rnational 
co—two at New York and one at Kiel. An ocean race against tim 

p a hy) ee two crack cruisers, a brick battle ship was set up at 

ie World's 


ang for which the people have been A 
On the other hand, it has been possible to not one of seeped . 
e 


less enough to accord wi 
sels have been sent to take 


meretricious aids to the cause of coast defense. e have no doubt 
one courageous u the Fiftieth, of glo- 
rious memory—would in its separate and individual heart of 


hearts have 
Congress dis- 
. More- 


symbolic of Federal 
the 


might. There is not a mere hole in 


und, a burrow fora pearing gun 5 
An excursioniste’ interest in the work at Sandy Hook, whereas who can for- 
get the veritable hundreds and thousands of sightseers who have rushed to 


North River front at the promise of a naval gala day! 
— ter ment has preceded the more 


Such are some of the reasons why naval bet 
strictly necessary work of coast defense. 
„Some may think this article attaches too great weight to the 
effect of poetic sentiment in securing large appropriations for the 
Navy, but there is much truth in it. 8 
As another influence that hasaided appropriations for the Navy, 
it might be added there are also great contracting firms and cor- 
rations, represented by honorable gentlemen; but it is obvious 
t these contractors, expending vast sums of money and desir- 
ing to show the excellent character of their work, do create and 
stimulate public sentiment in favor of ships. On the other hand, 
as stated in the article just read, there is nothing about the mod- 
ern fortifications to stir poetic sentiment, but there is the plain, 
practical fact, that they make us safe from attack, and are what 
we need first and most. Neither have they the interest of great 
contractors behind them; but the money for them will all be ex- 
pended in this country and will be much more generally distrib- 
uted and a much greater proportion of it be ded for labor. 
Whatever we may think of the advisability of harbor defense, 
there can be no doubt of the sentiment of the country at large 


upon the subject. There has recently been considerable news- 
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paper comment upon it, and it is invariably favorable to fortifying 
our harbors. _ 

The following papers, and many others, have within the last six 
weeks declared themselves in favor of a modern system of coast 
defense: New York Tribune, New York Press, Brooklyn Eagle, 
8 Tribune, San Francisco Examiner, Boston Journal, 
Providence (R. I.) Telegram, Baltimore Herald, St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch, Louisville Commercial, Woonsocket (R. I.) Reporter, 
Newark (N. J.) News, Washington Evening Times, Pittsburg 
Commercial Gazette, Indianapolis Sentinel, Norwich (Conn.) 
Record, Tampa Bn Times, Bay City (Mich.) Tribune, New 
York Sun, New York Herald, New York Commercial-A dvertiser, 
New York Journal, New York Times, Binghamton (N. Y.) Re- 

ublican, Philadelphia Press, Hartford (Conn.) Courant, New 
ork Advertiser, City Star, Milwaukee Sentinel, Bethle- 
hem (Pa.) Times. 

“As I believe the newspapers so well reflect the public senti- 
ment, I will read some more editorials: 

THE NATIONAL DEFENSE. 
From the Commercial Gazette of Pittsburg, Pa., of March 2. 1896.] 
The question of the rehabilitation of the Navy was one which excited a 
rood deal of attention ten or a dozen years „and the results of the agita- 
on are 9 in the vastly improved condition of that arm of the nation's 
defense. t we are still far behind Great Britain in the magnitude and 
effectiveness of our Navy, and there is a constant demand for additional 
expenditures in that direction. * * * No one in this country pretends 
that we should have a navy equal in prowess to that of Great Britain, but we 
should spend a great deal more money in seacoast defenses than we have been 
doing. * * The United States does not need a great navy, able to cope 
with those of the leading maritime powers of Europe, mainly for the reason 
that this is not an ive nation and does not expect to engage in ag 
sive warfare. * * There is no telling when the nation — fd be made to 
feel the 5 of this neglect. An attack from a foreign naval fleet 
is improbable, but not impossible. The Venezuelan affair and the Cuban in- 
surrection furnish Kr og sa to what might happen very unexpectedly. 
There is little fear that in the end the United States would beable to hold its 
own as against all comers, but in doing so no little h tion and loss would 
be endured. The best way to render such attacks impossible would be to be 
fully prepared to repel them. 


ECONOMY OF COAST DEFENSES. 
[From the Washington Evening Times of February 27, 1896.] 

If the United States were to get into a war with Great Britain, or a, 
or Russia, or any other foreign power having a considerable navy, a fleet 
hostile vessels could do damage enough by a day's bombardment of one of 
our great seaport cities to more than equal the total cost of a complete sys- 
tem of defenses on the Atlantic, Pacific, and lake coasts. Itis the same fool- 
ish policy from which many inland towns have suffered that have shunned 
the expense of a well · qui fire de ent and lost more money by one 
conflagration than the whole outfit would have cost. 

A perfect system of coast defenses is notice to the world that the country 
833 them fears no attack from hostile fleets and has its own navy free 

ba pap wherever its services may be most valuable. Its first cost is the 
chief outlay; it has not to be added to, nor have any parts of it to be re- 
piacon; it is there for all time. On the other hand, vessels wear out; they 

ve to be overhauled and repaired; it takes time to get them ready for active 
service after once they have been out of co: ion. A modern fortification, 
built upon the best models, is practically indestructible, for the guns that 
can be mounted on it are so far-reaching as to keep even battle ships at such 
a distance that their shells can not — X the city back of the defenses, 


THE OLD WAY THE BETTER. 
From the Boston Journal of February 27, 1808.] 


It is a matter for Pacer eget congratulation that the important bill of Senator 
SQUIRE providing for the systematic expenditure of $37,000,000 for coast de- 
fense has been favorably considered reported to Congress. 

Itisa ficant fact that the objection of a need of economy, which has 
been fatal this session to man bills, has not been raised 

measure. Though it au a heavy appropriation, the actual ex- 
penditure will be distributed over a series of years, and therefore can not 
overtax the national resources. 8 million dollars is a large sum, 
but it is only a little more than a do a head of our immense population— 
by no means an extravagant price to pay for an effective form of national 


insurance. 

Asa matter of fact, it is a far smaller sum than the Government in its 
days of comparative weakness oes to buildand eauip the really admira- 
ble system of coast defenses which we possessed prior to the war of the rebel- 
lion. Our fathers were poorer than we, but they created and maintained 
fortifications which commanded the respect of Europe and kept us for almost 
moen a . free from serious menace by the great military powers of the 

or 

Our present relatively unprotected condition is a modern innovation—a 
de from the traditional policy of the Republic—and the American peo- 

le — given abundant proof that they want no more of such a rash exper- 

n 


dese: 


COAST DEFENSES. 
[From the Woonsocket (R. I.) Reporter of February 29, 1896.] 


land has at present 60 armed battle ships to our 8, and is going to 
build 10 more this year, while there are murmurs at the proposed addition 


of 6 battle ships to our Navy. It isn to provide strong land defenses 
under Wepro = of which our ships could e shelter when menaced by 
an overwhe 


ostile force, or refit in case of ee 
There is no doubt that the great majority of the people of the United States 
favor arbitration as the best method of adjusting international men fey and 
the poe of ey good citizens are reflected in the opposition of a leading 
paper to the 5 of any money for coast defenses as waste- 
fuland unnecessary. Such optimistic peace lovers have forgotten the im- 
mortal maxim of In time of peace prepare for war,” and need 
to remember that the continued absence of fire does not 
ce. The example of China shows the helplessness of a great commer- 
cial nation with enormous popolation and unlimited resources, but without 
any efficient protection from hostile attack, when suddenly assaulted by an 
energetic foe, far inferior in size, but provided with a sting. 


nm 
rove the folly of 


1896. 
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diture of $87,000,000 in ten years would not add materially to the 
3 of — le. and would build all the forts pesded | 


pposed to taking an 

which but yesterday overwhelmed China should remember that, as 
fessor Hollis said in his admirable lecture in Boston this week, we are 
living in the nineteenth century, not the twenty-fifth. 


THE DEFENSE OF OUR COASTS. 
From the New York Journal of February 29, 1896.] 


If we leave our coasts unprotected we shall furnish an isolated example of 
a nation which believes itself above the need of land defenses of the modern 
pattern. The natural result will be that at some unex moment we 
shall receive an 8 t lesson, the record of which it will not be agree- 
able to n our archives. 

We have entered 5 Ai an epoch of international questions. Each month 
bri its quota of fore matters in which we are inte: 
which we can not hold aloof as we did of old. We need to 
freely. and now and then to declare our policy imperatively. It must be clear 
to most thinking men that we shall not be med to with absolute 
if by our negligence we invite successful attack. There was a time when 
England's * white sea was inadequately defended, and when the Con- 
tinental powers, just entering upon the period of monstrous armaments, pre- 
tended not to listen when she spoke. But when England girdled her island 
coast with steel and iron, and made it so that an enemy, were he as brave as 
William the Conqueror, could not land anywhere without receiving the con- 
verging fire of two gigantic forts, they were somewhat more attentive. 

In arming our coasts we are not merely providing against the possibility 
of a national humiliation. We are strength our position on every inter- 
ic upon which we are obliged to declare ourselves. e want 

lt in the Government foundries and in private establishments, 
a rate which will enable us to show satisfactory progress in defense. 
This l nation can afford the cost of a full equipment of every defen- 
sible point, It can not afford to neglect the matter another year. At this 
very hour questions — pending wae . . omg — pee * with ~ 
tions possessing powerful navies. one sho plead eloquently 
for haste and thoroughness in arming the coasts. 


OUR COAST DEFENSES, 
[From the Sentinel, of Indianapolis, Ind., March 4, 1896.] 

uestion of e a money for a navy or expending it for coast de- 
fenses is one that is forcing itself more and more on the minds of men who 
are working on the problem of defense inst foreign attack. Of course, 
both are needed to a certain degree, but there must be a limit somewhere to 
our Navy, and it may very properly be doubted that there is good pty in 
attemp! to build up and maintain a navy equal to that of any of the great 
powers of iurcpe. At present our Navy rates not higher than sixth or sev- 
enth in the list of the navies of the world, although it cost over a hundred 
and it is very far su by the best ones. At thesame 
that it is not adequate for the defense of our coasts, and, 
indeed, not adequate for defense of any material portion of them. Practi- 
cally, we can be attacked only on our coasts, but an immense amount of dam- 

could be inflicted there by a strong naval force. * * + 

. is hardly practicable to attempt to keep up in a race of this kind when 
we have compara ively little use for a large navy, and when these countries 
are adding to their navies as fast as we can. But we can protect our coasts 
against any naval force that can be brought them. Such is the opin- 
ion of such men as General Abbot, Admiral Walker, and other military and 
naval experts. + 


The 


On eve und, therefore, reason would dictate that we turn our atten- 
tion y to coast defenses, at least until the country is putin condition 
in which there would be no occasion for fear of damage from foreign attack. 


„I shall vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maryland not because I feel any hostility to the Navy nor because 
I underrate its importance, but because the fortifications bill 
is so much more entitled to our consideration at this time as being 
the first 5 in the logical development of onr national de- 
fenses. I believe that it can but be apparent to the Senate that 
the fortifications bill is of more importance than the provisions 
for the increase of the Navy at this time, and that it should 
receive preference if we do not intend to pass both. It will meet 
the general approval of the country, regardless of the condi- 
tion of our revenues, to establish and declare the poles that the 
protection of our own country is our first duty. we have not 
the money in hand, we surely will have it. If we can afford to 
build four battle ea iper year, for eight years, we can certainly 
afford to use one-hal e money they will cost to make our har- 
bors safe for them and to protect our cities. This amount, the 
cost of two battle ships, is not an extravagant or unreasonable 
appropriation for coast defenses. j 

I would rather have no appropriation at all than to have the 
usual poor excuse for one. we have none at all, the sentiment 
of the country will soon be so aroused as to compel a well-defined 
policy, while our annual apology might otherwise one such 
action for atime. Let us adhere to the traditional policy of the 
United States—we want the means of defense, not aggression.” 

I have quoted these very pertinent views of the Senator from 
Vermont . PROCTOR] as setting forth fully my ideas with re- 
pard to the necessity of coast defenses, but I do not agree with 

im that we may not appropriate for the four battle ships and at 
the same time make adequate appropriations for our coast defenses. 
I believe that the Senate and that both Houses of Con are 
zeady to do so, and that the people are ready to sustain them. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will it be convenient for the Senator fröm 
Maine to allow me to offer an amendment to the bill at this time? 

Mr. E. Certainly. 

4 ar CHANDLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PEFFER in the chair), The 
amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY, 
following: 

That the Secre 
board com: 


It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 


Mr. TURPIE. Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 5853, a pension bill, which will not lead to any debate. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Let my amendment be adopted first, if 
Bae ne no objection. I move the amendment for adoption at 


e. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the Senate is rather thin to adopt 
anamendmentsoimportant. There may be some experiments—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to the amendment 
going over at the suggestion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over, then. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to say before it goes over that I wish to 
bring up the amendment relating to the establishment of a tank, 
and renee the amendment the Senator from New Hampshire 
has off may have some connection with that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; it has no relation to the tank. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for any amendment to be 
offered in regard to the tank. The provision was placed in the 
bill by the other House. 

Mr. PASCO. It was in the bill, but it has been stricken out, I 
understand. 

Mr. HALE. No amendment is required, but simply a vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to have the vote reconsidered or the ques- 
tion eee the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. C DLER. The Senator can have the amendment strik- 
ing out that provision reserved for a separate vote in the Senate. 

ARMINDA STUCKER. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5858) granting apen- 
sion to Arminda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place on the 

msion roll the name of Mrs. Arminda Stucker, widow of John 

. Stucker, late a soldier in Company B, Grundy County Battal- 
ion, Missouri State Militia, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without anfendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at5o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 30, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 29, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn, 
TaN ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate h i eed to the amendments of 
the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 1904) to regulate mar- 
riages in the District of Columbia, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. FAULK- 
NER, Mr. MOMILLAN, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 888) 
to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate the Capital Rail- 
way Company,” approved March 2, 1895, asked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. PROCTOR as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, had to the con- 
ference asked by the House of Representatives, and had appointed 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. S er, Lask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2490) to authorize 
the 1 War to improve and maintain the public roads 
within the its of the national park at Gettysburg, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized in his 
discretion to improve and maintain the public roads within the limits of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Arni 29, 


national park at Gettys! Pa., over which jurisdiction 
hereafter be ceded to the United States: pe ones 
in this act shall 


has: been. or ma 
$ „That 5 

4 be deemed and held to 3 pha signe Se by any 
Ox ADINE ADN pihesd Soe right of way to the same. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. er, I can state more 
briefly than the report the provisions of this bill. It simply au- 
thorizes.the Secretary of War to construct and repair roads withi 
the limits of the Gettys National Park. It carries no appro- 

riation.. The bill passed the Senate and is unanimously reported 

the Committee on Affairs. The amendment to the 

Gettysburg Park act is stated in the following words: 
of War is hereby ai 


That the Secretary uthorized in his-discretion to improve 
and maintain the public roads within the limits of the national park ai 


Get- 


2 Pa., over which jurisdiction has been or may hereafter be ceded to 
United States, 


Mr. SAYERS. If this bill should become a law, would it inter- 
fere with the devised by the De ent? 

Mr. CUR! of New York. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. You remember that in the last Congress we 
— a bill making the battlefield of Gettysburg a national park. 

believe that General Sickles the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It complies fully with the regula- 
tions heretofore adopted and the acts of Congress relating to this 
park, as provided in the of General Sickles. 


map S a 
Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the Secretary of War have this 


authority now? 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. No, sir. 
4 3 Has this bill been submitted to the Secretary 
ar 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes. 
Mr. 9 What is his report on it? Let us have the 
rt re 
1 CURTIS of New York.. I will read his letter. It is as fol- 
TI WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., March 2, 1896. 
Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of letter from the Gettys- 
burg National Park dated Fe ther with 


of proposed amendment to seetion 4 of to a 
pil i k at Gettys „ PR.,“ approved February 11, 1895, and to advise 
Parsons proposed amen t concurrence of 
men 
; respectfull, DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
* = Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

There is no objection to this bill from any source whatever. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Twill aak for the rereading of tha bill. There 
was confusion and I was unable to hear it. 


The bill was agai 

The SPEAKER. » Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. T should like to ask the gentleman if he has any 
idea what is going to be the probable cost? 

NM. CURTIS of New York. I can not give you the informa- 

tion. There is no appropriation asked for in this bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, of course not. : 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It comes out of the appropriation 


already made. ; 

Mr. LOUD. Of course it will have to come out of the regular 
appropriations made annually for parks all over the country. 
Mr. BINGHAM, There is an appropriation of $50,000 in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. { 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I know this will have to be met in the sundry 
civil bill. We are getting parks all over the country and we are 
piling up permanent expenses every year. There have to be 
a halt somewhere, either on pensions. or on roads, one or the 
other. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from California 
that it is considered ungracious to propose a reduction of expenses 


here. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, per so, but I can not help it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask 1 from New York if 
the Government has complete jurisdiction over that park? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It has. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the land been bought by the Govern- 
ment, or ceded to it? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; this only relates to that 
which has been ceded, and is so specified in the i 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the tleman from New York mean to 
— er the Government of the United States has exclusive juris- 

tion 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; the State of Pennsylvania 
has granted jurisdiction, in respect to this park, over the territory 
that the Government desires to occupy. emap has been made, 
the bill establishing the park was approved on the 11th of Feb- 
ruary, 1895, and the State of Pennsylvania has ceded jurisdiction. 

Mr. Mc. . But the gentleman from Texas will observe 
that there are reserved rights over which, it seems, the Govern- 
ment has no control. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York (reading): 


Pei ier psa er a ate ate tons ns cee ae 


thin 8 the rights 


| monuments 


pa That is, for any extensions to the park that may be made in the 


Mr. McMILLIN. But there seems to be a reservation of rights. 
71 
will read it: 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be deemed and held to 
acquired by any State or by any military organization 
e ground on which its monuments.or markers are placed, nor the right 
of way to the same. 
23 oh Poo tad has eaten hee 
y ennsylvania, m accep o 
Government. The plans were drawn under the eee of 
General Sickles.: e State of Pennsylvania. has granted, with 


the concurrence of Con, „the right to put up monuments on 
various parts of the N izati 


e eee from different States 
that were the . This bill provides that these 
not in any case be encroac on by these roads, 
Mr. KEM. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Who 
keeps up the public roads there now? 
os SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 


Mr. KEM. LI object. 


EXTRA COPIES OF HOUSE BILL RELATING TO PACIFIC’ RAILROADS, 


Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 2,500 extra. copies 

bill 
eee ee ooh . the majptity end atatethy sepor of 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was.agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—THORP VS. M’KENNEY. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to present 
sinclionccmeck Thort eanna . toe Bemis teen 
election case o orp. e h Ci 

sional district of Virginia; and I ask that it be printed. 

Mr. DE ARMHOND (some time subsequently). Mr. S. r, in 
the case of Thorp against McKenney I, t the conclusions of 
3 a 3 Mgr —— on Elections N o. 3, and ask that 
they be printed wi e report presen à gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. WALKER] in the same case. It is really a concur- 
rent report. There is no difference as to the result, but expresses 
the views of certain members of the committee. 

The report, with the views of the minority, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—PEARCE AGAINST BELL. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. S , I present the report 
of the Committee on Elections No. 3 in the case of Giles Otis 
Pearce vs. John C. Bell, from the Second Congressional district 
of the State of Colorado, and ask immediate action upon this re- 


pore ron taal a few lines, thers is no need of that it 
rinted. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Elections No. 3, to which was referred the contested 
election case of Giles Otis Pearce John C. Bell, from the Seeond Con- 
nal district of the State of , submits the following report: 


In this case the contestant. gave no notice of coni as la 
and has taken no evidence to sustain the allegations fraud. and inti 
tion claimed by him to have been committed. 

homnan Me Bowen recsived ADI vase: thet Wek, — 

wen v v ` e yi 
and the contestant. received 157 votes. n 

The committee ‘ore recommends the adoption of the following reso- 

Resol That Giles Otis Pearce was not elected a Bd wry Tee in the 
Fifty-fo Congress from the Second Co! t of the State of 
Colorado, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That John C. Bell was duly elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth Co: from the Second Congressional district of the State of C 
orado, and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions, 
The resolutions. were agreed to, 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HOGE VS. OTEY. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I present the report of the 
Committee on Elections No. 3 in the contested-election case of 
J. Hampton Hoge vs, Peter J. Otey, from the Sixth Congressional 
district of Virginia. I ask that it be printed and referred to the 
House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be ordered printed and the 
case referred to the House Calendar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am e from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the follo resolution; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 
thanks of Congress be given to the people of Wisconsin for 


8 
mida- 


), That the 
statue of 


1896. 


the renowned missionary explorer and discoverer of the 


ae That the statue be accepted, to — in 6 
resolutions, signed by the presiding israe — 
Pall, and that mate! House of of Representatives be forwarded to his excellency th 
governor of the State of 
UNITED STATES „ ROANOKE, VA. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7668) to establish a term 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, 
Va., in the western district of Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


— or me etc., That a term of the district and circuit courts of the 
tae © tates shall be held in each year at Roanoke, in the western district 
A Vinginia or on the Tuesday after the second Monday in February and Au- 


SEC. 2. That the counties of Roanoke, Botetourt, Giles, Craig, Franklin, 
„Floyd, Pulaski, Tazewell, Bland, and and city of Roa- 

attached to the division of the court estab! the first 
and all process running to said counties shall be return- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary 
were adopted, as follows: 

y of Roanoke.” 

Section bing sete out ie wordt Sarco e art courte 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On. motion of Mr. OTEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT ORIENT POINT, LONG ISLAND, ETO. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. S , I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of bill No. 853, providing for the 
and fo f rh gine ade map oan moana pet EA 
= ‘or the pro 0 en 3 reen; 

ihe vee shore of Shelter Island. , 

Ane Pill was read, as follows: 

Board is here thorized and 

Thank l of the beacon dr a ‘ore existing 

of Lon Taba Senad. te the State or New ork and the maid Honea Boned 

3 eee the following points in the 
Point, Shelter Island. 

Pitt. On Halles er Prada Point. on Great Hog Neck, opposite Shelter 

Sixth. On Tyndalls Point or Clarks ye north of Sag Harbor. 

Seventh. On the shore south of West Neck Harbor, on Shelter Island. 

hat, Lom On the Ar about three-fourths of a mile north of the Sag Harbor 
vS 2. "That the sum of $05,000, to be available immediately, is here 

. out of any moneys at the 8 not otherwise a i 
for the purpose of cons and placing the foregoing lig bea- 
cons, and buoys, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I observe that there is no limi- 
tation in the bill as to the expenditure 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the ri Hen to object. 
do not know that I caught the reading of the bill accurately, bat 
if I did it seems to be an omnibus bill. 

Mr, McCORMICK. Oh, no. The other items in the bill in ad- 
dition to the light-house are for small gas buoys. 

Mr. X. Ishouldlike to hear the report. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I will ask the Clerk to read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Conliss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and F. Commerce, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (H. R. 88) providing 8 on of a light house at Orient Point, 
Green a er — . — ‘or the west shore ol of Sh — r ag Island, report — 
ore 3 e 

pamo back with an that the bill thus amended 
0 

correspondence a aE TEA submitted shows the 
necessity for the proposed 
The committee recommen: 3 


nnasunx DEPARTMENT, 
Washionton D. C., February 15, 1896. 
Stig: The letter from your committee of January 6, 1896, inclosing House 
bill No. 853, providing for the erection of a light- -house at Orient t Point, Long 


Island, New York, and for the proper e nA entrance to Green 

— — Harbor and the west shore of Shelter aid asking suggestions 
— ning the merits of the bill and the pean wry of its passage been 

receiv: 


F House Board, which has replied that 
it recommends establishment of a licht house and steam whistle at Orient 
Point or Gynter . ‘ond Reef, at the entrance of Plum Gut, Long Island, and 
e eee e reenport Harbor, and 


Respec y, yours, 8. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND Lge rence . 
of Representatives. 
. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, if Iam e advised, the 
t- House Board classifies these ee eee three heads: 
Indispensable, necessary, and desirable. I should be glad to have 
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3 t-house comes 

cCORMICK. Indispensable, question. This 

=| ight houso is on the great route through Island Sound to 
Rew Dri England, and is intended to take the place of a small light 


away a year or two ago 
tan b. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if peg gentleman from Missouri 
will tme, I will state that the Light-House Board takes up 
all o eee aE? ae and fog signals that are author- 
tho heads o a fee a its annual report classifies them under 
of indispensablo, , necessary, and desirable; but I do not 
Committee on Commerce ever makes such 


9 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the gentleman from Texas any informa- 
tion as to the propriety or necessity of this diture? 

Mr. SAYERS. None at all. I w nothing about it. 

Mr. McCORMICK. There has not been amore meritorious bill 
before the House in this session. This light-house is 
na y the highway Actin travel trom New York to New ae 

a W. pass every W 

Mr. Mo LIN. What is the 8 cost? 

Mr. MCCORMICK. Sixty-five ering e is the estimated cost. 

Mr. McMILLIN. wam is to be the running cost when these 

e are under wa: 

MoCORMICK. 1 — I do not know. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, if you want $6,500 for this light-house 
and these beacon lights or gas buoys, which, I think, are the most 
expensive kind of appliances, it strikes me that the cost of main- 
tenance construction will be very considerable. I do not 
know but this light-house may be necessary, but I call the atten- 
tion of the House to the probable cost. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S er, I desire to make a single state- 
ment to the House. For fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, the 
revenues of the Government failed to meet current expenses by 
869,803, 260.58. During the last fiscal year the current income 
was inadequate to meet current liabilities by $42,805,223.18, and 
it is now estimated that the deficiency in current Sagi for 
the teen nal yene wili ob ieoa chan $2900.00 

DINGLEY. And eleven millions more for Pacific 
Bona 00 the estimated deficiency $36,000,000. 
Y. My information is that the deficiency will be 
Rees —.— -five millions. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But that does not include the Pacific Railroad 


bonds. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Maine is accurate in 
his statement it onl: onc ame the fact I desire to press upon 
the attention of the 

Mr. Speaker, our sen’ revenues are unequal to the task of 


meeting the current expenses of the Government. [ use on 
the Republican side.] I do not understand, Mr. S er, just 
why that statement should be applauded by my friends from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] and from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
Ar. WI 


A. STONE. We were — PEA our gratifi- 


cation at the gentleman's statement with regard to the deficiency. 


This is the first time the fact has been 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not know that any intelligent Demo- 

crat had ever denied it. 

erg W WILLIAM A. STONE. There must be a great scarcity of 
intelligent Democrats, then. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S. er, I rose in a perfectly judicial 
frame of mind to state a few facts, but it = apparent that the 
8 desire to provoke a partisan discussion. So far as I 

ve heard, and I have been a regular attendant, a tleman 
on this side of the House has denied—and I challe gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to produce the record to . 
that the current income of the Government during the period I 
have mentioned has been inadequate to meet current expenses. 
It is true we have a surplus of 8273, 873,417.72 in the Treasury, 
including the $100,000,000 gold reserve, but the gentleman and 
the country know how that surplus was created. It is the result 
otad borrowing money by the issue of bonds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 8 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, "ben, the Government is confronted 
with this unfortunate Treasury situation, and as business men, 
without regard to party affiliations, it seems to me that we should 
determine either to increase taxation, borrow money by the con- 
tinued issue of Government bonds, or reduce expenditures. 
these methods, I prefer a reduction ‘of expenditures, 

Mr.MAHON. Let them pass the revenue billover inthe Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We Preteen not desire to pass a prohibitory “ rev- 
enue” 

Mr. McCORMICK. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this is our situation in respect 
to revenue and expenditures. This Congress has met that condi- 
tion by doing what? You have already authorized by the bilis 
that have passed the House or pending in the Senate contracts 
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amounting to 893,541, 147.91. That is to say, the river and harbor 
bill as reported to the Senate carries an authorization of contracts, 


additional to the $12,609,550 of direct appropriations, of $60,623,- 
871.91; the naval bill as passed by the House authorizes the con- 
struction of four battle ships and ten torpedo boats, which iis 
estimated will cost, additional to the amount appropriated, $27,- 
875,000; the fortifice.tion bill as by the House authorizes 
contracts, additional to apropriations, of $5,542,276, making the 
total contracts authorized (and certainly the amount will not 
be decreased) 803.541. 147.91. The 8 bills as they left 
this body carried 8505,79, 410.88. that, without taking into 
account the six and a half million dollars added by the Senate 
to the sundry civil bill, without reference to the certain increase 
of the deficiency bill and increases upon other bills, the ific 
appropriations of this Congress amount now to $505,079,410.88, 
and on contracts authorized $93,541,147.91, making a grand total 
of appropriations and liabilities of $598,620,558.79. 

It can not be stated at this time with absolute accuracy what the 
increases of the Senate will be; but I assume that the bills when 
they become laws will carry not less than $7,000.000 (a very con- 
servative estimate) additional to the $505,000,000 carried when 
they left the House. It is obvious, therefore, that as a net result 
of hs action of this 8 the direct appropriations will aggre- 

te not less than $512,000,000, and contracts not less than $93,000, - 
600. making the enormous total of 8605, 000, 000 of liabilities and 
appropriations for the session. 

ow, then, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that discarding parti- 
sanship—in view of inadequate revenues—in view of the liabilities 
already imposed by this Congress—the hour has come when the 
House and Senate should call a halt on appropriations unless they 
be absolutely indispensable for the proper conduct of the public 


service. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] has taken occasion to make a 
speech on national affairs, a political speech—a speech for the 
country at lar; in connection with the proposition to pass a sim- 
ple bill of which he evidently knows nothing—a bill, I may say, 
that involves no national or party issue, and that no man who 
examines it can reasonably object to. No matter what the finan- 
cial obligations of the Government are, or may be, it can not 
afford—no Government could afford—to expose life and property 
in the manner they are now exposed in my district for the want of a 
single light-house. The light-house for which this bill provides is 
to be constructed on Long Island Sound, directly in the line of all 
water travel between New York and New England. It will be 
nearly opposite New London, on one of the most important points 
upon Long Island. The temporary light-house which was for- 
merly at this point—Orient Point—a small and inadequate affair— 
was destroy several years ago, and all the poopie have 3 
for a new and permanent light; and it is indispensable to safe 
navigation. 

Beyond the through travel on Long Island Sound, which, as 
gentlemen know, is an enormous travel, thousands of passengers 
go to Shelter Island and other points at the east end of Long Island 
annually by steamboats, and need the use of thislight. Its estab- 
lishment has been urged by the officers of all the steamboats 
and all the navigation companies doing business on Long Island 
Sound. It also has the approval of all the Government authori- 
ties. It was approved by the Light-House Board before I intro- 
duced it, and has since been twice approved in communications 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The 
president of the Light-House Board has within a few days ex- 

ressed to me the hope that this bill will be passed at this session. 
t may say that since [ introduced the bill a wreck has occurrred 
for lack of the light. 5 

The bill does not carry an appropriation. That must be put in 
a regular appropriation bill. I do not know that we shall get a 
dollar this year. At most only enough will be asked to start the 
work, which should not be delayed to another season, which it will 
be little less than criminal to delay. 

I repeat, there is no more important bill of this class before this 
House, no more meritorious and unobjectionable bill, no bill that 
ought to receive more prompt consideration. Congress can not 
afford to neglect to pass a bill of this kind where the question of 
the protection of life and 1 on one of the most important 
maritime highways in the Northern States is involved. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman one question in 
relation to this bill; and let me say that if 75 Pa 8 to the gen- 
tleman inflamed my friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], I am 
willing to withdraw that question. [Laughter.] Ishould like to 
know why this bill carries a provision for buo It is unusual 
for Congress to provide in this way for the establi ent of buoys. 
The Tight Bouse Board has ample authority and ample funds to 
provide buoys wherever they may be needed. 

Mr. M RMICK. That provision has been inserted because 
around Shelter Island, as anyone familiar with that island knows, 
these buoys are necessary at every point. 


Mr. LOUD. I do not doubt that; but why is special provision 
for them carried in this bill? It has never been customary for 
Congress to provide specifically for the establishment of buoys. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The buoys are carried in the bill, let me 
say to the gentleman, with the knowledge and approval of the 
Light-House Board and the House committee. 

. LOUD. The Board can establish them where they think 
there is necessity for their establishment, and I do not see the pro- 
priety of WARDE ific provision for them. 

Mr. McCOR. . Probably the Board has not money enough. 

Mr. LOUD. This provision would not give them any more 
money. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Well, then, it can do no harm to put the 
provision in the bill. 

Mr, LOUD. Only to this extent, that it is an entire departure 
from the custom which has prevailed heretofore with reference 
to this matter. There are hundreds of places throughout the 
country that no doubt need this system of buoys just as much as 
the point the gentleman refers to, but this undertakes to direct 
the Light-House Board where to establish them. I do not think 
it ought to be in the bill for that reason. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The Light-House Board has made no ob- 
jection to the direction or designation made in the bill, and I do 
not feel at liberty to strike out all reference to the buoys; cer- 
tainly not without further consultation with the Board. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. S. er, I dislike very much tointerrupt 
the consideration of this bill, but deem it necessary and arope at 
this time to make a single word of response to the remarks of my 
friend from Missouri . DocKERY}. 

Mr. Speaker, no one feels more deeply than I do, or has felt 
during the entire session of Congress, the importance of exercis- 
ing the most rigid economy in the appropriations for carrying on 
the Government. We all know that since the ist day of fi 
1894, the revenues of the Government have not been sufficient to 
meet the current expenditures of the Government. As the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] has stated, up to the present 
time the deficiency of revenue to meet the current expenditures 
of the Government is nearly $138,000,000 since the date men- 
tioned, July 1, 1893. In addition to this we have been called 
upon to pay maturing Pacific railway bonds to the extent of $11,- 
000,000 more; so that we now have a deficiency arising from all 
sources to the extent of nearly $149,000,000, and with the absolute 
certainty that this deficiency is to continue. And this deficiency 
has been practically met by the sale of bonds, for it has been 
necessary to use greenbacks redeemed with the gold obtained by 
the sale of bonds to pay this deficiency, and thus these greenbacks 
here been put in a position to be again presented for redemp- 

on. 

More than that, on the Ist day of January next, nine and three- 
quarter million dollars more of Pacific bonds will mature, and 
must be met, with no revenue in sight to meet them. 

Now, it is well known that so far as we are concerned on this 
side of the House, we have recognized the fact that this Govern- 
ment, with the utmost economy, can not be run with the revenues 
we are now receiving under the present revenue laws and with the 
condition of business industries of the past three years. It is 
impossible, with the utmost economy, to run the Government with 
the revenue we are likely to have from that system of laws for 
some time to come. 

We proposed to increase the revenues to the extent of $40,000,000 
a year in order to meet this exigency, an a bill for that 
purpose; but we all understand that that bill has not yet become 
arene and is not very likely to become a law at the present session 
of Congress. 

With respect to hea gee already made, it is very true 
that, in form, including the so-called anent and indefinite ap- 
ean the appropriations made by this session of Congress 
are likely to ex a little the sum of $500,000,000. But it must 
be borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that $50,000,000 of that sum, com- 
ing under the head of so-called permanent appropriations, is the 
estimated amount to be set aside for the purposes of the sinking 
fund, which is not of course an ordinary expenditure but an esti- 
mate for a reduction of the interest-bearing debt. The actual 
appropriations for current expensesof the Government, including 
pos mses paid by postal revenue, and for interest on the 
public debt, therefore will slightly exceed $450,000,000 this ses- 
sion. The revenues, unless there be a considerable increase, 
under existing laws will not reach that sum in all probability, 
Including postal revenues 2er are estimated for the next fiscal 
year at about four hun and forty or fifty millions. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the e yield to me for a question? 

Mr. DIN GLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. On the point of the comparison between the ap- 
propriations made during the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Con- 
gresses, res ively — 

Beak DINGLEY. Oh, there has been no increase of appropria- 
ons, : 
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Mr. PITNEY. Permit me to ask this question: When the ap- 
po tions come to be made up—that is, the total appropriations 
or the two 5 include tHe permanent annual ap- 
propriations, and the sum total is made up 5 of the interest 
oe tha ublic debt and in part of the sinking fund, which goes to 
diminish the principal of that debt 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). And is it not true that the recent 
bond issues, amounting to $262,000,000 during the present Admin- 
istration, have increased the annual interest account of the Gov- 
ernment by eleven and a half million dollars and the annual ex- 
Bi on account of the sinking fund by over two and a half 

illions? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was about to say that the interest on the 
public debt now will exceed by eleven and a half million dollars 
the amount it had reached two years ago, and simply because of 
the fact that during this Administration, in a time of peace, 
the bonded indeb ess of the Government has been increased 
over $262,000,000, thereby 5 interest charge carried 
in the permanent appropriations to that extent. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

ow, in view of this condition of things, it is important that 
we should be exceedingly careful with t to appropriations; 
and I want to say, in general, so far as this House has acted, it has 
thus far been very careful. I may say again, with reference to 
the contracts that have been authorized in the river and harbor 
bill and in the naval appropriation bill and in connection with 
fortitications, they will amount, in the course of flve years, to six- 
teen or eighteen millions a year. But bear in mind that these 
e ditures are to be stretched over the future, and will prob- 
ably amount to about $18,000,000 a year. So far as that is con- 
cerned, of course we are appropriating during this session of 
Congress for some contracts made by past Congresses. The con- 
tract system has been thought to be economical, and hence con- 
tracts are authorized for the future, stretching over a number 
of years; but on the whole it is regarded as wiser than the sim- 
ple appropriation from year to year. I think that perhaps some 
of the contracts which have been authorized have been larger 
than they should have been, but, nevertheless, in the end there is 
no doubt of the economy of that system. So, therefore, when it 
is said that at this session of Con, $90,000,000 of contracts 
have been authorized, it must be borne in mind that they are 
stretched over at least five years; that it will take five years to 
cover all these contracts, and that we are now appropriating money 
for contracts that have been made in the past; and the one fact 
offsets the other. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In nearly every instance, let me 
say, no new project has been begun under the contract system. 


as are all old 7 x 
ane Pee Very well, but I am not discussing that ques- 
on at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am sure the > gen ioman does not wish to give 
an erroneous impression to the House? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. When the gentleman seeks to draw a compari- 
son between the present session of this Congress and either session 
of the last Congress in reference to contracts authorized,if the 

tleman will examine the appropriations he will find that the 
fast Congress at each session was required to make much larger 
appropriations in order to meet contracts which that Congress did 
not authorize than does the present Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is so, I presume. The amount of actual 
appropriations by this Congress is substantially what the appro- 
priations have been for several years. There is no increase of 
aggregate appropriations, as might be inferred from what has 
been said—certainly not outside of the increase of interest on the 
public debt. Weare running along as carefully, on the whole, 
as we probably can, with the Government and its needs as the 
are, e need more revenue. There is no doubt about that at all; 
but it should be borne in mind that we have not appropriated 
8500, 000,000 for current expenses. It is about 8450, 000, 000, includ- 
ing the postal appropriation, Which is paid by postal revenues. 
The amount of ac expenditure that must be paid by taxes out- 
side of the postal revenue under the appropriations authorized by 
this Congress for the next fiscal year will be about $360,000,000, 
about a million dollarsaday.- . 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwish to submit to the gentleman whether this 
discussion at the present stage, so far as the relative appropria- 
tions at either session of the last Congress and the present session 
of this Co are concerned, is not premature? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I admit that, but when the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DOCKER) made the statements he did I was 
not willing to have it goto the country in the precise form in 
which they were made without a suggestion in response. [Ap- 


plause on the 5 side.] 
Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say to the gentleman 
Mr. SAYERS. One other question. Iam not taking any part 


in this discussion, except that the House may not have an erro- 
neous impression. The gentleman from Maine spoke of an in- 
creased amount of permanen i ja stg Sepa because of the inter- 


pet due upon the bonds issued by the present Administration, 
at was something over $11,000,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Eleven and a half million dollars increase in 
the interest that we have to appropriate for. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not question the gentleman’s figures. Now, 
after deducting the $11,500,000 rendered necessary on account of 
the interest on bonds issued by the present Administration, the 
1 will find that the appropriations at this session of 
Bey ken! are still in excess of those of either session of the last 

mgress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you mean the first session? 

Mr. SAYERS. Either one of them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The appropriations at the first session of 
Congress are usually more than those of the second session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not in the Fifty-first Congress. The appropri- 
ations of the last session of the Fifty-first Congress were $40,000,- 
000 or $50,000,000 more than the appropriations at its first session, 
In the last Congress the appropriations at the last session were 
smaller than those of the first session. That is to say, the appro- 
priations were smaller after the election than before. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That depends 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Maine suggests that I 
made reference to comparative appropriations. I made no com- 
parison with the appropriations of former Congresses, but will 
make that later on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is true that the gentleman made no com- 
parisons directly, but I was not willing for the inference to go to 
the country from his remarks that there had been larger appro- 
priations made at this session of Congress than have been appro- 
priated on an average for four or five sessions of Congress past. 

Now, so far as that is concerned, when it is stated that we are 
a billion-dollar Congress, making appropriations of $500,000,000 
for each session, bear in mind that these billion dollars include 
$100,000,000 of estimated poes of debt; $50,000,000 each year 
4 put in what is called the permanent and indefinite appropria- 

ons. í 

Mr. SAYERS. The sinking fund was putin the sum total of 
permanent and indefinite appropriations for the last Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. When we come down to the real matter of 
public expenditures there have been no Ige appropriations at 
this Congress than at the several sessions of Congress that have 
preceded for four or five years. Yet we ought to be extremely 
careful as to appropriations, because of the tact we do not have 
revenue sufficient to meet the current expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, Notwithstanding this House has passed a bill to pro- 
vide this additional revenue, yet another y refuses to take it 
up, even for consideration. The fact that we have not sufficient 
revenue and that we are in this situation is not because of any 
fault at this end of the Capitol. 

Now, in reference to this particular bill, I am not prepared to 
say from the information before us whether it is “ indispensable“ 
that this light-house should be erected during the present year. 
If it is not, then there should be a postponement until we shall 
obtain more revenue. For it seems that we shall have to appeal 
to the people to obtain a President and a Senate before we can get 
more revenne. 8 on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if he would consent to the introduction of a proviso that no 
work should be done on this until more revenue is obtained? 

Mr. McCORMICK. I consider this is an indispensable work. 
A wreck or two have occurred at that place since I introduced the 
bill. It is opposite New London, a gection which is traveled ex- 
tensively. e bill has the approval'of all the steamboat people, 
all the captains that go up and down the Sound. The owners of 
the large steamers engaged in the Newport, Stonington, and Fall 
River trade think it is indispensable. They think that an appro- 
priation of $25,000 would be sufficient; but there is no appropria- 
tion in this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest, before unanimous consent 
should be given, that there ought to be a proviso inserted to the 
effect that the cost of the work herein named shall not exceed in 
the aggregate the sum of $65,000. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I will accept that proviso. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman a 
uestion. This communication from the Treasury Department 
oes not say whether this is an“ indispensable.” ‘‘ necessary,” or 

“desirable” case. Has the gentleman information as to whether 
the Treasury Department consider this“ indispensable”? It seems 
to me that we ought not to go further than the cases that are 
reported as indispensable.“ 

MoCORMICK. Iam assured by the Department that it is 
absolutely indispensable,“ and that it ought to be done at once, 
and that there ought to be a small appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN . I would like to ask the gentleman to include 
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in this bill a provision to 9 the money necessary to build 


the light-house. If it ought to be built the money ought to be ap- 

propriated; and if it should not, we ought not to pass the bill. 
. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee is very well 
aware of the fact that for several years we have not put an appro- 
iation in the bill authorizing the construction of a light-house, 
use only a small portion of the cost could be used in the fiscal 


year, and the appropriation is put in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. McMIL .I think my friend will find that the custom 
has been both wa; 

Mr. DING Not in recent years. 

Mr. 3 Sometimes it is put in, and sometimes it is 
not put in. 


r. McCORMICK. I would be glad to have this n 
made, but I am told this is not the appropriate yao or it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Any appropriation for a light-house goes into 
the sundry civil bill, 

Mr. McCORMICK. So I understand. Only a small sum will 
be required for use this season. ; 
Lrs 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 

s 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman wiil withdraw 
this bill and nt it again to the House in the regular form. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I have had this bill on the Calendar for 
two months, and every day I have been receiving letters and tele- 
grams urging its 8 

Mr. LOUD. Well, this is a departure from the usual custom, 
and I think I shall have to object on that ground. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ' 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S. r, I call up the bill (S. 1904) to reg- 
ulate marriages in the Dt of Columbia. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
8 the bill be dispensed with, as I think it is fairly 
un 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Senate has refused to concur in the House 
amendments. I move that the House insist and agree to acon- 

mce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER gg aS as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Curtis of Iowa, Mr. ODELL, and Mr. Conn. 

THE CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. , I also call up the bill (S. 888) to 
amend an act entitled An act to incorporate the Capital Railway 
The Clerk ed to read the bill. 
Mr. K. Mr. aker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the of the bill be wi 
|, Mr. ON. I object. 
i The bill was read in full, with the amendments. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments to the Senate bill and agree to a conference. 


The motion was to. 
inted as conferees on the part of the House 


The SPEAKER a 
Mr. Bancock, Mr. TIS of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for further consideration of the bankruptcy bill. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a 
= law on the subject of bankruptcy throughout the United 

tates 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the tion is 
now entitled a occupy as 3 br en on yester- 
day by the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr HENDERSON. Yes; go ahead. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STON Mr. Chairman, the consideration 
of this bill does not involve any question of party politics. Itis 
a matter which simply calls for the best judgment and the best 
thought of the members of this House without any reference 
whatever to their affiliations. Republicans and Democrats 
alike will favor the bill and oppose it. While I t to take 
issue withso many members who, I believe, sincerely favor the 
passage of this bill, I do so only from a firm conviction that the 
pango of an involuntary bankrupt bill would be a great misfor- 

e and disaster to this country. We borrow our common law 
from England, and underlying our codes of State law the prin- 
ciples of the common law as compiled by Sir William Blackstone 
are found. Naturally we look to land as a guidein the matter 
of a bankrupt law, and while it is admitted that England has a 


bankrupt law, yet it is a fact that it has been found almost an 
impossibility in that country to obtain a law that was satisfac- 
tory to 3 and that worked good results to debtors and 
creditors . 


They have had some sort of a bankrupt law in England ever 
since the time of Henry VIII. In 1825 they undertook to pass a 
general statute, and they have been amending that and passing 
new laws from time to time ever since. In 1825 the various exist- 
ing acts of were consolidated and some amendments 
were made. 14 that they had various provisions of law 
pertaining to ptcy, but gentlemen will find on examina- 
tion that those laws were not consolidated until 1825. That law 
of 1825 was amended in 1831, was changed in 1841, changed again 
in 1847, changed again in 1849, in in 1861, again in 1863 and in 
1869, ae they came gowa: to Tatara e they meas ay 
an en new bankrupt law. e history of bankruptcy legis- 
lation in England has not been satisfactory, but when we come 
to compare that country with this, when we realize the fact that 
the laws for all England are made in one legislative body and that 
the whole country, including Wales, is not so large as the States 
of Virginia and West Virginia—when we realize these facts and 
compare that country with our own, where 44 States are making 
laws, where the cipal part of the laws rela to the subject 
of debts and its are made by the States, and where there is a 
conflict between the States in reference to the insolvent and debtor 
laws, we can understand how much less the probability is that a 
uniform law can be enacted which will be satisfactory to the peo- 
ple in a country like ours. If this were the first attempt to pass 
a United States bankrupt law, if this were our first experiment, 
we might very properly enter upon the subject in an entirely dif- 
ferent frame of mind that in which we are compelled to be 
in the light of history. 

We have had three United States bankrupt laws. The first was 
passed in 1800. It was intended to in force, and it pro- 
vided that itshould remain in force forfive years. It was repealed 
at the end of three years. That law applied only to involuntary 

y, and the acts for which a man could be put into 
bankruptcy were all acts of actual fraud, not of constructive 
fraud. Yet that law was so unpopular, so unfavorably regarded 
by the people, that Congress was quick to repeal it, being unwill- 
ing to wait even for the two at the end of which it would 
have ired by limitation. we had the law of 
1841. at law lived about two years. So much hostility, so 
much objection, was manifested to it that Congress, bowing to 
the will of the people—the debtors and creditors alike—repealed 
it. That law was repealed under the same Administration under 
which it had been enacted. This brings us down to the act of 
1867. Following the late civil war, we enacted a bankruptcy law 
in 1867. That law was in force eleven years. 

It was constantly changed, and every amendment that was made 
was intended to make it more liberal and less harsh to debtors and 
creditors alike; 15 finally it became so unpopular, so detestable 
to the people of this country, that it was repealed. Gentlemen 
will remember that that law was generally regarded by our y le 
as a curse to the country, and they will also bear in min at 
while that law was in full force and effect we had, in 1873, the 
most serious panic that has ever visited this country, and Presi- 
dent Grant sent a ial message to Congress pleading for the 
repeal of the law. committee of this House, of which Mr. FRYE 
of Maine was a member, had tried with great care and diligence 
to make amendments to that law which would render it accept- 
oa to the people; but they finally announced their inability to 

0 80. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to send to the desk and have the Clerk 
read that portion of the message of President Grant in which he 
recommended the of this law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


acti ue ir busi d though the: possess amp! pey if it 
on e ness, an n may ample 4 
could be ad available for the Dispose 80 meet all their Habili ies, yet — 


in money are vented by their 
intment by proceedings agains 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, it is very common 
for those who favor a bankrupt law to call attention to the uni- 
form bankruptcy laws of England and otherforeign countries; but 
in such suggestions gentlemen forget that the conditions of this 
country are wholly dissimilar; that our circumstances and envi- 
ronments are altogether different, and that what might be a proper 
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law in any one of those countries would necessarily cause great 


trouble in its administration in this country. In the Congress 
which repealed the bankruptcy law of 1867 there were many men 
who were favorable to a bankruptcy law; yet, Mr. Chairman, the 
fact is that the vote in the House for its repeal was 205 to 40, and 
in the Senate 88 to 6. Senator Conkling, who represented the 
State of New York, favorable to a bankrupt law, anxious to have 
the old act of 1867 maintained, believing that it was ible to 
so amend it as to make it acceptable to the people of this country, 
expressed his views upon that subject; and I desire to have the 
Clerk read what he said in comparing this country with other 
countries where bankruptcy laws been maintained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


of condi 
om ptey system in Great 
come, 
Britain, and they compare it with ours, and they wonder with discontent 
that the com m is against us. rad it t the bankruptcy. m 
in Great Britain operates G per ero amid a very dense po tion, 
with a very numerous and effectual judi staff. En without the 
12 counties of Wales has a little less than the area of the ite of New York. 
Twenty-four million le inhabit it. Look to the apa Aoa the census for 
ustration of what I am sa; The British census is en in one night. 
is taken between sun and sun and after sundown. 

We take an enumeration here tocountall the o seattered 2 
our borders, and weeks and months are exha' and expenses are involved 
which would seem a hal, W them with the expenses of taking 
the British census 9 no allowance for the 
So when you come to execute a bankrupt law in the 0 
the Union, sparsely ulated and illy conditioned for transit 

as many localities are, without a judicial staff so numerous as 
ice to every man’s door, you find great impediments, 
ti ted by my coll „ Artes conan 
on presen m e, per’ + & ou e 
mots, and a — thus: settle E ATSA Un tin procoetinge, 
and of that which accrues at last to the creditor, ae eee See say 
that this isa failure. But if you look into the causes, I fear you will find that 
most of them are such that no art in drafting a bill, no reformation in admin- 
inistration, nothing which falls within the province 
pass and avoid them, and so it ma 
ent would it the present 
door, and attribute its evil 3 as I have endeavored to show, 
w of legislation. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the single matter 
of exemptions will more directly call attention to the varying 
ation of such a law as this in the different States, and the 
difficulty of applying any bankruptcy law to all of them. Take, 
for instance, the te of ylvania, where the exemption al- 
lowed to a debtor is $300; and he may select any property which 
he deems it most essential for him to save. In some other States 
the debtor may have a whole homestead exempted, to the value 
possibly of 85.000. The bill under consideration provides that the 
exemption allowed to bankrupts in any State be that allowed 
under the law of theparticular State. So that this bill, if it should 
become a law, might compel a debtor in Pennsylvania to give up 
all his property except possibly his household ty and some 
necessary articles for himself and family, while debtors in other 
States would be left with quite a larger exemption. In a country 
like ours, where there are forty-four or more States making laws 
all different, and where the laws of our Western States are so 
framed in the matter of exemptions as to encourage immigration 
from the Eastern States, I do not see how it is possible to adapt a 
Legend He law to the varyin Tapani of the country. 

Another objection, Mr. Chai , is that the people, many of 
them, live so away from. the United States courts. Some of 
them reside’ 200, 800, or 400 miles from the where court is 
held. The idea that you can substitute a referee and call hima 


court is simply ridiculous. The Ə where the orders are made 
which affect e property of the t is where the court sits, 
Our people are very seldom in a U States court. Those 


courts are not loo upon with favor generally by the people; 
and the court is in many cases so far removed from them that it 
is a journey to visit it. They have so little to do with that tri- 
bunal that the idea of being cited to appear in a United States 
court strikes the ave man living in a back county with some- 
thing of a fright. It is impossible, in my ee to obtain 
anything like a general bankruptcy law that will reach the every- 
day acts of the people. 

in, Mr. Chairman, when we come to look at the operation 
of a bankrupt law it does not affect the secured creditor at all. I 
am ing now of what is known as involuntary e 
where a creditor is forced to go into bankruptcy against his will. 
In that case the secured creditor is not affected, because he holds 
his security. After the secured creditor and the referee and the 
trustee and the clerk and the marshal and the attorneys are 
through with the estate, after it has paid the State taxes, the 
heroes nto taxes, the ocni ed eee taxes, 
after all the mortgages and judgments are pai r the property 
upon which there are liens has been sold CE ANSET, Then the 
unsecured creditor, the man who holds a note or due bill or bank 


' 


account, has simply what is left. And, Mr. Chairman, there is 
scarcely an: left for him. Yet. it is for the benefit of such 
creditors, and for their benefit alone, that this bill purports to be 
drawn. It can not affect the Government; it can not affect the 
State; it can not affect the. county, the city, or the township; it 
can not affect the man who holds the m e, judgment, or lien. 
Who, then, will it benefit? If it benefits anybody, it will only ben- 
efit the general creditor. ; 

Now, the statistics of insolvent estates in bankruptcy and out 
of bankruptcy in this country show that out of them all a very 
small percentage of the assets of such estates upon final settle- 
ment go into the hands of the general creditor. In the western 
district of Pennsylvania, composed of the largest number of 
counties in the State, under the act of 1867 there were 5,280 cases 
of bankruptcy. I had the clerk, who was formerly the clerk, dur- 
ing that. od, of the court, a very competent, reliable, and 
trustworthy man, undertake to make an estimate of the aver: 

rcentage paid to the general or unsecured creditor under 
bankruptcy proceedi in the court, as he was in a ition to 
know the results, and although he favored the hankrupt law, 
having resigned. his office as clerk to become a lawyer, and was 
familiar with the practice in bankruptcy cases, yet he tells me 
that the average to the general creditor does not exceed -15 
cent of the estates, and that it never did average over 
amount. What is, then, the benefit to the general creditor? 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if this bill mes a law it will 
create more hazards, more and uce more trouble than 
it can possibly do good. It will benefit lawyers, of course, and 
benefit people who want to be referees, trustees, and assignees; it 
will increase the fees of clerks and marshals, but will hurt and 


r. RAY Will tho, 

Mr. RAY, ill the gentleman permit me just there? May I 
ask whether the examination, to which you have referred, related 
both to voluntary and involuntary cases of bankruptcy, or was it 
confined exclusively to the involuntary cases? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Itrelated to both—it covered all. 


cases 1 8 before the court. 

Mr. RAY. Now, does not the gentleman see that such figures as 
he has stated would be very unfair as a basis of measuring the 
efficiency of a bankrupt law, because two-thirds or three-fourths 
of the cases i into might have been voluntary cases of 
bankruptcy, where the parties had no property at all, but simply 
took the benefit of the bankrupt law for the purpose of obtaining 
a discharge from their liabilities? Does he not think, if he con- 
fined the examination solely to the cases of involuntary bank- 
rupfcy, persons with perty, he might have found t the 
8 to the creditor was very much larger? 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. I do not think so. My recollec- 
tion of the act of 1867 is very fresh. I enjoyed my share of 
tice under it and am quite Familiar iar with the practical worki 
of the system, and know 55 of the number of the estates 
that went through bankruptcy under it. I can scarcely recall an 
involuntary proceeding under that act where the assets arising 
from the estate ever surprised the unsecured creditors by making 
them think it worth w to put the party in bankruptcy. There 
were generally great disappointments growing out of the pro- 


So, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it a good provision for the 
creditor, and I know it is bad for the debtor; and I can not see 
any good to anybody to be accomplished from the enactment of 
suchalaw. Let us take, for instance, as an illustration, à little 
country town. Su there are three or four merchants who 
are eng in the dr business, and one of them is forced 
into ptcy, and the store must be sold for the benefit of the 
creditors. Itissold by the trustee—by the auctioneer. Immediately 
the goods in that store come into competition with the other three 
merchants in the same town. They are sold necessarily without 
re to cost; they are sold at auction; and you will find, if this 

becomes a law, thatin every country town and village through- 
out the land the men who are struggling to escape from the period 
of hard times that has been us will have to come into 
competition with the assignee and the auctioneer, and either sell 
his at the same price that they are sold at public sale for, or 
else he must suffer the consequences. There is no legitimate mer- 
chant, who desires to sell his ata profit, who can possibly 
compete with. the auctioneer. that is what will have to be 
= — this bill i = law. ae I 8 disturbs se chan- 
nels of trade; it upsets the regular order of things, and brings 
trouble, confusion, and increased competition. 

Many. men have been forced into bankruptcy because those en- 
gaged in the same line of business with them had gone in, and 
they had either to sacrifice the stock of on hand or shut 
down, or wait until the bankrupt. goods been sold out and 
consumed. I recollect a case under the law, the last one in exist- 
ence, where a lumber merchant having a large quantity of lumber 
of every variety had it brought to Pittsburg and piled up in a 
yard there, but was forced into bankruptcy, and that lumber yard 
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and his stock supplied the consumers of lumber there for more 
than six months, and forced two other dealers in lumber into bank- 
ruptcy who would not have gone in otherwise. 

t is the natural result of the enforcement of such a law. 


One of the great ents against the change in the tariff sys- 
tem is that it disturbs trade and unsettles things, and the same 
argument can be applied with GF Ne force to a bankrupt law; it 
disturbs trade, unsettles things, diverts the channels of trade, and 
brings into it other elements not legitimately or naturally there, 
to wit, it authorizes the auctioneer to come in and the assignee. 

Now, concede, for the sake of argument, that many men are 
anxious to have the law passed that they may go into bankruptcy, 
or that there are many creditors who wish to force others into 
bankruptcy. Why, gentlemen, in nearly every instance, if a man 
is an honest debtor and has any property to divide among his 
creditors, he will have no trouble in getting a compromise with 
his creditors without the aid of a bankruptcy law. I can cite you 
to men in a city who have been doing business for years, and 
who have failed time and again. Each time their creditors have 
got together, extended payment, reduced amounts, have even 

oaned them money and indorsed their paper to help them along. 
Intelligence, accompanied by experience, has visited the creditor 
as well as the debtor, and to-day there is nobody that wants to 
drive another to extremity if he is honest, if he is sincere, if his 
failure is an honest one, If his failure is dishonest, if he is a 
fraud, you might as well let him go first as last. You will get 
nothing out of him anyhow, no matter how much law you have. 

The purpose of this law—I do not say it is the purpose in the 
minds of the gentlemen who have reported this bill, for I con- 
cede their absolute sincerity—the real purpose behind it is to 
enable the wholesale dealers in large cities to visit their customers 
in country towns and places and shake this bankruptcy law over 
their heads and threaten them until they compel their debtors to 
secure them and commit an act of bankruptcy. Itis to be used 
as an aid and a spur and a whip to collect debts. Well, I do not 

wish to say that a man ought not to pay his debts, but I do wish 
to say that the very spirit and enterprise of trade in this country, 
that which has made poor boys rich men, is this credit, this haz- 
ard, this chance which enterprising men take. Let any young 
man sit down and scan over this bill, look at the impediments in 
it, look at the thin places in the ice, and then let him decide to 
borrow money and go into a hazardous business if he dare. It is 
an obstruction to trade; it is a clog upon the wheels of credit; it 
is a hindrance to enterprise and chance; it is an interference with 
the spirit of commercial and active business trade and life in this 
country, because it is a menace, it is a threat, it is a danger that 
does not exist there naturally. 

The proposition is not to pass a voluntary bill, to enable men 
who are honestly in debt to unload their burdens and take their 
chances again for a brief period of three or five years. It is an 
attempt to fit to this country a uniform pt law, which is 
an absolute impossibility. Pass it, if you will, but if you do, you 
or your successors will make haste to repeal it inside of five 


ears. 
2 I do not think that commercial bodies who now and then pass 
resolutions, and newspapers which say they favor a bankruptcy 
law, are the proper indexes and guides by which to judge the 
wants of the community in this respect. I know in my own 
State, where we have a chamber of commerce, and where they 
have annually indorsed the Torrey bill for the last fifteen years, 
at their session last fall one man who got up and explained the 
difficulties and hardships of the law, and made the chamber of 
commerce really understand it, succeeded in defeating a resolution 
similar to that which had annually passed unanimously for fifteen 


ears. 
= Go to the judges of the State courts throughout this whole coun- 
try. They are better judges of the wants of the community in 

t to a bankruptcy law than boards of trade or newspapers; 
and I defy you to find very many men who have sat on the bench 
in different States, and who were there when the last law was in 
force, who will favor a bankruptcy law. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk and desire to have read some letters 
which were sent me by judges of courts when practically this 
same bill was before the Fifty-second Con . I wrote to 
different judges in different States, knowing that they had been 
on the bench for years, knowing that they had sat constantly in 
determining controversies between the people in their sections; 
sent them copies of the bill and asked them to tell me what they 
thought of it. I ask the Clerk to read first a letter from the Hon. 
James T. Mitchell, of the supreme court of Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PITTSBURG, October 16, 1893. 
My Dear SIR: Your letter of the 14th is just received, and I Top Pe Cmap ey. 
My experience in general is not favorable toa t law. ough the 
power to such a law was put in Congress by the tution, no exer- 
cise of it ever been satisfactory to the country or has been more than 
temporary in duration. I had co of the 


derable experience in the worki 
ve, and 


last act, and I believe it to have been intricate, 


When cases come into court the fees and be an re must be heavy, or tue 
tably fall into the hands of the less 


r ‘action of their 
own communities, in which the of indebtedness is generally owed, and 
there does not appear at present to be any substantial reason or demand for 
the exertion of the paramount national authority on the subject. Perhaps 
in a short time there unfortunately may be. For the other, the putting of 
severer remedies in the hands of the tors, the time a to me 
8 ee. If the present financial situation shall continue 
there will certain on a year or two be a vast body of debtors unable, not 


by their fanlt, but by misfortune, to romptly or in full. To put in the 
creditors’ hands now, in advance Aas a 8 any Tadditionad 
weapons Fak rn would, in my judgment, be oppressive and particu- 


larly ill- 

I have anawared ur query at more length than is desirable, but I ha 
had no time to con eae While written hastily, these are my settled VAWR, 
and you are quite at liberty to make such use of them as you desire. 


Yours, very truly, 
JAMES T. MITCHELL. 
To Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I now desire the 
Clerk to read a letter from Justice Henry W. Williams, of the 
supreme court of Pennsylvania. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


My Dear Sin: Your favor relating to the subject of bankruptcy and the 

: of a bankrupt law is before me. In reply I must say t fit is my 

peliet that the passage of such a law would not be wise for several reasons, 
among which are the following: 

First. It would not facilitate the collection of debts. Except in rare cases, 
except in rare instances, no bankrupt law does. The real purpose and the 
direct result of such legislation is to enable an insolvent to shake off his 
debts—pay them Wg his certificate of discharge. 

md. It would naturally tend to increase existing distrust, It would 
be regarded asa Congressional declaration that bankruptcy and distress were 
before us, and that existing debts might be paid ora discharge in bankruptcy. 

Third. In so far as such a law should place in the hands of creditors any 
additional means of constraint or coercion upon their debtors, such means 
would be so u by exacting conditions as to increase the difficulty in the 
2 of every struggling business man, and make his ruin certain. 

‘ourth. Both the honest debtor and the humane creditor would suffer from 
be ee e of such a law, while the estate would be consumed in 
‘ees and cos 


remote and mee A 

conditions, expenses, and delays that are 
and discouraging to men of moderate 

The State laws are known, the State courts are near and open at all 


es. 
Sixth. I would have the whole subject to be settled under existing State 
laws, and by the ies. An enlightened selfishness—in other words, a con- 
sideration of what is best for all concerned—will lead to compromise when 
f is desired, and it will not open the doors for swindlers and un- 
credit for the mere purpose of preparing 


means. 


Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Task the Clerk to read a letter 
from Judge Dean, of the supreme court of Pennsylvania. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEAR Sin: Yours of the rae 
in 


; second, relief of the debtor; third, ma 
first 


van to the 
State. Not much need be said 


time, will squeeze throug 
a sale now their 
they will start 
be d, it should not 
difdence I give exp 
observation extends no farther than this 
ritory, all imaginable kinds of business carried on in the State have been 
. to my attention both on and off the bench. 

ery truly, yours, JOHN DEAN. 

Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I now desire the Clerk to read the 
letter from Judge Earl, of the court of appeals of the State of New 


Vork. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


cha is È 
8 debtor, who has unfortunately beco: 
always obtain a discharge from 
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Bankrup roceedings have always ven expensive, and, unless the 
bankrupt poo a is 8 lawyers and Poias always get more of it than 


— R. EARL. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk 
eraa a letter from Judge W. T. Spear, of the supreme court of 
io. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or OHIO, SUPREME COURT CONSULTATION Room, 
Columbus, October 20, 1893. 


DEAR SIR: Your valued favor of recent date is duly received. 

In general, I favor a uniform bankrupt law, if framed so as to be fair to 
both creditor and debtor and the fees of court officers so limited as to admit 
of economical administration. Such a law would be, I think, more adyan- 
ya es ee concerned than are the present inconsistent insolvent laws of 

e seve tates. 

But I doubt very much the advisability of enacting such a law at this time. 
It seems to me that if made a law now the compulsory provisions would 
give inconsiderate creditors an undue advantage, and would result in driv- 

g many deserving debtors into bankruptcy, who. if not unduly crowd 
would struggle through and finally avoid financial ruin, which result woul 
certainly tend to further complicate the unfortunate financial disturbances 
which are now . business world. 

These su tions are but flrst-blush impressions, and are not regarded by 
me as entitled to much weight, but I have no objection to reference being 


e to them. 
Yours, very respectfully, W. T. SPEAR. 


Hon. Wa. A. STONE, 
Washington, D. G. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I do not so much 
object to a provision which has purel voluntary features, for a 
brief period, to enable those who have been struggling during the 

t few years of depression toget relief from their debts and start 
in life anew. But the involuntary features, especially, of this 
bill convince me that they would resultin great hardship to every- 
body concerned. $ 

Tas the acts of bankruptcy under section 2 of the bill as pro- 

osed. 

r The first provision is this: If this person shall have— 

Concealed himself, departed, or remained away from his place of business, 
residence, or domicile with the intent to avoid the service of civil process 
and to defeat his creditors, and not have returned at least forty-eight 
hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the rights of 
creditors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with. 

In the first place, he may get back in forty-eight hours, and they 
have ag? Bena hours to put him in DEDET Under the 
old law, if he returned before the petition was against him, 
you could not put him into bankruptcy for that. It seems to me 
this 0 an unnecessary and harsh provision, and ought not to 

revail, 
5 Mr. RAY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. I think the gentleman misapprehends the meani 
of the section. That is when he runs away to avoid service o 
process and to defraud his debtors, he may repent and return; 
and if he gets back within e before they file a 
petition, aF , then, you can not put him in bankruptcy. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; but if he comes back you 
have got forty-eight hours to put him in. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have carefully considered the 
matter, and that is the conclusion I have arrived at concerning it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman has spoken of the rapidity 
with which the old bankruptcy laws have been repealed. Have 

ou examined to find out whether the 15 objections to those 

aws were because of the harshness of the provisions, or did the 
objections lie to the principle of allowing the creditor to put his 
debtor into ptcy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I think all influenced some- 
what the many who opposed it; butso well as I could gather from 
all sources in regard to the xe of these bills it was the general 
unpopularity of a bankruptcy law, especially an involuntary bank- 
ruptcy. We have never a law of pure voluntary bankruptcy 
in this country. It is absolutely impossible to apply a uniform 
bankruptcy law, voluntary or involuntary, in the various States 
under the various, different, conflicting laws of the States in ref- 
erence to debtor and creditor. As Istated early in my remarks, 
the last bill was repealed by an overwhelming majority in the 
Senate and House on the message of General Grant. ; 

Mr. COX. Will you allow me one question, though it may 
break into the line of your thought? 

Mr. WILLIAM. A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Has your mind been directed to the matter and 
have you made an examination in the case of involuntary bank- 
ruptcy to ascertain e of the estate belonging to the 
bankrupt went to the creditor and what proportion to the officers 
and officials connected with the e et 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I have y stated that; but I 
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will state further that in the report filed by the minority of the 
Committee on the Judiciary in 1892 they reached a conclusion in 
8 had the per cent paid to creditors, and it averaged about 
r cen ; 
. COX. And the rest went to expenses. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, it appears that after the 
secured creditors and officers were paid—on an average about 
half, in insolvent proceedings, under that law, as this committee 
reports. It is easy to obtain this report, which is numbered 1674, 
second session Fifty-second Congress, part 2. This report shows 
that the creditor has received twice as much under the insolvent 
laws of the States as they do in an involuntary proceeding under 
the act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. COX. That is very satisfactory, with this little suggestion, 
if you please. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. COX. It is this: That in all involuntary bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings the creditors receive about 15 per cent. Now, it must 
have been that the rest of the estate was exhausted in expenses 
and in going through the court. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the gentleman presumes 


that there was an estate. 

Mr. COX. Now, I am speaking about the Federal courts. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I say you will find that in 
all cases of involuntary bankruptcy the insolvent debtor has his 
property pretty well put up as collateral. His secured creditors 
are not affected, and after the secured creditors are paid very lit- 
tle remains for those that are unsecured. 

Mr. COX. That is the point I made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It resulted in no good except to 
marshals, lawyers, referees, and people who were interested in 
the bankruptcy proceedings and got the benefit of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, turning again to this bankruptcy law, I 
will state, with all due respect to the committee who have reported 
this bill, for I know they have done the best they could, that they 
have reported as good a bankruptcy bill as they could, with the 
assistance of Judge Torrey, who has haunted the halls of Congress 
for the last fifteen years in an effort to secure a bill of this char- 
acter for the wholesale dealers of the large cities; and yet I think 
this bill is infinitely worse than the last bill passed, and which 
existed for eleven years, and which this country was so anxious 
to re o 

Take the third act of ptey: 


Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors 
and has not regained the ownership ani 3 of such property before 
the rights of creditors have been red, impaired, or changed by reason of 
such transfer and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed- 
ing in bankruptcy. f 

He must have regained possession of his property at least ten. 
days before the commencement of the OAA in bankruptcy. 
I understand that to mean that he must have regained ion 
of his property and held it in his possession ten days before the 
beginning of the proceedings in bankruptcy, but if at any time 
before the period of ten days a petition is filed against him he may 
be thrown into bankruptcy. 

Mr. RAY. No. That is where the gentleman falls into error. 
The original Torrey bill provided that if a man disposed of his 
property in the way there mentioned at any time within four 
months thereafter, even though he had regained possession of it, 
he might be thrown into bankruptcy. The committee have 
amended that by providing that if a man disposes of his property 
for the purpose of defrauding his creditors and it can be shown in 
case a petition is filed against him that he has regained posses- 
sion of it at least ten days before the filing of the petition, then 
the petition must fail. So that even if a man has committed the 
acts mentioned and has zepand and got his property back, he 
can not be thrown into ba; ptcy if he can show that he got it 
back at least ten days before the commencement of the proceeding. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Suppose he got it back nine days 
before. What then? 

Mr. RAY. Well, the committee had to make some limitation, 
and they made it ten days. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Butthe man goes into bankruptcy 
if he gets his 1 back nine days before the commencement 


of the pr ings, does he not? 
Mr. Y: ere had to be some limitation fixed. The gentle- 
man knows that. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, we will not quarrel about 
one day. The gentleman may be right about that. 
Now take the fifth act: 


Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his Ligh grat A or suffered any of 
it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose 
of giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such property 
or released same from such levy before the rights of creditors shall have 
been altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, or 
levy and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bank- 


ru > 
Made. while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property * * * for the 
purpose of gi a preference, 
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Here is a man who is insolvent and who wants to borrow a 
thousand dollars. He has 50sharesof Pennsylvania Railroad stock, 
which is worth $2,500 in the market, and he puts it up as collateral 
on which to borrow that money. He is insolvent, and he has 


made a transfer of this property, and therefore you may throw 
him into 8 
Mr. MAHON. t is not transferring the property for the 


purpose of giving a preference; it is transferring it for the pur- 
pose of securing a loan. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Well, if you turn to the definition 
of preference“ you will see that there will be considerable diffi- 
culty in determining just what it does and does not cover, as there 
is in all these bankruptcy laws. $ 

Mr. RAY. Asa lawyer, will you say on the floor of this House 
that if a man were to borrow $10,000 and put sc eg property to 
secure it, and put that money into his business, iving of that 
security sot | bea transfer of his property for the purpose of 
giving a preference within the meaning of this act? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would say, as a lawyer, that it 
would not be. But I wish to call your attention to a fact which 

u should remember as a lawyer, that in the early days of the 

ptcy law of 1867 our judges all construed it differently. 
There was no uniformity whatever in their rulings. They even 
held that a man once in pe id under involuntary - 
had, by virtue of that adjudication, put a bar between him- 
and a ge and could not get out at all; and it was not 
until the Supreme Court of the United States began to lay down 
the construction of that bankruptcy law that we had any uni- 
formity of rulings e, the ju . You will have the same 
experience under this bill if it mes a law. You will have all 
kinds of decisions and constructions. You will have the judges 
of the district courts differing entirely with each other in their 
construction of the law. It would be far better to reenact the 
old bankruptcy law of 1867, with its modifications and with its 
constructions as determined on appeal to the higher courts, than 
to throw a new law before the ninety or the ninety-five judges of 
the district courts of the various districts in the United States, 
who will do as they did with the former law, making all sorts of 
different constructions of the act and its provisions. I started 
out with the Lop anna that this bill was worse than the act of 
1867, which gen en all admit was bad. If I remember cor- 
rectly, the gentleman from Iowa himself [Mr. HENDERSON], in his 
very able and learned discussion of this bill yesterday, did not 
pretend to Lagos e old bankrupt act of 1867, but argued that 
this bill was far better and more liberal in its provisions, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman refers 
tome I want him to refer to me 3 I pointed out ee 

the features of the old law that I comp. of. The great diffi- 
‘culty with that law was that it was too expensive, and that is 
substantially the ground of objection to it set forth in the letters 
which the gentleman has had read here. 

Mr. A. STONE. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, I want to correct you when you 
misrepresent me. : ; ý 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You will have an opportunity to 
do that. If I misrepresent the gentleman I desire to be corrected, 
but I understood him to say that this bill was much more humane 
and better than the bankruptcy law of 1867. 


Mr. ERSON. Itis. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well; on that I take issue 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. ERSON, But there were many good in the 
old law, although there were certain defects which I pointed out. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does not the gentleman t that on 


the whole the act of 1867 resulted in benefit to the commercial 
interests of the ar a $ ae 

Mr. WILLIAM A. NE. Idecidedly donot. I think it was 
a great injury and a curse to the commercial community. And 
so the whole country thought, so the President thought, so Con- 
gress thought, and they repealed it when they got atit. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. How many years was it in force? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Eleven years. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Were they then quick to repeal it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They were, as soon as they got to 
understand it; and they will repeal this law as soon as they come 
to understand it. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. How many persons took the benefit of 
the bankruptcy law of 1867 and were relieved, as they could not 
have been otherwise? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A very small percen of debt- 
ors or creditors really got any benefit from that law. The great 
benefits of it were realized by bankruptcy attorneys, by registers 
in bankruptcy, by assignees, etc., the various persons who held 
ta under the law. 

. WATSON of Ohio. That was the abuse of the law. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Such abuses are corrected by this bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I claim that this bill, if it should 
become a law, will be capable of being abused in the same way, 
and is liable to even worse abuse. 

1 A of Ohio. Why not amend the bill so as to make 
it g 

„ A. STONE. I say it is an impossibility so to 
amend it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman had better demonstrate 


that, I a ee 

Mr. W IAM A. STONE. Ican not very well do it—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; you can not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, If gentlemen are interrupting me 
with questions all the while. I think I can better succeed, how- 
ever, in demonstrating the abuses of this proposed law than some 
ohor ae have succeeded in attempting to demonstrate its 

n 

I claim that this bill is more objectionable than the old bill. 
Take the composition which is authorized by creditors under the 
provisions of this bill: 

b An application for the confirmation of a com ition may be filed in the 
court of ptcy after, but not before, it has m accepted in 8 
a majority in number of all creditors whose claims have been allowed, i 
number must represent a majority in amount of such claims. 

In other words, a composition may be ratified by a majority in 
number and amount whose claims have been allowed at any time 
after the first meeting of creditors. Now, everybody knows that 
in most of the States months must Sope before all the creditors 
have proved their claims. Some of the creditors live at a great 
distance, and proceedings may run along for months. The pro- 
vision I have just read will enable the bankrupt to obtain a meet- 
ing of a sey gece of his creditors, and as soon as they have had a 
meeting will enable him to present a petition for his discharge, 
and it will enable him to make a composition with those creditors 
who are merely a majority in number and in the value of their 
claims—although perhaps only one-third of the creditors have had 
their claims approved or allowed. Thus a bankrupt may be dis- 

ed before the real majority of the creditors know that he is 


in 5 
Mr. NORT AY. This bill provides for notice. 8 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But how many times do thse 

notices reach the creditors? ' 

Piss NORTHWAY. They do not fail in one case out of a hun- 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me call attention to the old 
[Hero the hammer fell.] 

. BLUE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania be extended until he has completed his 


ent. 

Ur. HENDERSON. The time is under control of the gentle- 
man on the other side . BRODERICK]. . 

Mr. BRODERICK. How much time does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania want? 

Mr. A. STONE. Twenty or twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield to the gentleman twenty minutes 
further. I would be glad to yield more time, but a number of 
gentlemen are yet to speak. ; 

Mr. W A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, let us look at the 
former bankrupt law, which has been condemned by everybody; 
let us observe the provisions of that law, which all admit to have 
been unpopular and to have been a failure in its results. Let us 
compare provision of that old law in reference to composi- 
tions with the provision I have just read from this bill. The 
former law provided— 


And such resolution shall, to be operative, have been by a majori 
in number and three-fourths in value of the creditors of debtor assemb! 
at such meeting either in person or b 8 be confirmed by the 
signatures thereto of the debtor and two- ds in number and one-half in 
value of all the creditors of the debtor. 


That provision, it will be observed, applied whether the cred- 
itors proved their claims or not. Yet here you bring in a provi- 
sion which allows a 3 in number and value of the cred- 
itors whose claims hav n allowed to ratify a composition, I 
call attention to the fact that in nearly all the cases where tho 
estates of bankrupts were really of any great value there was un- 
der that old law a compromise. The estates which finally were 
sold paid generally only a very small and limited percentage to 
the creditors. I submit whether it is fair to allow a 
bankrupt to compromise his debts until he has obtained the con- 
sent of at least a majority in number and value of all his creditors, 
regardless of whether they have proved their claims or not. 

. NORTHWAY. This bill, then, is in favor of the debtor 
rather than the creditor? 

Mr. WILLIAM 


4 A. STONE. This particular provision is in 
favor of the debtor. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. That is the way it ought to be. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But this applies both to voluntary 
and involuntary bankruptcy, and it will enable a man to file a 
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1896. 
ition in bankruptcy and obtain a compromise with his creditors 
. — arses the consent of a majority of all his cteditors. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. He can not do so without the concurrence 
of the court. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the court—the concurrence 
of the court—this simply seems to allow latitude for correction—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. shee 

Mr. HENDERSON. This concurrence of the majority of the 
parties in interest is simply essential to carry out the provision, 
and the result is only dismissal, not discharge. If the gentleman 
will study the section he will see—— ars 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I have studied it, and my 
only criticism on the gentleman’s speech on was that 
he had not studied the bill very carefully himself. t me call 
his attention to it: 

SEC. 12. COMPOSITIONS, WHEN SET ASIDE.—a The judge may, upon the ap- 
8 in interest filed at any time within six months af ter a 
— been confirmed, set the same aside and reinstate case if 

6 know thereof has come to the 
po ag ae apn eg Poet 

Evidently only for fraud,“ where fraud is established, can the 
judge set aside the composition between the parties. Now, let us 
see what the old law does. Let us compare that with the pro- 
vision of law formerly enforced: 


If it shall at tim to th on sat eviden 
a rn pes ape apn eg pte 


composition, or may set the same K either case 

the debtor shall be pi dd as a bankrupt in conf the 

ms of law, and may be had — the time 

uring which such composition have been in force shall not, in such 
case, be computed in calculating period of time prescribed id act. 


In this case the court is limited to cases of actual fraud, while 
under the old law the court could do it in any case that presented 
itself to his judgment and discretion. r . 

Mr. RAY. Let me suggest to the gentleman in that connection 
this point: That was one of the greatest objections to the old law, 
because certain creditors could come in with objection to the com- 
position, have it set aside, and thus keep the estate in court for an 
unlimited time and dissipate it altogether in fees, etc., wasting 
the entire assets in that manner. That is the object of this pro- 
vision, to compel a confirmation of the composition when the 
creditors have and so end the matter. 

Mr. WILL A. STONE. There is not thrown about the 
provision in this bill the restriction and safeguard that the unse- 
cured creditor ought to have, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you oppone voluntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. . . 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Tou have got to have compositions in that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not at all. It is at the instanceof 
the bankrupt, not the creditor party. Composition is for the ben- 
efit of the man who has rty and can not meet his obligations 
and desires to pay his debts as far as he is able to pay them—— 

Mr. NORT. AY. And to help the creditor to get more out 
of the estate of the ye 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But, Mr. Chairman, I must hurry 
on. What does the bill provide in reference to the discharge 
when granted? It may be granted, unless several things are done. 
Let me call your attention to the third provision. Unless the 


party 
3) Obtained property u eredit which has not been paid for or restored 
at the time the een hied against him upona materially false statement 


writing, made by him toan rson for the purpose of o it 

JJVVVVVVVFCCVCCCCCCTTT aoe Re chet 
such property on credit. 

Under that provision the person making a statement to R. G. 
Dun & Co. or to Bradstreet’s contrary to the provisions of this law 
would fail in obtaining his discharge. 

Mr. RAY. And so he ought. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not at all. 

Mr. RAY. Why, if I make as a merchant beginning business 
a statement of facts, communicating the same to the trade, and 
get the 8 or goods and do not discharge the obligation or 
return the goods, ought I to be discharged from the obligation of 
that indebtedness? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, after the creditors have got 
all there is of the man’s estate Iam opposed to any policy that 

the * npe ever 5 o in ptey. 5 
a man ly gives up all the property remaining to him in 

the payment of his indebtedness he is entitled to his discharge; 
and yet under this provision he may make materially a false state- 
ment; he might eke a statement materially false in reference to 
the estimated value of his * or estate. Many men when they 
are starting in business will not hesitate to tell a rosy story to 
R. G. Dun & Co. or to Bradstreet’s 
erty under false pretenses or for the 
creditors, but simply for the purpose 


not with a view to obtain prop- 
urpose of defrauding their 
giving 


a reason- 


ably good standing in the community, and yet whereno wrong, 
no injustice, has arisen from such a statement under this provision 
ou make that a block to the discharge of the party, although 
e has given up all of his property in bankruptcy. 
The fifth obstacle to the discharge is: n 
(5) With frandulent intent and in contemplation of bankruptcy, destroyed 


or neglected to keep books of account or records from which his true condi- 


tion might be ascertained. 

Well, now, in the olden days, when the bankruptcy law was 
first launched on the conntry, the intent was always presumed to 
accompany the act, and if he was found guilty of keeping ficti- 
tious books, or of not keeping any books at all, the intent was pre- 
sumed; and I say under this bill it will be years before we get a 
liberal and humane construction. I do not like the idea of with- 
holding a discharge from a man simply because he has neglected 
to keep books of account. There are many men who get into 
bankruptcy who keep no books at all. Some of the best men in 
this country do not keep books. Their habits are not of that 
methodical character that they can doit; and while I will admit 
that that has been in all the bankruptcy laws, and was in the old 
bankruptcy law, yet I do not think it is a very wise or proper pro- 
vision. 


Now, coming back to this old bankruptcy law, if you will per- 
mit me, Iam willing to admit that if 8 info bankruptcy 
for the acts stated and stipulated in this bill—and they haye 
in all the bills known as the Torrey bills—I am willing to admit 
that this bill is as well and humanely drawn and perhaps better 
than n that have been brought in 
here; but still I do not believe that it is wise to make any — 
ru law at this time having an involuntary feature. 

. ALLEN of Utah. Before the gentleman starts on that 
point, I would inquire if he has taken up the question of the effect 
at this particular time of a bankruptcy bill being passed by Con- 
gress? I was not present when the gentleman began his 


Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman mean a voluntary bill, or 
an involun bill? : 

Mr. AL of Utah. Involuntary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not know that I have allnded 


especially to the effect at this particular time, but I can see no 
5 pass an involuntary bankruptcy law at this particular 
time at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is great danger in it. ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is more danger in it than if 
the country was in a pr us condition. 

Mr. of Ut: pon that point I would call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that the failures in the first three 
months of 1896 have exceeded in number those of 1895, 1894, and 
1893 by 18, 11, and 47 per cent, ively, and in amount by 30, 
27, and 60 per cent, ively. Now, the question that I wish to 
ask is, under such conditions, would it not be very apt to bring a 
tide of bankruptcy upon the country which would carry every- 
thing before it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I certainly think so, and I 
stated when I began my remarks that it would put honest debtors 
into competition with the auctioneer all over the country. 

Mr. IERSON. Do I understand you to mean that you 
want a physician when you are well, and no physician when you 


are sick? 
you want a bankruptcy law 


Mr. NORTHWAY. That is, do 
when there are no psn od 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Well, we do not want a hair doctor, 
even when we are sick, or a doctor who will give us medicine that 
will do us no 

Mr. HENDERSON. You do not want a doctor at all, except 
when you are entirely well. That seems to be the theory of your 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want a doctor who will do me 
some good, and not one who will create a panic in the family and 
make me think I have got the smallpox when there is nothing 
serious the matter with me. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is, you do not want a bankruptcy law 
when there are any bankrupts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a question whether the doctor is a good 
one, not whether we want one. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A man would not be exercising 
much prudence if he employed every man who came along pre- 
tending to be a doctor simply because he was sick. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, referring to this bill again, it provides that 
any man who owes debts may go into . ou will ob- 
serve that it is peculiar in respect to the people who are privileged 
in this regard. Any m who owes debts, except a corporation, 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluntary bankrupt. 

Any person owing debts to the amount of $300 or over, if 
adju an involuntary bankrupt upon an impartial trial, shall 

subject to the provisions of this act, except a national bank or 
a person engaged chiefly in farming, or the tillage of the soil, or a 
Wage earner. = 
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One great objection to the bankru 


ptey law before was the ob- 
jection raised by the farmers. This bill carefully takes them out 
of the category of bankruptcy. They may voluntarily go into 
bankruptcy, but they can not be put into bankruptcy. Many 
merchants all over the country own farms as well as stores, and 
it is difficult sometimes to determine whether they are chiefly en- 


gaged in farming or chiefly en 
exempt if they own a farm, while they may voluntarily go into 
bankruptcy. It differs from the old law in reference to corpora- 
tions. Under the old law any person residing within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States and owing debts exceeding in amount 
ae mig = voluntarily become a bankrupt. There is no limit on 
this at ail. 

If he owes anything he can go into bankruptcy. Perhaps this 
bill is not so objectionable as to the voluntary proceedings. It is 
the involuntary proceedings which are chiefly objectionable. 
Under this bill a person may be put into bankruptcy by one of 
three creditors. It is not necessary to have a majority in number 
or in value to petition to put him into bankruptcy. Under the 
old law it required at least tive petitiohers, and any petitioner 
whose debt did not amount to $250 could not petition. Under 
this bill one man alone may put another into bankruptcy if the 
creditors do not exceed twelve, and three can do it where they do 
exceed twelve, though their debts may not exceed in amount over 


in keeping store. They are 


$500. 

Now, as to another provision of this bill. I understand that 
when a man goes into bankruptcy under this bill he has the right 
of jury trial as to the various acts of bankruptcy charged against 
him; but when he comes to his discharge, the right of trial by 
jury is taken away from him. The judge alone decides the ques- 
tion of fact. Anybody may file specifications against his dis- 
charge under the bill proposed, and the question may go to a 
trial before the judge. kd de of those specifications of objec- 
tion to the discharge of the bankrupt must necessarily be ques- 
tions of fact and not questions of law; and yet they are submitted 
to the judge and not toa jury. I do not see any good reason why 
aman who has been forced into bankruptcy, who has had his 
estate divided up among his creditors, and who applies for his dis- 
charge, should not have the facts involved in the issue tried before 
aj as well as before the judge, and it would be much better. 
In other words, the bill takes away the right of trial by juryfrom 
those applying for discharge from bankruptcy. 

The old law gave the bankrupt the right of trial by jury. He 
was entitled to it, and under the old law he could obtain his dis- 
charge on the petition of a certajn number and proportion of his 
creditors in value and amount. Under this law he can not ob- 
tain a discharge unless the judge who passes on the case decides 
that he has not committed the acts of 3 complained of. 
In many instances when you compare the acts of bankruptcy and 
the grounds for asking for a discharge as set forth in the bill yon 
will find that they are closely allied, and that the man is adjudi- 
cated a bankrupt by the judge who afterwards tries the issue 
raised on his seer for Special ol 

Mr. NORT AY, He can not discharge him unless he isa 
bankrupt. 

Mr. RAY. That grows out of the fact that we have carefully 
limited the cases in which a man can be forced into bankruptcy 
to those where he has committed actual fraud. There are only 
three exceptions to that rule; and of course if a man is forced into 
bankruptcy because he has committed an actual fraud upon his 
creditors he ought not to be discharged from his debt. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let us see what you call this 
“actual fraud,” Actual fraud in one case is suffering a judgment 
to be entered against him—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. With the intent to prefer. 

Mr. RAY. And with the intent to defraud. With three ex- 
ceptions there is not a case of involuntary bankruptcy laid down 
in the bill where, under the State laws, you could not sue out an 
attachment and attach the property of the debtor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You say here, ‘‘ With intent to 
defeat his creditors.” 

Mr. RAY. Defeat“ includes fraud. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It includes so many other things. 

Mr. RAY, It is all fraud. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. With intent to defeat his cred- 
itors.” 

Mr. RAY. Now turn back to the definition of defeat.“ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will read it: 

Defeat shall include defraud or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with 
intent to defraud. 

Now, I say that in all the constructions placed upon these old 
bankruptcy laws by distinguished judges this intent is runnin 
along inthe same line. If aman suffers a judgment to be enter 
against him or borrows money on a judgment note, if he gives a 
judgment note with intent to defraud or with intent to delay, 
. his hinder, or impede with intent to defraud, he comes under 
this act. He will require to have a pretty smart lawyer along 
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with him all the time to keep him out of court as a bankrupt. and 

if once he gets in it will require the best lawyer in the neighbor- 

hood to get him out. [Laughter.] 

e MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
on 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHON. Under the lawof 1867, if the bankrupt had com- 
plied with the statute he was entitled as a matter of right, with- 
out consulting his creditors, to his discharge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask that the gentleman may be allowed time 
to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I would like to know what time the gentle- 
man desires. There are several gentlemen who want to speak. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can finish in ten minutes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I will yield ten minutes more to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, as to exemptions, in that 
respect the old law was much more liberal than this bill. Under 
the old law a bankrupt first had an exemption of $500, and then 
he had all the exemption allowed by the State. Under this bill 
he has only the exemption allowed by the State. I can see no ma- 
terial difference between the real purpose of this bill and the old 
law. The chief difference is that in this bill they call the regis- 
ters ‘‘referees” and the assignees ‘‘ trustees.” The same general 
purpose runs through both the old law and this bill, and that pur- 

e is to enable the creditor to collect his debt, to enable him to 
orce the debtor into bankruptcy in all instances for acts com- 
mitted, and I challenge a comparison of the acts of bankruptcy 
enumerated in this bill with those enumerated in the old law, and 
assert that in my judgment the old law is quite as liberal in that 
res as this is, 
nder the old law every act for which exceptions to the dis- 
charge of a bankrupt could be filed was subject to a trial byjury, 
but in this bill it is not so. The onlyinstance where the creditors 
really have any action upon the bankrupt's estate under this bill 
is in determining the question of composition, and that, I say, is to 
the interest of the bankrupt, by enabling him to take advantage 
of the situation and obtain a composition, when perhaps the 
majority of his creditors are opposed to it. The original law of 
1867 enumerated among the acts of bankruptcy the making of an 
assignment under the laws of the State—a perfectly legitimate 
transaction; but in 1874 Congress struck out that provision from 
the law and allowed a man to make an assignment under the laws 
of his State; yet this bill, brought in here when we are supposed 
to have profited by our experience under the old law, provides 
that a man who makes an assignment under the laws of his State 
commits an act of bankruptcy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to a voluntary bank- 
ruptcy prs and I do not think the country would have 
much objection to a voluntary provision for a limited period to 
allow people who have been unfortunate to surrender their prop- 
erty and be discharged from their debts. But an involuntary 
bankruptcy law will make confusion, will interrupt the channels 
of trade, and will benefit nobody who really ought to be benefited 
under such a law. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, how much of the last ten 
minutes allowed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania has he 
consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nevada. 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HENDERSON (to Mr. BAILEY). Are you ready now to 
occupy further time? 

Mr. BAILEY. No. There are oneortwo other gentlemen who 
desire to be heard, but not just now. i 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time was con- 
sumed by the gentleman from Nevada? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-three minutes, 

Mr. HENDERSON. [yield now to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CONNOLLY] as much time as he desires. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nevada 

r. NEWLANDS], who has just taken his seat, suggested that the 

ew England States and the Eastern States were the sole bene- 
ficiaries of our tariff laws. I want to protest against that doc- 
trine, because the State of Illinois, in which I live, great as it is 
as an agricultural State, is greater by multiplied millions of dol- 
lars in the value of its manufactured products. While Illinois is 
a great agricultural State, yet under the beneficent operatiom of 
the tariff laws of this country for the past thirty years its great- 
ness as an agricultural State has been dwarfed by the greatness 
which she has acquired as a manufacturing State. 

The gentleman from Nevada advises us that ‘‘ gifted orators” 
in the coming campaign will succeed in convincing the people of 
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that their salvation depends upon the adoption of the 


this coun 
imited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. Mr. 
Chairman, three years ago the tongues of gi orators convinced 


the people of country that their only salvation lay in the 
adoption of the policy of free trade. They carried the people off 
to the top of a high mountain, like a compeer of theirs of old, and 


showed them all the world and said. Bow down and worship us 
and our free-tradedoctrine and we will give zon this land flowing 
with milk and honey,” and the people bowed down, and they have 
stayed bowed down ever since. ughter.] 

. TALBERT. Has not the gentleman made a mistake? He 
speaks as if the devil belonged to the Democratic party. Ithought 
he was a member of the Republican party. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Many people rather think the Democratic 


ty belongs to him. aughter. 
7 T. ERT. Well, I just caught there was some belong- 
ing” somewhere. 


. CONNOLLY. Now, sir, if the people are not content where 
they have been led by the tongues of ‘“‘ gifted orators” three years 
ago, let them follow the gentleman from Nevada and his “‘ gifted 
orators” into another quagmire; and then, I think, after a year or 
two of Sb in floundering there, there will be no trouble in 
passing a bankruptcy law in this House by a unanimous vote, 

Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that the discussion of this bill 
should turn upon its merits or demerits, without regard to these 
other questions that “gifted orators” desire to discuss so much. 
There was once a time in this country when there was no law for 
the protection of property or the collection of debts. The only 
law then was— 

That ey should take who have the power, 
And they should keep who can. 

But with the advancement of civilization, with the accumula- 
tion of property, it became necessary that there should be laws 
enacted for the preservation of that property. And when we be- 
came far enough civilized to credit each other, to accept each 
other’s promises for the payment of money, then it soon e 
evident that laws were necessary for the enforcement of those 

romises. Hence there grew up with advancing civilization laws 
or the collection of debts, and as civilization continued to ad- 
vance those laws became more and more severe, until to-day the 
laws on the statute books of all the States for the collection of 
debts Are as severe, as inquisitorial, as harsh, as it is ible for 
human ingenuity to make them in the interest of the creditor 
class, 

Gentlemen have epoken about this bankruptcy bill, or any 
bankruptcy bill, as a harsh measure. I ask those gentlemen and 
all others to reflect upon this question, Is any ban t law that 
ever was enacted in this or any other country as ha upon the 
debtor as the laws that you have on the statute books of every 
one of your States to-day? Why, sir, there is not a State in the 
Union to-day but has laws under which the poor and honest 
debtor, the man who has been honest from the beginning of his 
business career, until the moment that his. creditors fall upon 
him like harpies, may have stripped from him every cent of 
money, every cent’s worth of 1 . — he has, except what may 
have been allowed him by the humane exemption laws that have 
been found n ; because, gentlemen, there never was an 
exemption law by the consent of the creditor class. The 
creditor, like S oe demands every time what is ‘‘nominated 
in the bond.” He wants ‘‘the pound of flesh”; and it was only 
because of the repaci of the creditor that humanity entered into 
the hearts of the legislators of the several States so far as to make 
them say, It will not do to permit creditors to thus impoverish 
debtors, to turn them out upon the world penniless, and, in addi- 
tion, hold hovering over them for the rest of their lives the re- 
mainder of the debt that has not been paid.” > 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], a good 
lawyer, has argued against the involuntary features of a bank- 
rupt law or against any bankrupt law at all. He has said that 
the tendency of such measures is tọ prevent any man who may 
embark in business from taking all the risks and chances of mis- 
fortune in that business, because of the inability which he may 
incur to pay his debt. If that is so, then how is the young man 
encouraged to embark in business with the certain knowledge that 
if by misfortune of any kind that business fails and his debts ac- 
cumulate on him so that he can not pay, his creditors may then 
come in and sweep away everything that he has except what the 
exemption laws allow him—take it all and divide it among them- 
selves, turning him out penniless upon the world, with still a load 
of debt hanging like a cloud over him, to paralyze his energies, 
destroy his hope, and absolutely deny him the ability to resume 
business? 

There is where the enterprising man stands to-day if he has been 
so unfortunate as to become hopelessly involved in debt. He is at 
the 3 of attachments, writs of ne exeat, injunctions, execu- 
tions, and all the debt-collecting machinery that creditors for cen- 
turies have been able to devise. those rusty implements of 


the law are now treasured up in the statutes of every one of your 
States to harass and worry the life out of the unfortunate debtor; 
and when they have exhausted their power the debtor is turned 
out with what? With nothing left, and with that load of debt 
bearing him down and preventing him from getting one penny of 
credit anywhere else. 

What is the difference between a bankruptcy law and your ordi- 
nary laws for the collection of debts? Your ordinary laws allow 
the creditor to take all that a man has, and, having absorbed that, 
to leave him with the balance of the debt unpaid, liable to have 
every penny that he may make during the rest of his life seized 
and applied to those old debts, with the interest that keeps at 
work accumulating while creditor and debtor alike are as 
Under the debtor and creditor laws of your various States—with- 
out any bankrupt law—it is possible for a man to labor his whole 
life long and have the result of his life gathered up by afew rapa- 
cious creditors who in his early days encoura; him to embark 
in business 3 credit to him in a business that they 
should have known better than he could not be made a success, 

Much is said about a tcy law, as though it were some- 
thing so entirely different from every other law for the collection 
of debts that it is a dangerous thing for any people to handle. 
Mr. Chairman, the distinguishing feature of the bankruptcy law 
from all other laws for the relief of the debtor is that it is forged 
with a degree of humanity, with a degree of consideration for the 
debtor that no other law ever was forged with. It provides that 
you can do under the bankrupt law just what you would do under 
any law on the State statute books; but it goes a great deal further 
than that in the spirit of humanity, in the spirit of consideration 
for the ineffec efforts of a man who tries to pay his debts; for 
the poor debtor, to whom it says, ‘‘ Here you have given honestly 
all that you have for e pong of paying your debts; vou have 
turned it all over; we will not hold you in perpetual bondage for 
the rest of the debt; we will provide by this humane law that 
when you have honestly given all that you have, when you turn 
it all over, that debt shall no longer remain a clond on the sky of 
your life, forever darkening it, but you shall step out of the bank- 
rupt court a free man to engage again in the struggle of life.” 
And, as you all know, you can not do that now under the laws as 
wey stand on the statute books of our States. 

ou all know that is true. You all know that there are debtors 
in your county and in your district in that precise condition to- 
day, men who can not absolve themselves from their obligation 
of indebtedness, although they may surrender all of their property. 
Their property is already swept away by their creditors—not 
enough to satisfy all of them—and the remainder of their debt 
rests upon them, and the obligation still remains to payit. They 
dare not accumulate property, dare not bend their knowledge and 
energies to the accumulation of a new estate, because they know 
if they do it will be swept from them by their creditors who have 
been watching them from the banks of the stream that these men 
must labor in. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], who 
speaks of the harshness of the bankrupt law, should not forget the 
harshness of the Pennsylvania statute for the collection of debts— 
as harsh as any statute I have ever known. It lets them take all 
the creditor has, my friend STONE, though he has a very small ex- 
emption, then kicks him out and compels him to live forever in a 
cloud of debt which he can not remove. And yet you object now 
that we shall not enact a law saying to that man, when he has 
puo all that he had and honestly to his creditors, instead of re- 

ieving him of the burden of this remaining debt, you say, Step 
out of the court in Pennsylvania, but you are not yet a free man; 
your debt is not discharged.” We say step out of that court in 
future with a discharged debt, with a new lease of business life 
piven to you. You can stand in the business community with your 

ellow-men and begin anew. But he does nòt want that; he does 
not want the debt to be absolved; he wants us to play the part of 
Shylock with the debtor. Isayno. Isay itis humane; I sayitis 
in accordance with the spirit of the age in which we live, which 
has been for centuries tempering the wind to the poor debtor; that 
has been extending exemption in all of the States—in some more 
than in others—toward making a settlement of these matters and 
granting an exemption to the honest man, so that he may have a 
possibility of living again in the future. 

So, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who talk of involuntary bank- 
ruptcy and tell us that it is supposed to be in the interest of the 
creditor class alone will not be able to convince their hearers of 
the justice of that position. On the contrary, they are seriously 
mistaken. The creditor class have it in their own hands now to 
hold and oppress the debtor. With a bankrupt law they can not 
oppress the honest debtor. and I want to fix the machinery so that 
this inquisitorial power shall not remain longer in the hands of 


the people who have power to bear down and crush the business 
life out of those who have no property and can not have with their 
best efforts. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I think with reference to all of the features 
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of this law, if it is 
the debtor class are 


that by a proper struggle he may escape the disastrous results 
wich seem to be threatening him in, his business afaire, You 
say here, You may release y going 
poh . from the indebtedness.” I é don't 
want to do that; I don't want to allow that,” the proud - spirited 
man says, I don't want it. I don't want to back out and admit 
my defeat. I want to keep going, no matter what the struggle 
aay Ais PORDE so.” 
ow, I say, give him a chance. Let him struggle on, not under 
the same adverse conditions. I am willing that he be given a 
chance, that he shall be relieved from his obligation. But the 
friends of the exclusively voluntary bankrupt laws say, Oh, no; 
that will a do. You gullt pay in ree = you must — 
your defeat, plead guilty, go into a voluntary court, ve 
j ent passed upon your estate.” The honest man does not 
want to do that, and I do not want to see any law passed by the 
United States Congress that will make that a condition, and the 
only condition, that will relieve the honest man from debts he 


can not pay. 5 

The involun law is necessary to enable the creditors of a dis- 
honest and fraudulent debtor to compel him to do as an honest 
debtor voluntarily does. So long as a man’s creditors have confi- 
dence in him, they will not apply the involuntary bankruptcy law 
to him. They, too, will hope, if his hope and be strong. 
They will hope that he may succeed, and they lend him a 
helping hand. But those who want a voluntary bankruptcy law 
alone say that man must get u his knees, crawl into a bank- 
5 i d from debts that he knows 
to FFC 
This bill proposes to give both remedies. It proposes to put the 
machinery into the hands of the creditor. It takes out of the 
hands of the creditor the cruel and inquisitorial power that the 
State laws give to the creditor and puts into his hand weapons to 
enforce the payment of his claims so far as the debtor’s 
will go. 1 1 5 5 
lock’s case, Not one drop of blood. Take your pound of fles 
take your pro rata share of his estate, but nothing further. 
There are no chains to bind him and hold him down, You must 


— 
3 
* 


min- 
utes take hold of all the 2 a debtor in his store, tie it 
up absolutely, shut up the factory or the store, stop the business, 
turn all the men out of employment, and sell the 8 That 
may be done by attachment in Pennsylvania, in New York, and 
probably in all the other States. Let me compare the provisions 
of this law, which justify the placing of a man in pape eg i 
voluntarily, and the provisions of the attachment law of the State 
of Illinois, which is about on a par with those of the other States. 
Now, mark you, Judge DANIELS, you owe me a thousand dollars; 
Iam your itor. You have done some one of these things named 
in this attachment act. Without your knowledge—without the 
knowledge of anyone—I privately go to my lawyer. He writes out 
an affidavit. Nobody knows of it but himself and myself. That 
affidavit is taken to the clerk’s office of the circuit court and pri- 
vately filed. In ten minutes a writ is issued and in the hands of 
the sheriff. He goes to your store, your shop, your factory, or 
whatever it is, and says, “Ju DANIELS, I have an attachment 
to levy on qour stock of goods.” That is all the Property you 
have, probably. Very good; there is nothing to be done but to 
submit. The door of the store is closed and a notice is put up on 
the outside, This stock of goods is in the hands of the sheriff.” 
The proceedingishad. You owe the debt; you can not deny that. 
A judgment is rendered; an order is made to sell your stock of 
goods; and that stock of goods must sell upon my attachment, 
and must be sold, as my friend from Pennsylvania . WILLIAM 
A. STONE] says, by an auctioneer. He thi the auctioneer 
this lic 
by an auctioneer. 


ptcy law is something fearful, and yet every p 
‘sale in his State is by law conduct 
K. Under the laws of IIlinois you have to give 
do you not? 


Mr. BRODERIC 
bond for all dam 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes; any individual creditor must do 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? - 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If you consider the State laws which have 
been enacted for the benefit of the creditor sufficient to protect 
his rights and interests, what is the necessity of a national bank- 
ruptcy law that will give him an additional right against a debtor, 
which may be used as an engine e “oot just as these State 
laws whi ‘ou complain of are us 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This does not give the creditor an additional 
right. This involuntary bankrupt law takes away from the cred- 
itor the ee oppress the debtor which he now has. 

Mr. TA V. What right does it take away from him? 

a 5 . takes avoy ey i ps to aoa thie residue 
of his unpaid judgmen as a threa’ and a over the debtor all 
the rest of his life. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But, as far as his rights under the State law 
are concerned, he is not deprived of any of those rights. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, he is; and I will show you how. 
Under this attachment law a man’s property is attached, put up, 
and sold. It pays 50 per cent of the amount of the pet tates 
The other 50 per cent remains there as an unsatisfied judgment, 
and will remain there as long as debtor and creditor liye, and if 
that debtor acquires any property afterwards by his industry 
another writ issues and that property is levied on. That is the 
state of things under your State law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. One moment, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, under this bankruptcy law, after the 
creditor has got his portion of the debtor’s property, that wipes 
out the debt, and he can not hold the remainder of his claim as a 
club over him any longer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a benefit to the debtor. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is a benefit to the debtor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would not the same benefit be given to the 
debtor under a voluntary law as under an involuntary law? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then what is the necessity for this? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then you did not listen to what I said. By 
voluntary law alone you compel an honest man to humiliate him- 
self by deliberately going into court and asking a discharge from 
his honest debts; and honest men do not want to do that. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Under the attachment laws it is not 


n An attachment can be had on making certain all 
tions of fraud. * 


a CONNOLLY. Undoubtedly; like those in the bankruptcy 
W. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Like those under the bankruptcy law. 
Under this bankruptcy law, if these same allegations are made, 
the man is thrown into bankruptcy and has to be dischar; from 
these claims in the same way as in an attachment ing 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I say when you examine 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You asked a question; yon can argue it at 
the proper time. 

Now, here, for instance, is a series of causes for which attach- 
ment may issue in the State of Illinois, and it is not singular from 
other States. 

That in court of record i 
hase ir ALIRAN NERINA the PALATE ae TON ADRAC EN OSAT cee 
more of several debtors, when the inde exceeds $20, in any one of the 


pi edy — 
First. ere the debtor is not a resident of this State. 
Second. When the debtor conceals or stands in defiance of an offi- 


cer, so that can not be served upon him. 

Third. re the debtor has departed from this State with the intention 
of having his effects removed from this State. 

Fourth. Where the debtor is about to depart from this State with the in- 
tention of having his effects removed from this State. 

Fifth. Where debtor is about to remove his property from this State to 
the injury. of such creditor. . 
ieee ee . 1 

udulently conve or assigned effects, or a part 
thereof, so as to hinder or delay his creditors. 

Seventh. the debtor has, within two years prior to the filing of such 
affidavit, fraudulently or disposed of his property so as to hinder 
or delay his creditors. 

Eigh Where the debtor is about fraudulently to conceal, assign, or 
otherwise dispose of his property or effects so as to hinder or delay his 


creditors. 

Ninth. Where the debt sued for was fraudulently contracted on the part 
of the debtor: Provided, The statements of the debtor, h s agent or attorney, 
which constitute the fraud shall have been reduced to writing and his sig- 
nature attached thereto by himself, agent or attorney. 


Now, in order to obtain that attachment in my State—and you 
will find that substantially in all the States—the creditor simply 
files his affidavit, alleging his belief that some one of these things 
is true. 88 ae of 5 2 suas pe cover 
every penny’s worth o t a debtor has, and that prop- 
5 y by an officer under that writ as 
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Fi, Sere PENS: POE NOON OES. NRT EY, RRS Sie Dae 
aw. 
. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me another 
question? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; if it is only a question. 
Mr. MILLER of Is it not true that under tbis bill, by 
an affidavit attached to a petition, you may throw a man into 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. And another question. Is there any 
protection to a debtor provided he is not adjudged a bankrupt 
and seeks to recover for the injury done him? Seis 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ves, sir; he will find his relief, if frandu- 
lently charged with bankruptcy, for all damages under the com- 


mon law. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is there any bond given in this case? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. A bond does not make any difference. If 
he takes the Te there is a bond. Immediately on filing the 
affidavit he does not give bond, but when the p is taken he 
does. Now, then, su in an attachment under any one of those 
nine causes in the ois statute, a suit is brought on that bond 
by the debtor for , all that the creditor has to do is to 
prove his honest belief that at the time what he was true, 
and then he is released. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is not so in Kansas. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then you must have a peculiar law there. 

Mr. WOOD. Do J understand the gentleman to say that under 
the Illinois statute an affidavit based on information and belief is 

2 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman is mistaken. are. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. Woop] is correct. I can not stop to discuss im detail all the 

estions that may be raised as to the statutes of all the States. 
3 desire to mention these things in a general way for the 
pospone of showing the difference, and all the difference, that there 

between the bankrupt law here and the laws of the 
various States; and I repeat it, the laws of the various States are 
made in great part, almostexclusively, in the interest of the cred- 
itor. 5 only law made in the interest of the debtor is the exemp- 
tion law. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true, however, that in almost every 
State in the Union no attachment can be levied except upon the 

d of actual fraud or nonresidence—— 


Now, please ask your question and let me 
go on. 


Mr. BAILEY. Well, I will ask you this question: Is it not 

true that in almost every State no attachment can be levied ex- 
t upon the grounds I have mentioned? 

r. CONNOLLY. Isay no; itis not. Ihave just read a State 
3 which differs radically from the gentleman's statement of 
the law. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman surely did not understand me to 
state that there was no State where the law was different, but I 
said in nearly every State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Isaid all or nearlyall. Ido not know what 
the causes for an attachment are in Texas. I have not read the 
statutes of all the forty-five States on that point. 

Mr. BAILEY. I undertake to say, Mr. i that there are 
not five States in the Union that permit an attachment except 
upon actual fraud or nonresidence. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, you undertake to say that, but you 
do not incur any responsibility or liability by that ing. 
You do not have to giveanybond. [Laughter.] I thatas 
gonr belief, but I think when you go to the statutes of the forty-five 

tates of the Union you will find thatin most of them the causes 
for an a t are substantially as Sey are in Illinois. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yon still imprison men for debt in Minois. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, that remark shows that the gentle- 
man is not so familiar with the statutes of the States as he thinks 
he is. We do not imprison men for debt in linois. 

Mr. B Is it not true that under the law of Illinois you 
can bring a debtor into court, the judge orders him to swrrender 
st i oe eee he can be kept in jail until he does surrender? 

S OLLY. Not for a debt. 

AE GONOLL Re or pena injury or wrong 

r. For a a person or or 
a willful inj inst the or of another. 

Mr. V. 88 not 8 the law 


of the gentleman’s State better than he does. but 1 am positive 


that I have read sucha law as that, under the process of the court, 


a debtor may be brought into court, may be to deliver up 
his property to his creditors, and may be imprisoned until he has 
complied with the order of the court. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Undoubtedly, there were some old decisions 
to that effect before our new constitution. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I am right in my statement. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Not since our constitution of 1870, which 
is twenty-six years old. There used to be imprisonment for debt 
in all the States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; and I am sorry to say that Illinois was one 
of the last to abolish it. j 

Mr. CONNOLLY. One by one they have all abolished it, just 
as the policy has been to abolish all these harsh laws made in the 
interest of creditors. As I said a while ago, this e for 
debt collecting commenced in the interests of the creditors, and it 
went on for centuries in their interest, until finally among civi- 
lized people the debtors began to get a hearing and humanity 
made ited? felt in their interest, and the States joer Se properti 
in various amounts for the benefit of the debtor’s family. The 
gentleman's own State of Texas is a notable example of the extent 
to which humanitarianism has gone in depriving the creditors of 
the rights to collect their debts and exempting almost a fortune 
for the benefit of the debtor’s family. 

Mr. BAILEY. Permit me to say that Texas was the first Stato 
in the history of the world that exempted the homestead, and it is 
some ing in the history of our State that we would not willingly 
part wi 
; — a a Itis 1 55 a to aeng and therefore 

wo expect to see every Texas gentleman here supporting a 
bankruptcy bill which would tend to still further protect the 
debtor from the unseemly agrees fos the creditor. [Laughter.] 
But, Mr. Chairman, of course this bill is not in the interest of the 
debtor class alone. z 

This bill goes to the extent of 8 creditor class in 
this t, that it gives all creditors a chance to be dealt with 
on sely the same footing. It establishes a rule of uniformity, 
so that the creditor who lives close by the debtor gets no undue 
advantage over the creditor who lives a hundred or five hundred 
ora thousand miles away. It is framed on the principle that 
when a man is insolvent the law will take hold of his property 
and divide it equally among all his creditors pro rata. Is there 
any reason why it should not be so? 

ere = certain eee — aa gras 5 in a fiduci- 
ary capacity wages. taxes due to the , the municipality, or 
the United States. Those are exempted; those mustbepaid. Of 
what remains the creditors will all get their pro rata share. 
What is 5 that? This provision is based on a human- 
itarian principle toward the debtor. It says to him, ‘‘Give up 
all you have; call your creditors all in; do not give an undue 
advantage to any one of them, but let each man come up, prove 
his debt, and receive his st it rata upon the debt that he has 
proven. Then you can out to begin life anew.” That is 
equity; that is simple justice as re these men who hold the 
unfortunate position of creditors of an insolvent man. This is a 
relief from the inquisitorial harshness of all the laws now exist- 
ing for the enforcement of contracts and the payment of debts. 

r. TALBERT. Iam very much 3 in the gentleman's 
remarks, and as Iam seeking information, I would like to ask him 
a question. Will he kindly state why it is that this matter can 
ae as wen be left to the States, each State regulating the subject 

or itsel 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There is a manifest reason why there should 
be a general law on the subject. 

5 I should like to hear the gentleman on that 

int. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The States can not e, by law for an 
mal distribution of pro among all the creditors. 
. HENDERSON. Nor can they annul contracts. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; they can not annul contracts of course; 
and Congress has no power to do that, either, but Congress has 
pome to relieve from debts growing out of contracts, and the 

tates have not. 

Mr>TALBERT. How is it that we have been getting along 
without this law? 

Mr, CONNOLLY. This is the way we have been getting along: 
The uy living — to ane 2 or the mariage whois . — 

„steps in quickly and gets his judgmen wo or eB 
or four creditors, being more advantageously placed than others, 
gt their judgments; they levy on the property and exhaust it. 

editors Erin ing in other States or in distant counties of the same 
State know nothing of the insolvency of the debtor until judg- 
ments are rendered for the benefit of the favored few; and these 
creditors who have not had similar advantages find the property 
all gone, so that they can not collect . The debtor's 
Went is all swept away to pay a few of the most active and 
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Now, the purpose of this bill is to protect creditors all over the 
United States. Business men do not limit their trade to State 
lines. Trade and commerce extend all over our country from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific. Commerce has abolished State lines. So 
far as trade and commerce are concerned, we are all one people. 
New York trades with San Francisco; New Orleans with Chicago; 
the people in the intermediate States are trading with each other, 

and forth, all the time and extending credit all the time. The 
lumber that comes from Texas and Mississippi is shipped to the 
Northern States, and is scattered all over the prairies of my own 
State. Lumber dealers are buying it from Mississippi and Texas 
men on credit. Now, the effect of this law will be to let those 
lumber dealers in the various States come and share equally in 
the property of any failing debtor. 

I have spoken of the general features of this bill. I want now 
to 7 of some of the specific features that have been criticised 
i e gentleman from Pennsylvania pi WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

e gentleman has stated very properly that we have had three 
bankrupt laws in the United States. The one which was enacted 
in 1800 remained in force but a few years, when it was repealed; 
it was to continue in operation, at any rate, but five years. Ihave 
here a communication from President Monroe submitting to Con- 

a statement of the number of cases commenced under the 

ptex law of 1800 in the States of Maryland, Virginia, Penn- 
lvania, New York, and the District of Columbia—491 cases in 

I do not know why the inquiry to the President was limited 

to those particular States. But by the statement of President 
Monroe it appears that in Virginia there were 45 commissions 
under that law; in Maryland, 58; in Pennsylvania, 208; in New 
York, 166, and in the District of Columbia, 14. Ifind that in every 
one of the 208 cases in Pennsylvania a final certificate of discharge 
was allowed to the bankrupt. In one case in the State of New 
York the bankrupt’s estate paid 100 cents on the dollar with inter- 
est. In other cases the amount ized ran down as low as 4 per 


cent. 

The law of 1800 was purely an involuntary bankrupt law; it 
had no voluntary feature at all. The law of 1841 had both fea- 
tures, voluntary and in voluntary. That act, however, wasrepealed 
by the same Con that enacted it. Then came the law of 
1867, which I think, and always believed, was a most infamous 
law in that it allowed the estate of the debtor to be absolutely 
eaten up in costs and expenses. It was of no benefit to the cred- 
‘itor except in rare cases; it was of some benefit to the debtor, 
because under it he could get a discharge from his indebtedness. 
It was, I think, and always believed it to be, a most complete 
failure. There is no one familiar with the operation of that law 
who will read the provisions of this one and com: them with 
it and fail to see what a vast difference there is between the 
exhaustion of the estate in fees and charges under the provision 
of that law as compared with this one. 

The amount that may be paidoutis very small. Thelar, fee 
that anybody can possibly get is received by the trustee. e ref- 
eree gets only $10, the trustee gets $5, and the clerk gets 810. Now, 
there is the sum total of all the fees that may come out of the 
estate, except that when the dividend is made and paid the trus- 
tee will receive 5 per cent on the amount of the dividend so paid. 
That is about the ordinary fee that is allowed by the laws of the 
different States for such service, and what is usually paid to the 
administrator of an estate for collecting and paying out the money. 
And that cost can not be paid to him, remember, until the divi- 
dend is made, thereby insuring him to give diligence and careful 
work in closing up the estate. 

Now, one other great objection that existed to the old law of 
1837 was this: That it forced all of the litigation and all of the 

dings, as a rule, to the place where the United States court 
kor the district was held. i in bankruptcy were not 
numerous, This law provides that there shall be a referee in 
every county, and the vast amount of business is done before the 
referee, Under the old law one or two registers in a district only 
were provided for, and the reference of cases was made to these 
men and they got all of the fees. Some of them I know made 
fortunes out of the old bankruptcy law simply acting as regis- 


This law obviates that difficulty by saying that there shall be a 
referee in each county. This is a minor court, taking testimony 
or f of claims, and for all of the detail work. It provides 
that it shall be done in the county where the bankrupt lives and 
does not force him to go toa distant court for that purpose. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is it not true that the question of 
whether a state of bankruptcy exists in dto any man must 
be brought before the court before which the claim is pending? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; if the bankrupt denies the act of 
bankruptcy it is tried before the jury. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I am speaking now of where it is to 
be tried. Is it not true that the question of the discharge of the 
bankrupt must be tried after all before the judge of the court be- 
fore which the case is pending? If that is true why make a dis- 
tinction in the trial of the question of discharge between the court 


and the judge? In the case of the trial of the question as to 
whether a state of bankruptcy exists or not, you try that: before 
the court, but when the question of discharge arises you want to 
send that before the judge. ' 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Because they are not properly questions for 
a jury trial, but for a court to pass upon. The court has a record 
of all the proceedings, and can determine as to the question of the 
propriety of allowing a discharge. i 
_ Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But upon the question of discharge, 
is not the point as to whether preference has been given to any 
creditor a matter for legal determination? 3 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Isit not a question to be determined 
by evidence, as much as any other question that may be presented 
in the case? 3 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, these are questions that the court can 
decide as well or better than a jury. 

_ But, Mr. Chairman, continuing with the discussion of this par- 
ticular part of the bill. In all suits brought by the trustes in con- 
nection with the estate and the debts due to it, they must bo tried 
in the local State court; that is, they must be tried in th same 
court that the bankrupt would be himself compelled to bring his 
suit in if hé were not a bankrupt. This localizes the procoodings 
in that regard. It brings the referee and the court just where 
the 1 lives and refuses to allow such proceedings to be 
tried in the Federal court except where the bankrupt himself is 
allowed to enter the Federal court with his suit. It withdraws 
all that is possible from the Federal court. : 

Now, as to the objections that have been made to this provision, 
1 from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE] in- 
sisted that this law would be a terror to any honest man going 
into business; that he would hesitate to take the risks involved in 
going into business if this law were enacted. . 

I maintain that this would not terrorize any honest man. It 
might be a terror to the rascal, but not to the honest man. Why 
do I say that? I turn to the second section of this bill, and I find 
in that section every cause laid down that will justify any cred- 
itor or any court to put aman into bankruptcy. Now, let us see, 
briefly, what these causes are. Nothing except one of these things 
28 justify any creditor to attempt to put his debtor into bank- 
ruptcy. 

Acts of bankru by a person shall consist of ne 
himself, de 3 oa away from his place or bea: 93 n 
domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his 
creditors, and not have returned at least forty-eight hours before the 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the rights of creditors shall have 
been impaired, altered, or interfered with. 

Now, does that catch the honest man who is willing to pay his 
debts? This refers to a man who leaves his home, goes away to 
avoid the serviceof a summons in anaction for debt against him, 
and who goes away with the purpose of defeating the creditor ' 
who may have that summons against him. 

The second cause assigned is that a man shall have— 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, to secure 
the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $300 or over, 
or if such property is to be sold within such time under such process then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

Now, that man must be insolvent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman now, 
but I have the revised statutes of Illinois here on the question 
between us a moment ago. ; 

a CONNOLLY. You will have time to make a speech di- 
rectly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Whenever it suits your convenience, I want to 
call your attention to the statute. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, well, I am unwilling to be educated 
now on the statutes of Ilinois. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Referring to the section you have just 
read, would it not in every case, or nearly so, where an attachment 
was run throw a man into bankruptcy if anyone took advant. 
of it? Is there hardly any case where an attachment is run in 
which you can get relief in any court within thirty days? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. A man must be insolvent first, aud when he 
is insolvent and when a creditor comes and runs an attachment 
on his property and takes all he has, does not that leave all the 
rest of his debts hanging like a burden over him? Is it not better 
to have a law enacted that will divide that property between all 
his creditors and then give him a discharge, instead of having it 
pay only one debt and leaving all the rest hanging over him? 

Mr. R of Kansas. Suppose that to be an unjust claim 
. or time within which to defend it? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, the same thing is true about the at- 
tachment, if it is an unjust claim. The term of court is three 
months after. The injustice of that claim can not be determined 
until after a hearing in that term of court, three or more months 
away. In the meantime his business is closed up, his property is 
sold by the officers of the law, and the man is effectually bank- 
rupted, because here come all his other.creditors then. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But in this case, if it happens to be 
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an unjust claim, there is a bond filed, is there not, to protect him 
against that, and also to protect his creditors? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I never knew an attachment bond to pro- 
tect anybody yet. 

Mr. LER of Kansas. Well, I have. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I never knew one to protect anybody. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I have. 7 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. So have I. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This provision can not apply to anybody 
except a man who is insolvent. He must be insolvent to justify 
8 Pras into bankruptcy. i $ 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Well, generally, when a petition in 
3 filed. it is held to be good. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, well, that goes upon the theory that the 
lawmeansnothing. Courts generally construe the lawasit is writ- 
ten, to carry out its purpose. The man must be insolvent, must 
bein a condition where his property will not pay his debts. Then, 
by coming in under the ba: pt law, his debts are all discharged; 
but leave it as you want to leave it now, one debt is paid and all 
the other debts remain. The third ground of bankruptcy is that 
a man has 

Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors 
and has not regained the ownership and on of such property before 

the slg nbn of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of 
such nsfer and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed- 
ing in bankruptcy. 

Now, is that the case of an honest man? That is the case of a 
man who has made a transfer of some of his property for the 
specific purpose of defeating his creditors. Why should not that 
mn be put into bankruptcy. The fourth ground is that he shall 

ve 

Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a writ- 
ten statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

Now, if you leave him as he is now, the man files a written state- 
ment in court of hisinability to pay his debts. His creditors come 
on him and sweep away what he has, but keep the balance of his 
debts to remain as a cloud to hang over him perpetually. This 
law lifts that cloud, and releases him from his debts. 

The fifth ground is that a man shall have— 

Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any, of his property, or suffered any of it 
to be taken or levied upon by process of law or othe for the purpose of 
giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such property or 
released same from such ey before the rights of creditors shall have been 
‘altered, changed, or impai: by reason of such transfer, taking,or levy and 
at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy. 

There is an attempt by the individual to cheat some of his cred- 
itors by paring omet, taking the property of A to pay B. 

Mr. of Kansas. But there is no provision there that 
he does it fraudulently. r 

Mr. CONNOLLY. He does it for the purpose of giving a preter- 
ence. Is not that fraudulent? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. 
provides that he may do that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But every State in the Union, when he does 
that, and his property only pays a of his debts, holds the rest 
of his debts over him as a club. is releases him. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would rather the gentleman would not 
interrupt me so much, because I am taking too much time. I 
want to get through with this section. Thesixth reason for bank- 
ruptcy is that a man shall have— a 

Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent 
to defeat his creditors, and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten days 
before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, provided that a payment or sat- 
isfaction of sucha Judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's property or from 
the proceeds of sucha sale not be deemed a payment of such judgment 
under the provisions of this section. 

Now, is that the honest man that my friend from Pennsylvania 
ett WILLIAM A. STONE] spoke of? e man who has gone and 

eliberately permitted a ju ent to be entered against him so 
that 1 may defraud his creditors? Certainly that man 
would not held up as a model, honest business man. The 
seventh ground is that a man 
Jjn 8 
such property to such legal process at least ten days before the filing of a 
petition in baygkruptcy. 

Do you want to protect that man? This seizes him if he at- 
tempts the secreting of his property. It brings it to light and 
applies that property to the payment of all his creditors equally. 

Eighth. Suffered while insolvent an execution of $500 or over, or a number 
of executions aggregating such amounts, inst him to be returned no 
propert so — ag 1 shown to be due by such execution 

e Now, that may happen, of course, to a man who is perfectly 
onest. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If aman has honestly given a pref- 
erence under the State law, and he may do it, then he is thrown 
into bankruptcy on that account, and he is prohibited, although 
aon it honestly, from being discharged under the provisions of 


. Under th 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Iam not discussing that section. 


Nearly every State in the Union 


e second section 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is it not true that a throw him 


into bankruptcy: for soing what he believes to be 
hibit his being discharged on the same ground? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. No; it is not, , 
1 Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I call your attention to it right 
ere— s 
Mr. HENDERSON. You may throw a man into bankruptcy 
Tor res hai acts, and you do not discharge him on account of 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. You do not say that it shall be done. 
Mr. HENDERSON. What the gentleman proposes is: You say 
that a man can not be discharged for a matter that we are moving 
on him for. We move on him for doing a wicked act, and under 
the act of 1867 we had three times the number of unds on 
hte 1 could be denied compared to what there are in 
18 DLH. * 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That may be. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. You are speaking about something that is 
not in this section. 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas, You are putting a man in bank- 


ruptcy. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It is the seventh paragraph to which I am 
addressing myself, where a man secretes his property to evade its 
being levied on by legal process and for the purpose of defeating 
his creditors. Now, you say that he has honestly done this. r 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. No; thatisnot the one. I am speak- 
ing of section 5, on e 6. i; 

r. CONNOLLY. You are talking about a different matter. 
The eighth paragraph is: 


Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of exe- 
8 aggregating such amount, against him to be returned no property 
‘ound. 


onest, and pro- 


Now, I do not claim, I do not insist and say that an honest man 
may not find himself in that situation. Of course he may be un- 
fortunate and may have one or more executions amounting to 
$500 or more returned no property found against him, and be 
where he can not help himself. Now, you do not want to give 
that man the benefit of a disch: from his debts. You want 
that under the law as it is now, held in terrorem over him for his 
life, while this bill, more humane, comes in and says that a man 
in that condition may be placed in involuntary bankruptcy, that 
his property, whatever is subject to execution, shall go to his cred- 
itors, and he shall be discharged. Now, there is the difference 
between the two things. We wish to discharge a man who hon- 
estly has become insolvent, who has used his property in accord- 
ance with law, and who has tried fairly to pay his debts and failed. 
We sayin that kind of a case that he ought to be discharged from 
allofhisdebts. Yousay,‘‘No.” You want your“ pound of flesh” 
and you want ' the blood to follow.” A man who has 

nded and not resumed for thir nd un 
gre insolvent, the payment of Bote — peng tor 9 
or over. 

There is another instance where a man perfectly honest may be 
compelled to suspend. He can not, 5 of misfortune that 
may oyerwhelm him, pay his paper. He is insolvent. His cred- 
itor, as the law stands now, can come in and by execution and 
attachment seize everything he has and hold it. They can put 
him on the rack, and by inquisitorial bills filed for discovery as- 
certain whether he has any other property, recover it all, and 
divide it out to the diligent creditors, and still leave the debtor 
with an unpaid balance on this judgment, leaving him to struggle 
all the rest of his life. The bankruptcy law comes in and says 
when his property is all given up he is released. 

I have enumerated all the causes that lead to an adjudication of 
bankruptcy, every one of them. There are only three wherein an 
honest man can be into bankruptcy. A man who is hon- 
est, an unfortunate merchant, may, in three of these instances, 
be placed in bankruptcy under this law, but even then he is in a 
better condition with this law than without it. If placed in bank- 
ruptcy under this law his property is taken and goes to his cred- 
itors and he is absolutely discharged. Without this law his prop- 
erty is taken and goes to his creditors and the balance of his doha 


_Temain hanging over him. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to say that in every section 
and in every particular this bill is what I would approve. I think 
I see sever: pa where amendments can be made that will not 
change its e ter, that will not change its features, and yet 
that will make it more in accord with the best and most advanced 
thought upon the subject of bankruptcy laws. 

Now, a word as to the general question of a bankrupt law and 
its necessity. Weare a great trading and commercial ple. 
The people of all these States trade interchangeably wiih 6 each 


other without reference to State lines, and yet when it comes to 
collecting debts the parties are all met by the State lines and by 
the State laws, and the purpose of this bill is to use the power 
which the Constitution gives to Congress to say that in the col- 
lection of -debts these State lines shall disappear and the laws 
governing the matter shall be the same throughout the country, 


that where the States in their humanity have provided an 


exemption ror the wife and children of the debtor those humane 
laws shall be s repi Gaeiras State laws do, they 
are still to be respected and the de is to be given the benefit 
of 1 applause. } 

Mr. How much time has the gentleman from 
Ilinois consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. An hour and eight minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, will the other side proceed? 

Mr. BAILEY. My friend from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] is 
going to proceed, but I have asked him to let me occupy a few 
minutes now to clear up a little controversy which I had a moment 
ago with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] about the 
laws of his own State. 

I declared that in Minois they still allowed the imprisonment 
of men for. debt, and my friend, contrary to his usual courtesy, 
accused me of being ignorant. If Iam ignorant on that point, 
Mr. Chairman, it is because the revised statutes of Illinois have 
misled me. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman had better look at the con- 
stitution of 1870. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave the constitution here also. In examin- 
ing this question, Mr. Chairman, I had looked at the insolvent 
laws of the various States, and I did not think it possible that I 
had made a mistake as to the law of Ilinois on this point. Iread 
now from the revised statutes of Illinois, chapter 72, section 2: 


2 e eee 3 issued for 
of ho! su rson to u an: è or in an: 
civil action when malice is not b action is 


5 the action, or when any debtor is 
surrendered or committed to custody by his bail in any such action, or is ar- 
rested or imprisoned upon execution in any such action, such person may be 
. from such arrest or imprisonment upon complying with the provi- 


Now, if they do not suffer a debtor to be imprisoned in the 
State of Ilinois for debt, I am unable to perceive the necessity 
for 5 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That may be, but still they do not imprison 
men for debt in Illinois. They never have done so since the con- 
stitution of 1870. 

Mr. BAILEY. The ee which Ihave just read explicitly 
provides for cases in which men are imprisoned for debt. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I. would like to see the gentleman from 
Texas come up to Illinois and try to enforce that provision of the 
statute as he understands it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, if I found judges who did not know an 
more about the law of Illinois than my friend seems to, I woul 


ate CONNOLLY. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You had better come and try it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ought not to have made that remark, Mr. 
Chairman, and I beg 7 gentleman's pardon, for I know that he 


is a ve i wyer. 

Mr. CONN OLLY. You are reading from an old statute. 

Mr.BAILEY. This is Myers’s authorized edition of the Revised 
Statutes of Ilinois, published in 1895. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that. It is Cothran’s edition, 
a private edition. : 

. BAILEY. It is Myers’s edition, with Cothran's notes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Look at the bottom of that second section 
and you yan find the letters R. S., 1845,” meaning Revised Stat- 
utes of 1845. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. We have revised statutes that go 
back as far as 1823. Now, will my friend say that this statute is 
not in force in Minois? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That statute is not operative in IIlinois at 
all,so far as imprisonment for debt is concerned. There is one 


instance where a capias ad mdendum or a capias ad satisfa- 
ciendum may be issued for al personal tort, but that is the 
only case. 


. BAILEY. Here I find this provision: 


Jail fees. In all cases where person is committed to the jail of any 
county upon any writ of ..... fuel Bow d 
um 


a 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is what I told you. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then they do permit aman to be committed to 
jail upon a capias to satisfy a debt? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then why does it provide for jail fees in such 


cases? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. If the gentleman will come to me 3 
and take lessons, and not occupy the time of the House, I will 
with him. 8 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman publicly said that I was ignorant, 
and I wanted to prove in the presence of the House that if I was 
so it was the fault of the revised statutes of Dlinois. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Either that or the fault of the man who 
reads them and does not understand them. 

Mr. BAILEY. That would be a very serious fault; put I have 
never yet been accused of being unable to understand the i 


English 
language; and I am willing to submit to the candid judgment of 
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every man who has heard this colloquy whether I was not justi- 


fied in saying what I did upon that language; and the gentleman 
himself iie it 5 ying that the statute is no longer operative. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I will accept the gentleman’s apology. 


[Laughter. ) 

ca > we 28 ee i ares I hope fine wing will ac- 

cept the apology of my friend from Ilinois. ughter. 
r. CONNOLLY. All right. 

Mr. BAILEY. But, before we leave the question of the consti- 
tution of Illinois, I want to read from that instrument. Perhaps 
I Saat better take the precaution to examine the date of this con- 
stitution 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think it would be well. 

Mr. BAILEY. I presume, however, that they do not publish 
an obsolete constitution in the statutes of 1895. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Pretty nearly all our volumes of statutes 
publish all our constitutions. 

Mr. BAILEY. This volume embraces only the one; so that I 
am certain to have the right one. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman had better look at the date, 
so as to be sure that he does not get a back number.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I find that the constitution of Minois, as here 
published, was “adopted in convention May 13, 1870; ratified 
the le July 2, 1870; in force August 8, 1870.“ Is thatthe last? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is good. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, I want to read section 12, which I find on 
page 3 of this volume: 


No person shall be im ed for debt unless upon refusal to deliver up his 
3 creditors in such manner as shall be prescribed by 
W. : 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; he is imprisoned for his refusal to de- 
liver up his ropar —not for the debt. 

Mr. BAILE ` t was exactly my statement—that when a 
debtor was ordered to deliver up his property, and did not do it, 
he could be put in prison until he did so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Does the gentleman want a certificate from 
me that he understands the constitution of Illinois? If he does I 
will give it to him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Unless the gentleman were understood to pos- 
sessa better knowledge of the law of Illinois than he now exhibits, 
his certificate would not admit me to the bar of Illinois. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Iadmit that it would not; you would have 
to pass an examination there; and I would not guarantee your 


a on. 

Mr. BAILEY. I beg on of my friend from Kansas [Mr, 
BRODERICK] for having thus interrupted him. A 

Mr. ERSON. How much time has the gentleman from 
Texas consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I will say in the outset that 
I believe this bill is superior to any law that has been enacted on this 
subjectin this country. Aswasstated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee in his opening discussion, the subcommittee who had this 
billin charge gave it much consideration, and when it completed its 
work the bill was reported by the subcommittee to the full com- 
mittee, andit held daily sessions for three or four weeks for the con- 
sideration of this measure. And I am frank to say that the com- 
mittee endeavored to present to the House the best possible bill on 
this subject. As a member of the committee I regret to differ from 
the majority; yet I think this proposed measure contains some ob- 
jectionable an 3 features, and there are many other gen- 
tlemen here who take the same view, but it is nct because of any 
fault of Beni Se E Itis paara; as I belieye, of a aa 
im ibility of preparing an involuntary bankru w whic 
E EEN the objections that have been raised and urged against 
it, ay pa when it undertakes as much as the one before us. 
This bill embraces, nominally, nine grounds or acts of 8 
and each of these grounds contains more than one act which wo 
subject debtors to the penalties of the involuntary provisions. 

I want to state first my objection to this feature of the bill. I 
am not going to attack the bankruptcy 8 I am 
not opposed to all bankruptcy legislation; and this bill may be 
amended when reached for amendment (and I hope it will be) so 
that all of us who believe in such legislation may vote for it. 

I know that there is some demand at this time, and has been for 
a few years, for some system of prance. pd islation. But I do 
not believe there is any general demand over the country for this 
particular measure or any stringent or harsh measure. I repre- 
sent what I think is at least an average district—one of the older 
settled districts of the State in which I live, where there are more 
than forty banks and where there is a prospercus wholesale and 
retail business; and since this bill has been under consideration in 
the Judiciary Committee I have received only four letters from 
my district regarding it. 

One of the men who wrote ted against any sort of bank- 
ruptcy legislation. Another gentleman said he was in favor of 
some sort of legislation on the subject, and the third man wanted 
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some position under thelaw in case of itsenactment. [Laughter.] 
L received the fourth letter the other day, asking for information 
and for a copy of the bill. And so I have reached the conclusion 
that there is no 5 demand throughout the country for 
the of this bill as some gentlemen would have us imagine. 

hile it is true, as has been stated here, that this country has 
been passing through a period of great financial d ion and 
many business people are still feeling the effects of it, and while 
there have been many failures within these years of honest men 
who either have returned or hope to reenter business, and some 
of whom would like to be relieved of their burdens, yet I believe 
if we could understand all the circumstances we would find this 
class is comparatively small. 


Under the insolvency act of Kansas, where an assi ent is 
made for the benefit of creditors and they are satisfied that all the 
property of the debtor has been delivered to the assi in good 

aith, there are rare instances where the creditors do not come 


together and agree to a final distribution, and give full releases. 
I have known many such cases, and if that is the observation of 
the lawyers here generally who have had experience under their 
State insolvency laws, then it would seem that there is no urgent 
necessity for the enactment of these harsh provisions. 

But, Mr. i as I admit, there is a small class who would 
like to have a voluntary law enacted; there is another small class 
who would like to have a statute on this subject, with involun- 
tary provisions to aid in the collection of debts. I do not believe 
9 as some gentlemen here seem to think. The 
methods of doing business are entirely different now from what 
they were in years past. The wholesale merchants throughout 
this country do not take the business risks they did t or forty 

. The retail men in the Mississippi Valley no longer go 

New York or elsewhere to the wholesale men to make purchases 
of their lies. The country dealer no longer makes his semi- 
annual visit to the wholesale houses. The wholesale merchant 
sends his agent through the country to men who deal with him, 
and these agents understand their business as thoroughly as any 
They know what they are doing and what 
ted to do; and when they see a dealer for the pur- 
pose of ing a sale to him they know exactly what they are 
after. They go out to sell goods, and they make sales where it is 
safe to do so. It is a part of their business to inquire whether it 
is safe or not, and they do it. They understand the ibility 
of the purchaser before the sale is made. And, in addition to this, 
there is the system of commercial agencies which collect and 
give out information and place it within the reach of every whole- 
sale dealer. By reason of these innovations, businessis not trans- 
acted as it was a few years ago, and there is no necessity for 
wholesale men taking such risks as they formerly had to take. 
They understand who they are dealing with, and if they are not 
satisfied with a customer no sale is made. Ido not believe that 
there is one failure out of twenty among retail men that is not 
now understood and anticipated for months before the failure oc- 
curs, so perfect is the system of obtaining information in reference 
to the financial and business standing of merchants throughout 
the country. So, when we consider conditions, I think we 
will agree that there is a smaller class of wholesale men who de- 
mand this legislation than we have been led to believe from news- 
paper publications and from thé contention which has been made 
on the floor of this House. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I said this bill might be amended so that 
many gentlemen who are now opposed to it would be willing to 

rt it. Ifsection2, which enumerates the acts of bankruptcy, 
could be modified so as to allow debtors.to be adju bankrupts 
cagan case of actual fraud, this would be a fair bill. 

. RAY. What are the changes yon would make? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I would make a transfer of by an 
insolvent debtor with intent to defraud creditors and con- 
cealing of the debtor for the purpose of avoiding the service of 
summonsand defranding HOS HS the only grounds, If I could 
have these changes incorporated in the bill, instead of the nine as 
now written, I would be willing to support it. But lam unwill- 
ing to do so with the nine specifications that now exist. These 
changes, if made, will improve the bill and remove much opposi- 
tion. The letters read from the Clerk’s desk this morning from 
distinguished judges who had experience under former bankruptcy 
laws show the opinion of those best qualified to judge of the 
merits of this sort of legislation. 

These judges stated what is the common knowledge of every 
official, lawyer, or merchant who has had any actual experience 
as to the practical operation and effect of these laws. If you ask 
the man who was registrar under the old law for his opinion, un- 
less he again wants the office he will say that under that law 
there weremany cases of fs sphere So generally was this under- 
stood that the President of the United States recommended its 
repeal, and the House twice 2 a repealing act before the Sen- 
ate would concur, and then sentiment against the law became 
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so strong throughout the country that both Houses acted, and 
the repeal of that obnoxious measure was accomplished. 

The grounds for involun bankruptcy in the former law are 
not materially changed or modified by this bill. This is the vital 
part, and it contains as many objectionable grounds of bank- 
Rada d as the law of 1867. We have here nine acts for involun- 
tary ptey, and some of them double-headers, embracing 
more than one ground. There are nominally nine stated in the 
bill, but there are, as a matter of fact, many more. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not the erying demand 
for a national bankruptcy law inhere in the fact that under the 
insolvency laws of most of our States inequitable preferences are 


Mr. BRODERICK. Thatis probably one reason for the demand, 
but preferences are not permitted under the laws of all the States, 
They are not permitted in the State in which I live; preferences 
are ag Spe by the law of my State. 

Mr. STE T of New Jersey. I will state a case that hap- 

ed to a member on this floor, belonging to my delegation. A 

ebtor in New York owed him $6,000. ences are permitted 

in the State of New York. He took advantage of that fact and 
made 8 

Mr. KPATRICK. Before making his assignment? 

Mr. STEW ART of New Ji Before making an assi ent, 
before taking advantage of the insolvency laws of New York, he 
gave preferences to his mother, sister, etc. Then he took advan- 
tage of the insolvency laws and completely defrauded his New 
Jersey creditor out of $6,000. 

Mr. BRODERICK. YourState ought not to allow preferences. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I will ask the gentleman from New Jersey 
if his friend ever attempted to set aside that assignment? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I do not know that he did. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Then if he did not it is his own fault if he 


lost his debt. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman mean to 
are wed in New York State? 


ference can 


sisters, or 


nitable bankruptc 
: BRODERICK. 
power to to enact bankruptcy legislation. 
rectory, but simply a grant of power — —5 
not exercise. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But that implies a duty to do 
it when the occasion arises. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Then Congress has been derelict in its 
duty nearly ever since the adoption of the Constitution, for the 
three bankruptcy laws that have been enacted in this country 
have onl —— altogether about fourteen years. 

Mr. BAILE Y. Under the proposition coming from the Judici- 
ary Committee, could any man obtain the benefit of a discharge 
after ha 558 ? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. se a he could not. 
I was talking about the insolvency laws of the State. 

ra _ oe is, if he a given any ‘tae the preferences, 

. BAILEY. No; an erences at as ition 
comes from the Judici n * 

Mr. BRODERICK, t there is some demand in the country 
for the enactment of this legislation I have already admitted. So 
there has been a demand at other periods in the history of the 
country, and there have been laws enacted, and yet it is true that in 
each case as soon as the people understood the practical operation 
of the law there was a cry all over the sg Pre its repeal. 
The last law existed longer than any other. t was on the 
statute book for about nine years, but within three years after 
that law went into operation there was a demand in nearly every 
State in the Union for its repeal, and this question of repeal in 
some localities was discussed from the rostrum by all political 
parties because of the demand from the business people for the 
repeal of that legislation. In no instance has a pee law 
in this country met the tions of those who have advocated 
it. It has almost wholly failed of its purpose. 

I have examined some of the reasons given for the repeal of 
former laws. There have been many objections raised, but the 
three principal objections to the last one were the excessive cos 
and expense attending the settlement of estates, the inaccessibility 
of the courts, and the abuses practiced under thelaw. It has been 


anted the 
t is not di- 
may or may 
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contended here that the costs under this proposed law will be rea- 


sonable. But it must be remembered that the costs which go to 
the officers are but a small portion of the actual expense in set- 
tling a bankrupt estate. e expense and loss of time in being 
absent from business must be taken into account. 1 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is it not the purpose of this bill, by 
appointing a referee in each county in the district, to bring the 

inistration of the law to the door of the litigant? 

Mr. BRODERICK. The referees may settle some questions, 
but they can not settle all questions. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is not that the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. They will settle all the questions of 
fact in the counties where the litigants reside and take the law 
questions to the court, which will be at a very slight expense. 

Mr. BRODERICK. They will not settle contested questions. 
These will be sent to the court. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Is it not a fact that you can not use a 
referee to decide a rasta of fact unless he is willing to with- 
draw from his privilege of jury trial? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I understand that to be so. Where there 
is no jury demanded questions of fact may be settled by the referee; 
but questions of law and questions of fact, where a jury is required, 
must go to the court for adjudication. 

Mr. Chairman, it was said by the distinguished chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee in his 8 discussion that since the last 

ptcy legislation the Federal courts have been brought to 
the doors of the people. This is doubtless true of his State, 
but all the States have not been so fortunate. In my State the 
Federal courts are held at four places—three in the eastern por- 
tion and one in the southern; and many of the people of that 
State, probably one-half, have to travel from 50 to 300 miles to 
reach the Federal courts. Gentlemen here know that many of 
= new States are large, and courts are held as yet at but few 
aces. 
N There is another objection which I think is entitled to much 
weight. It is provided in one section of this bill that liens and 
judgments against the debtor, obtained within four months prior 
to the commencement of proceedings, shall be dissolved or abro- 
ted upon filing the petition in bankruptcy. It is provided 
urther that any lien taken for a debt without present consid- 
eration, any lien taken for an antecedent debt, is destroyed by 
this act, so that in case of failure these liabilities must be taken 
into the 5 and stand upon the same footing as 
unsecured debts. ow, I believe that in all small towns and 
villages of the country people have about the same business 
methods, where opportunities are substantially the same. The 
business people in these towns who have not sufficient money of 
their own borrow from the local banks to tide them over embar- 
rassments, and in States where they can do so, some mortgage 
their is and wares. In my State they may mortgage to secure 
. preexisting debts, and in case of embarrassment they sometimes 
P so. This is no crime. Suppose I Want to borrow money and 
o into business. I go to a home bank, secure a loan, and induce 
Ar. Nortuway to me my security. I borrow a thousand 
dollars. That bank carries me along for one, two, or three years, 
but Mr. Nortuway finally wants to change his business, or for 
some reason wants to be relieved from the responsibility, and I 
am willing to relieve him if I can get other security. I offer se- 
curity on my stock of goods in order to relieve Mr. NORTHWAY. 
The bank cashier goes to the register of deeds, or whoever keeps 
the record of liens, and examines the record and finds nothing 
there against my te The banker does not know my busi- 
ness in New York or Chicago, where I have been purchasing 
goods. He takes a mortgage on my goods and releases Mr. NORTH- 
way from my obligation. Now, here is a mortgage for a preexist- 
ing debt. is banker had been helping to carry me for years; he 
not only helped me, but helped my creditors by enabling me to 
go on with my business. But after I have 9 this a on 
things turn against me, and I am forced into kpop ow, 
then, the banker, although he has used diligence in his business, 
and had no notice of any other liabilities against me, released the 
security he had and took other, a perfectly legitimate transaction, 
and without any intention to defraud, yet under the provisions of 
this bill he is to go into the bankruptcy court with his security 
destroyed and take his pro rata with the other creditors. 

Now, I say that this provision is wrong. It is wrong to the 
country banks and merchants, and will embarrass the dealers 
in every State in the Union. This local vap that they get is what 
the genan upon to carry them through from year to year, and 
if t ill becomes a law the banks and people who have money 
to help along the business men in their respective localities will be 
unwilling to extend this help because of this law. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you say that a morgage such as you 
have described is as good as a lien in the State of Kansas? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes; a mortgage given any time before an 
assignment is good, 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Upon a stock of goods? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes; our courts have sustained such mort- 
gages when given in good faith. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I do not know of a State where a chattel 
mortgage given with power to sell, retaining possession in the 


mortgagor, is under such circumstances. 
ried 5 ODERICK. It is good in our State, and it is good in 
issouri. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, now, I know two States. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Provided it is recorded. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Inat least twenty-seven of the States such 
a transaction is held to be prima facie fraudulent. 

Mr. BRODERICK. It has been held to be good in our State 
and in some others. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have just called attention to section 67. 
I think that should be materially changed, and I hope that the 
gentleman will study it and see if it is not open to objection. 

There are other objections to this bill. I have not time to enu- 
merate them all, but I will indicate one more. Corporations are 
exempted from its operations. There has been of late a tendency 
in this country to do everything through corporations, The orig- 
inal purpose of the State in dividing its sovereignty with a cor- 
poration was That object was to bring together aggrega- 
tions of capital to establish and carry on enterprises that individ- 
uals were not able or willing to undertake. But for the last few 
years there has been a marked tendency throughout this coun 
to do everything by corporations, and this provision of the pend- 
ing bill, if enacted into law, will certainly greatly aggravate and 
promote this growing evil. 

Mr. RAY, Do I understand the gentleman to object to the pro- 
vision in this bill which denies to corporations the right to go into 
voluntary insolvency? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ithink corporations, except municipal and 
national banks, which are now regulated by law, ought to be in- 
cluded in the provisions of the act or be entirely excluded. 

Mr. RAY. I want to know whether I understood the gentle- 
man correctly. I understood him to say that there was another 
objection to this bill and that that objection was that it denied to 
corporations the Bee to take the benefit of this act voluntarily. 

Mr. BRODERIC I think they should come in with others 
or not be in it at all. 

Mr. RAY. Does not the gentleman remember that in the Fifty- 
third Congress we put that exemption into the bill upon his own 
suggestion and rather against the judgment of some of the other 
members of the committee? , 

Mr. BRODERICK. No; I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about that. Ido not think I was present when that was con- 
sidered. 

Mr. RAY. Let me say to the gentleman that that was put in 
the bill not in accordance with my judgment, but out of defer- 
ence to a sentiment which prevailed among some members of the 
committee that legislation generally was tending too much to the 
benefit of the corporations, and that, as they were created by State 
laws, they ought to be held responsible under the State laws. 

Mr. BRODERICK, The gentleman is mistaken about this pro- 
vision being put into the bill at my suggestion. I was not a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee that considered the bill, and Iam sure 
ma that was in the bill when it was reported to the full com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman disclaims it, and possibly I may be 
mistaken; but I do say that that provision was put in the bill in 
deference to the sentiment of which I have spoken, and I do not 
think the committee to-day would vote to retain it except in defer- 
ence to that sentiment, I know of no reason why corporations 
should not be permitted to take the benefit of the act or should 
not be put into bankruptcy involuntarily except this, that in 
most of the States the laws creating corporations provide strin- 
gent laws for winding them up and appropriating their property 
to the payment of their creditors, and it was thought by the com- 
mittee that the State laws could better deal with them. 

Mr. BRODERICK. However that may be, I do not care espe- 
cially whether corporations are in or out, but they ought to be 
one thing or the other. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. If the. gentleman will permit 
me, was not the exemption of corporations from the operation of 
the act based upon the idea that corporations being incorporeal 
bodies, existing only in contemplation of law, it would be illogical 
to permit them to 5 

Mr. BRODERICK. t may have been one reason, and then 
there is the further reason that most of the States have satisfac- 
tory provisions for closing up the affairs of corporations. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Does my colleague understand that 
we can not 8 a corporation into involuntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes; they can be forced in, but can not be 
discharged, 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The law prohibits a corporation 
from voluntarily becoming a bankrupt upon the theory that the 
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total liability of a corporation is its capital stock subscribed and 
paid in; but a corporation may be put into bankruptcy by its 
creditors. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ves; and then it never gets ont. 

Mr. NOONAN. Ishould like to know whether the law in re- 
gard to receivers is not adequate to protect the creditors of a cor- 
poration, and to protect the company itself, without providing for 
either the voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy-of a corporation? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I believe most of the States have adequate 
provisions on this subject. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. As the gentleman is a member of the com- 
mittee that reported this bill, I will ask him whether the commit- 
tee intended that the individuals eon ay je corporation might 
not file a petition in bankruptcy, and be discharged from their 


debts. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I do not remember any discussion of that 
question. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They can be, I presume. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ijudgeso. Mr. Chairman, there are two 
sides to this corporation question, and I have called attention to 
it, so that members of the House may examine and think upon it. 
I would like in some way to check this tendency toward doing all 
things through corporations, if there is any practical way of 

oing it. > 

Now, I have briefly stated my objections to the second section 
and to the sixty-seventh section of this bill. If these provisions 
are amended and improved I ex to vote for the bill, but Iam 
unwilling to vote for a bill which declares so many acts not crim- 
inal within themselves grounds for forcing men into bankruptcy 
and wrecking their business. I am willing that there should be 
involuntary provisions to reach cases of actual fraud against cred- 
itors, but am not persuaded to go further. 

I am convinced that the necessity for the proposed legislation is 
very much overestimated. State insolvency acts may be inper 
fect, but in my judgment there is less embarrassment and less 
litigation for business poopie under these State enactments than 
there would be under this bankruptcy bill should it become law, 
unless it should be materially amended. The old arguments 
against the law would be renewed, and in a short time there 
would be a universal demand for its repeal. It would relieve a 
few individuals; it would distress many. Unless the bill is 
amended, at the close of the debate I shall offer a substitute con- 
taining more moderate provisions, and if this substitute should be 
defeated I will vote against the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
is absent, momentarily, from the Hall. If it agrees with his ar- 
rangements, I will move that the committee rise. 

BURTON of Missouri. The chairman of the committee, 
General HENDERSON, stated that he was going to withdraw, and 
he asked me to watch the proceedings on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I shall be glad if the gentleman will move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Very well; I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bankruptcy bill, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8494) to amend section 3 of the act 
approved June 27, 1890, entitled An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
dren, and i aioe parena „; which, with the accompanying re- 
port, was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

REREPRINTING OF REPORTS, ETO. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent for a reprint of the 
House document embracing the report of the board 1 by 
the President to report upon the Nicaragua Canal. The previous 
edition is exhausted. 

a SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Lask the present consideration of a resolution 
for reprinting Senate Executive Document No. 51, first session 
Fiftieth Congress. This document is the report of the Pacific 
Railway Commission. The Committee on the Pacific Railroads 
and the Committee on Printing agree that the document should 


be reprinted, as the previous edition is exhausted. 
The SPEAKER. e Clerk will read the resolution, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be reprinted the usual number of Senate Executive 
Document No. 51 of first session of Fiftieth Congress, 


eae being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
opted. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER of Kansas, by unanimous consent, 
it was 


Ordered, That House bill No. 4176 be reprinted as amended, the previous 
print having heen exhausted. 


RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. the following resolution was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be given to the ple of Wisconsin for the statue of 
James uette, the renowned onary, explorer, and discoverer of the 
Mississippi River. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted to remain in the National Statuary 
Hall, and that a copy of these resolutions, signed by the presiding officers of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, be forwarded to his excellency the 
governor of the State of Wisconsin— 


To the Committee on the Library. ‘ 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 

A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post road”; 

A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge norog the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 
1893; an 
‘ A bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 

ax. 


orted 
e fol- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MILES, for two days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Brosius, for four days, on account of sickness. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House adjourn. 
a Mr. PICKLBR. Pending that, I should like to offer a resolu- 

on. 

The SPEAKER. A resolution can not be offered pending a 
motion to adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was served to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8413) to confirm certain 
cash entries of public lands, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a Se (No, 1526); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 264) entitled An 
act providing for the location and purchase of public lands for 
reservoir sites,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1527); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4255) to provide for set- 
tlement of titles and disposition of public lands in the Arredondo 
grant, in Columbia County, Fla., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a 15 (No. 1532); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 2691) to correct the military record and grant an 
honorable discharge to Michael F. Dearmitt, (Report No. 1528.) 
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By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
S. 2635) 9 er. actgranting a pension to Caroline Watkins.” 
rt No. K 
By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The ma oe R. 6634) granting a pension to Sarah M. Spyker. 
(Report No, 1534.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
0 Soe following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

‘ollows: $ 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8550) imposing a license 
tax upon itinerant musicians and the proprietors of merry-go- 
rounds in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 8551) to establish railroad 
bridges across the Cumberland and Tennessee rivers, in Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8552) ting a service pen- 
sion to all 8 discharged officers, soldiers, and sailors in 
the military or naval service of the United States during the late 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ze E A A bill 2 3 ca a 
An act ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
el oa a March 2, 1895—to the Committee on Public 

ildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8554) to provide for reorganization 
and improvement of the musical service of the Army and Navy 


and Marine of the United States, and to regulate the employ- 
ment of enlisted men in competition with civilians—to the 8 
mittee on i Affairs. 

By Mr. of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 8555) 


granting a pension to soldiers, sailors, and marines—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8556) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to deliver four condemned cannon to B. B. King Post, No. 70, at 
Canton, Mo.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8557) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Menemsha—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8558) to amend chapter 67, 
volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States—to the 


Rr. INGLEY b est): A bill (H. R.8559) to i 

9 y request): R. incor- 
rate the Anti Saloon Leases of the District of Columbia—to the 
Pami istrict of Columbia. 


Commerce, 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R.8581) donating two condemned 
cannon to Coleman Post, No. 467,Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Annville, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill ( eee EEE to 
the Territory of Arizona a portion of the Camp Verde Military 
Reservation, in Arizona, and the 3 and improvements 
thereon for normal-school purposes to Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8563) donating one con- 
demned cannon and one pyramid cannon balls to Grand Army of 
the Republic Post, No. 108, Fayette, Ohio—to the Committee on 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 288) asking for 
time to consider private pension bills—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the general assembly of Rhode 
Island, recommending the passage of the bill to increase the pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and P 


Roads. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A memorial of the general 
assembly of the State of Rhode Island, recommending the passage 
of a bill to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 5 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill 82 R. 8564) for the relief of Susan 
Elizabeth Laughren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8565) for the relief of John W. 
Ray, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8566) for the relief of S. R. Doolit- 

tle, late second lieutenant Company H, Seventh Regiment Kan- 
sas Cavalry Volunteers—to the ittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8567) to increase pensions of 
Michael S. Brockett,George Williams, and Isaac Willhite—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8568) granting a pension to Florence Tate 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief of 
Mahala Jones and Elizabeth Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8570) for the relief of Catherine Moore—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8571) te confer ju- 
risdiction u the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of 
Thomas W. McDonald, as administrator of the estates of James 
M. and Timothy Meaher, and to remove the bar of the statute of 
limitations therefrom—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8572) for the 
relief of the Greenbrier Distillery Company—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8573) for relief of the 
heirs of Philip C. Rowe—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8574) for the 
er of John H. Forbush—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8575) for the relief of Andrew J. Riggs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8576) granting a pension to John 
L. Holden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8577) to remove the ch: of 
desertion from the military record of John Ziegler—to the 80 m- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) for the relief of John Harper, Alexan- 
der Hammontree, and others, trustees of the Methodist Church at 
Warrenton, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8579) to correct 
the military record of Jefferson Hann—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8580) to correct the 
military record of Frank D. Myers—to the Committee on Military 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following eee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

_ By Mr. BULL: Paper to accompany House bill No. 8206, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. C. Abbot—to the Committee on 


ions. 

By Mr, BURTON of Ohio: Memorial of Army and Navy Post, 

No. 187, of Cleveland, Ohio, on behalf of pension for Mrs. Weltha 
tt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by zomo- Petition of citizens of 
Scotland County, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5729, relative to the protection of game, birds, and fish—to thé 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of American citizens in Aus- 
tralia, for the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 


and hag Aaa 

By Mr. DERSON: Affidavits in relation to the bill in be- 
half of David N. Thompson for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, HILBORN: Petition of many citizens of Alameda 
County, Cal., protesting against the continuance of the statue of 
Pére uette in Statuary Hall to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, for a bureau of com- 
merce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring Senate bill No. 2410, for the encouragement of American 


ost- shipping in foreign trade—to the Committee on Interstate and 
ign Commerce 


F. 8 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of numerous citizens of South Bend, 
Ind., recommending the restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on I igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ST. Petition of 69 ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the 
late war, citizens of Hanover, Pa., praying for the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT: Petition of Thomas French, jr., and others, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of New Albany, Ind., praying for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter 
pos r half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to 

and free matter - to the Committee on the P 
and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 80, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 83 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. z 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. re a letter in the form of a me- 
morial from the National Academy of Sciences in opposition to 
the enactment of legislation on the subject of vivisection. — 

I also present a memorial of the Medical Society of the District 
of Columbia in opposition to legislation on the same subject. 

I present also a petition signed by several hundred citizens of 
the District of Golambia, at the head of which is the name of 
Rey. Randolph H. McKim, on the same subject, the petitioners 
favoring legislation that will restrict and regulate vivisection in 
the District of Columbia. The petitioners say, first, that ani- 
mals used for painful scientific experiments should be rendered 
insensible the use of anesthetics; second, that such experi- 
ments should be performed only by licensed persons at registered 
places and subject to official inspection; and third, that no such 
experiments should be allowed before classes of children in the 
public schools, j 25 : 

I desire to call attention to the names on this petition, which is 
one of the most remarkable in point of influence and strength 
ever presented to the Congress of the United States: 

Justices John M. Harlan, H. B. Brown, David J. Brewer, E. D. 
White, R. W. Peckham, and George Shiras, jr., of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; Justices Walter S. Cox, A. B. Hagner, 
and C. C. Cole, of the supreme court of the District of Columbia; 
Chief Justice W. A. Richardson and Justices O. C. Nott and Law- 
rence Weldon, of the United States Court of Claims; arg Se 
J. Keane, rector of the Catholic University of America; p 
Henry Y. Satterlee, Bishop John F. Hurst, Archdeacon Thomas S. 
Childs, Rev. Dr. Alexander Mackay-Smith, rector of St. Johns; 
Rev. Dr. Randolph H. McKim, rector of pa Be; Dr. John 
H. Elliott, rector Church of the Ascension; Rev. Dr. J. A. Aspin- 
wall, rector of St. Thomas Church; Rev. Dr. Teunis S. Hamlin, 
paer Church of the Covenant; Rev. Byron Sunderland, pastor 

irst Presbyterian Church; Rev. Thomas C. Easton, pastor Eastern 
Presbyterian Church; Rev. Dr. Frederick D. Power, pastor Ver- 
mont Avenue Christian Church; Rev. Dr. Oliver A. Brown, r 
Foundry Methodist Episcopal Church; Rey. Dr. Frank pas- 
tor New Church; Rev. Dr. J. G. Butler, pastor Lutheran Memorial 
Church; Rev. Dr. Alexander Kent, Propion Church; Gen. 
and Mrs. Nelson A. Miles, Mrs. U. S. Grant, . 
Mrs. John Davis, Mrs. A. W. Greely, Mrs. L. Z. Leiter, . Made- 
leine Vinton Dahlgren, Mrs. W. M. Stewart, Mrs. S. Powhatan Car- 
ter, Mrs. Florence Murray, Mrs. Robert Anderson, Mrs. George 
Shiras, jr., Mrs. H. B. Brown, Mrs. Emma Morton, Mrs. Henry M. 
Teller, Miss Olive Risley Seward, Mr. and Mrs. A. L. Barber, Mr. 
and Mrs. Henry F. Blount, Mrs. Benaiah J. Whitman, Gen. and 
Mrs. Rufus Saxton, Gen. John G. Parke, Gen. D. 8. Stanley, Gen. 
J. S. Fullerton, Gen. H. V. Boynton, Gen. James H. Watmough, 
ex-Senator Charles F. Manderson, ex-Senator John B. Henderson, 
Representative CHARLES L. Henry, ex-Commissioner John W. 
Douglass, Mr. Crosby S. Noyes, Mr. Theodore W. Noyes, Mr. S. H. 
Kauffmann, Mr. John R. McLean, Mr. John Joy Edson, Mr. B. H. 
Warner, Mr. Charles J. Bell, Mr. Samuel M. Bryan, Mr. James E. 
Fitch, Mr. John B. Wight, ae Pk James H. Eckels, Mr. R. 
Ross P , Mr. Enoch Totten, Mr. W. D. Davidge, Mr. Jere M. 
Wilson, Mr. Mahlon Ashford, Mr. J. Hubley Ashton, Mr. Nathan- 
iel Wilson, Mr. Anthony Pollok, Mr. Calderon Carlisle, Mr. Hal- 
bert E. Paine. Mr. Reginald Fendall, Mr. Benjamin Butterworth, 
Mr. Samuel Maddox, Mr. J. J. Darlington, Mr. A. G. Riddle, Mr, 
Henry E. Davis, Mr. Chapin Brown, Mr. H. Randall Webb, Mr. 
John Sidney Webb, Mr. William A. Gordon, Mr. J. Holtlsworth 
Gordon, Mr. William Henry Dennis, Mr. Leigh Robinson, Mr. R. 
E. Lee, jr., Mr. Montgomery Blair, Mr. T. Browning, Mr. 
William Stone Abert, Mr. William Redin Woodward, Mr. Story 
B. Ladd, Judge Thomas F. Miller, Mr. Crammond Kennedy, Mr. 
John Cassels, Mr. and Mrs. Charles M. Ffoulke, Mr. and Mrs. 
Horace S. Cummings, Mr. W. M. Poindexter, Mr. Maxwell Wood- 
hull, Mr. and Mrs. Horace S. Cummings, Elliott Coues, A. M., 
M. D., etc., late professor of anatomy National Medical College; 
Dr. F. A. Gardner, Dr. S. S. Stearns, Dr. James A. Freer, Dr, Regi- 
nald Munson, Dr. L. E. Rauterberg, Dr. S. L Groot, Dr. Leigh 
Yerkes Baker, Dr. Waterman F. Corey, Dr. Charles B. Gilbert, 
Mr. A. S. Pratt, Mr. William B. Cabell, Maj. R. H. Montgomery, 
U. S. A.; Maj. Robert Craig, U. S. A.; James A. Bates, U. S. A.; 
. Theodore Mosher, U. S. A., and Frank G. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to ask my colleague whether 


the Committee on the District of Columbia has reported or in- 


‘tends to report a bill prohibiting vivisection in the District of 


Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, I will say to my colleague, will probably not report a bill ab- 
solutely prohibiting vivisection in the District of Columbia; and 
while I can not speak for the committee as to their action on this 
very important subject, I will venture to say that the committee 
have under consideration a bill which proposes to limit and 
control vivisection in this District, which I think is being very 
favorably considered. In due time the committee will undoubt- 
edly make a report, which I trust will be made before the present 
session of Congress expires. 

I move that the memorials and the petition be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a ition of the First Methodist 

Church of Sturgis, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by Union Lodge, No. 7, American Association of Ironand 
Steel Workers, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the Government 
ownership and control of telegraph lines; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the ‘passage of Senate 
bill No, 2410, providing for the encouragement of American ship- 
ping in the foreign trade; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
2447, establishing a department of commerce and manufactures, 
and remonstrating against the provision in the bill which pro- 
vides for the partial transfer of the United States consular serv- 
pies this department; which was referred to the Committee on 


erce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Industry of Raleigh, N. C., praying that an increased 
appropriation be made for gauging the streams and determining 
the water supply of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. QUAY presented memorials of 35 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., of 43 citizens of Pennsylvania, and of 62 citizens of Allegheny 
County, Pa., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére 
Mang nette in Statuary Hall; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the of the so-called Loud bill, relat- 
ing to postage on second-c mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Philadelphia Union, No. 8, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
8 the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. < 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I 9 of the board 
of directors of the Merchants’ Association of Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing for the e of the Torrey bankruptcy bill. I move that 
the petition lie on the table, the 5 bill having already 
been reported, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a resolution of the general assembly 
of Rhode Island, favoring an increase of compensation to letter 
carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


(State of Rhode Island, etc., in 94588 Assembly, January session, A. D. 


Resolution recommending to Congress the of the bill now ding 
in the National House of Representatives to increase the pay of letter 


Whereas there is now g in Congress a bill H. R. 260, which has been 
favorably 5 by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of 
the House ee e “A bill to increase the pay of letter 
3 the provisions of which the compensation would range from 
$000 for rst year of service, with annually added, to a maxi- 
mum of ay telah in cities of a population of less than a 
of $1,200 in larger cities; and 

Whereas P iones the proposed increase the free-delivery service of the 
Post-Office Department would still be not only self-supporting, but the source 
of a large reyenue to the Government; and 

Whereas the duties of a letter carrier are of an arduous, responsible char- 
acter, requiring for their best discharge the services of Talthful and capable 
men. „ Now, therefore. it is 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the general assembly of the State of 
Rhode Island the bill aforesaid, to increase the pay of letter carriers, should 


ves. m 
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, April 27, 1896. 


I certify the f to be a true copy of a resolution by the gen- 
eral assembly K 8175 on the 24th day. of April, A. D. 1896. 7. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 


Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly of Massillon, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of the ex-Prisoners of War Asso- 
ciation of Hamilton County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
Honse bill No. 306, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors con- 
fined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Charles O. Heggem, superin- 
tendent of Russell & Co., manufacturers, of Massillon, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation reorganizing and increasing 
the Engineer Corps of the Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. . 

He also presented a memorial of the Cheney Medicine Company, 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion taking the jurisdiction of the courts away from alcohol claim- 
ants; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of John D. Park & Sons Com- 

ny, chemists, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and a memorial of Schaber, 
Reinthal & Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation tending to repudiate claims for a rebate 
on alcohol; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a statement of all amounts allowed in the 
name of the Southern Pacific Company, its branches and leased 
lines, on account of nonbond-aided services, and which remain 
unpaid, amounting to $1,542,979.44. I move that the letter and 
accompanying statement be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment providing for the payment of expenses in- 
curred under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, signed at Washington, February 8, 1896, and for the pro- 
curement and enforcement of testimony under Article III of that 
treaty, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and 1 Which was agreed to. 

Ur. EST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2396) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county 
of Niagara, State of New York, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills and joint resolution, reported 
them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. eee to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the ublic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Seoretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana; £ 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Rave to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment at St. Johnsbury, Vt. ų a 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8046) for the relief of Frederick Van 
> ere reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1743) for the relict of the widow of 
Thomas L. Young, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMIL , from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2906) for the establishment of a light- 


house at the pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, N. C., 
rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. MCBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved Febru- 
ary 9, 1881, to grant the right of way for railroad 9 se through 
certain lands of the United States in Richmond County, N. V., 
e it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2058) to execute the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled An act 
to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BATE. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred the bill (S. 1950) for the relief of 
Enoch Davis, and the bill (S. 1986) for the relief of Enoch Davis 
the former introduced by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON 
and the latter introduced by the Senator from etal eat GEAR], 
neither of them knowing, I suppose, that the other introduced 
such a bill, to ere them adversely, and to substitute therefor a 
similar House bill, which I shall report favorably. I move that 
the two Senate bills be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis, 
reported it without amendment. 

. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 
28d instant, providing for the payment of certain claims reported 
favorably by the Court of Claims and reported by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Congress in House Executive Document No. 151, 
Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 27, intended to be pro- 
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it favor- 
ably, with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ig rs which was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2984) 
in relation tocontempts of court; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1827) to increase and 
limit the appropriation for a public building at Portland, Oreg., 
and to designate its uses, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. W. EN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1785) for the correction of muster 
of Adolph von Haake, late major Sixty-eighth Regiment Veteran 
Volunteer Infantry, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a on thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

JOHN FOX. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I am directed Weng Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 506) to correct the 
military record of John Fox, of Albany, Oreg., to reportit favor- 
any. without amendment. „ 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope to have the consent of the 
Senate to place the bill on its passage. It is a private bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to remove the charge of desertion now standing on the 
records of the War Department against John Fox, who was en- 
rolled December 20, 1861, and mustered into the service March 5, 
1862, as a private in Company G, Twenty-sixth Kentucky Infan- 
try, to serve for three years. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill Ng 2985) to incorporate 
the Anti-Saloon League of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2986) authorizing the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late 
Peter Von Essen for the use of the public white schools of that 
portion of said District formerly known as Georgetown; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2987) to establish certain harbor 
regulations for the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the 5 paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Colum 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4593 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2988) for the relief of 
W. J. Tapp & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2989) to incréase the pension 
of Caroline 8. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2990) for the relief of 
Charles M. Wells; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2991) nting a pension to 
George G. Eakins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2992) granting a pension to Ellen 
O’Hara; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2994) granting a pension to William 
G. Alspach; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to James 
M. Dennison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2996) granting a pension to 
Laura Moore, the widow of a soldier of the Florida Seminole In- 
dian war; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general e thea pa bill; which 
was feb erred to the Committee on ims, and ordered to be 

Tinted. 

r Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 

was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

» Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 

was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARTER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was 9 to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

z Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 

335 N to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
rinted. 

r. BATE submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDƏN. 


Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1336) for the relief of John Mellifont and 
Ellen Riordon. 

Mr. HALE. I ae the Senator from Texas will let me get up 
the ap Ne er ill first. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Maine yields to me to call up 
the bill which I have indicated. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill indicated by the Senator 
from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments, in line 4 to strike out determine“ and insert find 
the law and facts respecting,” and at the end of the bill to add 
and that the testimony and evidence now on file in the Senate 


may be used in said cause ii the Court of Claims: Provided, That 
the bar of the statute of limitation is hereby removed”; so as to 

make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That Fe resign is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
to hear and find the law and facts respecting the claims of John 
damages by — in consequence 


Claims 
Mellifont and Ellen Riordon for 
XXVITI—288 


sustained 


of the illegal acts of the officers and soldiers of the United States in taking 
and and ordering off the stock of the above-named parties, destroyin; 
their fences and build: , and for other injuries committed the said Ofte 
cers and soldiers on the of the above-named parties near Fort Clark, in 
the county of Kinney and State of Texas, between the years 1866 and 1870, 
both inclusive, and t the testimony and evidence now on file in the Senate 
may be used in said cause in the Court of Claims: Provided, That the bar of 
the statute of limitation is hereby removed. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the following bills, 
having been presented to the President on the 15th instant, and 
not having been returned by him to the House of Co in 
which wer ich pointy within the ten days prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, have become laws without his approval: 

aa act (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 
an 

An act (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Abner Doubleday. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Quay to the amendment of Mr. GORMAN. 


Mr. HALE. Lask that the pending question be stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment and the amendment 
to the amendment will be read, 


The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 50, after the word “contract,” 
Mr. GorMAN proposes to amend the bill by striking out the word 
four“ and inserting ‘‘two”; so as to ar § 

That for the doa further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the dent is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract two seugoing coast-line battle ships d ed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each. 


Mr. Quay moves to amend the amendment by striking out 
“ two” and inserting “six”; so as to read: 

Six seagoing coast-line battle ships. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire at present to submit any remarks 
upon the pending amendment. e Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE] has indicated a disposition to submit some remarks 
on the bill, and I yield to him. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to make a few suggestions 
in reference to the further construction of a Navy and as to the 
desirability of coast defenses, 

I concede the necessity for an adequate Navy ample to protect 
us in case of exigency, but when we are considering the question 
of appropriating money for naval purposes we ought not to forget 
the situation of the country with regard to the matter of coast 
defenses. 

OUR DEFENSELESS CONDITION. e 

While it is 3 admitted that the United States is not in 
a position for successful defense against any cage | nation, I do 
not believe that the public appreciate the utter ineffectiveness of 
the means heretofore taken to guard our coasts and property. The 
situation can hardly be exaggerated. In the event of armed con- 
test with such powers as England or France we could not make 
even a respectable showing. General Miles, in a statement given 
by him before the Committee on Coast Defenses during the present 
Congress, sums up the situation thus: 

ment. le; tion is uired to put the princi; rts of 
country 8 . of safety and in order re por estate 
P Senator SQUIRE. Have you examined the condition of the fortifications 
that have been erected at any of the fey sa haf 

General MILeEs. Yes, sir; I have e it a question of 8 man 
years. My attention was tirst called to it when in command of the Depart- 
ment of the Columbia in the Northwest some fifteen years ago, and later 


when in command of the Division of the Pacific. In my reports eleven and 
six years ago I called attention to the subject and the importance of 

rotecting the ches tars harbors of the ific coas 7 st the en- 
Tino of Pugot Sound, thereby protecting Port Townsend, Seattle, Tacoma, 
8 and other important places on Puget Sound; also the defense of the 
Columbia River, giving Erde pa to Astoria and Portland, Oreg., and the 
entrance to the harbor at San Francisco and that of San Diego, Cal. 

Senator SQUIRE. Would the guns now at these places be of any use; are 
they serviceable? A 

General MILES. While there are guns mounted at Fort Canby, at the mouth 
of the Columbia, and in the harbor of San Francisco, they are mostly obsolete 
guns mounted on old and rotten carriages, and as far as the are con- 
cerned I believe that they could not be sold for enough to pay purchaser 
for taking them down and using them for old iron. 
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General Craighill, Chief of Engineers, in his statement to be 
found on page 1 of the hearings before the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Coast Defenses, said: 

Iassume that nobody doubts the need of coast defenses, Our coasts are 
utterly unprotected and should be put in proper condition as soon as possible, 
and what we need now is money, 

No one denies that New York, Boston, Philadelphia, San Fran- 
cisco, and all our seacoast cities will, in the event of war, be 
destroyed unless: some provision is made for their protection. 
Recently work has been done at San Francisco and at New York, 
but the defenses even of those places are yet inadequate. Admiral 
Walker, who takes a very broad view of the situation and does 
not consider that the Navy alone can do the work, made the fol- 
lowing statement concerning the defense of San Francisco: 

It is a very difficult place to fortify: properly, because of its wide, easy 
entran strong currents 


ce, deep water. and 
And continuing 
Very e places on shore where our channels are shoal are 
of defense.. They could be defended. It is impracticable to fortify any 


and ravage all 
tect it. 


The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] thereupon interro- 
gated Admiral Walker as follows: 


The British do not neglect their defenses, do they? 
A WALKER. No, sir. 
Senator HAWLEY. How about their fortifications here on this continent? 
Admiral WALKER. They hold Halifax, Esquimalt, and Bermuda as bases 
for Free, against the United States; in the West Indies, Santa Lucia 
and Jamaica. 


1 HAVLE: In Kingston there is a fortification of some importance, 
ere no 
Admiral WALKER.. Yes, sir. 


The committee. took testimony with reference to the various 
means of defense now available. I quote from Admiral Walker: 


Senator. PROCTOR. Do you consider that on the whole the outlined in 
the report of the Board—you are somewhat with it—is a 
good plan for the defense of our coasts? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes; I consider it so. 
The board was composed of very able men, who made 
a thorough study of the subject? 
N And two members of the Endicott Board were officers of 

av 

Admiral WALKER. Yes. 1 have however, for-some years that 
the engineers of the Army gave too much tance to their mortars. I 
believe in direct-fire guna 
Werne PROCTOR. How much fire from a direct-fire gun could a vessel 

nd? 

Admiral WALKER. A modern battle ship would stand a good many shots 
at a reasonable range, but would of course be injured to a greater or less 
extent. 


aa the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 

quired: 

e 1 either cripple a ship or destroy her if placed at 
Admiral WALKER. Ships would not attempt to come in without first 


destroying the torpedoes. 
* * * * * * * 
Senator SQUIRE: We want you to give us.some idea of the importance of 


the land defenses, and the proper relation of the Navy to the land defenses. 
Admiral WALKER. I think there is some confusion of with our 
‘What we want are harbor defenses. You can not protect the 8 


coast by fortificati but you can fortify the cities and rtant strategic 
ts, und they should be firmly held by means of f cations, torpedo 
ts, mines, and battle ships, 'e ought to hold these points firmly, but it 


would not bo im t tofortify minor points. The important points 
be held for many reasons, For instance, the capture of New York would 
cause enormous loss from a financial and moral point of view. Again, from 
anaval officer's point of view, our cities are necessary as points to which our 
if injured or defeated in action can withdraw under cover of the fortifi- 
ns, and dock, repair, and receive supplies and coal. They must serve as 
bases for naval operations. 


The admiral thereupon continued, showing that while with am- 
le protection and strong fortification and abundance of direct- 
Bre guns it will be impossible for a hostile fleet to enter our har- 
bors, nevertheless unless much more generous provision is made 
than is now contemplated by Congress itis unreasonable to claim 
that our country is even tolerably protected. < 
I will again cite Admiral Walker: 
Pie apap or ee cot oe ai eco 
: 8 3 t would be our fate if they sent their whole na val 
A WALKER. If they were at this time to send over such a naval force 
as they could spare from Europe they would have their own way upon our 


1 HawIET. They could take Portland and Boston in twenty-four 
mrs. 


Admiral WALKER.: Yes, sir; there is nothing that could stop them for any 
great length of time. 
ee Gonbox. How many guns hare they for the protection of New 
or. 


3 WALKER. We now have at Sandy Hock, in position, 2 guns and 
m A 
Senator GORDON. Under the conditions existing now, what would be the 
effect if the English navy should engage ours? 

Admiral WALKER. They would probably capture or destroy our whole 


avy. 
Benatar Procror. Would there not be some chance if we made a proper 
at Sandy Hook to successfully defend New York? 
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3 WALKER. By posting 1 — 1 5 eee: en Sandy Hook we could 
0 em something ol or nothing would prevent 
them from raiding the — oE coast. : 

Lieut. James A. Frye, of Massachusetts, treats this subject in 
a most interesting manner. He says: 


It safely may be assumed that a portion of 1 se would be found 
to hold the same sanguine views of outcome of a foreign war. Further 
than that, newspapers and individuals are not lacking that brand as t: 


raitor- 
ous any words of warning, from whomsoever they may.come, or with how- 
ever much of earnestness they may be uttered. Yet if the simple, stern 
setting forth of un table facts is to be considered a mark of loyalty 
the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the officers of both - 


lar establishments, and the thinking men in civil life must come in toge 

for censure from their country. It is em fora military o: cer to 
acknowledge this condition of affairs and to record these facts,“ said the 
general who now commands our Army, after calling attention to our defense- 
less coast. Yet he would do less than his duty to country did he not en- 
deavor to bring the it should be 


truth before the Government, in order 
fully apprised of the true condition of affairs. 
The Secretary of War sums up the situation thus: 


If future appropriations for the manufacture of mortars, and car- 
riages be no larger than the average authorized for the since 1888, it 
require eee Sones more to supply the armament for the eighteen 
important ports forw complete p: proved. If the 8 
tions for the en work are to continue at the rate of the ann 
priationssince 1800, it will require seventy com 
and platfe for the ports referred 
the period which shall 
condition of defense. 
000,000, 


FVV 
on as a are wW W. can 
geously 8 

Mr. President, the sum and substance of the situation in this 
regard is as follows: If we continue to make appropriations as we 
have done for the purpose of fortifying our harbors, it will take 
seventy years to complete the scheme outlined by the Endicott 
Board, and since modified by the officers in charge. Manifestly, 
therefore, no appropriations whatever should be made or adequa 
appropriations should be made. It is absolute waste of money to 
enter upon a work which can not be utilized until the expiration 
of seventy years. But what will be thought of our coast defenses 
when completed seventy years hence? e improvements which 
the future has in store can not be foretold, Obviously a plan for 
fortifications, or, indeed, for anything else, which can not be real- 
ized for generations should not be countenanced by intelligent 
men. 

Fortification work is not only in an unfinished state, but it has, 
as General Craighill says, barely been entered upon. We have 
but few guns of modern tye: have heard it remarked that the 
smoothbores now owned by the Government may be of avail. 
Admiral Walker tells us (Hearings, 158) that these might be 
used as auxiliaries for the defense o harbors. General 
Miles, however, states that in his opinion they are entirely useless, 
and might be sold for old iron. 

The information furnished by General Flagler is interesting, 
The following is an extract from his examination before the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses, page 31: 

Pisin! . been as mite pee phage ap that RE 
from Napoleon’s wars, or from 1815, tothe period I mentioned, twenty-four or 


twenty-five years . 
Banator Squt ae DO to 1870. 
LER. 


THD AATAS eee e eee eee 8 
more radical, in our field and siege material. All of the field siege guns, 
The Ordnance Departmen 

has been 8 occupied on perfecting this material y 
or manufactures and could accomplish little in the wa; 


progress for 
that our re and field material at the present time is as good as or better 
than that of any other nation in the world 
All I wish to say, then, is that these field and siege guns and all material 
that goes with them are new, and we could not in any war against a foreign 


nation use any one of the guns or any of the material that was used d 


our civil war that is now on hand. New guns and new material must be pro- 
vided throughout. 

We have but a limited number of these ga with and ammuni- 
tion for them on hand. In any emergency field and si material would 
probably be as important and migh much more impo: t than the sea- 


be 

coast defense, or might form a part of it. 
Therefore, in reply to your request as to F in addition 
to the estimates now before pein ht should be è for the next fiscal year, 
I feol it my duty, and it is very important, that there should be added to the 
estimates I “have given to you another estimate for this field and siege 


If trouble 0 it will be im ~ ible to make vee defensive 
reparations. e. enemy will have everything his own way, 
We are prone to be Arend per Many of our people think that 
they can prepare for war within a few months. That such — — 
rance should prevail to any extent is remarkable. Nevertheless 
we must treat facts as we find them. The 12-inch gonisour main 
reliance as far as fortifications are concerned. We have no 16-inch 
guns, and there is some controversy as to their effectiveness. 


says (Hearings, page 28) we have a contract with 
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the Bethlehem Company for under which they are delivered 
slowiy. We can procure in addition to that number no guns which 
the Department is willing to put into fortifications except those 
we manufacture at the gun factory. You will see, then, that the 
gun manufactory measures the rate at which we can go on with 
coast defenses. 

General Flagler made the following statement with reference 
to the length of time necessarily consumed in making a 12-inch 
gun, and his opinion is, of course, most valuable: 

What length of time— 

He was asked— 

be consumed in la as there arein the 
F — ——— 
I will state that the gun named is a 12-inch gun. 


of the appropriation before the would be compieted. For an 8-inch gun 
it wow taka abontscren months and for a 10-inch gun about ten months. 


The statement made by General Craighill, and also contained in 
the report of the Committee on Coast Defenses, with reference to 
the difficulty of rapid work and the impossibility of immediate 
accomplishment, is alike instructive and interesting. 

General Flagler insists with much force that we should not be 
without some 16-inch guns. In that respect, as I have before re- 
marked, there has been some controversy among our military men, 
but he declares that he is wi to assert that we can manufac- 
ture a successful 16-inch gun. He argues that there is necessity 
for such a weapon, because a 12-inch would not necessarily be 
certainly effective when brought to upon one of the largest 
vessels that might be sent inst us, but that one shot well di- 
rected from a 16-inch gun will put any vessel in the world out of 
action; and he tells us that it would take about three years to 
make the first or type 16-inch gun. I quote from his report as 
Chief of Ordnance: 

The Board on Fortifications or Other Defenses of 1886, Fe eng under the 

of March 


act ot e 8, 1885, adopted forty-four 16. guns asa of 
our coast defenses, and designated the harbors for the defense of whisk these 
guns were to be used. For poses ak ge the provisions of this rt this De- 
. — has several times submitted to Congress an estimate for funds for 
construction of a 16-inch gun, but the necessary & m there- 
for has not yet been It is believed that this failure of Congress to make 
then appropriation is partly due to opinions by persons 
who are o to the adoption and use of the l- inch gun, and who profess 
to believe tthe 12-inch gun has nt power for our needs: Ido not 
know what a have been used to enforce this opinion, and can not, 
therefore, combat such ar; ts. The refusal-of then appro. 
tion does not, however, relieve this De: ent from ty in the 
matter, and I deem it a plain duty to su here some the more impor- 
tant reasons for urging immediate p: for p. gans of this 


caliber. 
The question of the com tive ad of of the or of a 
nie caliber for the — . a ed with the 


the circumstances o 


ranges 


carry 
guns on their vessels, and co tions and 1 
t w r guns 


at which their large guns would be effective but at which our 
would not be sufficiently effective. 

The Army will, therefore, sometimes require the r of the larger gun, 
while there is not such necessity therefor for the Navy. The objections to 
the gun which are important to the Navy do not exist or are comparatively 


t-in its use by the Army. 
rincipal foreign powers have of 16-inch or larger caliber in their 

enses. navies, or in both. e fact that they have them in their de- 
fenses shows their.o ion on this subject. The fact that they have them in 


their navies shows it is important that we be pre to compete with 


their fire for the reason stated above. 
This Department has never had doubt of the necessity for the 18-inch 
„nor of the wisdom of its 5 Aa by the Board on Fortifications or 
Defenses in 1686. Since the date of the report of that Board the history 
of Gun vs. Armor has steadily shown an increased necessity for a 
high power as that of the 16-inch caliber.. Granting what was per 
nine Fears ago, that the 12. inch gun could, under favorable c ces— 
thut R, at close range and with the vessel's side normal to the trajectory— 
to any armor then in existence, or, under less favorable circumstances 
T ranges, destroy any vessel by continued hammering; later ex- 
rience ws that this is not the case with modern armor now. oreover, 
o enemy will not piace his vessel exactly in the position desired, as we place 
a plate for tal firing, and the problem in most cases is to destroy a 
vessel which is doingits best to run past our batteries. Onlyasmall number of 
shots can be fired from any one gun at a passing vessel, and to accomplish the 
required amount of hammering a great many 17-inch guns would be required. 
Not more than one moderately fair hit would be ae from the 8 
16-inch gun to destroy or stop any vessel known at the present time. There 
are sites for our fortifications where one 16-inch gun should be the 
of a dozen IZ. inch guns. and as the question reduces itself to one of do 
cents, the 16-inch gunis the more economic gun for the work in hand. 
Some of the latest experiments indicate that even with continued hammer- 
ing with the 12 inch gun we can not expect to penctrate the best modern 
armor, could not destroy or stop certain vessels, bya rare and 


coast 


of as 
ps true 


and at lon 


exceptionally lucky hit in some weak 
— rdnance ones 


The report of the Chief of the 
yor will show that in some late 


Bureau of O of the Navy for 
ible to anotat modern 


experiments at Indian Head it was utter) 

heavy armor with a 12-inch projectile; 

stances at a range of only 8 and with the 
tory. In inch projectile 

under the same favorable circumstances. In some la 

modern plate the 13-inch projectile passed through, while the 12-inch 

duced little effect. 


of this t 
This action.does not commit the Government to the 5 — 
and manufacture of 16-inch guns for the 3 at the expiration of Fy shes 


as soon as possible the ture of the single type gun required for t. 
purpose. 

It is not easy to with patience the conduct of in 
appropria az or as those heretofore VVT 
Neb iness man wo! pursue such a course, and no prndent nation can 


afford to rest under such a menace. 
Admiral Walker thus speaks of the necessity of coast as well as 


“naval defenses: 


lies and dry docks, and th 


have su rtifi 
We co not protect all the ports with the Navy, because it is impractica! 


to have a fleet for each seaport, or of sufficient size to cover our enormous 
but it would be equally impracticable to protect our coast and 


condition of our fortifications and Navy I would 7 coast 
ntage 


would d for increase of the Navy d the 
$00,000,000, a and for 3 cities — th 5 5 
necessary, working upon general 

Although we are thus helpless, we discuss the propriety of en- 
gaging in wars with almost all nations. We have not.perhaps 

m as bellicose within the past two or three weeks as we were 
some months ago, but still we have been and are seemingly ready 
and anxious to fight. But we have made absolutely no prepara- 
tion; we are not making any preparation; we are not in a condi- 
tion for aggressiveness, and yet we talk as though we are confident 
of glorious results when called on to meet the world. I fear that 
our pleasant anticipations are fanciful, 

Mr. President, it is universally conceded that a gun well located 
upon the shore is of much more value than the same weapon upon 
shipboard. The reason for this is obvious. The expert gentle- 
men who testified before the committee differed somewhat in their 
estimates of this comparative efficiency. Some thought that a 
gan apon shore 8 hag’ apon t the ship; ne 75 — five, 

ut the apparen pane ps exp. y sug- 
gestion that the conditions of sea 9 affect the steadiness 
of the vessel. However, it is evident that it is possible for us to 
guard the principal harbors and cities of the United States so that 
those points at least will be free from serious danger. 

Lientenant Frye makes a computation of the property which will 
be subject to destruction on the seacoast as matters are now sit- 
uated. He says that there are 75 cities on navigable waters of 
the Atlantic coast. I will read the exact language used by him: 


tion reaches the 


87 ei 

and $2,624,408,022 in rty. It should be sta 
almost be 9 of comprehen- 
3 conditions of to-day, since the 


wi aggregate 

PETS 

He then proceeds to show, and, indeed, we all know the fact 
without any argument, that these cities and this extensive popu- 
lation and vast wealth are all endangered by the policy which we 
have pursued and are pursuing. A 

But it is said. by some that the Navy affords adequate protec- 
tion. Mr, President, if we constructa navy in accordance with 
the prevailing plan, it will be utterly impossible to meet any such 
exigency as necessarily attend war. This very year Great 
Britain has ap riated sufficient money for the construction of 
war vessels superior in number and 7 to our entire Navy. 
Says the same authority from which I have already quoted, Mr. 

The most 
. —— — — 
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stores, and certainly we need not call on military science to tell us that our re- 
serve of naval vesselsisof no value without guns. Congress should give care- 
ful attention to the ordnance requirements of vessels that are liable to be 
called into service as auxiliaries in time of war, in accordance with the acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1891, and May 10, 189, provi that steamers 


registered under the provisions of said acts can be used by the 
transportsand cruisers. Tomention no others, the Paris and New York ot the 
can Line are now receiving large sums of 5 condition 


Ame 
that they hold themselves in readiness to serve the Government whenever 


demanded. When they hauled down the English to hoist the American flag 
they were receiving from the British Government to hold themselves in 
ess to serve that nation, and the English had guns and gun-mounts 
ready to be put upon them at a moment's notice. We now have m paying 
subsidies to these ships for months, and have not a gun to put upon them. 

With a war upon us our naval authorities would indeed find 
the situation di ble. In order to avoid capture, in order to 
avoid our ships falling into the hands of the enemy—assuming our 
contention to be with one of the great powers—we would find it 
policy to beach our Navy. We possess no protected port to which 
they could resort. Flight would be im ible. We have no 
py defended coaling stations. As already shown, it is ad- 
mitted by those who are more partial perhaps to the Navy than 
to the coast-defense idea that in the event of a war with Great 
Britain our Navy would necessarily be utterly destroyed, whereas 
if our + ports—New York, Philadelphia, Boston, etc.—were 

roperly fortified it would be possible to afford protection. Noone 

enies, none of the officers who are connected with the Navy dis- 
putes that there is grave necessity for immediate and thorough 
work in the direction of fortifications. 

Admiral Walker's statements are clear and to the point: 

If an enemy comes on our coast and we think we are strong enough to 

z him we would fight, but at injuries and 5 occur to 
ships in action, even if successful, and we must have a p to repair where 
we have supplies and ae docks, and they must be protected by fortifications. 
We could not protect ports with the Navy, because it is impracticable to 
have a fleet for each seaport or of sufficient size to cover our enormous sea- 
coast; but it would be equally impracticable to protect our and 
seaports without the assistance of the Navy. 

This testimony of Admiral Walker is exceedingly interesting 
as showing, first, the weakness of our Navy, and, secondly, the 
comparative inefficiency of our so-called commerce destroyers. 
These vessels are not as swift as the Cunarders, White Star, and 
other liners. The latter can be armed with 5 and 6 inch rapid- 
fire guns and would then be altogether more useful as commerce 
destroyers than our cruisers. The cruisers can not engage a bat- 
tle ship or a fort, and can not catch the more rapid liners of the 
enemy, and are, therefore, of less value than is commonly sup- 


posed. 

Admiral Walker further says (page 58): 

To put ourselves in a position to defend our seacoasts without fortifications 
we must expend two or three hundred millions of dollars. 

In other words, it is his testimony that if we are to have a navy 
adequate to obviate coast defenses we must invest that enormous 
sum. 

We have manufactured some. fine guns and carriages and have 
partially fortifled New Vork and San Francisco. 

Congress is to blame. Our officers having the matter in char 
have done everything that skill and patriotism could accomplish. 

It is said by competent authority that the utmost emphasis of 
experience teaches that ports properly defended by powerful bat- 
teries, reenforced by suitable auxiliaries in the form of submarine 
mines, torpedo boats, etc., can not be successfully attacked by even 
the most formidable fleet. With this view all authorities, military 
and naval, are in thorough accord. 

We have, I might say, indisputable proof that in case of a war 
with England, circumstanced as we are, it would be necessary for 
us, as I have before remarked, to destroy our own vessels. 

I fully i ae the necessity of a strong navy. Fortifications 
are only of value for defense. It is necessary to have a navy, not 
only to guard unfortified points but likewise to enable us to at- 
tack our opponents. But it is clear that we ought not to proceed 
one step further without providing for coast defense. We might 
spend ten or twelve million dollars more on our Navy and yet we 
will be devoid of protection. 

Lieutenant Frye, in the April number of The Bostonian, gives 
the following significant appropriations from 1889 to 1896; in other 
words, to date: 


DOP Y oo cease hacen been cia IAT AAEE EP ENA A REA 196, 721, 568 
PU Po no eee 1977, 990, 
Rivers and harbo: 118, 214, 777 
Fortifications *__. 22, 489, 22 
Uaneous 750,371, 134 


I quote from Wilson on ironclads in action: 


Artillery has progressed so much that cannon can be mounted on land 
which can pierce armor thicker than ay ship can hope to carry. Consider- 
ations of weight and displacement limit the protection which can be giyen to 
the ship, while they have no such determining influence on the fort. The 
ironclad's armor and nance are limited; the fort's unlimited. How can 
the two fight on an equal footing? There are these further 3 
too, to be taken into account. The guns must be crowded into a limite 


* Of this sum only $10,631,000, or four-tenths of 1 per cent of the grand aggre- 
gate, has been available tor expenditure upon modern forts and guns. 


-because it had silenced or at least successfully 


space on board ship, where several may be silenced by a single lucky shot. 


In the fort a wide space can intervene between weapons, and if properly 
mounted each gun must be actually struck before it can be put out of ac- 
tion. Then, too, the fort's fire can upon the ship's water line; 
hits here will be every whit as efficacious as upon her battery, and she can 
be driven off without a single one of her guns being struck. Thus, a close 
attack by ships upon forts has me almost e though it is, beyond 
doubt, perfectly feasible for war vessels to run through an unobstructed 
channel commanded by forts, however numerous. 

Mr. President, it has often been said that it is dangerous to pro- 
vide fortifications and also to equip our Army 1 because 
we may be tempted to engage in war. To this I do not assent. 
Says Admiral Walker: 

232 en K 
bet wo appro ru or Sense 
seaports and to make literal 5 for the Navy. st 
It is clear that self-respect, to say nothing of the demands of 
ende requires that we shall be in a position to guard our 
onor and our families, our lives and our property. We wish to 
engage, I assume, in no unjustifiable struggle, but we do not care 
to be 1 under foot. Our cities must not be destroyed or 
placed under contribution. But if we continue the do-nothing 
programme of the present we must avoid all attempts to vindicate 
private or public ee as against better equipped nations. 

When General Miles was examined by the committee he was 
asked the following question: 

Senator MILLS. But what would prevent a fleet from setting fire to and 
burning a city? 

General MILES. They should be sunk before coming within reach of the city. 

We all concur, I presume, in the wisdom of that remark. 

cel ato E think it would be regarded as a violation of the rules of civilized 


warfare, if a fleet should get near enough to do so, to turn their batteries on 
a city when they were unable to silence the batteries defending it. (Hear- 


ings, page 50.) 

The difficulty about this statementis twofold. In the first place, 
as General Miles correctly says: 

A hostile fleet can not come within 24 miles of New York without coming 
under the guns at Sandy Hook, now Fort Hancock. When the fortifications 
are completed they could not enter Long Island Sound without encountering 
the land batteries. (Hearings, page 50.) 

Therefore, if a hostile fleet were within the range of New York 
it is pretty certain that its proximity could be accounted for onl 
the fo 
cations. It would, indeed, be a fearful exercise of power to destroy 
such a city as New York: but war is cruel, an irate enemy, deter- 
mined upon conquest or vengeance, and panting for blood, might, 
notwithstanding the rules of civilized warfare, which are only 
binding in a moral sense, submit tothe city of New York the alter- 
native of the payment of an enormousransom or obliteration and 
destruction. No nation can afford to rest in security upon the 
theory that the civilized rules of warfare inhibit the bombard- 
ment of a great metropolis, The desperate conflicts which have 
sullied the pages of history evidence the futility of such theoret- 
ical defenses. A war between the United States and either of the 
great European powers would mean ruin unexampled, and in such 
exigency our cities will be safe only if they are well guarded b 
not only skillful and brave men, who may be found easily an 
daily, but also by powerful guns, which can be built solely in ex- 
pensive factories by complicated instrumentality slow of creation 
and easy of destruction. These great weapons can not be made 
by the best and most extensive mechanism save after months and 
even years of discipline and toil. To be safe our coast must be 
defended. To be defended we must provide weapons. To pro- 
vide weapons we need years and money. At the present rate, 
according to the testimony of the 3 War, it will be 
necessary to wait for seventy years. This Congress should pro- 
vide the means sugge by the War and Navy Departmen 
involving a decade of workmanship, for it must be recoll 
that if we ins the plan submitted to us by our military authori- 
ties it will still take ten years to complete the armament. This is 
not very rapid work. It is slow enough, surely. If we decline to 
so legislate we should plainly announce that we do not intend to 
defend ourselves, and are seeking mercy, not demanding justice. 
Certainly, the present system is absurd. To appropriate a small 
sum which can eyentuate in nothing, to postpone effective defense 
until the expiration of three-quarters of a century—approximates 
dementia. mg before our plan will have been completed the 
weapons created in inaugurating it will have become old-fashioned 
and useless. Our present system is burlesque and its continuance 
is a misappropriation of public funds. 

IS THERE ANY DANGER OF WAR WITH A FORMIDABLE POWER? 

While it is palpable that we can not justify our failure to pro- 
vide adequate defenses if it be true that there is danger of serious 
complications with t powers, it must, nevertheless, be admit- 
ted that if such conflict is forever and certainly impossible then 
there is no necessity for any expenditure, and in that event we 
are not warranted in making any outlay whatever for our Navy 
or for coast defenses. While I do not think it at all probable that 
this country will be subject to the horrors incident to armed con- 
tests, nevertheless I see no impossibility of such an occurrence, 
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The experiences of the past necessitate these conclusions. Take 
the case of Great Britain. It is but little more than a century 
since we separated from tha mother country, not peaceably, but 
after the disbursement of a large amount of money and the sacri- 
fice of many valuable lives. But a few years afterwards the war 
of 1812 challenged the utmost exertions of our people. Upon sev- 
eral occasions later on our relations were further strained. Dur- 
ing our civil contest we were upon the verge of war with England, 
and had it not been for the good sense of Mr. Lincoln it is proba- 
ble that she would have found occasion to engage us. The theory 
advanced in this Chamber that the warm fellowship existing be- 
tween England and America assures peace is utterly negatived 
by familiar history. In the Venezuelan case the 9 8 and people 
of both countries manifested warlike symptoms. this Chamber 
a demonstration the like of which has not been seen for many 
years Restate the somewhat belligerent phraseology of the Presi- 
dential message. The Cuban incident developed sentiments of an 
even more acrid character toward Spain, and while a contest with 
that nation would not be so serious, nevertheless other parties 
would likely intervene. Not very long ago, during Mr. Harrison’s 
Administration, it was currently believed that a conflict with 
Chile was inevitable. The Nicaragua Canal project now pending 
before Congress will, if carried out, be followed by hostile pro- 
testations from Great Britain and probably from other powers. 

In 1817 our Government and that of Great Britain entered into 
an agreement by which it was covenanted that on Lake Ontario 
pela Government should have any armed vessels except the fol- 
owing: 

On Lake Ontario one vessel not exceeding 100 tons burden, armed with one 
18-pound cannon. On the Upper Lakes two vessels not ex ing like burden, 
each armed with like force. On the watersof Lake Champlain one vessel not 
exceeding like burden and armed with like force. (Treaties, etc., page 


414, 415.) 

Of this agreement Secretary Herbert aks in his late report. 
Thus both Great Britain and the United Statesconcede the neces- 
sity of excluding all considerable armed force from the Great 
Lakan In other words, we have mutually agreed not to carry 
deadly weapons, because of the apprehension that the same might 
be used with fatal effect. We can not trust ourselves in each 
other’s company. Wehave conceded this fact by the solemn obli- 
gations above referred to. Moreover, there is in this country a 
warlike spirit. The men who were engaged in the civil war and 
who personally witnessed its horrors are not anxious for hostili- 
ties of any kind. That they are brave and patriotic passes with- 
out saying. They have been tried in a fiery and terrible ordeal. 
Another generation appears upon the scene. The national spirit 
has been properly cultivated, and there is much desire to whip 
somebody. Gent emen who were well and old enough to fight 
‘during the civil war, but who did not fight, doubtless because 
they knew their country could get along without them, and gen- 
tlemen who think they would have fought had they been old 
enough, vie with each other in ee and often insulting for- 
eign nations. We are traveling around, figuratively s ing, 
with a chip on our shoulder. Some of us perhaps hope that no 
one will take usup. But we can not be certain as to this. 

If we possessed proper coast defenses and reasonable naval 
strength, it is unlikely that any power would care to attack us; 
but if Great Britain or France, or even Germany, were to declare 
war against the United States to-day and at the same time draw 
upon ston and New York for a few hundred millions, there 
would be nothing for those cities to do but to put up the money. 
If this were not done immediately the appearance of a fleet in the 
neighborhood would compel compliance. Andif the enemy feltso 
disposed, our Navy, so called, would be either captured or sunk. 
This is not pleasant to contemplate. This condition makes one 
unduly conservative. However patriotic we may be, it is ques- 
tionable whether under these conditions we are justified in trying 
to resent insults. Probably we should make an effort to resist. 
When a weak pemon alle Se is grossly insulted by one who is 
strong he may be expected to act, and if he is defeated he at least 
has the satisfaction of knowing that he was brave, though indis- 
creet. This makes him feel better while he is undergoing repairs. 

We all observed that the New York newspapers did not take 
kindly to Mr. Cleveland’s Venezuelan message. We can not won- 
der at this. Some of those newspapers possess very fine buildings. 
If the anticipated war with England had taken place many of 
these edifices might have been destroyed. The English admiral 
would have trained his guns by way of experiment upon these mas- 
sive, elegant structures. The same journals have been, it is true, 
disposed to fight Spain, but that is because they feel safe as to 
Spain, having faith in our ability to better that nation on either 
land or sea. Thecircumstance that powerful governments have 
. heretofore treated our DE goodnaturedly or at least have 

declined to invite us to the field is no evidence of what may be 
done, A nation as well as a man may have, as Cervantes says, 
wa face like a benediction,” and yet there may be sav prepara- 


tion in progress. We can not give a good account of ourselves 
without modern arms, vessels, and fortifications. 


Mr. President, the amendment tg 50 the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] with reference to the battle-ship ques- 
tion has suggested to me the prupriety of making these remarks, 
not because I am opposed to the navy idea, but because I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate and the country to the manifest 
necessity for the adoption of a different policy in-the matter of 
national defense, 

I have referred to the circumstance that Great Britain, with 
her powerful naval force, does not ignore land defenses. She has 
taken pains at all times to provide adequate fortifications for the 
protection not only of her cities, but also for her navy and mer- 
chant marine. Her navy has been constantly increased and her 
land defenses augmented and multiplied. 

She has not ignored her cities, harbors, and coaling stations, 
Nor has she in any respect followed the unreasonable plan adopted 
here. We declare our willingness to rely upon our Navy, and 
also assert that we are a brave people prepared at any moment to 
meet any exigency that may be thrust upon us. But we do not 

ess supernal power. Perhaps if we were compelled to face a 
oe in hand-to-hand combat as in the olden time, or if we could 
successfully use weapons of easy manufacture, the case would be 
different. But when we reflect that it takes months and even 
yeurs to manufacture a single gun, when we remember that while 
the process is going on widespread destruction will have overtaken 
pnt begin to appreciate that our conduct is essentially unbusi- 
nesslike. 

It appears to me that the committees having these matters in 
charge should either abandon all effort for coast defense or provide 
sufficient money to permit the adoption of a course suggested by 
common sense. 


[Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
uestion is on ing to the amendment of the Senator from 
ennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the amendment offered by the Sena- 

ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. On page 50, line 19, after the word “contract,” 
it is proposed to amend the amendment by striking out the word 
„two“ and inserting ‘‘six”; so as to read: 

That for the purpose of further in the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract six seagoing coast-line battle ships, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. I make the point of order that six battle ships 
are not estimated for, and therefore the amendment to the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
makes the point of order that there is no estimate for the propo- 
sition embraced in the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, of course I recognize the fact that 
if the Senator from Maryland and the Senate gag at four battle 
ships itis not likely they will swallow six. But believing, as I 
do, that the naval armament of the country will not be complete 
without these six battle ships, believing that the Republican party 
long before the fulfillment of the contract for their construction 
will be in possession of the Government and that there will be 
piony of money to construct them and a surplus in the Treasury 

shou e to have a vo rectly upon the proposition. 

hould like to ha te directly upon the propositi I trust 
the Senator from Maryland will withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is the point of order insisted on? 
Mr. GORMAN. I shall have to insist upon the point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 

order. The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment had better be stated. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 50, after the word contract,“ 
it n to strike out the word four“ and insert two“; so 
as to read: 


Two seagoing coast-line battle ships. 


Mr. GORMAN. Of course the Senate understands perfectly, 
after the debate we have had, 3 the real point under con- 
sideration may have been lost sight of in the long discussion, that 
if the amendment which I have offered to strike out four“ and 
48009 ~ 8 5 ” prevails it will decrease the appropriation about 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Maryland please state 
about what the cost of each battle ship will be? 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill provides that the construction of each 
one of the vessels shall cost not to exceed $3,750,000. The arma- 
ment and armor will cost about an equal amount; so each vessel 
will cost not quite $8,000,000—seven million and a half; and if the 
amendment which I have offered 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thearmorisincluded. Itis only the arma- 
ment which has to be provided in addition. 

Mr. GO: . The armor is included. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The limit is $3,750,000 for each, and that 
includes armor. The armament is additional. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; the armament is additional. 

Mr, MILLS. The guns. : : 

Mr, CHANDLER. The armament might cost half a million 


dollars. 
Mr. GORMAN. _If the amendment I have proposed is adopted 
it will give to the ang Sara of these immense battle shi 


enipe; which 
is the same number t we ordered two years ago. ose are 
only now being constructed at Newport News, and the armor for 
them has not yet been contracted for. Bids are in and are pend- 
ing before the Navy Department. The armament as a matter of 
course has not yet been provided for. It will give a natural and 
a very large increase to the Navy if we make provision fortwo. I 
trust the amendment will be adopted. On that question I shall 
ask for the yeas and nays. f 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think the Senator from Maryland in- 
tended to leave the impression, but he certainly has left the im- 
pression, that these ships will cost complete between seven and 

ight million dollars. 

. GORMAN. Six or seven million dollars. 
Mr. LODGE: They will cost complete between four and five 


million dollars each. 
Mr. GORMAN. I have the exact amount. 
Mr. HALE. The es, if the Senator from Maryland will 


allow me, were given in the debate in the other House. 


ships complete, including their arma- 
ment and everything, will cost between twenty-five and twenty- 


Mr. SQUIRE. Including the armament? 

Mr. 5 nding ev ing. They will cost either be- 
tween twenty-four and twenty-five million dollars or between 
twenty-five and twenty-six : ion dollars. I have the figures 
here. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will notice that the cost of 
each ship is limited to $3,750,000. 

Mr. PLATT. What does the armament cost? 
PR nai CHANDLER. I do not know, but say half a million dol- 
Mr. HALE. Oh, more than that; much more than that sum. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Add a million and a quarter, and it is only 


000,000. 

Mr. LODGE. These ships cost about $5,000,000 each. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the bill had better be recommitted 
the committee or to somebody who can tell us within a few mil- 
lion dollars what the ships will cost. 

Mr. HALE. We are not all possessed of the great information 
on 2 e that the Senator from Colorado is. 


charged 


from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who is upon the Naval 
Affairs Committee, gave another figure. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] gives another figure, and I am asking for information 
in the utmost good faith. ; 
Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado can take his choice. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Not claiming myself to have unusual infor- 
mation, I suggest that the bill ought to be recommitted or re- 


ferred to some who can tell us within a few million dollars 
what the shi cost. 
Mr. HALE. I can tell the Senator within very much less than 


a few million dollars. When the matter was up in the other | in 


House the figures were given, and I have the debate here before 
me. I do not quite remember whether it is between twenty-four 
and twenty-five million or between twenty-five and twenty-six 
million dollars, but my recollection is that it is between twenty- 
four and twenty-five million dollars complete. I may be wrong 
about it. It may be a little less than that. 

Mr. GO . The Senator from Maine is right about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from New pshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] oy bl the armament will cost $500,000, I understand. 
ob eo ed om Maryland [Mr. Gorman] says the cost is 

Ar. WII. it e a beg the Senator’s pardon 

No, no. z's r 
Mr. MILLS. 


8 For one. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Both Senators stated the cost of the arma- h 


ment for each vessel. The Senator from Maryland stated that it 
is about $3,750,000 and the Senator from New 3 hope 
I do not misquote him — said it is about $500,000. He is fresh from 
Bethlehem, having just returned from an pant ee there. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I am under pretty good ipline in one 
committee of this body, the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, where there is absolute accuracy of knowledge as to post- 


office and 1 subjects. I have been occupying so much of 
my time this session in trying to kee ppan tor from 
Colorado, that I have not kept m y informed as to the 
figures in connection with the naval e eee The Senator 
will understand that I can not remem down to a dollar, and 
we do rely nevertheless upon the vote of the Senator from Colo- 
rado being in favor of an increase in the Navy, although we can 


will allow the consideration of the bill to proceed without moving 


to recommit it. 

Mr. HALE. I do not sup the Senator from Colorado is 
very serious about ee eee the bill. We are entirely con- 
tent with his mild sally at the expense of the committee. The 
committee is not so very far wrong after all. The same question 
Was asked in the House of Representatives, and the estimates of 
the cost of the four ships, upon different es, ranged between 
twenty-three and twenty-four million do! up to 826,000, 000. 
Mr. DINGLEY said: 

317... T 
exclusive of that sum, about 000 for each battle ship, which would ba 
$9,600,000 for the four bat ; and that added together carries the whole 
amount up to $26,275,000. 


That is larger than I stated. It was afterwards stated that, 
reckoning the cheapness of material, the four ships could be 
builded for between twenty-four and twenty-five million dollars, 
or twenty-three and twenty-four million dollars, 

Mr. CHELL of Or . Twenty-four million nine hun- 
dred and eighty thousand is the amount, as I understand, 
cat Ce ey estimates which have been given. 

Mr. I have no doubt that the four ships, fully com- 
ek and ready for service, with 5 make complete 

ttle ships, will cost anywhere in the neighborhood of—not far 
either way—$25,000.000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

HALE. Certain! 


Mr. X 
Mr. SQUIRE. By aar A toa table which I received from 
the Navy Department, I observe that the Jowa has a displace- 
ment of 11,410 tons, with an indicated horsepower of 11,000, and 
that the cost of the hull and machinery of the Jowa is exactly 
$8,010,000. The act authorizing the construction was passed July 
19, 1892. This, we all know, is the most recently launched of the 


to | battle ships; in fact, the only one except the Massachusetts, the 


Indiana, and the 

As to the armament, I have been informed by those who are con- 
nected with the Department of the Navy thatthe cost of the arma- 
ment and armor together will be about equal to the cost of the hull 
and machinery of one of these great battle ships. Of course, in 
that case the total cos# of the hull and machinery and the armor 
and armament altogether would be a little over $6,000,000 for 
each battle ship. 

The point to which I was about to call attention is this: I 
should like to know what is the reason that the proposed appro- 

riation for battle ships is to be $3,750,000 for each, one to have a 
Risplacement of about 11,000 tons, when I see that the Iota 
which has just been launched, and having an equal displacem 
of 11,000 tons, cost for hull and machinery only $3,010,000. There 
seems to be a difference of $740,000; that is, $740,000 more to be 
pais for each of these ships, or not toexceed that. I donot know 

ut that there may be a reason that can be alleged for this increase 
in the price of the limit. What is the reason for this increase? 
Is it necessary? If so, why? Is it owing to a proposed increase 


? 
Ir. W. OLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Certain] 


Mr. Ko algo y. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There is a good deal of noise in the Chamber 
and I do not know that I understocd him. Do I understand the 
Senator from Washi n to say that for a battle ship of the same 
size as the Jowa the Government is to be commi now to the 
building of a ship which is to cost for the hull and machinery 
$750,000 more? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Seven hundred and forty thousand dollars. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Well, $740,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; that is the limit. I was about to ask the 
Senator in charge of the bill if there were some reasons for the 
increase of the price beyond the price named for the Jowa. There 
is about the same amount of ede and the same indicated 
orsepower, so far as I am able to learn. 

Mr. BACON. I take the li of suggesting to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] the fact that the amendment which has 
been reported by me to the Senate from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs limiti the price of the armor for these battle shi 
will very materially reduce the cost of the ships if it shall 
adopted. So that element must not be lost sight of in suggesting 


to the Senate what will be the probable cost of the bai 
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The amendment which has been rted from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs would contemplate the reduction of about 25 per 
cent in the cost of the armor for these four battleships. Of course 
that has not yet been adopted by the Senate, and may not be; but 
it is proper that it should be considered in this connection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator, while he is on his 
feet, if he can explain the diserepancy to which the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]: has called our attention, that the bat- 
tle ships of a year ago cost for hull and machinery some $750,000 
less than those proposed to be built by this bill? 

Mr. BACON, I understand that the amount authorized to be 
paid is not an arbitrary amount which the ships are to cost, but 
that it is the outside limit which is specified. : 

Mr. HALE. There is no actual discrepancy, as indicated by the 
statement of the Senator from Washington. I have here the 
figures, so far as they can be got, of the two ships that are now be- 
ing completed, the Kearsarge and the Kentucky, and it is thought 
that they will be completed at an expense of $5,297,000 each, or, 
in round numbers, $5,300,000 for each. That includes armor and 
armament. That would make the amount for the four ships about 
821,000,000. I think they will cost more. @art of the discrepancy 
arises from the fact that in making the estimates they did not 
include the three classes of cost a, up the total of the hull, 
the machinery, and the armament. ey are all expensive, and 
they make a battle ship cost ranging from five to six million 
d ; and the Senate should consider that those figures ing 
from five tosix million dollars each, including x be 
the cost. One ship will cost more than another. If they were 
built at a navy-yard, they would cost 30 per cent more than that. 
It is true, if the cost of the armor is cut down but that is not 
reckoned in these estimates and the present prices are reckoned. 
it will reduce the cost somewhat. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, I have had some hesitation in re- 
gard to the vote I shall give on the amendment. The considera- 
tions that seemed to me to be proper to influence the votes of Sena- 
tors upon this subject are not altogether those which are related 
to the financial view of the situation, nor entirely to the condi- 
tion of the public defense. If I had my way, I am inclined to 
think that, in the condition of the present depression of business, 
the vast number of unemployed people, according to the best 
statistics I have been led to obtain, the use of the public 
eredit of the country in the most available form to give employ- 
ment in useful and necessary public works.is an object of public 
policy not to be di Ik L am right in my conviction, in 
no past period of the history of this country, nor indeed ef Europe 
has there been such vast numbers of unemployed people able an 
willing to work—men and women—but in vain seeking for that 
5 which is absolutely necessary for the preservation of 


e. 
It is not my purgo here to discuss what would seem to me to 
be the causes of this condition, but uestionably in our own 
country it is widespread. There is no sale for property; there is 
but little employment for the pre le; great discouragement exists 
in all agricultural pursuits. at condition of things it seems 
to me that the credit of the Government, loyed in the most 
harmless and least oppressive way, may be advantageously used 
for the purpose of starting the wheels of industry and giving 
“oe and subsistence to the people in every path pur- 
suit of life. Connected with that, the public defense is certainly 
not to be disregarded. Nor do I see how it is that ships built in 
the proper degree of art, capable of defense and offense, would 
not be a protection against vessels of the same kind coming from 
a great distance and appearing upon our coasts, I do not perceive 
that this question of coast defenses can supply the place of naval 
armament; nor do I perceive that the question of the public dig- 
nity and the consideration which this country should have am 
the nations of the earth ought to be disregarded. In my judg- 
ment, like a man who does not preserve his character and the 
respeet due to him, a great nation am: the peoples of the 
earth which is indifferent to orion of humanity, to the ques- 
tions of great public policy affecting not only themselves but 
other nations, will fall in the scale of public appreciation. 

For these reasons it seems to me that an 3 even if 
it be of the public credit, should be made. do not favor the 
selling of bonds of the United States, because, in m 3 
that is not necessary. I believe that contractors will be glad to 
take these contracts, 8 in gold or silver coin, or in the 
Treas notes of the United States, made redeemable at the op- 
tion of the Government. I have no fears upon that subject. 

But, paramount to all these questions, considering this to be a 
useful public work, comes the consideration of giving work and 
employment and using the public credit of the country in such 

e and form as create work, employment, prosperity, 
business. $ 

Ido not see that the imposition of taxes and the hoarding of 
money in the 8 start any enterprises which will give 
employment. Those things must be combined; and therefore we 


can not regard this frem a purely financial point of view, nor can 
we consider it as a question entirely foreign to the public defense 


of our coast, vie in that aspect alone. 

So it seems to me that, if this be not an excessive amount, con- 
sidering the character of this country, its financial resources, and 
its future ity, conceding, as I do, the t oppression that 
comes from the form of public and private debts in this country 
and the manner in which they are being enforced, Iam inclined to 
the opinion that it would not be wise in us to substitute in place of 
coast defenses, to a very considerable extent, a naval armament, 

Having that judgment and that opinion, while it was my inten- 
tion to have gone more elaborately into this view of the subject 
and have indicated by figures and the best statistics that could be 
obtained, the condition of pareigai of trade, of business, of the 
porrig and want which are to be found in almost every house- 

old of the great majority of the people of this country, and of 

the necessity of such public policies as would give employment 

the most widespread and universal—if it were in my power I 

would to-day engage in every public enterprise which was of 

utility or of necessity, even though it might be a little in the future, 

in order that 3 might come to the t masses of the 
0 


people and we again have enterprise and activity and energy 
in all branches of private soa pube employment. 
The PRESID OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. GO I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment, 


The = and nage were 0 = 
„Mr. BACON. . President, before the vote is taken I desire 
simply to say a word, without entering into any elaborate discus- 
sion. 

Of course I am not indifferent to the a Lt te of the large 
expenditures which would necessarily be involved in the construc- 
tion of these battle ships. If the condition of the Treasury were 
in fact such as has been su; here, and it would be necessary 
for the Government to go into debt for the purpose of construct- 
ing these ships, nothing but very urgent necessity for the ships 
would induce me to vote for these four; but the fact is that, how- 
ever it happens, it is true that there is a very large surplus to-day 
in the which will be subject to expendi for this — 
purpose. As the money is there, as it is represented by a bond 
indebtedness which is interest, and as that money is nec- 
essarily idle, it seems to me if these ships are needed—and upon 
that question there does not seem to be any dissent or difference 
of opinion—it is much better that we should use that money and 
put it again into circulation. I should not, of course, advocate 
that it should be put into circulation for a needless purpose; but 
if these ships are needed a double purpose will be subserved in the 
construction of needed ships, and, at the same time, in again put- 
ting into circulation money which I think has been nina improp- 
erly locked up in the Treasury. For that reason I vote for 
the four battle ships. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is true, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that there is a very large amount 
of money in the 8 

Mr. . Will the allow me to ask is not that money 
now 5 ted in other appropriations also? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. I tried to show that the day be- 
fore yesterday, when I discussed this particular question. Against 
the $150,000,C00 now in the , not including fractional 
currency nor the $100,000,000 reserved for the redemption of green- 
backs, there stands a charge of $116,000,000 which soneran has 

isbursed. 


appropriated prior to this session which has not been 
ere was that much owing at the beginning of this fiscal year. 
Those appropriations are as follows: j> 


On account of the Navy, which has been appropri- 


ated and not expended --- 9,128,145.89 
On account of the Indians 5, 311, 618. 20 
On account of pensions 35, 986, 519. 71 


116, 285, 126. 23 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
1 a moment? 

Mr. RMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask if in this statement transmitted 
from the Treasury Department which I hold in my hand, which 
is the same the Senator has, the amounts stated by him do not in- 
clude the several amounts which are stated by the Treasurer in 
this report in these items: ó 


Outstanding checks and drafts.. 
lances 


3.678, 176.36 


Mr. GORMAN. Ido not recall the statement from which the 
Senator is reading. 
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Mr. BACON. I will hand it to the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. The figures which I have given are from the 
books of the Treasury Department on the ist day of July last, 
being the amount which has heretofore been appropriated and has 
not been paid out by the Department. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury and his predecessor, Sec- 
retary Foster, under the Administration of President Harrison, 
were compelled to pursue the policy which the Senator from Ohio 
has said on this floor more than once any Secretary ought to 
pursue; that when Congress makes appropriations exceeding the 
revenues he should refuse to go on with the public work. The 

resent Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled to do this. 
He has said, however, and I have read his statement in his annual 
report to Congres, that if you continue to make these appropria- 
tions he would continue to spend the money. He has absolutely 
suspended putting any amount to the sinking fund to pay for the 
debt which we have already created because he has not had the 
money to do it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs Congress now at this 
session that he does not desire additional taxation, and that, 
with the proceeds of the bonds which he has been compelled to 
sell, he can man to pay all the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, provided Congress is economical. e answer which 
will go back to him after that declaration when this bill passes is 
what? That we have appropriated $51,000,000 for the Navy, when 
his estimate is $29,000,000. There is not a Senator or Member of 
either House of AO who does not know, if he has examined 
these figures carefully, that it will take every dollar which is now 
in the Treasury to meet the current expenses and these extraor- 
dinary e Then will occur before December next, 
in my ju 8 precisely what occurred this year. The moment 
that the Treasury has not enough money, has not a working bal- 
ance, the money sharks, men who want to invest in United States 
bonds, they being the best securities on the face of the earth, will 


make another raid upon the Treasury gold, and it will be run down 
below the hundred-million limit. en will follow the sale of 
bonds again. 

It will not do for Senators to ignore the fact—for it is a fact— 


that whenever the Treasury has had a large balance in current 
funds it has been able to secure gold not by issuing bonds, but in 
exchange for the greenbacks and Treasury notes which are in the 
Treasury. A hundred million dollars and more of gold have been 
so obtained by Secretary Carlisle since he has 3 the posi- 
tion of Secretary of the Treasury at a time when he a surplus 
and a vernog balance on hand; and Senators will remember that 
the moment the current report showed the fact that he had this 
large balance there was no raid upon the Treasury. But we are lay- 
ing here, in my judgment, the foundation for another movement 
for the issue of more bonds. 

Mr. President, who can doubt the unwisdom of the proposition 
to make wr abe! Showpage which are desirable but not necessary for 
the conduct of the Government, when your revenues are con- 
fessedly short $40,000,000 a year—$50,000,000 a year as it stands on 
the face of the report, and ee nearer $60,000,000. The 
Treasury statement which is presented to Congress every day and 
every month shows that the expenditures have exceeded the re- 
ceipts $25,000,000 a year, in ronnd numbers—I have not the exact 
figures before me, but it is about $26,000,000. The Senator from 
Texas pir: MILLs] says about $24,000,000. The Senator from 
Texas, however, will observe that it fluctuates regularly; that the 
last four days of every month the payments are reduced, and of 
course the receipts, whatever they happen to be for the same 
time, and the balance against the Treasury is not so great, because 
they are closin a A accounts and do not pay out so much 
money during the t three or four days ofa month. The first 


three days of every month the expenses begin to increase. 
Mr. MILLS. They run up. : 
Mr. GORMAN.- -They run up. Twenty-five million dollars is 


about the amount as it stands to-day; but that does not represent 
all the charges against the Treasury. On the ist uy of July I 
have shown you that there was $116,000,000 that had not been 
paid out which had been appropriated for. From July up to this 
resent date the exact amount I do not know, but it is safe to say 
t is fifty or sixty million dollars more. 
I said a moment ago that my deliberate judgment is that we 
have appropriated enough; that there are charges against the 
Treasury to-day which would consume all of the $160,000,000 or 


$165,000,000 in the Treasury. That does not include $100,000,000 |. 


for the redemption of greenbacks. 


not accounted for as being to the credit of the Government, be- 
cause there are charges against it. Certainly that $29,000,000 


should be deducted from the $116,000,000 of unpaid accounts to 
which the Senator alludes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I would say that a part of this 
amount has been 2 abl eel y Omare in the last appropria- 
tion on account of pensions. There been a great deal of 


anxiety, and very proper anxiety, on the part of the Secretary of 
the Treas ies Bs) the heads of Departments to cut down and 
to prevent the final expenditure of a part of the money which has 


been appropriated for by Congress. There is scarcely a public 
building going on in the country where they have not refused to 
expend the amount necessary to complete it. There is not an 
improvement which has been made anywhere as to which they 
have not labored in the same way to prevent the money going out 
of the Treasury. Why? Because they do not desire to issue 


more bonds. 

Mr. President, the Secre of the Treasury, in his annual 
report, calls the attention of Congress, very properly, I think, to 
the fact that he will expend the money if you continue to appro- 
priate it. I will read his exact language, so that there may be no 
mistake as to what he means. He says: 

While the situation does fot hg gr an; 

e. 


additional 
revenue by taxation at this time. it is su 


test econ- 


se of sus is im , are com- 
pellet to practice the closest economy in their business and domestic affairs 
er 


tra ce in the Appropriation an 
every appropriation 


upon Congress. It is certain that if appropriations are not made the money 
not be expended, and, for the reason just stated, it is almost equally cer- 
tain that if appropriations are made the money must be expended. 

In connection with that statement the 3 of the Treas- 
ury furnishes an estimate of what the revenues will be during the 
year for which we are now appropriating, and here is his esti- 
mate—so far as he has gone he has overestimated the revenues: 
From customs, $190,000,000; from internal revenue, $170,000,000; 
from miscellaneous sources, $15,000,000, and from the postal serv- 
ice, $89,793,120.75, making the total receipts, as he estimates for 
the year ending 1897, „793,120.75. He estimates the appro- 
priations that are likely to be made, exclusive of the sinking 
fund, at $457,884,193.92. For the Navy Department his estimate 
is about $29,000,000. By this bill it is proposed to appropriate 
$31,000,000 of direct appropriations, and there is a sufficient num- 
ber of contracts to run 1 ve amount to $52,000,000. 

Mr. PLATT. But all the money to be expended during the year 
is $31,000,000 and a little over. Is not that true? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; all the money to be expended during the 
year is $31,000,000; and that is a greater amount than the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has estimated for. 

Mr. PLATT. Some $2,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. A few million dollars greater. But taking the 
aggregate of the appropriations now being made, as the bill has 
come from the other House, as I showed a day or two since, with 
the additions in the Senate, it will swell the appropriations to the 
amount of forty or fifty million dollars. 

Now, the question arises, where is this money to come from? 
There is but one answer, Mr. President. It is to come by issuin 
additional obligations of the Government. Hence it is that I aid 
when I had the honor of occupying the floor opon this proposition, 
if you make these appropriations you doit with the full knowledge 
that it means more bonds of a long term or else the authority to 
issue certificates of indebtedness bearing a less rate of interest. 
But it means more for those of us on this side who happen to differ 
with our distinguished friends on the other side. It means fasten- 
ing upon the country largely increased taxation when the next 
Congress assembles, and we shall be held responsible for it, just 
as the Fifty-first Congress was held responsible for the great a 
propriation of a billion dollars during that Congress, which made 
inc taxation absolutely n The country held you 
responsible for those appropriations, and it was one of the main 
reasons why your party went out of power. Pass these bills as 
they came here and as they are proposed to be amended, and it is 
$520,000,000 for this year of money directly appropriated—$600,- 
000,000, including the contracts which they contain. 

PI BALON: Will the Senator from Maryland pardon an in- 
quiry 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from M: 
sity for the issuance of bonds which these appropriations will 
necessarily entail. Does the Senator hold that there is any law 
now under which any bonds can be issued for the purpose indi- 
cated byhim? Is there any law upon the statute book now which 
would authorize the issuance of any bonds to meet any deficiency 
of that kind? If so, what is it? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Secretary of the Treasury is an exceed- 
ingly able man, who has had large and long rience in Con- 
gress, and who I believe, from my personal know and from 


land speaks of the neces- 
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to the issuing of 
bonds as any man in public life, not only while he occupied a seat 


his public declarations, was as honestly op 


upon this floor but after he had control of the great Department 
over which he now presides. He, I think at great risk as to his 
standing with those with whom he is associated, insisted, when 
therevenue bill was before the last Congress, that we should raise 
revenue enough to pay the current expenses of the Government. 
I do not know a more courageous act than that which he did 
when he wrote the letter to the distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee, insisting upon revenue enough to run the Government 
ata time when there was a widespread and terrific cyclone in 
Democratic quarters to cut the revenue down too close. I know 
from my personal knowledge that he never desired to use a dollar 
of the proceeds of the sale of bonds to pay the expenses of the 
Government, but he has acted precisely as all his predecessors 
have acted. He adopted the rule established by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] when Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, that the moment a greenback or a Treasury note was re- 
deemed in gold the note was immediately turned in to the general 
cash in the Treasury; and then, under the act of 1878, he was 
required to pay it out whenever the Government had a payment 
to make. e attention of Congress had been called to it; Con- 
gress had failed toact. Let me read what Secretary Carlisle says 
in his last annual report: 


tates 


d 
rovided Phat 
but tha 


“no ter 
or less amotint of such notes shall be 1 at any time than the cost 
of the silver bullion and the standard silver d coined therefrom then 
held in the Treasury purchased by such notes.” 

It is clear that when any of these notes have been redeemed they do not 
constitute a of the reserve fund, but become a part of the general cash 
assets of the to be used in same manner as other money belong- 
ing to the Government. Whenever they could. by exchanges, be used to 
pon gold for the replenishment of the reserve, they have been so applied, 

mt when this could not be done they have been treated as available funds in 
the ury and reissued in payment of public expenses. None ot my pred- 
ecessors in office have ever made any distinction between the notes received 
in gayment of the ordinary revenue and notes presented by the holders and 

semed in coin, but such notes have been used indiscriminately as the 
exigencies of the public service required. 

Secretary Sherman discussed this question in his annual report for 1877, 
before the pease of the act of May 31, 1878, and. among other things, he 
srid: “A note redeemed with coin is in the Treasury and subject to the same 
law as if received for taxes, or as a bank note redeemed by the corporation 
issuing it. The authority to reissue it does not dopa upon the mode in 
which it is returned to the Treasury.“ He was ussing the question 
whether the notes which might be eemed after the Ist day of January, 
1879, under the resumption act, could be la’ lly ed, and he held that 
they could; but he stated that this construction of the law wascontroverted, 
and insisted that the question should be settled by a distinct provision of 
law. The result was that Con the act of May 31, 1878. making it 
mandatory upon the Secretary of the T to reissue the notes. Since 
the passage of that act the right and duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
l-tender notes, no matter how received into the Treas- 
slong to the United States, has never been questioned 
Treasury notes issued under the silver-pur- 


y be 
out again and kept in circulation. and the act of — 14. 1890. 


to reissue the old le 
ury, provided they 
in any quarter, and,as to the 
chasing act, they must be reissued when redeemed in gold. or if canceled 
standard silver dollars must be issued in their piace; for if this were not 
done there would be a smaller amount of such notes outstand than the 
cost of the silver bullion and the standard silver dollars coined therefrom 
and held in the Treasury, and this condition is expressly pronibited by the 
Statute under which the notes were issued. Whether these notes are reis- 
sued or destroyed and standard silver dollars substituted for them, the 
practical result is the same, for in both cases the Secretary would be using 
notes redeemed in gold for the payment of the ordinary expenses of the 
Government; in one case, by paying out the notes themselves, and in the 
other by drawing silver froma reserve fund on account of their cancellation 
and then paying out the silver. 


We had this question before the Senate over and overagain. I 
think the authors of the acts of 1875 and 1878 never contemplated 
that the proceeds of the sale of the bonds should be used for any 
other pur except for the 55 of the outstanding green- 
backs at that time, but subsequent legislation required him to pay 
them out whenever theycamein. It washeld by the Department 
that they were required to do it, and under the act of 1878 these 
payments have been made openly, with the full knowledge by 
Congress that the 3 would be so made, that the proceeds 
ot the sales of the bonds would be used for this identical purpose. 
And when we vote for four great battle ships we vote with the 
perfect knowledge that we are 5 proceeds of the sale of 
the bonds. Now, the Senator from rgia Mr. Bacon] and my 
good friend from Florida [Mr. CALL] seem to think that as this 
money is in the Treasury, no matter how it reached there, it is 


better to have it taken out and 5 and put it in circulation. 
Mr. BACON. Not unless it is 
purpose. 
Mr. GORMAN. Yes; but there comes a matter of judgment. 
I do not think it is necessary to appropriate $20,000,000 for four 
great battle ships which will be of no earthly use in the next three 
or four years and which can not be built for three years. 


or anecessary and an important 


Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator state with probable accuracy 
the annual expense of maintaining one of these t ships? 

Mr. GORMAN. I can not, because it depends on the amount 
of service ad give. 

Mr. WHITE. In time of peace, I mean. 

Mr. GORMAN. The object is to keep the ship in commission 
for a year, fully manned. Hence we are asked, as I said a day or 


more rapidly than any Senator can imagine, in my judgment. 
ow, we are not only appropriating money for buildi ips, 
but the first of the ships that were constructed are now here with 


those ships can not be improved over the ships ordered the year 
before, and vitally improve over them. So it will be with 
battleships. If you appropriate now for four battleships there can 
not be any question that two years hence the navy officers, ad- 
vancing as the science advances in the construction of ships all 
over the world, would improve upon these. 

oie BOUTRE I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
a question. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that the Senator is a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations and that he has been 2 
in considering the various questions comprised in this bill and 
the amounts of money to be appropriated. I should like to call 
his attention to the same point concerning which I made an in- 
quiry of the Senator from Maine, but which does not seem to have 
been answered as yet. Why is it that in the consideration of this 
question the amount specified to be appropriated for each of these 
great battle ships is so large? 

It seems to me we might look at this as a business question. 
There must be some reason for that. Here we have had several 
grent battle ships built and others authorized to be constructed. 

e have the Indiana, now launched and in commission, the only 
one thus far of the United States battle ships that has ever been 

ut into commission. We have the Massachusetts, which was 
unched a few months ago, and has just been going on her trial 
trip. We have the Towa, that was launched only a few weeks 
ago. Many of us were present to see that magnificent ship 
launched. We know what the displacement of those vessels is. 
We know that the Jowa has a displacement according to the 
record of about 11,410 tons. We know what the displacement of 
the Massachusetts is by the record, and what is stated to be the 
displacement of the Indiana and of the others. 
ow, I ask, how can we consistently be asked to vote an appro- 
priation for any of these vessels to the extent appropria in 
this bill, $3,750,000 each, exclusive of armament, when it appears 
from the record of the Navy Department that the vessels to which 
I have referred, having the tonnage I mentioned, cost, for the In- 
diana, $3,020,000; for the Iowa, $3,010,000; for the Massachusetts. 
$3,020,000; and the Oregon, which has also recently been launched. 
on the Pacific coast, where the cost of building a great battle ship 
is supposed to be much greater than on the Atlantic coast—the 
on was built at a cost of $3,180,000? 
we take a ship of the heaviest displacement—the Towa, 11,410 
tons—and subtract its cost, $3,010,000, from $3,750,000, it leaves 
$740,000 in excess, and thereis no indication of any reason for this 
increase. Multiply that by four and you have $2,770,000 more in 
this bill for the four ships than was paid for the ships already 
hnilt, which I have named, and which were built at a time when 
the cost of building the ships certainly was not any less than at 


this day. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think I understand the general idea of the 
Senator from Washington. I want to say to him that the amount 
appropriated—that is to say, the limit of cost, that it shall not ex- 
ceed $3,750,000—cuts no very great figure in this appropriation. 
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The last contracts we made were for about $2,500,000, but it was 
thought best to give the opportunity to the Secretary of the Navy 


to make the very improvements that I speak of if they became 
necessary. We have now a splendid board of naval officers to 
ascertain whether they can change entirely the upper construction 
of the vessels. They have turrets on the decks of these war 
vessels, and they have found by recent experience that they are so 
located, the one in the front of the ship and two more in the rear or 
on the sides, that the guns are atsuchan angle as almostto shatter 
the front turret. eet are now trying to determine whether they 
ean not have a double turret with a gun below and another 
turret above. 

Mr. FRYE. When the Senator is talking about a ship I wish 
he would not sayin front and rear, but that he would say in bow 

stern. 


and 

Mr. GORMAN. Pasco tise eee spa year pi” 
stituents and all the Fey ark the country will understand. I 
was not thinki e technical Senator from Maine, who is a 


9 
But . President, coming back, I want to reply to my friend 
from ia, who asked me a question about the reason and the 
right to use this money. The Secretary of the Treasury has said 
to Co „as all Secretaries have said to Congress 
Mr. BACON. The Senator from Maryland misunderstood my 
guevo = clam e eee as to the right to use the funds 
the Treasury, but the Senator was speaking of the eee 
which would be entailed of the issuance of more bonds if this ad- 
ditional e: should be incurred. The question which I pro- 
nded to the Senator was not as to the right to use money now 
the Treasury, but as to the right of any Department of the 
Government, under existing law, to issue any bonds on account 
of such expenditures. 
Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; there is no such right of the Secre- 
2 of the Treasury to issue bonds to meet directly the expendi- 


es. 

Mr. BACON. That is the point. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is done by two steps. The point I make is 
that the history of the Treasury Department since the last year 
of President Harrison’s Administration has been that if your ap- 
propriations exceed your revenues and the balance is run down to 
a very low limit, then the drain on the gold will begin. During 
the present Administration gold has absolutely been paid out for 
the current expenses of the Government; it has been paid to Sen- 
ators and Members of for their salaries. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Was that gold bought with bonds? 

Mr. TILLMAN 110 does the Treasury get id except 

r. . How does get any gold ex 
by the sale of bonds? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, up tothe time of the passage of the Sherman 
Act and for six months after gold came in from the customs, Dur- 
ing the present Administration they exchanged for backs and 
Treasury notes 8115, 000, 000 of gold before the fright n through- 
out the country, and the business interests of the country sup- 
poson that Congress was 2 eee moro extravagantly than 

revenues warranted. n they knew that the cesar was 
safe and had a safe balance in it, $116,000,000 of gold po into 
the Treasury. People were glad to get greenbacks and 
notes. Silver certificates have been taken for gold when this ex- 
citement did not exist and when the ee Br full and had 
plenty; but the moment that it ap at the short session of 
1802-88 the last session in which President Harrison was Pres- 
ident, that the revenues had fallen off and that the expenditures 
had increased, then a fright began throughout the country which 
has lasted until the present time. After ing $262,000,000 in 
god bonds, or in bonds for which gold was received, and with a 
lance of over $100,000,000, in addition to the $100,000,000 of re- 
serve, in the Treasury, there is no raid on the gold. 

I say to the Senator from Georgia and to the Senator from 
Florida that the moment Congress adjourns with $600,000,000 ap- 
propriated and contracted for,and it becomes known that that 
charge on the Treasury will deplete the surplus, then you open the 
door to begin the endless chain referred to by my friend from South 
Carolina. You will find that the men who have steel and other 
supplies for the Navy to sell and who have other interests will 
unite in the general raid that is being made upon the 
and they will take out pe gold, and the moment the gold is gone 
more bonds will be sold. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What I am trying to get the Senator to an- 
swer me is as to the legality of paying out gold for which yousold 
bonds for currentexpenses. Thereis nolawforit. But howcan 
the President or anybody else pay out for current expenses gold 
that was bought with bonds and was put there to maintain the 
reserve? That is the point I wish to have someone answer as a 


tion, 
GORMAN The Senator from South Carolina will under- 


stand just what is done. The bonds were sold and gold was re- 
..... Yo fos SCORETT wit» ACARA 
or somebody oes e a 
55 
Mr. I understand the Senator to say that gold has 
sennae 
Mr. GOR 


id out for current mses. 

Yes; I said it had been done to a small extent 
even during this Administration. That, however, was gold which 
was received from customs duties and it came in in the o 
way. It was gold which was received before there was the sale 
of a single bond by this Administration. Do I make myself un- 
derstood by the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. . The Senator does not make the law under- 
gloor He makes himself understood, but I can not see the law 

or i 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I remember very distinctly that at one time, 
something like two gon „all the employees here in the De- 
partments were paid in d. It was a fact noted at the time by 
everybody. I think it was after all the free money in the Treas- 
ury been exhausted, and it was said that the Secretary of the 
3 had begun to trench upon the gold reserve. That is my 
recollection. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; the gold that has been paid out of the 
Treasury on any account, except for the redemption of 
notes and greenbacks, was received from customs duties. Itcame 
in in the same way as any other money, and the Department un- 
questionably had the right to di of it. But it was only paid 
out because the receipts in greenbacks and in paper from customs 
and internal revenue were not sufficient to pay the current ex- 


penses. 

Now, I want to avoid that condition again. There is only one 
way to avoid it, and that is by reducing the itures. If 
Congress, in its wisdom, should make the ense appropriations 
of $520,000,000 for the current year and authorize obligations for 
seventy or eighty million dollars for next year, Congress must 
take the responsibility for whatever comes to the Treasury. I 
have said on this floor,as I say now, that, while I shall never be 


satisfied with the action which made it n to sell bonds, if 
Congress refuses to give any other er than that to sell bonds, 
as has heretofore taken place, or if ess makes it necessary by 


extrav t appropriations, there is not a man in the country 
who will go further than I will to sustain the Executive in main- 
taining the honor and integrity of the country. But we take the 
responsibility—we can not escape it—when we vote for these ap- 
propriations as they stand. If it does not mean an additional 
sale of bonds or securities or an immediate increase of taxation, I 
am more mistaken than I ever have been in my life. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Maryland takes his seat, I 
should like to ask him a question. The Senator stated that the 
total appropriations in round numbers would amount to about 
800,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. The total appropriations and contracts involv- 


ing iuhore hg oe seg 

AL . The total actual appropriations and the con- 
tracts. I find by referring to report No. 336, from the Committee 
on Coast Defenses, that they want something like 8107, 000, 000 for 
coast defenses, sixty-odd million dollars of which they want the 
actual money for at this time, and the balance the ab: to con- 
tract for. I want to ask the Senator if in i i e $600,- 
000,000 of syrop ations for this year, with 8 to make 
contracts which together amount to that sum, he included the 
recommendation of the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, I did not; and for the benefit of the Sen- 
ator I will read him exactly what the status of the appropriation 
bills was as they reached the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that the Senator put the table in the 


RECORD. 
Mr. GORMAN, I shall be glad to have it go into the RECORD, - 


The regular annual appropriation bills for the sup- 
. port of the Government for the fiscal year 1897, 
including the river and harbor bill as passed by 


the House, appropriate in the aggregate $374, 613, 449. 19 
The urgent ciency act as approved February 

26, 1896, appropriatesss N N 6, 305, 436. 52 
Permanent annual appropriations, which are fixed 

by law, as submitted in estimates for 1897 119, 054, 160. 00 
Miscellaneous acts approved to date 315, 024. 72 
General deficiency estimates pending, for which 

bill has only recently the House, about- 5, 550, 000. 00 


That makes an aggregate ot 505, 788, 070. 43 


To that sum there must be added all the amendments to all the 
bills proposed in the Senate, the result of Which will be an addi- 


tion of not less than $15,000,000, which will make 8520. 000,000. 
Now, in that sum only five or six millions is appropriated on 
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account of fortifications, and there is much more included in con- 
tracts to be made. of a hundred million dollars for forti- 
fications, the bill comes here carrying $11,000,000. Whatthe Sen- 
ate will do with it is a matter of conjecture. I know that the 
distinguished Committee on Coast Defenses want $100,000,000, or 
about that sum. Both the distinguished Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE] and the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Proctor] are anxious to have the amount increased, I do 
not know how many millions. It is true that they say with great 
force the appropriations on account of the Navy have far out- 
stripped those for coast defenses. I notice in the RECORD this 
morning that the speech made by my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. mant giving the view of the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont . Prooror], a former 
Secretary of War, holds the Committee on Appropriations respon- 
sible for the small appropriations made on that account. He 
talks of the neglect of the fortifications of the country, and seeks 
tocharge the Committee on A: 1 with great neglect, im- 
lying, as the statement is published this morning. that the reason 
der it is that at another place the naval bill is considered by a com- 
mittee specially charged with naval affairs and friendly to naval 
matters. It is pointed out that in the last ten or twelve years 
$95,000,000 more than was appropriated in the preceding corre- 
d 3 any- 


hag Deron ha haan ut into the Navy, an 

thing intofortifications. He attributes it to the fact that the naval 
bill, where it originates in the other House, is in the hands of its 
friends, while the fortifications bill, originating in the Committee 
on Appropriations elsewhere, and also considered by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations on this side, has been kept down to a very 
small figure. That is true to a certain extent. 

The result is that $296,000,000 has gone to the Navy since 1867 
and a mere telle to fortifications. Senators come with great 
force and say that that is not right. The highest naval officers, 
as shown to-day by the distinguished Senator from California 
[Mr. Warre], say we have gone too far with the Na They 
are not unfriendly to the Navy. The brightest man in the Navy, 
I think, Admiral Walker, says of these appropriations, looking to 
the proper defense of the country, looking to our own welfare, 
that the appropriations for the coast defenses now ought to be 60 
pe cent as against 40 per cent for the Navy, because the Navy 

as outstripped the land fortifications. ‘Yet it is proposed in this 
bill not only to do what we have done in the last four or five years, 
but to go way beyond it, to double the amount. I say there is no 
reason for it. 

When we reach the fortifications bill we shall be confronted by 
the very fact I have stated. It is not, however, accurate, as the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. ‘Prooror] has stated to the Senate, 
that it is, because of the action of the Appropriations Committee. 
I have had the honor for the last twelve years to serve upon the 
Committee on Appropriations, and nearly the whole time I have 
served on the subcommittees on the fortifications bill and the naval 
bill. Iserved upon that committee with a member of this body 
whose memory is dear to all.of us and who in his day stood as 
high as any man in the Army, that great volunteer soldier, Gen- 
eral Logan, whose whole heart was wrapped up in the proper de- 
fenses of this country, who believed that the real defense was by 
land. I labored with him, or under his direction, to help to create 
defenses for the country. 

We appropriated money as rapidly as the condition of the Treas- 

would warrant. taking into consideration the knowledge of our 
cers and the wants of the country. It was a new field for them. 
The use of improved steel in the manufacture of guns of this class 
was scarcely known, and the army officers were slow in getting 
up provision for the defenses. ‘They had not been able to.assemble 
the machinery to make the guns. The Navy was in advance. 
They copied from penpla abroad and had better opportunities, and, 
I think, a little more knowledge and skill. It is only now, while 
I am talking, that for the first time, although we have given the 
Army the money, that the Army is in ition to e great 
s. Only recently has there been completed themachinery, the 
ense lathes upon which you can place and turn a great 16-inch 
gun. But the time has arrived now when this branch of defense 
must be considered. Enlarged appropriations must be made, and 
my judgment is, as Admiral Walker says, that in the interest of 
the country the appropriations ought to be 60 per cent for coast 
defenses and 40 per cent for the Navy. But in the present condi- 
tion of the Treasury it is utterly impossible to give both branches 
all they want, and it is for that reason that Iam opposed to this 
appropriation. 
ir, I have stood here from the day I entered this Chamber per- 
fectly convinced that the great leader of the Democratic party— 
I mean Samuel J. Tilden—was signs when he advised his party 
associates and Congress not to be disturbed abont the sed a in 


the Treasury, when we had from a hundred and fifty to two hun- 
dred million dollars, but to use it for defense and for aggression, | 


and not to reduce the taxation to a point where we would be com- 
pelled to abandon proper defenses both by water and by land. 
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Now, when we are borrowing money, when there is no possibility, 
asit would appear, of putting more money into the Treasury by 
taxation, lam utterly opposed to running the country into debt 
and selling 4 per centor 44 per cent bonds for this purpose. 

I would not vote for four battle ships now even if we had a sur- 
plus in the Erevan ye because I do not believe that more than two 
are needed. I think the country would be benefited by giving our 
officers an r to build two now and two next year. They 
are already building two under last year’s appropriation. Let 
on and develop and improve them. t will be fast 
enough for the needs of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland one 
question before he sits down, because I regard it as somewhat 
important. If we add to the appropriations that have been men- 


tioned— five hundred and twenty-odd millions—the amounts in 


the river and harbor bill as it is recommended, and the coast- 
defenses bill, we have in round numbers 5700, 000, O00 of appro- 


ngress. 
. GORMAN. Oh, no; I included all the bills. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator did include all the bills? 

Mr. GORMAN. Les, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under the most favorable circumstances our 
revenues can not exceed $430,000,000. How are we Boing to meet 
the difference between $430,000,000 and $520,000,000 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator knows it will be paid out of the 
money in the Treasury, and, as I stated a moment ago, I think it 
means the issuing of more bonds. Ido not myself see any other 


way. 

Mr. ALLEN, Our expenditures are that much greater than 
our income? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

3 Can we meet it in any other way than by issuing 

n 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to delay the Senate, as a vote is to 
be taken to- night, but I now have the figures on which I made my 
estimate about the cost of these ships. It is based upon what is 
believed to be the actual cost of the two ships now being con- 
structed at Newport News, the Kearsarge and the Kentucky. 
They are being constructed under the provisions of the act of last 
year, which provides that they shall be of about 10,000 tons displace- 
ment. Under that act the authorities have believed that a varia- 
tion of something like a thousand tons or less could be made. so 
that each ship be of about 10,800 tons. This year the limit 
as to size has been increased to 11,000 tons, and I suppose that the 
new ships, running in ‘the direction of about 14,000 tons which 
oe en build, will be near 12,000 tons. They might be under 

provision. 

The cost of the 10,000-tons ship, which is about 10,800 tons, is 
$5,297,000, F armor, and armament. If the Secre- 
tary, under this ad thousand-ton size, builds a ship of nearly 
12,000 tons displacement, it will add about 10 per cent to the 
cost, and that will make each of the ships cost about $5,826,000, or 
the four together $23,295,000. So if under this increase of limit 
or sug; ion as to size the ships are made of about 12,000 tons 
say 11,800, the cost, reckoning 10 per cent for additional size, will 
be prongnt up'to between twenty-three and twenty-four million 

I regret that I did not at the time when the question was first 
asked have the figures at my fingers’ ends so that I could give the 
reason for my statement. $ 

Mr. SQ E. Ifthe Senator from Maine will permit me, are 
we to understand that the reason for the proposed increase is be- 
cause of the contemplated increase in tonnage, in displacement? 
Is it proposed to increase the number of tons displacement from 
11,000, as proposed in the bill, to about 12,000? 

Mr. HALE Iam n gnoting the two acts. Last year it said of 
about 10,000 tons. t was the provision of the act under which 
the two ships are being built, the Kentucky and the Kearsarge. 
This year the prov ion is for ships of about 11,000 tons. 
Secretary—I do not know what he will do—would be authori 
under the extension of size of a thousand tons to add 10 per cent 
to thecost and make a ship of nearly 12,000 tons instead of 11,000 
tons. Whether he will do that, of course, I do not know. But he 
clearly would be authorized to do it following the same rule that 
has been pursued before. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Maine, as he has been 
so kind as to give this information, which certainly is very im- 
portant, to state for the information of Senators who are not so 
well informed whether the proposed decrease in the price of 
armor plate is going to affect the cost of building the ships? 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter of conjecture for the future. It 
is not reckoned in this estimate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator is not calculating on that? 

Mr. HALE. Iam not calculating on that, because nothing has 
yet been done on that subject. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It seems to me very strange that there should 
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be so much stress laid upon the fact that these officers should be 
prevented from remaining as officers in the Navy while acting in 
the employ of the Bethlehem Iron Company and the Carnegie 
Iron Company (the committee is trying to reduce the cost of the 


plates to the Government, and that is an incidental feature con- 
nected with their efforts to try to get a reduction in the price of 
the great armor plates), and yet at the same time when we come 
to look at this bill we find here an amount proposed to be appro- 

riated so much larger than that which was used in paying for 

e great battle ships already constructed that have been built 
with a 0 ans of 11,400 tons. 

Mr. . The Senator is wrong in thinking the figures 
which have been given as to the Jowa represent anything like her 
cost. Heis dealing with one class of work as compared with an- 
other. The expense of the Jowa altogether did not differ mate- 
rially from the expense estimated for the Kearsarge and the Ken- 
tucky. The contract which was made for the hull itself and a 

rtion of the armor would amount to the figures given by the 
33 himself, but they do not represent in any way the entire 
cost of the ship. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam well aware that the armament is not in- 
cluded, but I understand precisely the same elements are included 
that are included in the present bill for the new ships; that is, the 
hull and machinery. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. 150 8 0 1 Am I wrong about that? 

Mr. E. Les. In keeping books in the Navy Department 
a portion of the armor, that along the belt connected with the 
ship itself, is reckoned as being included in the gonea, limit as 
fixed without armament., That is a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Does the Senator from Maine mean to be under- 
stood as saying that in the present bill the armor is included in 
the cost and that the armor is not included in the cost of the ships 
named in the table from which I quoted, relating to the cost; 
that there is a difference? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know exactly what the Senator has got, 
because I have not seen his figures. In the case of the Kentucky 
and the Kearsarge there is a part of the armor, the belt part of 
the armor, not relating to the turrets, the decks, or anything of 
that kind. The turrets and all those things are reckoned by the 
Department as being within the limit, which was last year $4,000,- 
009 and this year $3,700,000. So, if the Senator will get from the 
Department the entire figures on the cost of the Jowa—the hull, 
the machinery, the armor, and thearmament in theaggregate—he 
will find it does not differ materially from the cost of the Ken- 
tucky and the Kearsarge. My impression is that the Towa cost 
more than the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, because the bidding 
was so keen for the Kentucky and the Kearsarge that the Depart- 
ment got an advantage of several hundred thousand dollars over 
and above the old contracts for the other ships. I think the Sen- 
ator will find that the Towa, all ready for commission, cost more 
money than it will take to finish the Kentucky and the Kearsarge. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then, too, I observe that the Kentucky and the 
Kearsarge each has a displacement of 11,525 tons. 

Mr. C DLER. ill the Senator from Washington allow 
me to ask a question of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Pichi 

Mr. HALE. I will yield directly to the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], and through him to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and through him to the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Chair ae gs that the 
Senator from Maine had concluded, and therefore recognized 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. No; I was only asking a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would not venture to interrupt the Sena- 
tor from Maine, and when he took his seat I thought I might 
interrupt the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], who is 
always courteous, and sup I might ask a question of the 
Senator from . erie and at the proper time, when convenient 
to the Senator, I ask it. 

Mr. HALE. I want to get through first with the Senator from 
hates Sg 
ee Ne NDLER. What are the prospects in that direction? 

ughter. 

Mr. HAL The Senator must ask the Senator from Washing- 
ton, and not me. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not quite understand the imputation of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Washington will 
continue his explanation. 

Mr. SQUIRE, I am not meine an explanation. I desire to 
ascertain why it is that, with all this effort to reduce the cost of 
four battle ships, they will cost so much more than those which 
have been already constructed during the time when labor and 
material cost more. If we are studying economy, why are we 
asked to appropriate so much money? y appropriate nearly 


$3,000,000 more than the other four ships cost, having an equal 
displacement? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a pertinent question. 

Mr. HALE, That is a pertinent question; and the only answer 
to it is that they do not cost more. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is a conflicting statement with the state- 
ment I have received from the Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. No; I the Senator’s pardon. He has not all 
the figures. As I said, if he will get the entire cost under the 
bids for the armor and e e else of the Jowa or the Indiana, 
and I think of the Massachusetts, he will find, instead of their 
costing less than the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, that they will 
cost considerably more. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator supposed differently. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Kentucky and the Kearsarge are still more 
to the point and illustrative of the fact, because they were con- 
tracted for at still less cost and their displacements are to be still 
greater than that of the Towa. 

ae. ZA: 1 ae ook 1 3 or re I not 
made myself clear im, in making m 55 
gate coer will be between twenty-three and Sa Sg os ion 

0 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Maine if he meant that 
the pro cost of the construction of the ships contemplated 
in this bill would include the armor, and if I am to understand 
him to answer definitely that it would? 

Mr. HALE. Everything is included. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If that is a fact, it is all right. It may be that 
the armor was not included in the cost of the other ships in the 
5 I have quoted. 

. HALE. I say I do not know what figures the Senator has. 
I have not seen them. When you come to the Iowa and other 
si I have no doubt the Senator will find they cost more. 
Bom SQUIRE. That is sufficient. Now I understand the 
mator. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think I shall ask anything of the 
Senator from Maine just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. I think I shall yield the floor generally, for I 
should like to get a vote, but I wish to hear from the Senator 
from New 5 first. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think I ought to Ak, because what I 
wish to say is right to the point of the amendment. The question 
is as to four battle ships or two battle ships. I am free to sa, 
that if we could get an appropriation into this bill for a consid- 
erable number of 8 1 gunboats, torpedo- boat destroyers, and 
torpedo boats I should be willing to see a delay in authorizing two 
of the battle ships. I should be glad, in other words, to see the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland adopted. I do not 
think it is absolutely neces to our progress in the construc- 
tion of battle ships that we should authorize four at this time. 
There are already authorized the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, 
but the contracts for the armor are not yet made. The adver- 
tisements are out, the contracts will Boray be awarded, and the 
Bethlehem Company and Carnegie, Phipps & Co. will commence 
the construction of the armor for those two ships. 

If each concern has a contract, it will have about a million and 
a half dollars’ worth of armor to make. If we authorize two more 
battle ships, the Secretary of the Navy will be able in the next 
six or nine months to award contracts of about a million and a 
half dollars more to each establishment, and that work, I think, is 
about all that can be done within the next * ie or year and a half, 
So it is quite possible that we shall not expedite the construc- 
tion of the four battle ships by authorizing them now. Possibly, 
if we authorize two now and two next year we shall get all four 
constructed quite as soon as if we authorize all four at this time. 

Therefore I should like to substitute, if the sentiment of the 
Senate is in favor of only two battle ships, for the other two battle 
ships some torpedo boats. If we leave out the battle ships, we 
shall save from ten to twelve million dollars; that is, we shall 
omit that appropriation from this bill, and to that extent relieve 
the struggling mind of the Senator from Maryland. This reduc- 
tion would give us an opportunity to build some to 0 boats, 
aon to 0 rg 175 ie grein e Ido not mean 

to: 0 ts; I mean large to o gun . 

Mr. HALE. Swift boats. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very swift and very large. We have onl 
one, the Cushing, butin foreign navies it is deemed very essenti 
to havea large number of torpedo boats for the purpose of destroy- 
ing battle ships. Now, we have gone on fairly well in building 


battle ships and in authorizing battle ships, but we have not made 


sufficient progress in the construction of battle-ship destroyers; 
and Senators well understand that the pense of war is that we 
not only want to desi sipe to fight 

destro; the great ships 


e enemy, but methods of 
the enemy. I should myself be very 
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willing, speakin pen for the committee, nor so far as 
I know for any 00 er Senator to substitute for the ten or twelve 
million dollars, which we shall save, the construction of 30 tor- 

o boats. I shall send to the desk an amendment, which I shall 

glad to move—and I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland especially to it—if the rules of the Senate will allow me 
to do so, in case we are to now authorize but two battle ships in 
stead of four. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say we can notdo both? Why not build the torpedo boats 
and also authorize the building of the battle ships? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate can do that if it pleases, but, 
assuming the Senate to be in an economical frame of mind and to 
have a proper desire to limit these appropriations, I should like 
in place of the $11,000,000 for two battle ships to substitute between 
three and four million dollars for torpedo-boat destroyers and 
torpedo gunboats. I ask that the amendment be read for informa- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for 
information. p 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, on page 50, line 25, 
and on page 51, lines 1 to middle of line 4, and insert the words: 
Torpedo gunboats and o- boat destroyers with a minimum speed of 
80 knots and torpedo boats with a minimum speed of 2 knots, 30 in number, 
to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,500,000. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator make the total number 30? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thirty in all. I call the attention of the 
Senator and of all who are within hearing of my voice to the fact 
that the House provides that these 8 5 boats shall have a 
maximum speed, that is, that they s not go faster than 30 
knots an hour. I suppose that really we ought to be willing to 
have them go as fast as they can go, and the limitation onght to 
be a minimum limitation—that a gunboat shall not have less than 
a certain amount of speed, and that it may go as much faster as 
the makers can make it go. 

But this amendment is subject to a point of order. The inquiry 
I wished to make of the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Maryland was whether by unanimous consent or in any other 
way we can have a consideration of the question of authorizing 
now instead of 3 or 4 or 6 torpedo boats at least 30 of this class of 
vessels. I have in my hand a letter written to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLey] by Mr. W. H. Jaques, which I shall 
read, on this subject. S 

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator allow me a moment on that mat- 
ter of limitation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The provision in the House bill was for five tor- 
pedo boats to have a maximum speed of not less than 26 knots, 
and the Committee on Appropriations, believing that these tor- 
pedo boats, should be larger than that and should have a greater 
speed, raised the limit, if I may use the expression 

Mr. CHANDLER. Raised the maximum. 

Mr. HALE. Raised the maximum to 30 knots. I should be in 
favor of making it even 32 knots, because the English are build- 
ing, or attempting to build—in fact, I think they have already 
launched—some torpedo boats which make 32 knots. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was endeavoring to get a better class of 
boats than is provided for in the bill as it came from the House. 

In answer to the point of the Senator as to a maximum speed, 
I should not quite want to go to the extent of saying that if these 
torpedo boats did not have as much as 30 or 32 knots the Govern- 
ment should not take them, because I do not know whether that 
would be feasible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the term maximum“ mean as 
a matter of law in this bill? 

Mr. HALE. It means that the Secretary of the Navy, in spend- 
ing this money, shall seek to get that speed if it is possible. 

. CHANDLER. The legal construction is that he is to see 
to it nak the vessels shall not go any faster than the rate of speed 
named. 

Mr. HALE. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the legal construction. 

Mr. HALE. No; there is no danger but that the Secretary will 
get all the speed he can. I have no doubt that the House of Re 
resentatives felt that it was not safe to say that the boats should 
not be built if they do not attain 26 or 30 knots, but it is an indica- 
tion to the Secretary that he should endeavor to get 30 or 32 knot 
Forpelo boats. 

. CHANDLER. Of course it is open to the suggestion that 
maximum“ means“ minimum,” and frequently in statutes the 
courts give construction to language making it entirely the oppo- 
site of what the language says. But I have never been able to do 
that myself. 

_ The Committee on Appropriations have gone in the right direc- 
tion so far as they have gone, but they have not gone far enough. 
We ought to build more of these boats. 

Now, I will read the letter to which I referred: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 8, 1896. 


Sin: Repl to your inquiries in connection with the of an ade- 
quate to 0 otila, if it is to be the policy of our Government to employ 
torpedo boats as one of the units of defense they should be provided by the 
uirements demanded, lea’ the de 
most excellent results will be o 
ar as time, paos, and efficiency are concerned. A 
hundred wou 


toos 

cal 8 and there is eve 

Pen th ft have received vari: h as torped boats, 
e these crai ve ved various names, such as o 

o boats of various classes, they aro pror 

evelop- 


t Britain has recently added to her navy 42 torpedo boa 


ve a speed of 

orsepower of som 3.000 to 4,000, and their ave cost was about 

£38,000 (about $190,000), £15,000 of which is for bull, inclu mast and rig- 

ging, £22,000 for ropelling auxilia i 70 8 including 8 
i eir rapid-fire batteries. 


machinery, and £1,000 for ti 
rst-class torpedo boats bui Great Britain have a displace- 
of 26 knots, and were built at 


the 
craft 


The latest 


Yours, truly, 
Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
United States Senate. 


We have not any of this class of vessels. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think we have consumed the max- 
imum time we ought to consume to-day, and if the Senator will 
allow me, I desire to submit a motion. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HILL. That will lead to further debate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ishould like to say to the Senator from New 
1 that for the information of the Senate and for my 
own I should be glad to have him explain what these torpedo 
boats are to take the place of. Are we to have only two battle 
ships if the torpedo boats are to be constructed, according to the 
amendment of the Senator, or are we to have three? I do not 
quite understand him. I think his amendment ought to be 
printed for the information of the Senate, and then lie over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. . yielded the floor? 

Mr. HALE. t me say to the Senator from New York that I 
propose in a few minutes to give way for a motion for an execu- 
tive session. There are certain Senators who want an executive 
session, and I hope, therefore, the Senator will not move to adjourn. 
j Mr. HILL. It is a little late, and I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator to withhold the motion for a 
moment. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to ask the Senate to remain longer 
in session this evening upon this bill. All the amendments, as I 
understand, that have been submitted t0 it are to be printed, so 
that we shall know to-morrow what is before the Senate. I shall 
endeavor to-morrow, if sustained by the Senate, to get a vote at 
as early an hour as possible on the ge of the bill. I give no- 
tice now that unless the bill shall be concluded by 6 o'clock 
to-morrow evening, or at some time before that, I shall ask that 
the Senate have an evening session to-morrow in order to finish 
the bill. Of course I am in the hands of the Senate. 

Let me say now to the Senator from New York—for that is a 
matter for him to decide—that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN] desires an executive session instead of an adjournment, 
I leave that between the Senator from New York and the Senator 
from W es 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator from New York will with- 
hold his motion to adjourn, so that we may have an executive 
session. 

Mr. LODGE. [also ask for an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I ask for an order to print my amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In addition to being printed in the RECORD, 
I nao desire it to be printed in regular form as a proposed amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the order is made, I desire to make a point 


W. H. JAQUES. 
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of order that the torpedo boats provided for in the amendment of 
the Senator from New Ham: are not estimated for. 

The PRESIDING OFFT The amendment has not yet been 
offered, but notice of the amendment has been given. point 
of order, the Chair understands, is reserved by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WARREN.. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes mt in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May. 1, 1896, at 12 o’clock meri s 7 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 30, 1896. 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE NAVY, 

William M. Wheeler, a citizen of New York, and Robert S. 
Blakeman,.a citizen of Connecticut, to be assistant surgeons in 
the Navy, to fill vacancies existing in that grade. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
P. A. En: Albert B. Willits, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 28th of March, 1896 8 to the examinations 
wired by law), vice Chief Engineer Albert W. Morley, retired. 
urg. William G. Far well, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
rrom the 28th of February, 1896, vice Medical Inspector Thomas 
N. Penrose, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. James D. Gatewood, to beasurgeon in the Navy, from 

pro- 


the 85 155 of February, 1896, vice Surg. William G. F. 
moted. 

Surg. John C. Wise, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, from 
the 20th of March, 1896, vice Medical Inspector Edward Kershner, 

P. A. Surg. Oliver Diehl, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 
20th of March, 1896, vice Surg. John C. Wise, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Samuel A. W. Patterson, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 

tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
POSTMASTER, 

Patrick H. McGrath, to be postmaster at Ronceverte, in the 
county of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
Robert C. Rodes, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 30, 1896, 
CONSUL. 

R. Hughs Long, of Alabama, to be consul of the United States 

at Nogales, México. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Rev. Sewell N. Pilchard, of Delaware, to be post chaplain, 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Caleb P. Organ, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be receiver: of public 

moneys at Cheyenne, Wyo. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Inke O. nere of Oacoma, S. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 

of the Fort Be p Agency, in Montana. 
POSTMASTERS, 

John J. Whetton, to be postmaster at Highlandville, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Martin F. Burns, to be ter at Wollaston, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

T. Fitz Hugh, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 

Herman Schulmerich, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the 
county of Washington and State of Oregon. 

Matthew F. Conroy, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, April 30, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 

5 of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
provi 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—RATLIFF VS. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, I desire to sub- 
ma Ati 5 time a privileged report from the Committee on Elec- 

ms No. 3. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
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The Fe 80 was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire immediate action? 

Mr. MOCALL of Massachusetts: I do, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions of the 
Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That W. P. Ratliff was not elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Con rom the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Miss.ssippi, 


and is not entitled to a seat therein. 
Resolved, That J. S. Williams was duly elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 


3 from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Mississippi 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 


n The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 


ons. 
The resolutions were agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—NEWMAN vs. SPENCER. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I desire to submit another 


report from the Committee on Elections No. 3. It is similar to 
the dee Wildy 

Task that the resolutions be read, as it is not necessary to have 
the report read in these cases. 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resoived, That A. M. Newman was not elected a tive in the 
fourth from the Seventh eee the State of 
sissippi is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That J. G. Spencer was duly elected a Representative in the Fif 
fourth Co from the Seventh Congressional district of the State of 
sissippi- is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 

ons, 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—BROWN VS, ALLEN. 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. There is another report, Mr, 
Speaker; from the Committee on Elections No. 8, on which I 
desire action, and I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That John A. Brown was not elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Co from the First Congressional district of the State of Mississippi, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

8 John M. Allen was duly elected a member of the Fifty fourth 
srg hye the First Congressio: district of the State of Mississippi, 
and is entitled to a seab therein. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 
ons. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

RECONSIDERATION. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move 
to reconsider the several votes just taken; and also move-that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM ‘GROSE; 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 515) granting 
a pension to William Grose. 

he SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


subject tothe provisions 

Grose, of Newcastle, 
Henry County, Ind., late a brigadier-genaral of the United States Volunteers 
in the Union Army, at the rate of $100 per month, said pension to be in lieu of 
that which he now receives. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the ado of 
the following amendment: In line 8, strike out the wo one 
hundred“ and insert „ seventy-five”; so that it will read at the 
rate of $75 per month.” 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be e and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


assed. 
P On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 
DIRECTORS DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PAYNE and 
Mr. Sayers as House directors for the Columbian Institution for 
the Deaf and Dumb. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 296) for the relief of 
William H. Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, United States 
Army, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

BANKRUPTCY, - 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr; r, I move that the House re- 


solve itself into Committee of the Whole House to further con- 
sider the ial order. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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The House avcordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr: Paxxn in chair. 
Mr. BAILEY. Before proceeding, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to inquire how much time has been used by the respective sides? 
Mr. HENDERSON. As I have kept the account of time, we 
have used one hundred and seventy-six minutes and the oppo- 
sition has used one hundred and fifty-seven minutes. I have not 
compared notes with the Chair, but think that is about correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that on the theory 
that the debate should run five hours longer, the gentleman from 
Iowa would be entitled to two hours and twenty minutes, and the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to forty minutes, and 
the gentleman from Texas to one hour and fifty-nine minutes. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield: forty minutes to my 
friend from Missouri, Judge DR ARMOND. i 
Mr. DE ARMOND. . Chairman, the question before the 
House is one of importance, and I regret that pressure of other 
affairs has prevented my giving that attention to the study of it 
which one ought to bestow before occupying the time of the House 
mit. I know there are other gentlemen tos who, 
T have reason to believe, are better qualified than I to inform the 
House with regard to the merits and. demerits. of the pendin 
measure. I shall, therefore, endeavor to hurry through what 
have to say, and then give way to others: A coe 
I think, Mr: Chairman, that naturally the first inquiry is with 
reference to the real, legitimate purpose of a bankrupt law. 
Withont going into that question in detail, I will content my- 
self with saying itis my conclusion, from such investigation as I 
have given: the subject, that the: only legitimate object of such 
legislation is the relief of insolvent debtors. About this central 
idea. all just legislation upon this subject ought to cluster. There 
are enough laws for the collection of debts, every State in the 
Union having its own code. Common. observation and common 
experience alike teach us that the creditor, so far as the laws go, 
is amply provided with remedies. The person who needs the 
benefit of a bankruptcy law, if there be occasion for it at all, is the 
n who is in the condition of being so involved 
debt that without the aid of such a law he can not get out and 
start again in the race of life upon something like equal footing 
ai Pet persons engaged in the same pursuits in which he 
wo s 
Now, Mr. Chairman, without nee. at all to criticise the pur- 
pose of any gentleman who favors this ill or who has had a hand 
in drafting it, I believe that the bill did not spring into existence 
primarily on account of a desire to relieve insolvent debtors. 
What is the history of this pro 
bill is fashioned on the model of 


gress? 

The report itself states—for gentlemen are frank about these 
matters—that this bill was drawn in consequence of action taken 
by numerous commercial bodies and boards of trade throughout 
this country. 

It might be stated further that the draftsman. of the Torrey 
bill did not, asa humanitarian, looking after the good of human kind 
solely and exclusively, prepare that bill, or aid, so far as he aided 
in the make-up of the bill now under consideration. It is a fact, 
however, that the bill was prepared by that gentleman as an at- 
torney prepares bills, contracts, and other papers for a client; 
and his clients were and are the wholesale men who are spoken of 
as having taken action in commercial congresses and boards of 
trade. Without going further on this line, it is enough to say 
that the bill was 3 by the agent of i „and natu- 
rally enough, without impeaching the motives- of anybody, and 
using ha: language toward no ee dee er pes, it was 
(prepared to promote and conserve advance rights and in- 
'terests of that particular class. 
| That this is true a very cursory examination of the bill itself 
will prove. It contains numerous provisions hedging in and 

ing from the insolvent debtor the only boon that can possi- 
Gay roak him—a disc e from the debts which he can not pay. 
It is difficult, veiy, difficult, for the debtor to obtain his discharge 
if any creditor chooses to stand in his way. He goes in under 
suspicion. His every act, his every omission, his conduct clear 
through the proceeding and an t to it, all are subject to the 
closest examination, the most searching scrutiny, the most minute 
precautionary devices, to make it certain that by no chance or 
accident can he get the one thing, the only thing, which can be 
brought to him by this kind of legislation, unless he be clearly and 
undoubtedly entitled to it, namely, his discharge. 

There is nothing thrown about the creditor in the way of re- 
strictions and hamperings. A creditor animated by bad motives, 
maliciously inclined, bent upon the destruction of the unfortunate 
debtor, may move upon him without finding aught of terror in 
the law, without the dread of any loss or punishment, unless he 
violates what amount to ordinary criminal statutes. 


The debtor is required to attend creditors’ meetings and disclose 
ing within his information, for whose benefit? For the 


everythin, 
de of the creditor, If it be thought that he eee, con- 
s anything, fails in anything, is not vigilant about everything 
for the benefit of the creditor, he is 5 but it the 
creditor, animated by bad motives, seeking the ruin of the debtor, 
or needlessly or recklessly throws him into bankruptcy, pursues 
him relentlessly, causelessly, there is no penalty, no reparation 
pone: A man once started into bankruptcy upon a petition 
by his creditors, it is true, is given the form, the husks, of an 
inquiry into the question of whether or not he should be adjudged 
a bankrupt; but what is there left for him in that inquiry? A 
petition once filed kagon him, proceedings in bankruptcy begun 
against him, the news being spread abroad in his own neigh- 
borhood and as far as his name and his interests and acquaintance 
shall extend, there is nothing substantial left for him except the 
relief which may come from a discharge by a court of bankruptcy. 

What real interest can he have in battling against Fate, without 
the common charity of a jury trial even, unless he is swift to de- 
mand and insist upon it? If he should defeat the petitioning cred- 
itors, will that rehabilitate his shattered credit; will that put him 
onhisfeetagain? Will that give him his old position as a reputa- 
ble trader, presumed to be able to pay his debts? By no means. 
The very act of saying, in the creditors’ petition that he is insol- 
vent, makes him insolvent. The makes fact that which is 
charged. If, animated by pride, the debtor successfully resists 
the effort to declare him a bankrupt, what does he get for the in- 
evitable loss of credit, fora ruined business? Nothing. There is 
no responsibility resting upon any creditor who may have assailed 
him, no matter how wantonly or viciously. 

There is no provision made in the bill for paying the debtor for 
making what he can for the creditor; not even witness fees are 
provided for him. Moreover, he is subject to arrest. But itis 
provided that he shall not be imprisoned. If it is charged by the 
creditor that the debtor is going from his present place of resi- 
dence to some other, is going out of the district, no matter what 
his intentions or necessities, and that the effect of such removal 
may be to interfere with the getting out of the wreck all that 
might otherwise be realized, then the unfortunate debtor may be 

or “detained,” as expressed in the bill. What is the 
meaning of all this? Probably that you shall not throw the vie- 
tim into jail with common criminals, but that he is to be more 
decently deprived of his liberty. The neasg hand of the law shall 
be upon: him, however; he can not go and come as other men go 
and come. He must ish under the control of an officer, 
under guard by an officer, merely because some omnipotent cred- 
itor concludes: that by putting the screws on a little tighter and 
interfering with the 1 debtor's personal liberty, in addition 
to interfering with all his other rights, the creditor may fare a 
little better. 

And then, after the discharge in bankruptcy, after a showing 
which the court thinks entitles the insolvent to an gare 
after he has walked out of the 5 court with his debts 

no longer a burden upon 


ed. 
e definitions in this bill, as gentlemen will 
Ordinarily 


what ngs Serres meant before and will never in mean. 
pee ost any one of these definitions, and you will find this 
case. 


transfer, for instance; an ordinary word, 
but an extraordinary meaning is given to it. s 

Transfer shall include the sale and every other and different mode of dis- 
posing of or parting with property, or the possession of property, absolutely 
or conditionally, as a payment, pings mortgage, or security, and the 
property by any means other than by comp 


creation of a lien on ry proc- 
oss prosecuted in good faith. 
“Transfer” means all that. ive it so extraordinary amean- 


Why 

ing? I do not even that the committee in giving their 
sanction to these definitions have any thought or purpose of con- 
cealing the very broad meaning that is given to words. But 
I say it is fair to infer that the man who drafted the bill orig- 
inally, the man who acted for the wholesale dealers who desired 
the bill to be drawn up and now wish it to be passed, gave these 
words their sweeping scope and hidden power for a A dapat The 
1 will be apparent to anyone who will analyze and con- 

er them. 

Mr. Chairman, if the object is to relieve the insolvent debtor, 
then the collection of debt is merely an incident. That kind of 


bankrupt legislation I favor, That kind I believe is embodied in 
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the substituteoffered by the gentleman from Texas 

If the object be the collection of debt, however—if that is the o 

ject of bankruptcy legislation—then the bill submitted by the 

committee will 5 meet the tations of those who de- 
eo 


. BAILEY]. 


signed it. bate should bject and the design of the law be to 
aid persons in the collection of debt or to punish persons for fraud- 
ulent practices? All these things are provided for in existing laws. 

The only just ground for any bankrupt bill is to be found in the 
sad state of honest but insolvent debtors. Such legislation should 
be designed to relieve persons who can not relieve themselves; 
not necessarily or primarily to distribute their estates, not to 
divide the property of the insolvents, but to give them relief. If 
that be the object, why is it at all necessary or proper that the 
estate of a person who desires to be relieved as a bankrupt shall 
be administered in the bankrupt court? Why would it not be 
ample, more simple, suręr, and better if the law should provide 
that when the estate of the insolvent which is subject to the pro- 
visions of the law, the property of the insolvent not exempted to 
him by the laws of the State in which he lives, has been distributed, 
when he has no property left which the law can reach, then he 
shall be permitted to go into the bankrupt court and ask for the 
only thing of value to him that such a court ever can give him, a 
discharge in bankruptcy, relief from the burden of unpaid debts? 
If that be the proper object, the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas will secure it. If that substitute, which pro- 
vides for voluntary bankruptcy proceedings in the Federal courts, 
after distribution of the insolvent estate through the State conrts, 
and is to be in existence two years only—if that substitute be 
accepted, then all this machinery about the bankrupt court can be 
laid aside as totally e 

Take a man in any State I do not care where - who is tired of 
struggling with the adversities of life and endeavoring to meet 
his obligations. When in the way provided in that State, what- 
ever it may be and if the laws of a State are good enough for the 
men who live in it, the people who live elsewhere have no very 
great reason to find fault with them—when im the way provided 
by the laws of his State he disposes of his property, then open the 
doors of your bankrupt court to him for a short though sufficient 
time. Let him present his petition asking for a discharge in 
bankruptcy, the only thing he seeks, the only thing that can be of 
value to him. Then comes up the whole question of the honesty 
of his transactions and of the facts of the case, special and general. 
The creditors would be notified, asthe substitute provides. They 
would be heard, and before the insolvent could be discharged it 
would be incumbent upon him to show to the satisfaction of the 
court that he was in the condition of a man without property, yet 
having debts; an honest man burdened with debts and unable to 
pay them. 

aoe: showing satisfactorily that his transactions had been 
open and honest, that he was an honest but unfortunate man 
whose misfortunes were tying him down and destroying his use- 
fulness in the community, he would be entitled to his discharge, 
and he would get it. If he did not show that, he would fail to 
get a discharge. Now, where does the creditor lose a solitary 
right under such a bankrupt law, under such a proceeding? The 
courts are open to him as before. All the laws that now exist in 
relation to the coliection of debt are in full force and effect. Not 
a single law now existing in any part of the Union would be 
stayed or interfered with. Not a solitary right which the cred- 
itor had, either by law or by the contract with his debtor, would 
be in the slighest degree interfered with. The debtor would sim- 

ly say: I have nothing more with which to pay; I have acted 
ee and I now ask relief from the burden of these debts 
which still hang over me and shadow all 1 in life.“ 

On that proposition the creditor would be heard. Upon that 
proposition, upon every issue that could fairly and reasonably 
arise in order to determine the actual facts—the justice, the hon- 
esty, the equity of the entire 55 creditor would be 
heard. What wrong would be done? the debtor could not 
show that he had so conducted himself and that his property had 
been so administered, or so lost and dissipated, as to leave nothing 
with which to pay his debts, except what might be exempted by 
the law—if he could not show that he would not get a discharge 
from any obligation whatsoever. The creditor would have lost 
nothing. His debt would still remain unpaid; the debtor would 
still be under the ban of the law, would still be barredin large part 
from the enterprises that are open to men not weighed down b 
debt. On the other hand, if the debtor should show that he 
acted honestly and that he had nothing more with which to pay, 
who could deny to him the discharge to which he would be entitled? 

Ancther thing. This course of procedure would secure the dis- 
tribution of the estates of insolvent debtors at their own homes, 
under the direction and supervision of officers elected by the peo- 
ple of the debtor’s community. But it is said that under this bill 
the referee is carried to the home of the insolvent, that a referee 
is to be appointed for each county. But mark the qualifications 
of the referee. He is not bound to be a lawyer; he is not bound 


to have any special qualifications whatever. Itis enough if he be 
acceptable to the ju who appoints him. The judge has the 
absolute and the complete right to appoint anybody referee, with- 
out regard to qualifications. 

Now, I have been always opposed to this one-man power. I 
believe that every time we can take a step toward enabling the 
people in any particular locality, or generally, to select, by their 
own votes, those who are to administer the laws, we are traveling 
in the right direction, and that whenever, in place of requiring 
officers, great or small, to be elected by the people, we provide 
that they shall be cio, ay by some one man, or by any number 
of men, we are traveling in the wrong direction. 

There is a contention here that this bill will relieve the insol- 
vent debtor from the great danger and hardship of his present 
situation. It is said that now the avaricious tor, having the 
courts open to him, may seize the debtor's property, may force 
5 9 7 5 ruin, and that there is no relief for the debtor, no discharge 

or A 

Mr. Chairman, the creditor who merely brings suit against the 
debtor does not hamper him in the conduct of his business beyond 
the legitimate, natural, ordinary effect of that suit. The creditor 
who resorts to the extraordinary process of attachment is com- 
pelled to give bond for the indemnity and protection of the debtor 
in case he should fail to make good his attachment. 

It is said that under this bill the property may be retained b 
the debtor until he is actually mete a bankrupt. How meid 
ily after the filing of the petition, with one referee in each county, 
that adjudication might be reached we can guess. But in the 
meantime it is in the power of the creditor to have the property 
taken out of the porran of the debtor, not on the ground exclu- 
sively that the debtor is doing anything dishonest or onorable, 
but on the ground that heis not giving to it that care and atten- 
tion which the creditor thinks may prevent it from sinking in 
value or deteriorating. In other words, it practically amounts to 
this—that the creditor can have the property of the debtor taken 
from his possession the very day he files the petition. 

But the creditor, it is said, gives bond to be approved by the 
court; gives this bond before the debtor’s property is seized. Yes; 
but the conditions of that bond are blank. ere is no provision 
for indemnifying the debtor . rey the loss he may suffer by 
having the properiy taken out of his hands, as in the case of an 
attachment. e which he might recover would be 
purely nominal, speculative, upon paper. Creditor,” too, accord- 
ing to the dictionary embraced in this bill, is made to mean not 
only the creditor himself, but also his agent, his attorney, anybody 
assuming torepresent him. Therefore, when the bill speaks of 
affidavits to be made by the creditor, it necessarily includes affi- 
davits which may be made upon information Soay A claim sent 
to an attorney (in a distant State probably) can afford the basis for 
this pre ing te roi & nun tate bankropiny: by vistas oF bn 
affidavit by that attorney, based solely on information, which itself 
would not be evidence. Wherever in this bill you read “‘ cred- 
itor” you are to understand the word as meaning the attorney of 
the creditor, the agent of the creditor, the representative of the 


creditor. 
On every page of the bill will be found evidence that by this 
measure the thrifty creditor is endeavoring to secure satisfactory 


machinery for administering upon the estates of unfortunate 
debtors, not for the p of relieving them and putting them 


upon their feet again, but for the purpose of getting out of an 
estate more, if possible, than he coul t out of it under the laws 
of the land, in view when the indeb ess accrued, 


The debtor is red in his freedom of movement. He is 
compelled to attend when and where he may be directed to attend. 
9 may have rome nothing 0 sake Day be abso- 

utely faultless in everything, he must stand guard, out 
for the benefit of the creditor. my) 

Another thing is contended here—that preferences, of and in 
themselves, are essentially and inevitably wrong. I deny that. 
The common -experience of every man, if he simply consult 
his own experience, will convince him of the fact that there are 
many times in the lives of both the fortunate and the unfortunate 
when it is not only not wrong but is absolutely right to make dis- 
criminations and grant preferences. Take the case of aman who 
lends to the debtor in his hour of peril the money or supplies him 
with the property which tides him over a crisis or possibly many 
crises; sustains him in his business for weeks or months or even 
years, The friend thus advances his money or parts with his 
property either from lack of knowledge of the true situation of 
the debtor’s affairs or, knowing the situation, from his willing- 
ness to run the hazard and depend upon the honesty of the debtor, 
in order to give him a chance to live, 

Now, then, is the debtor necessarily to be denounced as guilty 
of wrong and thrown into bankruptcy because, yielding to every 
dictate of humanity, respecting every principle of honor, ac 
as every man should act, he endeavors when the crash is abo 


to come, when the inevitable fall is at hand, to protect him who 
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was his friend in his extremity, to preserve from ruin so far as he 
can the man who undertook to stay the ruin that threatened him- 
self, until staying it ceased to be possible? Yet the granting of a 

reference—for months back, even—is made a reason or excuse 
Por forcing a man into bankruptcy. 

Why should a man be thrown into bankruptcy 1 
What is the reason for it? It is a creditor’s reason and no other. 
Then should the law be made to collect debts or to aid in the col- 
lection of debts? That is the question that arises upon every prop- 
osition for involuntary bankruptcy. Involuntary bankruptc 
simply implies or means that the insolvent himself does not as 
for relief; that the insolvent himself, with the burden of his debts 
upon him, 5 hope—knowing possibly better the prob- 
abies outcome of his affairs than anyone who has given them less 
attention and has less knowledge of them—believes that he can 
get through, struggles against adverse circumstances, hoping that 
somehow relief may come. At all events, the man thrown into 
involuntary bankruptcy is the man who, of his own volition, does 
not ask, declines the aid or relief which may or may not come 
from sucha roceeding; does not ask the boon of any bankruptcy 
law under the sun; who shuns as a stigma the stamp of bank- 


rupt.” 

That being true (and it must be true), it is further incontest- 
ably true that what a man will not ask for, will not take when it 
is offered to him, is that which he does not desire; and if he is 
forced to submit, he is an unwilling victim. So, then, the bank- 
rupt law is not made for that class of people. 

. STEWART of New Jersey. ill the gentleman allow me 
to ask him this question: Does the gentleman think that the ob- 
75 “a the bankrupt law is simply for the benefit of the debtor 
class’ 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will answer that question with pleasure. 
I think the whole discussion of this matter might, and ought per- 
haps, justly to turn on this point. I think the principal, the sole 
just object of a bankrupt law should be the relief of the insolvent 
debtor, and that all other things in connection with it should be 
incidental and subordinate to that one consideration. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not the gentleman recog- 
57 7 the fact that the creditor is oftentimes as unfortunate as the 

ebtor? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do recognize that exceptional fact. But 
the gentleman should remember that this is not a proposition to 
enable the debtor to force bankruptcy upon the creditor. The 
creditors are not asking to be relieved from the burden of debt 
resting heavily upon them. They are not asking to be set abroad 
again in the world with bright skies above them and bright pros- 
pects before them. They are not asking that ies of relief. 

Recollect that the one thing which a b ptey law alone 
can bring, and upon which alone it can be defended, is the relief 
of the insolvent from the burdens of obligations which he can not 
meet. Of course no wrong should be done to the creditor, and it 
is not asked by me that the debtor should escape any just one 
tions that he is able tomeet. I repeat what I said before, that by 
a voluntary bankruptcy law, such as the Bailey substitute, no 
rights are taken from the creditor. The creditor loses nothing by 
such a law. But the involuntary feature of the law is solely for 
the benefit of the creditor, and the incident, not the pu eof it, 
is to ta release toa man who does not ask it and does not 
want it; a man who prefers struggling with the present condition 
of things—prefers to endure the ills he has rather than fly to 
those he knows not of. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Missouri 
permit me to ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. rtainly. 

ai TAIRI of Ohio. Are you in favor of a voluntary bank- 
rupt law 

. DE ARMOND. I am, sir; as I have been stating. Ibe- 
lieve, Mr. Chairman, that the condition of the country is such 
that a great many men whose misfortunes are not really of their 
own making, who are totally free from all taint of fraud in their 
transactions, are less useful to the e to themselves, to 
their families, to the nation, than they wo d be if they could 
have a release from that from which they can not otherwise es- 
ca the impeding, threatening, enduring blight of debt beyond 
their ability to meet, debts they can not pay. 

But relief to those who ask it and merit it need not be coupled 


‘with the power to put a man unwillingly through a court of 


bankruptcy to make a bankrupt of him who can not pay at once 
what he may owe. There is a marked distinction between re- 
lieving insolvents and making bankrupts. 


But, Mr. , another thing. I believe one effect of the 
3 proposed will be this: The debtor, a tradesman, a re- 
dealer, wishing to escape bankruptcy, as many, indeed most, 


men do, will be compelled in order to escape that condition to pus 
himself into the hands and under the protection of one or two 
wholesale men powerful enough in his judgment to carry him 
along and protect him and themselyes. Being under their pro- 


* 
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tectorate he must buy his goods from them. He dare not go 
elsewhere to buy. Carried by men having power at any moment 
to throw him into the bankrupt court, he dare not take his trade 
anywhere else for fear of provoking their wrath. The effect upon 
the community of such a condition can not be beneficial. e 
result is inevitable, but the extent of injury we can hardly con- 
template or fairly measure. The trader thus situated not 
only be compelled to confine his purchases to one or two houses 
but he will be compelled to buy at their own prices; the world of 
competition will be absolutely closed to him. Forced to buy from 
his guardians at their own prices, he will be also compelled to sell 
at corresponding prices, so that his misfortunes and their extortion 
will be visited upon the community at large. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri, does he not think that if a voluntary 
and involuntary bankruptcy law were in force there would be 
by? ia cases of involuntary bankruptcy? 

e br aa aha The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
ired. 
AILEY. I yield to the gentleman sufficient time to an- 


has e 
Mr. 


swer the question. 


3 ARMOND. I will answer the question of my friend 
m Ohio. 

Mr. SKINNER. IL should like to ask a question in connection 
with the question asked by the gentleman from Ohio. I want to 
ask if you do not believe that it would be more oppressive for the 
debtor class when a vigilant creditor, by attacking and ili 
the debtor, obtains a first lien, than it would be to have an inyol- 
untary proceeding in bankruptcy, when the moving creditor would 
then o z get an 5 7 proportion of the assets? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ithink not. Lhave already discussed that 

uestion. I will answer the question of my friend from Ohio 
(Mr. Watson]. I think, Mr. Chairman, that whether there 
would be many or few proceedings in involuntary bankruptcy, is 
not really the question before us; we can but guess whether the 
roceedings would be few or many. If they should happen to be 
‘ew, still the law ought to be cleared of the harsh provisions for 
3 bankruptcy. For then they would be practically 
useless, and the best that could be said for such a law would be 
that it would do but little harm. Upon the other hand, if such 


proceedings should be many, the evil would be increased in pro- 
portion, caper 
Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I think that a mistake has been 


made in the compntation of the time. Iam informed that I had 
at the beginning of the speech of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DE ARMOND] one hour and Seriy a od minutes. 

1 The gentleman had one hour and fifty-nine 
minutes. 


Mr. BAILEY. I understood that to be the announcement of 
the Chair, but the memorandum sent to me from the timekeeper 
shows that I had only one hour and thirty-eight minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and fifty-nine minutes according 
to the memorandum of the Chair. 

Mr SEND BEEN: Is not the gentleman from Texas ready to 
goa 

Mr. BAILEY. Do you mean, am I personally ready? 

Mr. HENDERSON, Well, you and the gentleman from Kan- 
=i BRODERICK], I want you to go ahead. 

. BAILEY. I had supposed my friend from Kansas desired 
to yield to somebody now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want your side to get an hour ahead of 
us, because we are entitled to close the debate. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Do you want us to take all of our time now? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Some more of your time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Iowa that 
he desires to occupy a full hour at the conclusion? 

Mr. HENDERSON. We want the last hour in the debate; 

Mr. BAILEY, I recognize that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] is entitled to conclude the debate, but I do not rec- 
ognize that he is entitled to reserve an entire hour, and to divide 
that hour among three or four gentlemen. 

Mr. HEND ON. Oh, yes; I think we are entitled to the con- 
trol of our time, and we have the close of the debate. 


Mr. BAILEY. Not any more than I am entitled to the control 
= my part of the time. I perfectly agree with the gentleman 
at—— 


Mr. HENDERSON. You can do just what you please with 
your share of the time, of course. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is what I am trying to do, unrestrained 
by being compelled to use it all and leave you an hour to be divided 
between three or four gentlemen at the close. I do not need to 
do more than to Seo to the gentleman’s sense of fairness. 

1 HENDERSON. The last hour will be used by one of our 
side. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Though I think we have a perfect right to 
divide it if we want to. 


— — 
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Mr. BAILEY. Well, if you do not intend to do it, I will not 
stop to discuss that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My intentionis to haveit used by one man. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam perfectly content with that. 


Mr. HENDERSON. We have been running ahead of you, and 
I have been perfectly frank both in the House and in the com- 


mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. B of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the pending question, 
bankruptcy, is, in my opinion, a very pertinent one at this time; 
but it does seem to me, however, as said by the gentleman from 
1 NEWLANDS], that it is a sad commentary upon this 
House that we have spent five months of time while the people of 
every portion of this country were complaining, When labor was 
unemployed, when machinery stood still, when the currency of 
this great country was daily and hourly shrinking in * to 
the number of le, and that now, in these closing days, the best 
that can be by the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress to the people of the United States is to help them into bank- 


ruptcy. 
Our. friend from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], a very brilliant and 


eloquent tleman, on yesterday spoke under the seeming im- 
ression that. he lived in a great State, one that had flourished 
ond the power of man to compute, under and by reason of a 


high protective tariff. Thinking of that last 
figures at my command to see whether or not the le of the 
State of Illinois and in the other States were flourishing and 
whether or not this Congress, after going into paroxysms over 
every other question so far as they affected le of foreign coun- 
tries, should now content itself without trying to aid the people 
of the — eee their ind es by stopping and 
helpi em into bankruptcy. 

Cor whet is the condition of the people, even in the great States 
of Illinois, Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusetts, and other pro- 
tected States? Is this a mere question of allowing the idle and 
profligate to gointo bankruptcy? The masses of the people of this 
country are not asking you for a method of going into 8 
The people from one end of this country to the other are g 
for some way by which they may become solvent or to avoid bank- 


ruptcy. 

1 that our friends complain and say that the Democratic 
party or some other party is the cause of this deplorable condi- 
tion; but now and then a man gets up in the Republican ranks 
and exposes the fallacy of the Republican leaders. 

Only y e in the other Chamber, Senator TELLER, a man 
equipped, probably, as no other man in this nation is, with facts 
and figures, rose and told the country what the cause of this de- 
pression is. He clearly showed it is not deficiency of revenue or 
a low tariff, but he said: 


I donot know what the deficiency is going 
that the deficiencies on the 28th Rag Sed Ap! 
On that day we had $273.522,338 in the Treasury. I -epeat, there is not a na- 
tion on the face of the earth that holds $273,000,000 in its for ordi- 
nary purposes. If there is such a nation at all it is Russia, that is stated to 
have accumulated a large amount, no knows how much, for war pur- 
not to be used except in an having yard for war. There ismore money 
fo thi nited States are willing should = 
comes ou 


night, Iran over the 


to be this year, but Ido know 
for the year were $24,217,517.83. 


Every 


on 
Sow out of the circulation of this country $200, 


Ga of the sea. 
d yet, Mr. President, Senators rise here and wonder — So is that busi- 
ness does not revive, why it is . does not come tous. We have 
had contraction at the rate of $100, a agg — contraction since the Ist of 
Foran: this or $100,000,000 a; tly in ignorance of a well-known 
and well-settled principle of political economy, that when you decrease the 
circulation of the money you destroy prices and you discourage enterprise 
and retard all movements toward prodaction. 
Mr. President, if there ever was a nation in the world that seems to be 
ed by imbeciles and men without th t or men without reason it is 
fair to say wo are now in the hands of that e of people. The history of 
the world does not show such contraction as we bave voluntarily and delib- 
erately and willingly taken it upon ourselves to create for the simple pur- 
pose of maintaining the gold standard, and nothing else. 
The Senator from Ohio Mr. ety spend Heth and every man in this 
ber knows, that the 000 is a debt put u 
tain the gold standard. And he knows, as I know 


this coun to main- 
hat the $202,000,000 is but 


the beginning of a debt that is to be put upon us if the gold standard is to be. 


maintained. It will not do for the Senator to tell meor anybody else in this 
Chamber that revenue is what you want. What you want, Mr. ent, is 
some system of finance that shall bring confidence to the people who create 
and produce, that shall encourage them in the belief that when they mann- 

an article they want to sell they can sell it for as much at least as it 
cost. The absolute certainty exists y inevery productive circle in the 


United States, and pretty nearly in the world, that he who produces to-day 
must sell to-morrow at a loss. 8 

Mr. President, the flnancial question is at the bottom of this trouble. not a 
lack of revenues. I do not intend myself to allow either the Senator from 
Ohio or mprbody else to fool the people of this country with the idea that all 
you need is to the 8 again, and that then prosperity will 
come. You will never see the McKinley bill reenacted, 
would not see prosperity come from it. We have been 


and if did you 
promissa all these 


will not come into sight until this system oi 
we return to the m which pave the people the agencies to do business 
with, so that we s sat em that when they put their money in an 
enterprise and produce es they may reap — . 


This is a movement against the retail dealer. It is a movement 
that the wholesalers have been working at for half a generation 
for the purpose of throwing every claim they have to collect into 
the United States courts. It is a scheme that they have been con- 
tending for for a quarter of a cen almost, to get their claims in 
a pe that they can not be taken advantage of by local creditors. 
This law is 5 not for the purpose of che debtors—this 
is another law that is being written in the interest of the creditor, 
and the creditor alone. 

Mr. SORG. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Les, sir. 

Mr. SORG. Is not the wholesaler a debtor, too? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. The wholesaler is a debtor, of course, 
old non a ae sense; and probably every man is more or less a 
ebtor. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
hima 8 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Have not the wholesalers all over the 
continent been making ments? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. e wholesalers all over the continent, 
like everybody else, are making assignments, and have been de- 
manding a bankrupt law for a number of years. The retailer 
never has demanded it. 

Mr. LOW. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. LOW. Isit not a fact that 2 number of poor men, or 
comparativly poor men, are among the creditors? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Every man is more or less, under our 
system, a creditor. The provisions of this act and the act itself 
has a tendency to make men more and more creditors and more 
and more debtors. If this act into effect every retailer in 
this country will also have a wholesale master. Every man in 
this country, I care not how you construct this bill—every retail 
merchant will have over his head a wholesale master, and the 


wholesalers are a class of men that are so few in number that they 


will combine when they take it into their heads to put a man into 
bankruptcy. Under this bill, I care not whether one of the nine 
causes is true or all false, they will make it so expensive for the 
debtor, they will so oppress him with their power to prosecute, 
they will make it so expensive for him throug e ee wit- 
nesses and in taking him to foreign courts, that it will result in 
bankruptcy whether the causes therefor in this bankruptcy bill 


are true or false. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him another question? : 

Mr. BELL of Colorado, Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Are you in favor of a voluntary bank- 
bis Ham! law? 

. BELL of Colorado. If we are to have any bankruptcy law, 

I would be in favor of a volun law. I am, in fact, in favor o 


a bankruptcy law that will t such men as have made com- 
mercial mistakes, or have m overtaken by misfortunes from 
which they can never rise, to be relieved, but do not think it very 
important. My experience in such matters is that under the usual 
conditions, even in our present condition, debts are hardly perma- 
nent. There is not one case in a hundred in the United States 
where a failing merchant obtains a judgment against insolvent 
debtors that is not settled by the statute of limitations. They 
could but do not keep their judgments alive and allow them to 
expire in five, six, or ten years, as the statutes of limitations oper- 
ate, and that prie the ju ents at an end. I believe if we have 
a bankruptcy law at all that it should be a voluntary bankruptcy 
law, or that a bankruptcy law, as stated by our friend from - 
sas [Mr. BRODERICK }, where a man can not be forced into bank- 
ruptey but for the commission of an actual fraud. 
ut I meant when I took the floor simply to answer some sug- 
gestions made by our friend from the State of Illinois [Mr. CON- 
NOLLY] on yesterday as to the prosperity of that State, and to illus- 
trate as best I could to this House that the difficulty with this 
country to-day is that we are giving all of our attention to the 
great property holders of the country and letting the individual 
0 without protection. I wish to say to my friend from Minois 
fir. ConNOLLY] that perhaps, well fed and well kept as he is, 
as well as all other Congressmen, he does not feel the great diffi- 
culties of the people even of hisown State. Let ussee what is the 
condition of the people of the State of Illinois and I am speaking 
now in the interest of the individual, not for aggregated wealth, 
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has written every law upon the statute book since this 


Pro 
session of Congress began. Property threatens to write this one, 
and it seems to me that it is high time that the individual was 
writing a few statutes in the interest of the individual. I have 
here an extract from the Chicago Record of December 1, 1895, which 
reads as follows: 


County 
remembere: 


to be 


10. 
is expected to reach 


000 
This month 75 cases have sent to the house. Calls for 
physicians have 3 10 a day. There are 30 tors, 1 of whom is a 
i will be 40 after December. 


That, Mr. Chairman, was the condition in one county in the 
State of Illinois in the month of November last. Now, some of 
our friends say that this condition is caused by the Democratic 
or some other political organization, but in another paper of the 
same city at the same time I find another item which tells the 
condition of the Chemical National Bank of the city of New York, 
and this illustrates the general condition of this class of 
Let us see how these two classes are getting along side 
under this and under former Administrations: 

It is said that the ca stock of the Chemical National Bank of New 
1 ue of $100 a share, is now worth more than $4,000— 
40 to l—and that dividends to stockholders are 150 per cent per year. 

This illustrates fairly the condition of the debtors and creditors 


throughout the country. 
Now, that illustrates the point I am trying to make, 
and I remind you that both these extracts are en from the 


newspapers of Chicago of December last. They show one class 
of people going down day by day into poverty while the other is 
going up daily into wealth. This country has beheld in the last 
two decades its te wealth multiply with unprecedented 
idity. It haso at the same time the wealth of the indi- 
viduals of this country depreciating at a ratio without precedent. 
I noticed the other day that ex-Governor Fishback had made some 
figures from the last census which ought to be burned into the 
mind of every tative in this House and at the other end 
of the Capitol. 


think, gentlemen, and tolook into the causes of thedistr igh 
out this country; it ought to make you go out and think why it is 
that when a farmer from the other end of the Capitol goes through 
the country crowds follow him with the emblematical pitchfork 
and appeal to him to turn over the ruinous condition of things and 
the causes or authors of this ruin about the Capitol. 
Ex-Governor Fishback says, acacia came other ihin, Mise tol: 


Bulletin No. 98 shows that, 
setts 


But in answer y to the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
CoXNOLLY] 1 cite the following from the same letter: 

Take, for illustration, Illinois. Before the war this was a . 
Almost every acre of it is as fertile as the Valley of the Nile, and is in a high 
„% T toil and 
energy. Every county in it has from 1 to 20 railroads. Its cities have grown 
in wealth during the last decade about §$500,000,000, yet the aggregate wealth 
of Illinois during this decade has decreased $59. 
year from 1843 to 1804 it decreased upward 

U: whom has this loss 
w SOT sated ag dyer we N 
they have increased in the of Chicago alone 
decade, while 71 per cent of the who reside 

Ex-Governor Fishback further states, in illustration of the effects 
of 5 rT tariff legislation in the interests of New England and 
the Middle States, the following: 

Pennsylvania, one of the most barren States, during the first decade, from 

grew in wealth $13,000,000 more than Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Illi- 

Ken „South Carolina, North Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
and Louisiana all combined. 


1880 to 1 


Alabama, Mississippi, 
Rhode Island, 
with less 


000,000 more than the four great States of Minois, Indiana, South Carolina, 
and Mi ippi all combined, and these States are 136 times as and have 
times as many people as Rhode Island just as earnest, just as 
as industrious all toiling just as eagerly to make w 


Does not the reading of the report of the committee photograph 
a sad future for the people? Does it not invite some e more 
helpful to the people than a system to shuffle off some burdens of 
debt by giving 1 all their ions without any feasible hope 
of replenishi eir condition? 

At page 3 of the report the committee says: 

From the Bureau of Statistics we learn that the total number of failures in 
the United States from 1879 to 1895, both inclusive, amounts to 171,389, most of 
them active, a honest men who have met with misfortune in the 


ggressive, 
struggle of life, and who, if relieved from the burden of debt, would renew 
the struggle with fresh hope and vigor and become active 
From that the total 


is $0 Inte iei co g eee ada eag i ie ae eee 
7 vi W. as 
El 821.70 * 


4 a side | tion 


t is a statement which ought to cause you to 
distress through- 


Is this not marvelous? Failuresin four years for amounts equal 
to one-half of the gold coin in the world; and yet members on 
this floor speak of the abundance of our currency. 

The committee has also ascertained from the Bureau of Statistics the fail- 

i the first three 


; in 1896, the first three months, 4,031; 
the first three months of 1895, $34,160,952; for the same period 
in 1896, $38,755,015, un increase in 1896 of failures, 229, and of liabilities, $4,404,008. 
Dun's Review for September, 1895, says that prices are8.8 per cent 
lower than a year ago, notwithstanding the marked rise in iron 
and a few other things. 
The Manufacturer, of Philadelphia, of date December 14, 1895, 
has the following pertinent paragraph: 
The amount of money in circulation decreased for the month of November. 
net $4, a net decrease of over $13.000,000, 
statement, of in money and bullion forthe month. The 
total amount of money in circulation on December 1 amounted to $1,594,195,479, 
which represents a decrease of about $43,000,000 as com with the corre- 
date of last While the ——— has 


The amount of money in circulation per ber I. as estimated 
by — . ‚ ge a which 
the > ding date last aad 

These facts and indisputable figures have been staring the lead- 
ers of the legislative and executive departments of the Govern- 
ment in the face for years, and yet at every mention of the sub- 
ject one side replies it is a want of revenue, and the other that it 
is occasioned by the defect in our paper money; and to relieve 
these defects the best they can offer is an involuntary bankruptcy 
law by which the creditors can further despoil the poor prospects 
of the debtors of the nation. 

Ifevery individual in this country earned his livelihood gn 
the same means but few laws w be required. and what wo: 
benefit one would inure to the benefit 


quarter of a century. 
is favorite piece of 
resents the individual? operty 

olds a mighty an us tism here that overawes any 
consideration of the individual. It does not answer the objects of 
this bill to point out the fact that some leniency is meted out to 
the downtrodden debter. In this bill such a course is logically 
necessary. There can not be a permanent law or institution that 
is utterly bad. Every bad law must have enough highly com- 
mendable provisions to hide in a measure the grotesqueness of its 
bad 3 This bar 22 has not even the pome uan- 
tity of good features. Itis but a argument, „to insist 
that this bill is preferable to any of the ees bankrupt laws. 
The former ones were mere machines of oppression, so glaring 
and abusive in their enforcement that public opinion 10 8800 them 
off the statute books. All experience teaches that where a com- 
bination is ible a fair competition is impossible. None of the 
large cities has any great number of wholesalers in any one line of 
trade. Combination is not only possible but is certain to take place 
in the enforcement of this law, as it has taken place in the efforts 
to obtain it. 

The retail merchants are scattered and are so numerous that 
combination for self-protection is impossible with them. No one 
can bemisled by this bill. The objects of the foreign wholesalers are 


palpable, and embodying their objects in a small com we may 
say they are to throw all collections into the United States courts 
and m it impossible for any local financier to aid an oppressed 


debtor by taking the mortgage or trust-deed security, and 
to give the wholesale dealer the club of insolvency to hold over 
his retail customer as long as be owes him a dollar, and to destroy 
his right to trade with any other than the one to whom he is in- 
debted, as long as he owes him a dollar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. gd 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and 
the committee, the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
has requested me to discuss certain provisions of this bill, namely, 
those that relate to the taxation and payment of fees and costs. 
l admit at the outstart that it is not a very inviting theme. It is 
not a theme in the treatment of which one can indulge in any 
rhetorical Sree, and I gig pre that while upon this 
stretch I be unable, even if I desired, to mount the bicycle 
of wit and humor. Lett aga l 

Nevertheless, the question of fees and costs isan importantone, 
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and deserves the earnest consideration of every man who would 
intelligently vote either for or against this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, a proceeding in bankruptcy, like every other 
cause pending in a court or other tribunal of justice, must of ne- 
cessity involve the taxation and payment of fees and costs. He 
who works must eat.” The laborer is worthy of his hire.” 
These are not only true Scriptural injunctions, but they underlie 
every poops of political economy, and, I might add, every sys- 
tem of mor; pee He who goes into a court and incurs costs, 
he who sets the machinery of the law in operation and invokes the 
services of the officers of the law, is primarily bound unto them 
for the services which they render unto him. He may be required 
to pay in the first instance, as a condition precedent to the render- 
ing of the service, or it may be collected of him upon a fee bill. 
If he ultimately succeed, then, subject to certain rules of equity, 
he can recover over and against the unsuccessful party a judgment 
for the costs by him expended. 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on the Judiciary in drafting this 
bill has kept in mind the fundamental truths which I have just 
asserted. The crowning evils of the bankrupt act of 1867 were 
the delays incident to the prosecution of a proceeding in bank- 
8 and the enormous costs which that proceeding permitted 
to be taxed, and in most cases ultimately to be paid out of the 
estate of the bankrupt. In this connection I may add that de- 
lays created additional costs, and therefore there was an induce- 
ment to those who were to receive such costs to create delays. 
This bill has well guarded against the evil of delay. It takes 
from every officer of the court, from every person who may be 
called upon to perform service in the prosecution of a proceeding 
in bankruptcy, any inducement to create delay, because by so 
doing he can not possibly add a farthing to the fee bill or to the 
bill of costs. 

Who are the persons that may be required under this bill to 
render services either on behalf of the petitioner or of the defend- 
ant? The clerk of the United States court, the United States 
marshal, the referee, and in some instances a stenographer who 
may be employed by him; the trustee, the witnesses who may be 
summoned to testify either upon the one side or the other, the 
jurors who sit in the box to try and determine under the law and 
the evidence the issues joined between the parties, and I may add 
an attorney who represents the petitioner in a case of voluntary 
or involuntary bankruptcy. 

Before I start out and specifically analyze the provisions of this 
bill as to the fees and costs to be paid to each one of these officers 
or persons, permit me to suggest that he or they who file a peti- 
tion in a court of bankruptcy must in the very first instance 
deposit the sum of $25. There is one exception to that: In case a 
volun’ bankrupt shall with his petition file an affidavit that 
he is unable to pay, then he is relieved from the payment of the 
filing fees. Except in cases of that kind, La pon aaner or peti- 
tioners, whether the debtor or creditor or itors, must in the 
first instance di it with the clerk the sum of $25. What is that 
$25 for? A clerk’s fee of $10; a referee’s fee of $10; a trustee’s fee 


of $5. 

This bill further provides that in case a debtor is declared a 
bankrupt, then the creditors who have paid this $25 shall recover 
it out of the estate of the bankrupt. And if you will furn to the 
section of this bill which treats of priorities, you will find that in 
the list of priorities (if I remember aright) the cost and expenses 
of preserving the estate after the defendant shall have been de- 
clared a upt comes first in the list of priorities, and these 
filing fees come second. 

Now, let us take up these respective officers and persons and see 

how much they are entitled to for the services which they may ren- 
der under the provisions of this bill. The first officer is the clerk; 
and section 52 of this bill provides that the $10 paid as a filing fee 
shall constitute his entire compensation for any and all services 
that he may be called upon to render in that 3 If you 
will turn to e 18 of the report you will find, commencing at 
the bottom of that page and running halfway down page 19, a 
statement of the fees which it was ible for the clerk to tax 
and collect under the law of 1867. I will not take time to read 
and comment upon those fees one by one; but I invite the atten- 
tion of members to them. 
This bill simply provides that the clerk shall receive the sum of 
810 and no more. And I say to this Committee of the Whole that 
it is the consensus of opinion of the 17 gentlemen constituting the 
Judiciary Committee that $10 is amply sufficient, and there are 
some of us who would have been willing to place this fee at $5. 

In this connection I will say that my friend from Texas [Mr. 
CROWLEY] handed me 8 letter which I hold in my hand, 
written by the clerk of the United States district court for the 


eastern district of Texas. I do not care to read this letter at 
length, yet if there be no objection I may ask that it be incor- 
porated in full in the RECORD. At this time I content myself 
with saying that this clerk writes to Mr. CROWLEY condemning 


the bill and insisting that under it the various clerks of the vari- 
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ous courts of the United States should be itted to charge fees 
practically in conformity to the law of 1867. Answerin ton I 
reiterate that when you take into consideration that after the 
debtor has been de a bankrupt substantially all the work 
from that time on must be done and performed by the referee and 
the trustee, the sum of $10 is ample compensation for any and all 
services which a clerk of a United States court may be called upon 
to render or perform. 

Section 51 of the bill provides that these clerks shall respectively 
receive for copies of papers made for persons other than officers 
of the law the same compensation that they are now allowed for 
making copies. It will observed that the compensation thus 
to be received can in no wise come out of the estate of the bank- 


rupt. 

"The marshal of the United States under the provisions of this 
bill may be required to apprehend the person of the bankrupt. 
He will be required to serve all process, and in certain contingen- 
cies he will take possession of the property of the alleged bank- 
rupt and hold it in his custody free from 
ency of the original proceeding—that is to say, until the court 
shall have determined whether or not the all: bankrupt be, as 
a matter of fact, an actual bankrupt. For his services in appre- 
hending the alleged bankrupt, for his services in executing all 
process under this law, he receives the same fees and emoluments 
that he would receive for executing like process in civil proceed- 
ings pending in the same court. 

ut gentlemen will remember that under the salary bill recently 
passed by this House, and which is now in the hands of a confer- 
ence committee, the fees and costs to be taxed in favor of the 
marshal are to be collected, accounted for, and by him paid over 
to the Treasury of the United States. For his services in taking 
possession and taking care of the A ee pending the adjudica- 
tion of the question whether the ged 8 be a bankrupt, 
the law provides that the court may allow the marshal a reasona- 
ble 5 which in force and effect is the same provision 
that will be found upon the statute books of all the States of this 
Union providing for the compensation of sheriffs or constables 
when under a writ of attachment they go out and seize the prop- 
erty of some defendant in the writ which they may have been called 
upon to execute. 

The referee receives this $10 filing fee; and that is all he does 
receive until the estate is administered. I will read the section: 

Referees shall tively receive as full compensation 
payable after they are rendered, a fee of $10 — W 
time the petition is filed in each case, ee when a fee is not required from 


avoluntary t. and from estates which have been tered befi 
them 1 per cent 5 . — 5 nie 


during the pend- 


adminis: 
} ons on sums to be paid as dividends and commis- 
sions, or one-half of 1 per cent on the amount to be paid to creditors upon the 
confirmation of a composition. 

Now, gentlemen, if 78 desire to do so (and the comparison 
would be interesting), I invite you to compare the fees provided 
under this bill for referees with those allowed a register in bank- 
ruptcy under the law of 1867. I have said heretofore that the 
crowning evil of the law of 1867 was the enormous fee bill which 
the register in bankruptcy and the Repne iy bankruptcy were 
enabled to tax up against the estate of a pt; but under this 
law the referee receives the ten-dollar filing fee and 1 per cent, and 
no more, on the amount paid out by way of commissions or divi- 
dends, not on the gross sum that comes into his hands, but only on 
the net sum that the estate shall have yielded for administration 
and after the actual expenses shall have been paid. 

The law further provides that under certain circumstances the 
referee may employ a stenographer. You tlemen all under- 
stand the necessity of that. e taking of testimony before a 
referee may be greatly ted by the services of a stenographer, 
and this law confers on the referee under certain circumstances 
the power to employ a stenographer, but limits the compensation 
of the same to a sum not exceeding 15 cents a folio. Under most 
of the laws that now prevail in our States stenographers are al- 
lowed 25 cents per folio, but it was the judgment of the commit- 
tee—and I believe it will be the judgment of the House—that 15 
cents per folio, under the circ ces, will be ample compen- 
sation Son a stenographer in this day of many stenographers and 

writers. 

e trustee for his services in taking care of the bankrupt’s 
property, making deeds to lands that may be conveyed, and for 
transfers of personal property receives the filing fee of $5 and a 
commission, respectively, of 5, 2, and 1 per cent subsequently, not 
on the gross amount that goes into his hands, but upon the net 
amount remaining after costs and e s shall have been paid. 
After . for the filing fee of 85, the law says he be 
allowed 

Such commissions on sums to be paid as dividends and commissions as ma: 
be allowed by the court, not to exceed 5 per cent on the first $5.000 or 1 
per cent on the second $5,000 or part thereof, and 1 per cent on such — i 
excess of $10,000. 

Again I invite a comparison between the fees allowed tothe trus- 
tee under this law and the fees that were allowed to the assignee 


1896. 
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in bankruptcy in the old law of 1867, and I refer gentlemen who 
desire to investigate the matter to page 18 of the printed report of 
the committee on this bill. 

The witnesses who may be summoned, either before the court 
or the referee, are entitled to the same fees, mileage, and per diem 
as they would be allowed in other cases. Jurors are not allowed 
anything under the bill, and for this reason: That all jurors in the 
United States courts are paid by the Government, and a jury fee 
is not taxed in a case or proceeding pending or disposed of therein. 
Hence there was no necessity for making provision in the bill for 
their payment. , 

Section 64, clause 3, paragraph 3, provides— 

(3) The cost of administration, including the fees and mileage parani to 
witnesses as now or hereafter Pa Seige by the laws of the United States, and 
one reasonable attorney's fee for the professional services actually rendered, 
irrespective of the number of eae loyed, to the petitioning cred 
itors in involuntary cases, to the pt in involuntary cases while per 
forming the duties herein prescribed, and to the bankrupt in voluntary 
cases, as the court may allow. 

In other words, the voluntary bankrupt may be allowed an attor- 
ney fee. I apprehend that in many cases. it may be absolutely nec- 
essary for the insolvent debtor, in order to obtain the advantages 
of the bill, to have the services of an attorney; and being insolvent 
and without other means of payment, it is right, it is just and hu- 
mane, that the court should be permitted to allow him the services 
of an attorney to be paid out of his own estate. On the other hand, 
when the creditor goes into court seeking to adjudge the insolvent 
debtor a bankrupt, and to administer upon and divide his estate, 
the services of anattorney are necessary. But the attorney of one 
may do and perform practically all that is necessary to protect the 
rights of all. We have an illustration in the several State courts 
in proceedings to partition real estate. The partition of the real 
estate is for the benefit of all who are interested therein, and there- 
fore in nearly every State in the Union, perhaps in all of them, 
provision is made allowing the courts to grant to one attorney of 
the petitioners a fee to be paid out of, the estate. And so here it 
matters not though there may be a dozen attorneys, yet upon the 
theory that one attorney is competent and ified to represent, 
take care of, and protect the interests of all, one attorney's fees 
and one only, is allowed out of the estate; and that is just and 
right and proper. 

Another provision of the bill requires that all costs and ex- 
penses shall be reported to the court under oath, and that they 
shall not be allowed until they shall be so reported and sworn to. 

Another provision of the law is that the 3 may be ren- 
dered for all costs made out and expended, and in the judgment 
of the committee we embodied in the law the equitable rule, not 
the harsh rule, of the law, which says that in every instance the 
prerane arty shall have the judgment against the unsuccess- 

ul party, for there are some times when the prevailing party has 
necessarily incurred large and improper expenses; hence this bill 
gives to the United States judge the power to say when and under 
what circumstances even the prevailing creditor may be called 
upon to pay the costs which he has unwittingly or wrongfully 
occasioned to the estate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, briefly, and yet I nop lainly, I have gone 
over the various provisions of this law app cable to the taxation, 
collection, and payment of the costs and feesin bankruptcy cases. 
A few words upon other features of this bill. Iam, as every other 
man ought to be, in favor of a bankruptcy law. Iam astonished 
to find upon the floor of this House anyone unwilling to give to 
the honest debtor, upon his application, a discharge from the 
burden of his debts. It seems to me that each and every one of 
us ought to be in favor of the bill introduced by my friend from 
Texas Jor BAILEY], if forsooth we can not obtain either the bill 
which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] stands for 
or the bill which has been reported to this House by 
of this committee, 

Misfortune has come and will continue to come unto those who 
555 the sweat of their brows are compelled to earn their bread. 
There is no panacea, for there is nothing that can ward off mis- 
fortune, distress, misery, and woe. All over this broad land are 
men who are borne down by the heavy burden of an indebtedness 
which they are not able to pay. This bill says unto such that 
they may go into a court of justice, holding out that property, 
bot 832 and personal, which the laws of their re tive States 

ive unto them, either as homesteads or as exemptions for their 

amilies, and upon surrendering the surplus they shall be entitled 
to a discharge, to the end that they may go out into God's sun- 
light, and by their own efforts again win, if possible, a competency 
for themselves and those unto whom they are bounden. 

All over this broad land, Mr. Chairman, there are many men 
who to-day are devoting their vital energies to maintain them- 
selves within the limits of an exemption law or a homestead law, 
knowing that the moment they shall become ssed of an inch 
of land beyond the limits of the homestead or of a dollar be- 
yond that which shall be protected by the exemption law some 
rapacious creditor may seize that surplusand despoil them thereof. 


e majority 


We say to all of that large class, Step forth; let us have the ben- 


efit of your brain and your brawn, your energy and your pluck, 
to the end that the waste places may be builded up and that the 
desert may again blossom as the rose, . 

There is a considerable difference of opinion, not only among 
the members of this House, but among the members of this com- 
mittee, as to the details of abankruptcylaw. There aremen who 
favor a yoluntary bankruptcy law only. There are some who are 
in favor of an involuntary bankruptcy law, but they would a; 
ply it only in those cases where moral itude is invol 

ere are others who take the broad position that the creditors of 
an insolvent have a right at least equal with himself to say what 
disposition shall be made of his property. They are in favor of 
the bill as it is written and stands reported to this House. 

Mr. Chairman, a few words concerning this bill. There are 
nine grounds of involuntary bankruptcy. In other words, there 
are nine causes set forth in this act for which, upon the petition 
of a creditor and apon proof that either one of those nine acts 
have been committed, a party may, without his own consent or 
volition, be declared a bankrupt, and his property, in excess of 
his homestead and exemption rights, be taken in charge by an 
officer of the court. I shall examine these clauses in a different 
order from that in which they are set forth in the bill. Four of 
them involve moral turpitude. In other words, four of them 
deal with those acts which constitute a fraud upon the part of 
ee debtor against his creditors. Take the first one. If a debtor 

as— 

Concealed himself, departed or remained away from his place of business, 
residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to 
defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least forty-eight hours 
before the filing of a praua in bankruptcy, and before the rights of cred- 
itors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with— 

5 fideo en the aoni ofa Trong. gon * 8 
ment of a person or removal for the purpose o auding 
his creditors, and I say to my friend from 3 [Mr. DE AR- 
MOND] there is no more harshness in this bill as applied to that 
man t is found in every attachment law in every State in this 
Union. Neither he nor I has any right, either in a court of justice 
or upon the floor of Congress, to constitute himself or myself the 
defender of such a man from a moral standpoint. We may jus- 
tify such conduct when employed by those men as their attorneys 
in a proceeding in a court of justice, but stripped of the duty of 
counsel to client I say to the tleman that neither honesty, 
fair Salag, nor good business demands that he or I or an y- 
else should set himself up as the champion of a debtor of that 
kind, and I say there is no reason, no argument, that can be pro- 
duced that will justify any man in voting against this bill because, 
forsooth, that clause is contained therein. 

ur 35 What gentleman from Missouri did you 
refer 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Not the gentleman who is now 
addressing me. 

The third cause, as set forth in the bill, is, if any person has— 

Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors, 
and has not regained the 88 and possession of such p: rty before 
the rights of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of 
such transfer, and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed- 
ing in bankruptcy— 

The very same reason prevails here. An intent upon the part 
of the debtor to deal dishonestly, to defraud and defeat his cred- 
itors in their rights under the law, is involved in that conduct. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Take the case of a man who has not dis- 
poson of his property, but has given a mortgage on his goods. 

ow, in our State, where they can give a mortgage on the goods 
and still retain possession, and go on and make the usual sales, 
would not the transfer, where a mortgage has been given, be con- 
sidered as an intent to defraud, and would they not undertake to 
drive that man into bankruptcy for simply putting a mortgage 
on his goods, for doing a thing which he can do in my State and 
in your State? 

r. BURTON of Missouri. I presume, Mr. Chairman, that 
there are creditors who would do that; and there have been cred- 
itors who have gone into his office and mine and insisted that a 
writ of attachment should issue against a man that has done the 
very thing he suggests when he may have done it innocently, 
But the provision in this bill is that he shall have done these things 
with an intent to defraud his creditors. That is a question of 
fact to be determined in a tribunal of justice which has jurisdic- 
tion in this matter. I simply say to my friend that if a debtor 
makes a mortgage, gives a bill of sale, or in any way transfers his 
ates be with the specific intent of defrauding any creditor, he is 
guilty of wrong, both in law and in morals, and ought to be 
adjudged a ETE 

Mr. GRAFF. Iwould like to ask thegentleman if he is talking 
about subdivision 5? 
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Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, sir; Iam talking about subdi- 


vision 3. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will say in reference to subdivision 5 that it is 
not necessary that he shall make such transfer with intent to 
defraud 5 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I will answer my friend by saying 


that I can not talk about five subdivisions all at once. Iam talk- 
ing about subdivision 3 now. 
. BRODERICK. The question that I meant to ask was 


whether this law would be strained in that particular, and would 


not it be set as a ent? 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think, my friend, Jo are right. 
Human nature is the same, whether you find it under the coat of 


a wholesale or a retail man. Human nature is somewhat selfish 
and inclined to look after its own, and to misjudge the actions of 
others. I apprehend if you, an honest man, of a limited 
amount of p , but indebted to a much ter amount, and 
even i very best motives, should give a mortgage 
on your property to secure the claims of one of your creditors, that 
the others would say in a court—in their own minds, at least 
that you had been inspired with fraudulentintent. But that does 
not entitle the law to adjudge you a bankrupt. The question is 
whether you did it with that intent; and whether you did so or 
not is a question of fact to be determined by a jury in the box 
under instructions given to it by the court. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But that is in a proceeding—the 
hearing of that question of fact—to throw a man into bankruptcy. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Exactly; that is where the question 
comes up. . 

Mr. TAWNEY. And it proceeds upon the allegation of a man 
who is throwing another man into bankruptcy. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Exactly; just as it proceeds now 
upon the affidavit of a man who seeks to obtain a writ of attach- 

t. 


ment. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In the preliminary hearing? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In the preliminary hearing. Iwill 
answer the question and will discuss it. 

Under the attachment laws in the various States a party can 
file his affidavit. In some States they are required to make a 
positive charge, and in some other States merely belief” in the 
statement or that he “has reason to believe” is required. I will 
say to my friend that I have known many a creditor who has in- 

i upon suing out a writ of attachment and levying it upon 
the property of an honest debtor, knowing that he had no ground 
for attachment, saying unto his attorney,“ I do this for the pur- 
pose of making this man understand, and all others who buy goods 

-of me, that he must E or I will run him to 
the ground.“ I have itors talk to me in that way in my 


office. - : 
Mr. BRODERICK. That is the danger that I find in this bill. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. But they say, Ah, but you must 
give an attachment bond.” Ihave said this to creditors. rey 
ied, ‘‘ Why, certainly; we will give an attachment bon 
re will be no trouble about that. We will tie this man up 
and take every dollar he has, and he will not be able to fight.” 
“But suppose he pursues the matter, and claims and obtains 
e We will offset his judgment with our debt against 
im.” Isay to my friend that you can not create any machinery 
of law for the collection of debt that calls for an officer of the law 
to touch either the person or property of a so-called debtor but 
what may become machinery of wrong and injustice; and because 
it is true of necessity, because of human nature and its inherent 
selfishness, is no reason 5 we should refuse to enact a law 
either of attachment in the States or bankruptcy in the Federal 
courts. 
The sixth is: 


tion of such judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's property or from the 
a ts shall not VVV 
the provisions of this section. 
The same argument applies here, 
The seventh is: 


Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal proc- 
ess against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered such 
ee et nen GAVE DES ANS DITOR A. © patuan 
bankruptcy. 


The same ent te 

Now, I say that these four acts of bankruptcy involve moral tur- 
pitude on the part of the defendant debtor, and there can be no 

reason why any man should be unwilling to permit such a 

ebtor to be put into bankruptcy, and his pro in excess of 
his homestead and exemption rights taken for the satisfaction of 
his debts and divided pro rata among his creditors. 

Now we come to a class of cduses upon which there may bea 
difference of opinion. 

The fourth cause is: 


Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a writ- 
ten statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 


I can see no harm in permitting such a person to be thrown into 
bankruptcy, because, by his making an assignment for the benefit 
of his itors, he has turned over all his to be divided 
pro rata among his creditors, and the only difference between 
carrying out that assignment under the laws of the State and the 
enforcement of the 5 law against him would be that in 
the first instance he would not obtain a discharge, while under 
the operation of the bankruptcy law he would obtain a . 
The ninth, the eighth, the second, and the fifth do not involve 
any moral turpitude on the part of the debtor.: Now, we are 
carried into the discussion of a question upon which minds hon- 
estly differ. There are certain States in this Union which = 
nize aright of preference. There are certain States, I 8 
which do not. My own State recognizes that right. If I am 
bee e but $5,000 and owe each of four persons $5,000, I have 
he right under the law of my State to take that $5,000 and pay 
either one of the four, and no man can call me to account in any 
court in the State. It has been asserted here that that is wrong, 
that it is unjust. There are others upon the floor who have 
argued to the contrary—that it is rags ana just. Taking these 
clauses up in irregular order, the ninth says: 


Suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is filed 
hile insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregating 


The eighth provides that if he shall have 
Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or peers or a number of exe- 


cutions ting, such amount, against himself to returned no 
erty found, unies he amount shown to be due by such executions shall 
before a petition is filed. 


The second provides as follows: 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to secure 
the release of any property levied u C 
or if such property is to be sold wi such time under such process, then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

The fifth is that he has— : 

Se insolvent, a transfer of any of his . 
piven DANOSO eek nen ces EAA tek NAOTA oF wach A oe 
Feleased same from such levy a the we creditors shall have boon 

„changed., or impaired reason such transfer, taking, or 5 
en en ae before the commencement of a proceeding in bank: 

P . 

These are the acts of bankruptcy which do not involve moral 
turpitude. Reasons have been given by our friends on the other 
side why these acts should not, in their opinion, be made grounds 
of bankruptcy. On the other hand, reasons have been given on 
our side why they should be. But, Mr. i inasmuch as I 
intended when I rose to discuss only that portion of the bill which 
more particularly relates to costs and fees, and inasmuch as some 
of my colleagues have prepared themselves to meet the ar; ents 
upon these 8 provisions of the bill, I shall conclude my 

dress with thanking this committee for its kind attention. 


[Applause.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. HENDERSON having 
taken the chair as Speaker A 755 tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, Who also announced that bills of the following titles had 
become laws without the approval of the President. 

Norz.— The following bills were presented to the President on 
April 14, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which they originated within the ten days pre- 


3 by the Constitution, have become laws without ap- 
oval: : 
* An act (H. R. 5161) making a iations for the Department 


of ture for the fiscal year en June 30, 1897; 
An act (H. R. 5672) to grant to railroad companies in Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds; 
An (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper; 
An act (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks; and 
An act (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. 


Houk. 
BANKRUPTCY. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota . TAWNEY]. 

Mr. 8 8 an, a = the deer Fes eee 
that I find m obli to oppose the bill reported by the major- 
ity of the Committee on the Jadiciary. This is especially so in 
view of my great respect for the chairman of that committee and 
his coll es and for their minent abilities as lawyers. In 
opening this discussion the 3 of the committee informed 
us that this is not à political question nor is it al question. 
If it were either I should feel constrained to blindly follow his 
leadership. It is a question of practical common sense, one that 
must be determined largely by the experience of the past and 
from what we mayreasonably expect in the future under the prac- 
tical operation of the pending measure should it become a law. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4615 


Every member, therefore, is free to follow his own judgment and 
vote in accordance with his convictions. 

Mr. Chairman, ever since the panic of 1893 there has been a 

t demand throughout the country for a bankrupt law of some 

ind. I regret that the Committee on the Judiciary did not rt 

to this House a bill without the objectionable feature of involun- 

bankruptcy. In the past this feature has always resulted in 

ing our bankrupt laws obnoxious to the people, impracticable 

of execution, and has occasioned their y re Were it 

not for the fact that this bill provides so many different grounds 


ple. 
; PY vital cause for the prompt repeal of our bankrupt laws. 


Our ience in this and the causes which operated to 
make those laws unpop and which demanded their 
should a with force to the members of this House in 
the consideration of any proposed minie bankrupt law. 

I have examined the debate on the repeal of the act of 1867, and 
find that its repeal was due to the obnoxious feature of involun- 
tary bankruptcy. This feature of that law was so outrageously 
abused by the avaricious and unscrupulous creditor that honest 
debtors all over the country were forced into bankruptcy and all 
their prospects for the immediate futureruined. Instead of bei 
a law for the relief of the unfortunate debtor, it soon came to be 
used as an engine of oppressionandextortion. It was that feature 
of the law that gave rise to the hostility, and which compelled the 
speedy repeal of the first bankrupt act of 1800 on August 19, 1803. 
After the repeal of the act of 1800 we were without a bankrupt 
law until 1841. That, too, was an involuntary bankrupt law. It 
followed the panic of 1837, and was to affordrelief to those 
who were so unfortunate as to lose their all in that gréht financial 
crisis. But, like the law of 1800, theinvoluntary feature made it 
so objectionable that it was repealed on the 3d of March, 1843, by 
the same Congress that enacted it. The next attempt to enact a 

anent involuntary bankrupt law was in 1867. Five yéars 
555 was 1 the House „„ passed a 

ill repealing it. the succeeding € in passed 
@ bill re ak shat aon Bat both bills died in 8 and 
in 1878 the Senate a bill ing the act of 1867, and that 
bill passed the House by the overwhelming vote of 205 to 40. 

Long before it was repealed its repeal was demanded by the 
legislature of almost every State in the Union. The Congress 
that repealed that act and previons Congresses were flooded with 
memorials from the State legislatures and with itions from 
citizens praying for the repeal of that act. In the message of 
President Grant to Congress in 1873 we have the reasons why the 

ple were so anxious for the repeal of that obnoxious measure. 
pater Grant in that message said: 
8 a nal aaah ee Gan See ee n G Paaa 

their siness, ampie 1 

could be made available for the pu r to's meet all i their Habilities, yet — 
account of the extraordinary scarcity of money they may be unable to meet 
mee Coveney, obligationsas they become due, in consequence of which they 
are le to be frustrated in their business by proceedings in bankruptcy at 
the instance of re creditors. 

People now are so easily alarmed as to monetary matters that the mere 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy by an unfriendly creditor will meg mi Á 
embarrass and oftentimes accomplish the financia] ruin of a responsible 
ness man. Those who otherwise might make lawful and just ents 
to relieve themselves from difficulties produced by the present strin ney 
in money = prevented by their 1 exposures to attack and 2 — 


debtors into a compliance with 
creditors and to themselves. 


He recommended the repeal of the act, and if that could not be 
done, a repeal of its most objectionable features. That m 
was delivered to Congress in 1873, six years after the act had be- 
—— ea aw, ree reasons 7 the conditions which eee 
rant cited in that message, showing the necessity for re 
of the involuntary bankrupt law of 1867, 3 e ee 
arguments against the enactment of a similar law at this time 
than anything I can say. In view of our present financial and 


industrial d. 
of the fact that thousands of honest men are s ling along in 
business in the hope of better times, and in view of the greed and 
rapacity of some creditors, we should take as a 8 against 
the enactment of an involuntary bankrupt law the words uttered 
by General Grant in favor of the repeal of such a law. 

In criticising the position taken by those who favor voluntary 
bankruptcy alone the chairman of the committee said: 


Why should the creditor be cut off and the debtor alone be entitled to 
bankruptcy? 


That, Mr. Chairman, is an incorrect statement of the position 
of those who are in favor of voluntary bankruptcy or who favor 
an involun bankruptcy law limited exclusively to the ground 
of fraud. We do not E to cut off the creditor. It is not a 
question of depriving him of any right he now enjoys. The ques- 
tion is whether or not, if we give to the creditor 5 

tribution 


ion, in view of the scarcity of money, in view 


under volun bankruptcy to share equally in the 

of the insolvent debtor's property when that debtor honestly 
into a court of bankruptcy for that purpose, in addition to the 
benefit of the State laws for his protection, he should have 
the additional Tenk O Ko Imo a court o and 

the mere allegation of himself, his attorney, or t that the 
debtor has committed any of the nine acts i in this bill, 


throw his debtor into bankruptcy and perhaps ruin him forever. 
Voluntary bankruptcy does not take from the creditor any right 
he to-day enjoys, but insures to him a just and equal distribution 
of — property of the honest debtor. 


procedure of thi 
the accompli 
By the provisions of a voluntary bankruptcy law the creditor, when 


ionate share of the eee or eee wet 
He could do no more if he had the benefit of an involuntary bank- 
rupt act. only difference is that in the one case the debtor 
himself must take the initiative, while in the other the creditor 
may take the initiative without to the interests of anyone 
but himself. If his grounds for doing so are valid, his motive can 
not be qoin ed, nor will the consequence to the debtor and his 
— rai, considered, Itgiveshim the right to demand his pound 
0 
If the honest debtor is unable to meet his obligations as they 
mature, and is therefore insolvent, and his creditors are pressing 
for the payment of their claims, and if the debtor knows that 
under the law he can make an equal distribution of his property 
and obtain a com release, and then take a new start in life, 
he will not hesitate to avail himself of the benefit of such a law. 
It is only, therefore, where the creditor is dealing with a fraudu- 
lent debtor that involuntary bankruptcy is of any benefit to him, 
unless he seeks to put the debtor into bankruptcy upon the mere 
allegation of fraud for the e, of extorting preferences to 
himself or for the purpose o TEDE eee 
I take it, Mr. Chairman, that this legislation is intended to pro- 
ceed upon the theory that honesty in man is the rule and dishon- 
esty the exception. We should, therefore, legislate with a view 
to protecting the honest creditor and the honest debtor; and if 
involuntary bankruptcy is not essential to the protection of either 
of these two classes, but is n to protect the honest creditor 
inst the dishonest debtor, it should be limited in its operation 
and effect so as to accomplish that purpose and that alone. 
or a bankrupt law at this time? In an- 
this question I want to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to a few facts which I have gathered from a record recently 
published by the Bradstreet Company, a commercial agency of 
national reputation. It shows the failures within the last four 
years and causes of these failures. I take it, Mr. Chairman, 
that every man on this floor will agree with me when I say that 
the unfortunate debtor who has been overtaken by disaster or who 
has failed because of competition or the failure of others, or whose 
tanao is due to RE sated to his oe or to lack 
of experience or to of capital to carry on his business, is espe- 
cially entitled to relief in eee They are what are known 
in trade as honest failures. 
How many men have failed from these causes during the last 
e r I find on examining this record, to which I have 
y referred, that in 1892, 1893, 1894, and 1895 there were 
86.145 men who failed from one or the other of the causes I have 
recited, and that the aggregate amount of their liabilities was 
$624,404,143, and that their estates did not equal more than 33} 
per cent of their liabilities. It is fair, therefore, to assume that 
the great majority of these men are still laboring under the bur- 
dens of these enormons debts, and that they can only find relief 
in a court of bankruptcy. If this is not afforded them, the com- 
munity in which they live will be deprived of their energy and 
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industry or they will have to practice dishonesty by concealing 
their pro in the name of their friends or relatives. 

In view of the great demand throughout the country for this 
legislation, and in view of the great number of citizens who are 
to-day weighed down with a load of debt, from which they can 
never hope to be released 3 by voluntary bankruptcy, the 
practical question for us to consider is, which of the three proposi- 
tions 5 us shall we pass? Will it afford any relief for us 
to pass the committee bill, a bill that we know will never become a 
law at this or any other session of Con with the sentiment 
against involuntary bankruptcy it will encounter in the Senate? 

I am in favor of the substitute which will be offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas par. BRODERICK]. That substitute has been 
carefully considered by the Senate Judiciary Committee, and it 
has been reported by that committee to the Senate. That substi- 
tute provam merely for voluntary bankruptcy, except section 17, 
which authorizes involuntary bankruptcy in the case of actual 
fraud. I have not the time to discuss the details of the various 
sections of the substitute bill, but if the members of the House 
will send to the Senate document room and call for Senate bill 
No. 742 and examine it, they will ascertain how its various provi- 
sions compare with the bill now under consideration. I hope they 
will take the trouble to do so before we have a vote on the pending 
proposition. 

The involuntary feature of the substitute is carefully ded 
so as to protect the honest debtor and still afford the itor an 
opportunity to proceed against the fraudulent debtor. If the 
debtor has made an assignment or other conveyance of his 3 
erty, real or personal, or any part thereof, or has given or suffered 
any lien or any incumbrance on the same with the actual intent 
of defrauding his creditors, or any of them, the creditor can, in 
that case, force the debtor into bankruptcy, but under this pro- 
vision before the creditor can proceed against the debtor in bank- 
ruptcy there must be a judicial determination of the question of 
whether or not the transfer was made with the intent to defraud. 
But mark the distinction between section 17 of the substitute and 
the bill now under consideration. 

Section 17 provides that before you can put a man into bank- 
ruptcy you must adjudicate the question of fraud in court, before 
a jury if a jury is demanded. There must be a judicial ascertain- 
ment of the fact. You can not proceed by a petition alleging 
fraud, and on that ground force the debtor into bankruptcy. The 
creditor proceeds against the debtor first as a fraudulent debtor, 
not as a bankrupt, and the debtor has an opportunity to contest 
the allegation of fraud upon which he is to be adjudged a bank- 
rupt, If the court finds the fact to be that he has transferred his 
property for the pu and with the intent alleged, the debtor 
can then be . and not otherwise. There is, 
therefore, ample protection to the honest man who is charged 
with fraudulently conveying his pro y- He has the opportu- 
nity of disproving the allegation of fraud, and if he succeeds he 
is saved and his business is saved from the embarrassment inci- 
dent to the filing of a petition in bankruptcy such as the commit- 
tee bill authorizes. i 

Mr. Chairman, in view of our experience in the past with invol- 
untary bankruptcy, let us drop that feature of the law except as 
it is authorized in the substitute of the gentleman from Kansas 
and enact into law only those features of previous laws which 
55 effective and which can not be abused by dishonest men. 

y doing so we will afford relief to thousands of men in this coun- 
try who were ruined in the financial panic of 1893 and who are 
to-day weighed down with a load of debt they can never hope to 
pay. These men are bending, as it were, under a collar which for 
the balance of their lives will hold them in merciless bondage un- 
less we give them the opportunity of passing through the court of 
bankruptcy and wipe out, as with a sponge, their past obligations 
and then go forth again as free men to work out for themselves a 
new fortune or hi ar down to their graves. 

Mr. BRODERICK. yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. GRAFF]. 

Mr. AFF. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that, after careful 
reflection, I am unable to give my sapere’ to this bill. I hear 
no urgent demand from my own people for an involuntary or a 
voluntary bankrupt law. 

The demand from the people, which is general, strong, and 
earnest even from the debtor class, is not that they be given an 
opportunity to repudiate their debts, but that they be given an 
opportunity to pay their debts. Yet I can see that cases arise 
where men are honestly involved in debt so hopelessly that some 
relief ought to be afforded to give them another chance in life. I 
should be willing to vote for a bill, reasonable in its provisions, 
which provided a way for a debtor to enter voluntarily into bank- 
ruptcy, provided that the period of the operation of that law was 
confined to a reasonable time, say one or two years. I am not one 
of those who believe that a liberal voluntary bankrupt law would 
either be calculated to increase commercial honesty or to make 
men prudent in business, or calculated to help either the debtor 


or the creditor; but I believe in being national in my ideas, and if 
the South or the East or the West or any other portion of this 
country is so peculiarly situated from past reversals as to need 
the benefit of a voluntary bankrupt law, I am willing to pass such 
a law with reasonable provisions, and give them a reasonable time 
CC 1 

carefully listen: speech of my colleague . CON- 
NOLLY], thinking that I should surely find some good Soa for 
joining with him in the support of this bill, but I was very much 
surprised to find as able a lawyer as he is entering upon a defense 
of the 1 of this bill on the ground that it would 
help the debtor c And how? He describes a man whoin his 
imagination sees the star of hope, a man who is too proud, for- 
sooth, to take advan of the voluntary provisions of the act, 
and he argues you should support the involuntary provisions of 
this bill, so that this proud-spirited man can have Fis creditors 
force him into bankruptcy! I read from page 4582 of the RECORD: 


hope deg vt yg and no matter how dark the finan- 
clouds around him may be. if e is honest he looks to that star just as an 
escaping slave once loo! to the North Star and believes that 2 


R propor i le he may escape the disastrous ts which seem to 

threatening in his business affairs. You o bore “You may release 
yourself by going to the bankrupt court and ask to be discharged From the 
Indebtedness.” I don't want to do that; I don’t want to allow that,” the 


proud-spirited man says. “I don't want it. I don't want to back out and 
t my defeat. I want to keep going, no matter what the struggle may 
be. if I can 5 

Now, I say, ere a chance. Let him struggle on, not under the same 
adverse conditions. I am that he be given a chance, that he shall be 
relieved from his obli m. But the friends of the exclusively voluntary 

EAA O OE IAA EES EO E ate 
ou m è 
and have judgment pean upon — A = . 

Isubmit that his argument means nothing more or less than 
that the involuntary features of the bill provide a kindly way of a 
man getting into bankruptcy by the act of his creditors instead of 
himself, which would not humiliate the debtor as much as his 
taking the step himself. This is indeed a peculiar and, I make 
bold to say, an unreasonable view. 

When the star of hope can only be seen in a firmament of bank- 
ah od legislation, ap the debtors of the country. 

en the gentleman, with further strange, and to me inexplica- 
ble, argument, proceeds to give another reason why we should 
have an involuntary bankrupt law, because, forsooth, of the harsh- 
ness of the State laws. When cited to the instance of attachment 
suits in his own State he speaks of the creditor making an affi- 
5 information and belief as the foundation of the writ 
of a gnt. The creditor does not do anything of the kind, 
He is compelled to make his affidavit, to verify it with certainty, 
from personal knowledge and absolutely. It is a condition pre- 
cedent that he file a bond before the attachment issues, and the 
conditions of that bond are not those which can be escaped, as 
my colleague [Mr. ConnoLLy] said yesterday, by his pleading, 
when he is sued upon the bond, that he thought that what he 

in the affidavit was true. Not at all. 

e conditions of that bond are that he prosecute his suit toa 
successful conclusion, and there is no escape from a recovery upon 
that bond when the fact of his failure to do so is proven, of which 
the record itself would be plenty of evidence that he had failed to 
perform the conditions of the bond, and then the only question 
would be the amount of the damages. It is well known to all 
lawyers practicing in State courts in the United States that attach- 
ment suits are not so readily resorted to. We all know that we 
have had claims in our offices when we knew that a poor merchant 
was probably insolvent, yet we believed him to be honest, and we 
knew no way by which we could commence an attachment suit and 
maintain it, because the debtor was guilty of no fraud. We have 
sat there and waited with those claims and permitted that man to 
honestly administer his own business, and perchance fortune fa- 
vored him, business grew better, and he finally paid his debts and 
came out of his financial difficulties. I think it is much better to 
let the remedy be where it is, in the State courts, under the State 
laws, framed with peculiar reference to the conditions of that 
particular locality. 

Furthermore, from the slight experience which I have had in 
my practice, the difficulty about the collection of debts is where 
the debtor fraudulently conceals his property, where heis guilty of 
fraud of some kind and conceals the p operty, or transfers it fraud- 
ulently, where it is difficult to reach. There is not any particular 
remedy which is furnished by this bankruptcy law which is supe- 
rior to the State courts for the purpose of ferreting out the fraud, 
The courts of . rie pag State are me co — have 
the peculiar power this purpose. ere is quite a con- 
trast 8 the 3 fae the different States and the 
provisions of this bill. The condition precedent of the creditor in 
the commencement of an attachment suit is that he file his bond, 
and 1 bond, to be approved by the clerk of the court. Under 
this bill a creditor goes into a court of bankruptcy and files his 
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tion without bond and he can ulate on the chances of his 
ing able to adjudicate the defendant a bankrupt, Every man 
knows that at this particular time thousands and thousands of 
merchants have no money and no 3 except the unsold stock 
of merchandise upon their shelves and the uncollected accounts 
upon their books. 

Of ten creditors of one of such merchants nine may be willing 
to wait for better times and give the merchant debtor an oppor- 
tunity to slowly work out of debt by gradually paying each a por- 
tion of their debt, but the one remaining creditor is master of the 
situation by simply announcing his intention of filing a petition 
in 1 Such a creditor assumes no risk. for he can in 
case of failure be compelled to pay only the costs of the pronis 
ing. For the damages which the honest and solvent debtor in 
such a case would incur no recovery can be had. 

Who can measure the vast amount of injustice which may be 
done to the large number of business men with small capital who 
would pai through if unmolested by the unjust filing of a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy by a creditor at this particular crisis? 

Remember that the question of solvency may turn alone upon 
the value placed upon the stock of goods of the debtor by the court, 
a 2 upon which an erroneous judgment might be easily 
reached. 

For the man who can pay his debt and will not I have no sym- 
pathy. Iam not concerning myself on the floor of this Honse to 
shape legislation for his protection. He deserves none. This 
includes all debtors who have committed fraud in incurring the 
debt or who afterwards fraudulently try to escape payment. If 
the involuntary porion included in its list of acts constituting 
Jaren tech on the part of the debtor were those only involving 
actual fraud, I would be constrained to vote for this bill. It, 
however, in my judgment, is far too comprehensive, and its pro- 
visions are so drastic as to permit it to be used as an engine of 
oppression against worthy honest debtors who are struggling 
against adverse circumstances for which they are not responsible, 
and who, if unmolested, will work out their own vation.” 
This should be our highest aim: To encourage men to rise above 
these difficulties and pay their debts, and not to enco e scaling 
down honest obligations on the one hand or the oppression of the 
debtor on the other. Creditors are not usually inclined to ruin 
the debtor. It has been truly said that self-interest would prompt 
the opposite course. : 

is true, as a rule; but exceptions are not wanting to the 
contrary. Sufliciently numerous are the exceptions to warrant 
us in passing no law which shall not tee, so far as we may, 
exact justice toeach. There is nothing in present conditions to 
cause me to look to a bankrupt law as legislation calculated to 
relieve the present general business depression. Its passage is a 
confession of distress, not a cure for it. 

I shall vote for the Senate bankruptcy measure because I believe 
it gives all the relief which a creditor should ask. It confines 
acts of bankruptcy on the part of the debtor to actual fraud, and 
it provides for involuntary n and is less harsh in its 

rovisions than the present House bill. I vote for it because, if a 
ankruptcy bill is to pass, I prefer it to the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. STRODE]. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, Iregard the measure 
which is now under consideration by the Committee of the Whole 
House as one of great importance to the people in all parts of the 
country—of as great importance, perhaps, as any measure that has 
been before this House during the present session of Congress. By 
reason of the 1 panic of 1893 and the financial and business de- 
pression that has existed from that time tothe present, thousands of 
men engaged in business have become insolvent, and have not only 
lost or surrendered all their property, or will be compelled to do so in 
the near future, but are hopelessly overwhelmed with debts which 
they can not pay. Thousands of our brightest, most energetic 
and enterprising business men in every section of this country are 
loaded down with debt which, through no fault of their own, they 
can not pay. Nothing is to be gained by holding judgments over 
such men. To do so tends to discourage effort, to paralyze indus- 
try, and encourage deception. If these men could be freed from 
their obligations they would, with their former energy, enterprise, 
and ability, struggle to start themselves in business again and 
become the most useful members of the business world, and many 
of them would in time be able to pay and would pay off obliga- 
tions incurred prior to their failure. Without the aid of a bank- 
ruptcy law this will be impossible in many cases. 

ne correspondent, writing to me on this subject, aptly says: 

If a man can not use hisown name and build up a credit on that foundation 
he becomes a salaried clerk, with little hope of bettering his own condition 
or doing anything toward paying his creditors. 

I represent in oo upon the floor of this House one of the great, 
growing young States of the West. It has made amazing prog- 


ress during the last twenty-five years or more in all that goes 


make a State great. Her progress has resulted in a large degree 
from the energy, enterprise, and business ability of young men 
who had small means with which to begin business—men who 
left the Eastern and Middle States and sought the newer portions 
of the West. They established for themselves, by their energy, 
ability, and in „Ia business standing that enabled them 
obtain extended credits in building up enterprises adapted to the 
development of the West. It is this class of men in that of 
the West to which I belong who have suffered most from the 
unlooked-for depression in business and the enormous 

of values that have occurred within the last three and a half years, 
Most of these men are yet in the prime of life. With an ava- 
lanche of debts hanging over them they can not hope to establish 
themselves in business again. If a proper bankruptcy law is en- 
acted, so that they may make use of its provisions to free them- 
selves, many of them will amass fortunes in the future and become 
the most useful and valuable members of society. Most of them are 
honest and will recognize their moral duty to pay their just obli- 
gations when they can, pongi they may be released therefrom 
by stk taking advantage of the provisions of a voluntary bank- 
rupt law. 

_Gentlemen have said to this committee during the debate on this 
bill that there was no demand for the enactment of a bankruptcy 
law; that their constituents are not demanding the passage of 
such a law; that Say pave received no letters or petitions from 
their constituents ing them to give their support to sucha 
measure. I can not say that. During the short time I have been 
a e of tes Hone I neto e e fifty letters and so 
eral petitions from the people of my district urging upon me the 
necessity for the passage of a 5 950 law by this Congress. 
These letters and petitions came from men who do not intend to 
take advan of such a law, as well as from those who will seek 
legal relinquishment from their obligations under such a law, if 
enacted, until they can establish themselves in business again. 
Some members of this House have said eae ey would oppose the 
enactment of a bankrupt law of any kind. I believe it to be m 
duty to vote for the of a proper bankruptcy bill. But 
do not want to vote for the passage of a bill that will enable the 
unjust and unscrupulous creditor to 4 or destroy the unfor- 
tunate debtor. Thecollection laws of the several States givecred- 
itors abundant means for the collection of their debts. They do 
not need the additional assistance of a bankruptcy law for that 
porpose. It was the abuse of the involuntary provisions of the 
aw of 1867 by this class of creditors that e it so obnoxious 
that its repeal was demanded by the people and recommended by 
President Grant in a message to Congress, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE] showed to the committee 
in his speech orton 

I have the profoundest respect for and confidence in the gentle- 
men of the Judiciary Committee of this House who framed this 
bill and reported it, recommending its passage. I know the chair- 
man of this committee, Mr. HENDERSON, stated in his speech day 
before yesterday that this bill is much more humane in its provi- 
sions than the original Torrey bill, and more humane than any 
bankruptcy law heretofore enacted by Congress. I know he is 
sincere when he says that he believes this bill will prove a bless- 
to the country if enacted into law. L have so much confidence 
is judgment that Iam disposed to follow where he leads in 
matters presented for consideration in this House. Yet I fear the 
involuntary features of this bill are too drastic. If it should be- 
come a law with all its involuntary features as reported by the 
committee, I fear it may prove dangerous and ng to that 
large class of business men who are unable to meet all their obli- 
gations promptly as they fall due. Many men now in business 
would be found to be insolvent if required to pay all their debts 
at the present time. There are many men engaged in mercantile 
business, manufacturing, and other industries in the country who 
are insolvent, but who keep the interest on their debts paid and 
manage to get enough out of their business to support themselves, 
If the financial and industrial interests of the country should be 
restored to the condition they were in three and a years ago, 
these men will not only be able to pay their debts, but will have 
their business left which they have struggled to establish. The 
good will of the business, the reputation a man has acquired, the 
confidence of the public acquired by long-continued honorable 
dealing, is sometimes worth more to a man than the value of allhis 
property. The énactment of a bankrupt law with drastic invol- 
untary provisions will place the power to destroy all this in the 
hands of hard-hearted and exacting creditors. 

Mr. RAY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr: STRODE of Nebraska. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY. You say that a large number of your merchants are 
practically insolvent to-day. Now, what keeps them on their feet? 

Mr. STRODE of Neb: a. The simple fact that their creditors 
do not enforce collections, I presume. 

Mr. RAY. It is the leniency of their creditors, 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I presume so. 
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Mr. RAY. Then because their creditors have faith in them, 
and their creditors, having the right to press them, are lenient un- 
der the State laws, do you not su that they would be just as 
lenient under the United Statés laws? Will not they have the 
same interest in maintaining their credit? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. They may have, and they may not. 
If an Eastern creditor becomes alarmed, believing that he may not 
be able to collect from his Western debtor, if he gives him an ex- 
tension of time and the opportunity to become further involved in 
debt, he may imagine that it would be an easier and more certain 
way of collecting his claim to force the debtor into bankruptcy be- 
fore he loses what property he now possesses, or becomes more 
deeply involved in debt. 

Mr. Y. But the Eastern creditor to-day, if he becomes 
alarmed, can hasten to your State, institute proceedings for the 
collection of his debt, and put the debtor into the hands of the 
sheriff in twenty days or thirty days or whatever time may be re- 
quired to a e ent. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That may be done under the State 
law, but 

Mr. WALSH. The creditor does not violate the debtor's per- 
sonal li , though, even if he does do that. 

Ar. RAY D Pu bill dow of violato his personal liberty 

r. è not viola x 

Mr. WALSH. It its it to be violated. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I was about to say when the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Walsh] interrupted me that the 
Eastern creditor often refrains from forcing the collection of claims 
rather than to commence proceedings in the local courts, where 
the debtor can be served with legal process, when he would not 
OAE AAAI AE AE EIT te decane 

ptey p ings and an involuntary pt law is en- 
acted. It was because creditors did make frequent and oppres- 
sive use of the Federal courts for the collection of their debts that 
former bankrupt laws became so obnoxious to the le. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not in the short time allo me enter into 
a discussion of the merits or demerits of this bill in detail. I do 
not like the involuntary provisions which it contains. I should 
be glad to give my support to a bill properly framed containing 
provisions for voluntary bankruptcy only. I do not believe a man 
men ae be forced into bankruptcy simply because he can not pay 
all his debts within a short time ey become due. I do not 
like the second, eighth, and ninth acts mentioned in this bill, for 
the commission of which bankruptcy proceedings may be main- 
tained. Iam willing to support a bill containing a provision for 
involuntary bankruptcy based upon fraud committed by the 
debtor, the commission of such fraud to be made an issue of fact, 
to be first determined by a jury before the debtor can be thrown 
into bankruptcy. I am informed one or two substitutes will be 
offered for the pending bill, one of which is intended to provide 
for a system of purely volun bankruptcy, the other contain- 
ing a provision for involuntary ptcy based upon the com- 
mission of fraud by the debtor, all its other provisions being for 
voluntary bankruptcy. I shall vote in favor of one of these substi- 
tutes, and if it is voted down, then in favor of the other, if I have 
an e to do so. If both of such substitutes are voted 
down I hope the bill under consideration may be amended so that 
I can see my way clear to vote for it. I listened with deep inter- 


est to the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WI 


LIAM A, STONE] yesterday in opposition to this bill. 

I said a while ago that I had received many letters and several 
petitions from the people of my district, asking me to Sees the 
passage of a bankruptcy law. Some of them say e ve ex- 
amined the Torrey bill and want it enacted into law. Others say, 
Give us a voluntary law if you can, but if you can not do that, 
give us some kind of a bankrupt act that will enable the business 
men of the country who are overwhelmed with debts, and who 
still possess physical and mental vigor and are full of enterprise 
and energy, a chance to get from under the weight of debt that 
binds them down and renders them helpless.” I have one letter 
here from a lawyer of extensive experience, who practiced under 
the 1 act of 1867, and in whose judgment I have great 
confidence. e speaks of the bill under consideration in much 
the same language used by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] in his speech yesterday. This lawyer 
says he has examined the Torrey billnow 8 Congress. I 
presume he has examined the bill introduced in che House at this 
Session T the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

Mr. RAY. Well, let me say right here that the provisions of 
that bill providing for involuntary bankruptcy have been very 
much modified by the committee. 8 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I sent several copies of the bill to 

ms living in my home city, in which city the writer of this 
resides, for examination. I will read his letter: 
LINCOLN, NEBR., March 25, 1896. 

DEAR Str: I have been uested to write to m ‘inion of the Torre 
bankruptcy bill DOW DAMNO in Oongress. I Cath an Soo. gircngiy pomaamne 


this measure, 
ment of Nebraska people because they are not familiar with its od 


MA a ect drawn enactment peoria 


stantially ruin the 
State. ‘That the act of so long as it remained in force, was effective to 
this end is very vividly within my recollection,as it must be within that of 
ee lawyers who had a considerable practice in the bankruptcy courts in 

ebraska, 


are a which I have not time nor space to mention, in 


ere 
which this bill is yopen tocriticism. It is in many ways, in my opini 
the most vicious . — this subject which, so far 8 beet 
offered in either House of 

Respectfully, JOHN H. AMES. 


Hon. J. B. STRODE, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. i while the gentleman whose letter I have just 
read appears to favor no bankruptcy law unless it be poe vol- 
untary, yet, in all the letters in this large package which I hold 
in my hand, all of which have been on file in the room of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, there is but one other letter ‘gesting the 
passage of a purely voluntary bankruptlaw. Ihave one pe- 
tition containing the names of about forty or fifty business men 
living in my Congressional district, praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bill, the heading so the petition stating that they had ex- 
amined the same. I call the attention of the committee to 
the language used by the writers in some of these letters that gen- 
tlemen may know what the A tg of the West are demanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 8 has erpen 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. . Chairman, the bank- 
ruptcy bill now before the House has been so thoroughly explained 
and defended by the other members of the committee that I will 
not occupy any time in considering its details. The discussion 
seems now to have narrowed down to the question of thé compar- 
ative merits of a voluntary system and of a system which has both 
the voluntary and the involuntary features. That seems to have 
become the issue, and in the short time allowed me I will confine 
myself to that issue and to one argument which has not yet been 
. in favor of this bill. 

e purely voluntary system of bankruptcy has been advocated 
upon the ground that it “ gives the debtor a chance,” that it allows 
the poor man relief, and thereby appeals to our feelings of 
humanity and sympathy and as well, perhaps, to our desire for 
popularity. But it seems to me that is not the true nd upon 
which even the volun system can rightfully be defended. e 
have no riant to pass a law which s simply benefit and relieve 
a certain c except for the reason that that law is for the good 
of the whole. That is the only reason we can properly yd even 
a voluntary bankruptcy law; not simply because it relieves the 
bankrupts themselves, but because, by Lee ee the bankrupts, 
it releases to the community their en and activity which 
would otherwise be kept down under a load of debt. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the same principle must authorize the in- 
voluntary system, and the question for us is, Will an involuntary 
eg law be for the good of the whole community? I claim 

tit k . 

It is said on the other side that a law which allows involuntary 
bankruptcy is unfavorable for the debtor class. That is true as 
to individuals, but I deny that it is true for the class. Unques- 
tionably it is pleasanter for individuals who are insolvent to de- 
cide for themselves whether they will become bankrupt or not, 
and to incur no risk of being forced into semen pR But we 
must remember that the individuals who fail are but 1 per cent 
of the whole trading class, and that the other 99 per cent, as well 
as the rest of the community depen upon them, are the people 
for whom we ought to legislate. And although this 1 per cent 
would doubtless prefer to make their own choice whether they 
should go in or not, it may be better for the whole class that the 
involuntary system should be allowed and creditors have some 
voice in the decision. I claim that it is better for this reason: An 
involuntary bankruptcy law would do more than any other law 
that we could to extend and secure credit in the United States, 

Of all the developments of this age of development one of the 
greatest is the credit system. There is no question that our whole 
industrial life has been stimulated and promoted by it and to-day 
depends upon it. Anything which improves credit, which makes 
it stronger and safer, improves the business of the whole com- 
munity and every class of the community, and quite as much the 
debtor class as any other. Any law which strengthens and broad- 
ens credij benefits and advances the whole country. If we pass 
this law allowing involuntary bankruptcy, it is going to vastly 
strengthen the credit system, not because creditors will use it to 
any great extent, not t this bill will be or can be used as an 
engine of oppression, but because under it creditors will have con- 
fidence that they are going to be treated upon an So Sed with all 
other creditors, That is what creditors want, t they fear is 
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either that debtors will prefer their friends or that other creditors 
by connivance or by anes shrewdness or harshness will obtain 
an undue advantage. each creditor knows that his chance is 
just as good as that of every other, that he will come in onan 
equal footing with every other, that if there is insolvency, if there 
is fraud. if is preference, he can come in and stand on the 
same level as all other creditors, he will feel content and he will 
extend his credit. That will give him a sense of security which 
aes to-day does. 

The losses which creditors rankle under are not losses from the 
honest insolvent; they are the losses from fraud, or from prefer- 
ences, or from the superior unscrupulousness or adroitness of 
other creditors, where they feel that somebody else has obtained 
an undue advan over them. When acreditor sees another 
creditor anticipate him and seize his share of the assets, then he 
fı animosity toward that creditor and toward the locality or 
State that allowed the inequality. 

It has been said upon the other side that this law would allow 
one creditor, more herb. and suspicious and energetic than the 
rest, to collect his debt by threats of potting the debtor into bank- 
ruptcy, and thus the gion would be oppressed and other cred- 
itors would be circumvented, but I maintain that the result of 
this law would be just the reverse. The trouble to-day is that 
inasmuch as there is no general insolvent law by which all cred- 
itors can come in and share alike, each is suspicious and alert to 
resort to the collection laws, and thus gain an advantage over the 
other creditors, The neighboring creditors, who see the danger of 
the debtor, and who are at hand to avail themselves of attach- 
ment laws, take advantage of distant creditors. The large cred- 
itors in the big cities, whose business is so extended that they have 

ts constantly in every locality, are watchful and alert and 
able to protect themselves, and gain advan at the of 
the Peco ss and less informed creditors; and ce it is this 
bill is opposed by many of the houses in our largest cities, 
because it will take from them the advantage which their organ- 
ized system of collection gives them, and take from them their 
monopoly, and put them on the same footing with smaller houses 
who can not now afford to maintain such elaborate watchfulness. 

Under this bill one creditor can not, except in very small cases, 
file a petition of bankruptcy. It requires the concurrence of three 
creditors; so that it absolutely prevents one trying to use the law 
as an engine to extort payment of his debt—three must combine 
for the 7 — Moreover, this bill spent be 3 sae 
motive for commencing eee 2 i i „ namely, 
fear that unless he does so proceed he will lose his fair share of the 
assets and they will go to others. This to my mind is the great 


benefit of the bi hile it is in existence all creditors will feel 
that in emergency they have it in their power to in and pre- 
vent others from unfairly absorbing all the assets. For the cred- 


itor does not want his debtor to be a bankrupt; he is of all men 
most interested to keep him solvent. The attempt is constantly 
made to consider the creditors and debtors as if they were two 
distinct classes, necessarily and violently antagonistic. But as a 
rule their relations are quite the reverse, and are mutually profita- 
ble and friendly. Of course, when it comes to al contest they 
are foes; but the creditor dreads that as much as the debtor. 

It is for the advantage of the creditor that the debtor should 
keep on with his business. Noone is so selfishly concerned as the 

itor in the debtor's success. If he is able to collect his debts 
as they mature, he wants new debts to be created. If he has loaned 
money and the contract is performed, he wants to loan it again. 
If he sells goods and they are paid for, he wants to sell more goods. 
He does not want the debtor to pay except to borrow or buy 
in. He is the last one who has an interest in having the debtor 
fail. Hence the creditor, above all others, will be slow to take 
advantage of a law of thiskind. He, above all others, wishes the 
debtor to prosper. As longas he feels there is no danger of being 
taken advantage of, as long as he feels, if insolvency should finally 
come, his chance is just as good as that of any other creditor, so 
long he will be glad to allow his debtor to go on and work out his 
own salvation if hecan. And it is that security which this law 
gives; and hence it will do much to improve the relations between 
creditors and debtors, to broaden laws, extend credit, reduce inter- 
est and profits, and benefit the whole community. 

Now, sir, experience tells us better than anything else whether 
such a measure as this would be harsh or not. In my State we 
have a law with far more stringent involuntary features than this 
bill, alaw which has been on our statute books for more than 
half a century. But I have never known of any petition for 
its repeal. I have never heard complaint that it worked hard- 
ship on the debtors, I believe that under our law to-day three- 
quarters, and I am not sure but nine-tenths, of the insolvencies 
occurring are voluntary. That law is not used for the injury of 
the debtor. It is used equitably. Anyone can see by considering 
the proportion of involuntary cases that it is not the creditors who 
mainly appeal to it. And its satisfactory operation is shown, too, 
by the fact that there has never been, so far as my knowledge ex- 


tends, any movement to suspend or repeal it. It has not worked 
inequitably. Such a fact, it seems to me, proves more than an 

theoretical reasoning could that a bankruptcy law with an invol- 
untary feature is not necessarily harsh in its operation upon the 


debtor. Itis useful to the creditors not because they can use it 
as a threat or engine of oppression, or because they use it fre- 
quently, but because its mere existence is a preventive of fraud 
and gives them confidence and security that in case of stress they 
can be protected. 

We have had what are called “debtor States,” who claim that 
they have suffered at the hands of the ‘‘ creditor States.“ Now 
I believe that one thing which the “debtor States” want 
which would really be for the good of such States is to let the 
“creditor States,” as they call them, understand that in those 
debtor States” one creditor should stand on the same footing as 
every other creditor. What creditors fear, if they are at a dis- 
tance, is that perhaps local favoritism or friendliness or neighbor- 
hood feeling may operate to give them less than their fair share 
as com: with other creditors. A law of this kind o ting 
over the whole country will create among creditors a fee that 
they can in any event get their proportion in any distribution 
which may be made of a debtor’s estate, and will much improve 
the credit of the debtor States. 


ystem. 

pher, this might be true. It is ible that a country purely 
. le to su i 
wants and aspires to nothing more, may osperous 
andsecure. A return to theshepherd life of Arcadia might be the 
best for the happiness of the world, but we certainly are not sent 
Se ee O ADS oe ee We are sent here to pro- 
mote as as possible the great industrial life of the country, 
and as far as possible to make its results felt and enjoyed equally 
in every section of the country, and one great ee of accom- 
plishing that, and of giving to remote regions the advantages of 


the 1 centers, and in improving the mutual relations and com- 
mercial dealings of different sections is this bill, with the great 
str ening of the credit system which it will accomplish by 
assuring creditors fair and equal treatment. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TRACEY]. 

Phares biog eats Mr. Chairman, the question before deer 5 
is one of very grave importance, so grave, in fact, that I regret 
that more time not been allotted to its discussion. 

I am not opposed to all bankruptcy legislation, but I am o 
to the bill pending before the committee. I am opposed to it be- 
cause I do not believe that it isin the interest of the great majority 
of the people. If the argument of the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat is well founded, then assuredly gris eee 
direction can be regarded as necessary. If itors above all 
others will be slow to take advantage of a law of this character, 
then there is no occasion for . because nobody else is 
asking for it. 3 regret that I make this state - 
ment, because I would not willingly or lightly antagonize the rec- 
ommendation of a committee for whose chairman and mem i 
1 have so high a regard as I have for the chairman and member- 
bag the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e bill is said to be in the interest of debtors. That has always 
been the pretense upon which bankrupt laws were founded. [If it 
were true, if the experience of the past had demonstrated the truth 
of that pretense, then we might have as evidence of it at least one 
petition, or, if not a petition, a letter from some one debtor through- 
out the length and breadth of this t land of ours asking the 
enactment of a 8 law. But there is no such petition. 
There is no such letter. ere has never been ae such letter or 
petition sent to any legislative body on earth, and never will be, 
in my opinion. 

It may be that it is better for the business interests of the coun- 
try to occasionally take a sponge ee ee out exist- 
ing indebtedness. To that extent perhaps a ptey law vol- 
untary in its character is desirable. If an involuntary feature is 
added, it should in my opinion be confined to the commission of 
actual fraud by the debtor, the proving of which should be care- 
sally guatasd: Such a law, if not a good thing, might at least 
not be an unmixed evil. 

We have been cited to the fact that since the repeal of the last 
bankruptcy law enacted in this country, in 1867, the failures in 
business have amounted to more than 171,000. We have had our 
attention directed to the fact that the liabilities of those 171,000 
failures amounted to more than $2,600,000,000, and that therefore 
a law of this kind is a necessity. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it would be equally as fair and more logi- 
cal to say, in response to that statement, that inasmuch as the 
growth and progress of this country since the repeal of the bank- 
nations, 


rupt law of 1867 has been unexampled in the history of 
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therefore the absence of bankrupt laws from the statute books 


of the country has been among its greatest blessings. 

Why, sir, as an offset to the twenty-six hundred millions of lia- 
bilities involved in the failures in the United States since 1878, I 
call your attention to the fact that there has been a growth in 
men eg g the same period of twenty-seven thousand millions 
of do 

Now, it is estimated that no more than an average of 25 per cent 
of the liabilities of the failures in the country is ever paid, leaving 
75 per cent as a total loss. The statement of the proposition an- 
swers itself. The loss is very largely ap t, rather than real. 
If it is true that there had actually been a from the chan- 
nels of trade and commerce and from the industries of the coun- 
try, through its business failures of the past eighteen years, the 
enormous aggregate of more than eighteen hundred millions of 
dollars, the growth of the country and the expansion of its trade, 
about which there is no question, would have been impossible. 
But the people who are constantly extending credit in the manage- 
ment of their business have learned by experience the per cent of 
loss likely to occur, and that per cent is largely, if not wholly, dis- 
counted by adding it to the credit extended. 

To prove the soundness of these observations it needs only to be 
remembered that the withdrawal of twelve hundred millions from 
525 ston paid the wage earners in 1892 produced the terrible panic 
0 5- 

Now, upon the question as to whethera bankrupt law is a ne- 
cessity. I do not believe it is. The experience of the past eighteen 
years, and of nearly a century preceding that, seems to me to be con- 
clusive upon that point. Still, I would not oppose the enactment 
of a voluntary system of bankruptcy; on the con „I would 
support it, and would even go further than that, and include an 
involuntary provision confined to the commission of fraud on the 
part of the debtor. I would support that sort of a bill, but the 
pending bill, with nine specific acts of bankruptcy, five of which 
may be committed without any act of dishonesty or fraud, ought 
not in my opinion to be enacted into law. The object of the law 
ought not to be lost sight of and swallowed up in a mad scramble 
for the collection of debts. Debts ought to be paid, but manifestly 
they can not all be paid in a day or a month, and laws intended 
toaid their collection ought to consider the welfare of the debtor as 
well as the creditor. Both are entitled to and should receive fair 
treatment. 

The history of bankruptcy legislation is intensely interesting 
and deserves to be care 8 The administration of bank- 
rupt laws is an almost unbroken history of misfortune in which 
the unfortunate debtor has been compelled by the remorseless 
arm of the law to drink the bitterest dregs of the cup of sorrow 
due to business reverses. But it is not so much the history of past 
laws or of their execution that we have to do with in the present 
instance. It is the scope and purpose of the present bill, and the 
past is valuable only to the extent that it may enable us to reach 
& co conclusion. 

I want to remark in passing that all of the bankruptcy legisla- 
tion of the past, whether of our own or of other countries, was 
enacted for the purpose of aiding the creditor to collect his debts, 
and always under the pretense that it was meant to help the 
debtor by placing him in upon his feet. As a matter of fact, 
the debtor was not taken into account except as a source of supply. 

The time has been when going in debt was r ded by both the 
makers and the executors of the law as close to the commis- 
sion of crime, That feeling has not yet entirely disappeared from 
the earth, although it has been much modified by the wide dis- 
semination of sound principles of both morals and business. 
Bankrupt laws had their origin in the sentiment that the man 
who owed and could not pay when the debt was due was of neces- 
sity a scoundrel and should be treated as such. In the estima- 
tion of the wise and virtuous founders of bankrupt courts an 
honest debtor was an absurd and incomprehensible being, to be 
found possibly in the pages of fiction, but never to be met with 
in practical life. That the most recent legislation upon that sub- 
ject was the outgrowth of a sentiment somewhat modified from 
the original by the injection into it of the more humane teach- 
ings of the modern school may be conceded. The extraordinary 
diffusion of intelligence among the people in recent years has 
enabled man to know more of himself and, as a result, to be more 
lenient toward his fellows, There has, in consequence, been a 
general lifting up of humanity to a broader and better plane. 

pt laws have been, in the main, if not wholly, extraor- 
aey enactments for the collection of debts. They have been not 
inaptly termed thumbscrews, placed in the hands of the creditor 
to enable him to torture the unfortunate debtor into making his 
tale of bricks whether he had any straw or not. That the present 


bill is better than its predecessors is due to the influences I have | f 


mentioned and to the spirit of Christian kindness that pervades 


the excellent gentlemen who constitute the Judiciary Committee. 
But it is not yet in accord with the prevailing sentiment of the 
age, nor is there, so far as I know, any widespread demand among 


the people for the enactment of a law of this kind; and in its 
present shape I sincerely hope it will be defeated. I have not re- 
oars a single pua from i 8518 1 Bava the honor to repre- 
sent urging me to support this bill or any bill proposing to b 
back again the paraphernalia and theoppression of 8 t courts, 
And yet there are in that district a number of towns and cities of 
5,000 to 30,000 poopie, and in no other districtin the United States 
is there a higher grade of commercial intelligence or a more 
thorough knowledge of the wants of the business world. In the 
absence of any such request, I have a right to assume that there is 
not a burning desire existing there for the enactment of this bill, 
or, for that matter, of any bill upon this subject. 

The people of Missouri are the equal in patriotism, integrity, 
and honor of any people on the earth, and it may be that they have 
an abiding faith in their ability to the matter of making 
and collecting debtsin the State without the aid of any laws other 
than those provided by their own legislature. I am of opinion, 
however, that they would approve a law enacted by Congress 
under the authority granted in the Constitution, which was equally 
fair to the debtor as to the creditor, and under the operation of 
which an honest man could not be forced into bankruptcy for the 
commission of a legitimate and honest act. A law of that sort 
would afford all the relief that ought to flow from a bankruptcy 
law without permitting the acts of oppression which SORIA be 
easily ible under the drastic provisions of the bill under con- 
sideration. 

I have heard it said here that the reason the bankruptcy law of 


1800 was repealed within less than four years after its ge and 
that of 1841 within less than two Toer was chiefly the undevel- 
oped condition of the country and the consequent great incon- 
venience to which debtors were put on account of the long dis- 


tances they were compelled to travel to the Federal courts and the 
ie Carats and imperfect means of rtation. 

t may have been the reason on the surface, but beneath the 
surface there was another reason of more potency. 

The cause for the enactment of 1800 was in the fact that the 
war of the Revolution had left the ooume impoverished and 
almost everybody eat in debt. Owing to the undeveloped con- 
dition of the country the process of recuperation was very slow 
and taxed the patience of creditors to the pointof breaking. The 
law was enacted to meet the demand of creditors, and the debtors 
were lulled to sleep by the promise that the law would prove a 
blessing to them by lifting the burden of debt from their shoulders 


and placing them again upon their feet. It took less than four 
years of its practical working to dispel the illusions that had been 
woven around it, and it was re ed in obedience to the ahnost 


univeral demand of the people. -It neither collected debts nor 
restored debtors. What it did do was to fasten the opprobrious 
name of bankrupt to anumber of the patriot fathers, who through 
no fault of their own had been unable to keep out of the machin 
of the penser. court. The practical working of the law produ 
a storm of indignation among the people, and it was repealed to 
allay the storm. 
t was true of the law of 1800 was also true of the law of 
1841, which was enacted while the country was yet struggling 
with the terrible effects of the panic of 1837. It was repealed in 
less than two years for reasons similar to those which secured the 
re of the law of 1800. 
he law of 1867 was enacted to meet conditions then new to the 
business world of the United States, and which conditions were 
either produced by or were the source of an almost universal 
mania oer pecu anon. Money, always conservative, feltits safety 
endangered amid the rapid changes wo place in business cir- 
cles. And these changes were not confined to speculators. Mer- 
chants and bankers who had established reputations for cool, cal- 
culating, and conservative judgment had grown wild under the 
operation of the influences at war with successful business. Far- 
seeing and ious men doubtless saw the culmination of the 
mad scramble for fortunes born on the cast of a card, and ho; 
to stem the evil tide by the bankrupt enactment of 1867. It is im- 
sess: to say what the result would have been had the law fol- 
owed the panic of 1873 instead of preceding it, but my opinion is 
that if it had been enacted in 1877 instead of 1867 it would not 
have remained a law any longer than did the enactment of 1841. 
The panic of 1873 diverted the attention of the people from the 
bankrupt law and the bankrupt courts, and undoubtedly added a 
number of years to its life. 

Certainly the country was not in an embryotic or undeveloped 
condition in 1878, which has been alleged as a reason for the repeal 
of the law which had then been in operation eleven years. It is 
true that there are a greater number of Federal courts now than 
then, and they are nearer to the people and the people are more 

amiliar with them. But it will not becontended that that fact of 
itself furnishes a sufficient reason for repealing the law. Some 
additional reason must be found, and I do not think it is difficult 
to find. My recollection of the experience I had as a practicing 
lawyer while that law was in force, part of the time as a register 
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in bankruptcy, and the experience of the people among whom I 
lived warrant me in saying thatas the wounds made by the panic 
popen to heal and business began to resume its accustomed chan- 
nels there remained little or nothing to divert the attention of 
the people from the iniquitous operations of the bankrupt law, 
and they began to clamor for its repeal. The more they learned 
of its operations the more indignant they became, until the de- 
mand for its repeal was almost universal. I believe the only 
exceptions to that demand were the court officers and such prac- 
ticing attorneys as had a large share of the business growing out 
of the operations of the law. 

It became ap nt that it was but a collecting machine and 
was extremely imperfect and defective in that respect. While it 
was used without remorse by creditors to compel debtors to find 
and pay over money whether they had it or not, the expenses of 
administration of such estates as were found consumed so large a 
per cent of the assets that even the creditors finally joined the 
* ranks of the enemies of the law and became as earnest as the rest 
of mankind in their demand forits repeal. During the eleven 
years of its existence Con had in it a number of very able 
men, and effort after effort was made to amend it so that its 
operation might at least seem to be consistent with the theory of 
its construction. I have aright to assume that these efforts to 
amend were earnest and made with a sincere desire to find a com- 
mon ground in the law upon which debtor and creditor could 
meet as friends; a point where thé rights of the debtor to his busi- 
ness and his property ceased and the rights of the creditor 
asa matter of moral as well as legal right, and that this point 
could be arrived at in the law without injury to the debtor or to 
his business, and with full consideration for the rights of the 
creditor. The effort was in vain; it could not be done. At least 
it was notdone. On the Sonaty: positive injury was inflicted 
upon both creditor and debtor by the dissipation of estates through 
the absorbing power of cost. tates that I believe could have 
been made to pay from 40 to 75 per cent on their liabilities under 
the assignment laws of Missouri were absorbed by the fee-bill 
sponge until they did not pay 10 per cent of the liabilities of the 
bankrupt. = 

Many ea honest man went down beneath the heavy hand of the 
law of 1867 to rise, if at all, only after the best years of his life 
had been wasted in fruitless effort. With rare exceptions, to rise 
in business again the bankrupt was compelled to seek a new field 
and a new mee pee where the taint of the bankrupt court was 
not upon his trail and where the brand was not visible to the peo- 

le with whom he associated. Struggle against it as you may, 
PEATS against it as unworthy of the age if you will, the fact re- 
mains that the term La le not a title of respect, and it is not 
at all likely that it ever will be. The argument in favor of a bank- 
rupt law, therefore, which attempts to‘ strengthen itself by the 
promise of restoring the discharged bankrupt to the commercial 
and business circles of the country must first invent a means by 
which the sting of the opprobrious epithet may be at least soft- 
ened, if not eliminated. 

If the law of 1867 had any good points or produced any good 
fruits they were never placed on exhibition. hether p ly 
or aoh ae were concealed, while the evil results were visible on 
eve: nd. 

A large number, perhaps a majority, of the business men of to- 
day have a personal recollection of theo tion of the bankruptlaw 
of 1867. Perhaps their memory supplies them with as complete a 
knowledge as they care to have of the baukraptoy legislation of the 
past, and that instead of history they would like to haye as much 
information as possible of the bill under consideration, what it 
proposes to do and how it proposes to do it, so far as that may be 
2 determined in advance of the practical administration 
of the law. 

The professed 2 of every bankrupt law ever enacted was 
to benefit the debtor. Now, while I have the highest respect and 
esteem for the wisdom and the sincerity of my friends who are 
pe ran Ser bill, I may be allowed to say that, in my humble 
opinion, all the benefits that will ever come to the debtor under 
the practical workings of a law with the provisions of this bill 
could be stuck in the corner of his eye without extending it or in 
“y way interfering with his vision. 

ut I said a moment ago that the country was no longer in an 
undeveloped condition in 1878, and that such condition, therefore, 
can not fairly be offered as a reason for the repeal of the law, 
since it did not exist. At that time the nation had a population 
of nearly 50,000,000 people and about forty-three thousand mil- 
lions of wealth. There were over 8,000,000 dwellings; 4,000,000 
farms, with 284,000,000 acres improved; with farm values amount- 
ing to more than eleven thousand millions, and farm products 
equal in value to twenty-two hundred millions; with twa thou- 
sand seven hundred millions invested in manufactures, employing 
2,700,000 operatives and turning out over five thousand millions’ 
worth of products in a year. ith these elements of growth and 
progress, of industrial and commercial activity, the occasion for 


the repeal of the law of 1867 must be sought for in some other 
direction. Whenever the cause is sought with an earnest desire 
to find it, I do not doubt that it will be found in the maledictions 
of the people and their imperious demand for its removal. 
There was a time in the history of the world when the debtor 
who failed to pay his obligation hong te when due was re; ed 
y to 


as a sort of moral monster, fit o caught by the machinery 
of phe oy eng ground = ponde: For se 2 of we 3 
enhance its progress an up its people, t peri 

away forever, and the debtor of today, „if there is no other charge 
against him, can hold up his head and stand side by side with his 
creditor, demanding and receiving equal consideration and respect. 
This change of sentiment is of modern growth, and under its 
operation trade and commerce have expanded and grown to a 
magnitude undreamed of while the illiberal and cruel laws and 


policies of thé past prevailed. 
The world has broadened in its views in proportion as it has ac- 
quired information. Curiously enough when the poor debtor was 


on the rack, men were burned at the stake and otherwise tortured 
for opinion’s sake. It was a crime in those days to believe that 
the earth revolved on its axis, and it is to be regretted that an 
occasional remnant of the old philosophy yet exists. Truth is 
mighty and will prevail, but it takes time. Its forces are often 
deficient in discipline and difficult to manage, while the cohorts 
of falsehood are always in martial array and ready to be hurled 
= a poe notice in any direction and against any invading 
th. 

As the years have marched along in stately procession it has 
been discovered that the progress of the world, whether in com- 
merce, in the mechanic acts, or in the industries, was very largel 
due to the world’s debtors. This mighty truth was not discove: 
in a day, but it was so forcibly presented year after year in the 
world’s transactions that recognition of it could not be avoided. 
Every movement the result of which has been to give the world 
an impetus forward had behind it an army of aspiring and ambi- 
tious young men, who were not satisfied with things as they found 
them, whose intellectual energies gr: a scheme or schemes of 
improvement, whose nerve backed up their judgment as to results, 
and who to obtain results boldly enlisted in the army of debtors and 
gave to their country and to the world the imperishable benefits 
which all enjoy, and which ought to consign their names to a halo 
of glory instead of the pillory of a bankrupt court. 

lustrations of this truth are so numerous and striking that it 
would be an idle waste of time to stop and cite them. No man 
can draw a truthful picture of the world’s pro; and leave out 
of it the great toiling army of the world’s debtors. Capital is a 
useful implement, absolutely essential in every field of human ef- 
fort, but, as a rule, in the hands of those who own it it “toils not, 
neither does it spin.” To be of value to the world it needs trans- 
planting; but, like many another thing of value, in order to gain 
in possibilities it must take on an element to which in the old field 
it was a stranger—the element of hazard. In the old field, while 
accomplishing nothing, it was secure. In the new field, where 
the ibilities of achievement are immeasurable, it is constant] 
liable to assault, very often from forces agmo whose approac 
no care can guard and in the breath of w presence fortunes 
take instant wing. Yet without this element of hazard, as the 
world is constituted, progress would be impossible. Bankrupt 
laws are enacted to reduce the degree of loss, and therefore the 
risk, not to the men who incur the liability and who have staked 
their all, but to the men who furnish the money and who seldom 
if ever stake all in a single enterprise. 

But having said this much on the subject generally, I desire now 
to address myself to the pending bill, which I am assured by its 
friends is in the interest of the debtor—provided he is honest— 
but in the interest of the creditor if he is dishonest. 

In section 2 of the proposed law there are eight specific acts 
of 5 one having been struck out by the committee. In 
most of them insolvency is a condition ent, apparently 
without d to whether the condition does or does not exist. 
It is contended that the debtor is protected against an improper or 
false charge of insolvency by the definition of the term in the 
first section. Let us see: A owes B; the debt is not paid when 
due. B waits what he regards as a reasonable time and files a 
petition alleging the second specific act of bankruptcy, to com- 
mit which the debtor must be insolvent. Sup it is discoy- 
ered upon a trial of the issue that, notwithstanding his failure to 
secure the release of pro levied upon, his assets exceed his 
liabilities and that he is therefore solvent. Your law has in the 
meantime dragged him into court, perhaps at a distance from his 
place of business, has compelled him to be at considerable ex- 
pense, and has injured his C cter and standing and partially 
or wholly prostrated his business. 

The question of insolvency becomes a case in court and carries 
with it the features of litigation usual in all cases and which are 
seldom pleasant to suitors or jurors, and, in addition, it would 
ha ve inquisitorial features of the most virulent character. For the 
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purpose of determining the matter of insolvency every act of the 
unfortunate debtor, real or imaginary, would become the subject 
of inquiry and subsequent criticism. Whether relating to the 
matter in hand or not, it would be tortured into a bearing upon 
it, and acts concerning the rapt pina ge or disposal of property, 


entirely innocent of any tain frand, would be made to do serv- 
ice in some way, to the serious injury of the debtor. After all 
this, after his private affairs have been made public, after he has 
passed through days of torture, after his character has been black- 
ened by innuendo, after his business has been impaired, the evi- 
dence is found to be insufficient to establish insolvency, and he is 
discharged and permitted to gather up the débris of the wreck 
that has been strewf about the court and return to his home, from 
which he would never have been taken but for a law like this. 
And this, we are assured, is for the benefit of the debtor. 


The inventor of the 
was for the good society, but poor devil whose neck was 
bared to its descending knife was allowed the very poor consola- 
tion of differing, in the peace and quiet of the grave, with the 
inion of the inventor. Possibly the 


opin debtor, after he has 
paid the penalty of exciting the wrath of some merciless creditor, 
may be permitted to con te in a respectful sort of way the 
beauties of the of which he is the much-vaunted beneficiary. 


This spirit of kindness toward the debtor runs through the bill. 
Another strong evidence of it is in the provision which makes the 
transfer of property by a debtor while he is insolvent an act of 
bankruptcy. He may at the time, in his opinion, have property 
enough to pay all of his indebtedness, but, in the tenderness of 
this bill for his welfare, that would count for nothing. One cred- 
itor out of ten makes up his mind that he knows what the debtor’s 
liabilities are and what his assets are worth, and that the value of 
the latter is not equal to the amount of the former; and knowing 
of the sale and ee by = of a Tonn = piled Ba a bog, or 
a sheep, or some piece of property, files his petition, alleging 
the ro ler a and of course the condition aba er insolvency, 
which makes it an act of bankruptcy. The trial might disclose 
that at the time of the transfer a fair valuation of the debtor's 

rty would establish his solvency, but the provisions of this 
bin are so kind to the debtor that four months are allowed to the 
creditor within which to file his petition alleging the transfer, and 
the proof must relate to the date of filing the petition. Some mis- 
fortune might have swept away a pag 2 portion of the debtor's 
between the time of appe e transfer and the date of 
Eling e petition, which would e the transfer—an entirely 
legitimate and innocent transaction at the time it was made—an 
act of bankruptcy at the date of filing the petition. But it is al- 
leged that the transfer must be made for the purpose of giving a 
preference. If the man to whom the transfer was BO wipe a 
creditor at the time, although the indebtedness was but the bal- 
ance due on an open account, it would be practically impossible 
for the debtor to rebut the presumption that he intended to give 
a preference. 
us take an actual case for the of ill ing this 
int. A man is engaged in the business. the 
Tet day of May he owes 85,000 and has assets worth $6,000. He is 
then solvent within the meaning of the bill. A of his indebt- 
edness is due to farmers and gardeners, with whom he keeps an 
open account, selling them goods and buyi ace from them, 
ing whenever it suits the convenience o and his cus- 
tomers. On the ist day of May he sells one of his farmer cred- 
itors, to whom he owes $100 for uce, $50 worth of goods. 
Three months and a half afterwards a wholesale grocer to whom 
he owes 8500 learns of the sale to the farmer and immediately 
files his petition alleging insolvency, and that the sale was made 
for the purpose of giving a preference. The debtor might, be- 
tween the date of making the transfer and the date of filmg the 
petition, have met with losses that impaired his solvency, or his 
poeg might be unfairly soprat, In either case he would 
orced into bankruptcy, not use he had violated any law, 
either of God or man, but because he had been making an honest 
effort to do a legitimate and successful business. 

Under the second subdivision of section 2 an attachment is 
levied upon a debtor’s property: If itis not released within thirty 
days it becomes malignant and grows into an act of bankruptcy. 
To avoid the perdition of a bankrupt court he transfers to the at- 
taching creditorto pay the debtand release the writ, ortosome other 

to whom he is indebted, but who has faith en in his 
ntegrity to let him have the money, a piece of The 
writ is released, but under the operation of the machinery of this 


bill the poor dupe of a debtor would but have pulled himself off 
of one horn of the dilemma to be impaled upon another. He 
would have escaped from the second subdivision to be caught in 
the meshes of the fifth. He would have torn himself away from 
Scylla to be dashed to pieces against Charybdis. 

But the teeth of this bill have not yet all been exposed. A 
debtor is sued. He has no defense against the note or account 
and suffers a ju ent to be entered against him becanse he can 
not prevent it. ving allowed the judgment tobe entered against 
him, he learns that he has committed an act of bankruptcy. He 
casts about him for the means of satisfaction. He has p: 
that he could dispose of without oe his solvency, but the 
same law that injected the poison of fraud into an innocent act 
probis him from satisfying the judgment by a sale of any of 

is property or from the proceeds of such sale. The intent to 
defeat his cređitors,” intended as a ion to the debtor as 
against unjust and utterly unfounded petitions, would be found of | 
little practical value. It will be noticed that insolvency is not an 
essential element in an assignment in bankruptcy under the sixth 
subdivision of the section. A debtor might have worth 
three or four times the amount of his liabilities without having 
the money to ent a suit and the recovery and entry of a judg: 
pen Se alleged, that ie nase Phy. eee 
y to thes or the purpose eating 
er ee VV = to a 
malignancy of a full- act of bankruptcy’ e might 
3 . JSC 
pensated for the actual losses sustained? The language of the 
subdivision referred to is as follows: 


..... fr" poor yt pica lgrhnpincati, emg pec wi 
intent to defeat his creditors, and suffered same to a unu a 
sag meet pe „„ of the debtor's propert 
or the of auch a gale, chal not be deamed & payment po) 
judgment under the provisions of section. 

The of the speaks for itself, and is fairl 
descriptive of an ancient engine of torture, in the toils of 3 


every movement of the victim served but to increase his pain. 

But there is yet another subdivision to which I desire to call 
the attention of the committee. The eighth subdivision of the 
section under consideration reads: 

(8) a while a an execution for — 1 8 of 
executions Su amount, against himse 
erty found, unless = the amount shown to be due by such execution shall bo 
paid before a petition is filed. 

In construin «Beart nie paragraph of section 2 the second 
graph must be kept in mind, which permits the creditor to file his 
petition any of the acts of specified so far as 
they relate to the transfer of proporty or its seizure upon | 
process, or the rendition of ju i 
time within four months after the commission of the act all 
or after having suffered it to be done. It should be remembered 


also that insolvency is always a condition to be to the sat- 
isfaction of a jury, and necessarily involves time, trouble, and 
to say nothi 8 ess standing and charac- 


expense, to D 

ter, for which there is no compensation. The pasar h, there- 
fore, should read: “If while suspected of insolvency the debtor 
suffers an execution against himself for $500 or over to be returned 
found he shall be deemed to have committed an act 

„unless the execution shall be paid before the peti- 
” The paragraph should read that way, for the rea- 
son that the condition of moen is, as has been stated, always 
a question to be inquired imto and determined after the petition 
is filed. Now, an execution may be issued against a solvent as 
well as an insolvent debtor. It has been 3 many 
times under State laws and would, I think, be possible under a 
national law, the difference being that under State laws the con- 
sequences would be a great deal less serions. Besides, a perfectly 
solvent debtor may have less than $500 worth of onal property. 
He may have a large amount of real estate, and it Seat x neces- 
sary to return the execution no property found in order to reach 
the real estate. Under the provision I am considering it would 
be equally an act of bankruptcy. Supposeit issuggested that the 
debtor might himself dispose of a portion of his real estate and 

y off the execution, and thus relieve himself of the danger of 

forced into 9 It is only necessary to call attention 
to the fifth subdivision of section to show that while avoiding 
one he would be but ing another. 

I do not believe that this collection machine was cunningly de- 
vised so that the would fit into each other in this cold-blooded 
way. I can not believe that. It is impossible that men endowed 
with humane hearts and inspired with the sentiments of the good 
Samaritan—as I know them to be—rather than with the sentiments 
of the mercenary e who looked at the prostrate and bleedin, 
form of the ellow who fell among thieves and then aud 
by on the other side, could deliberately plan a collection machine, 
however desirable such a machine may be, that would compel a 
large majority of the business men of the country to pass through 
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a bankrupt court whether they wanted to or not; that would trans- 
form legitimate and honest acts, done in the line of business, into 
knocks on the door of bankruptcy and invitations to be shoved in. 
The bill has many.good features, if 8 of involuntary bank- 
ruptey can be re; ed as having g features, and the bad fea- 
tures to which I have called attention are no doubt the result of a 
constant and too close watchfulness to prevent a debtor who has 
started downhill from checking his speed and getting a breath- 
ing spell and possibly starting back toward the top of the hill 
again by using some of hisown property for that purpose. It was 
argued doubtless that if judgment was entered against a debtor 
and he was permitted e it off that in that way he might suc- 
ceed in giving some itor a preference. The ghost of prefer- 
ence must have been a constant attendant at the table of the com- 
mittee, and will have to bear the responsibility for the harsh and 
cruel features of section 2 and for some other portions of the bill 
which had to be written in harmony. 

It is believed, in the matter of expenses connected with the ad- 
ministration of bankrupt estates, that the bill under consideration 
is an improvement upon the law of 1867, and yet a careful exami- 
nation of its provisions reveals possibilities in that direction which, 
become a law, might in a short time rob it of much 


should the 
of its sup virtue in that 8 
It should be noted, Mr. Chairman, that the liabilities of the fail - 


ures of 1895 are but little in excess of 1894 and less than half those 
of 1893. It must be a t, therefore, that the country has 
started in the right direction without the aid of a bankrupt law, 
and out of sheer inability with its vital forces to remain at the 
bottom. It should be noted also that in a number of the States 
the liabilities of the failures of 1879, the year following the repeal 
of the last bankrupt law, amounted to a larger sum isn did the 
liabilities of the same States for the year 1895. In quitea number 
of other States the amount of the liabilities for 1895 is about the 
i ter than in 1879 as the volume of business is 


t 1879 was not benefited in its business channels by the bank- 
rupt law which had just been repealed, and that 1895 was not in- 
jured by the absence for eighteen years of any such law, A 

A great deal of eloquence has been given to the consideration 
of this theme during the progress and growth of the Republic. 
Much stress has been laid upon the responsibility and duty of 
sag ng growing out of the constitutional provision, in spite of 
the fact that the provision may easily be accounted for without re- 
ptg it as an effort to give vitality to the t Declaration of 

dependence touching the inalienability of life, liberty. and the 
pursuitof happiness. the beatitudes of a bankrupt law will open 
up such a vista of happiness to the otherwise bedeviled debtor as 
it is pretended they will, why is he so utterly blind to the fact? 
If he is “ stri of all motives to human exertion, with the in- 
cubus of an immovable mass of debt upon him, surrounded by a 
family sharing, without being able to alleviate, his sorrows and 
sufferings,” and if an involuntary bankrupt law can lift that im- 
movable mass of debt” that is crushing him, why in the name of all 
those eloquent gentlemen does he not get up and say so? Why 
does he remain as dumb as an oyster in the presence of proffered 
blessings of such rare excellence and great magnitude? Is he 
wedded to his 8 or is he incapable of perceiving the happi- 
ness offered him which he has only to reach out his band to 
take? May it not be possible that he is wiser than are his eloquent 
5 5 : -coated as the „ be, he teaa 
nat and justi e repugnance to p i an 
business under the constant surveillance of a law that allows an 
honest business transaction to be transformed into an act of bank- 


ru 7 
tr the object and purpose of the law is to benefit the debtor, and 
through his restoration to a condition of financial soundness ben- 
efit the country, a voluntary bankruptcy law would accomplish 
the desired result. If, however, it is 8 to enact an extraor- 
dinary remedy for the collection of debts, in the o tion of 
which the unfortunate debtor is to be assigned the rôle of help- 
less victim, it should be frankly so stated. The objections ur, 
against a voluntary bankrup law can not be well founded, 
for they assume that the shrewdness of a scoundrel would enable 
him to use its provisions to obtain credit and then to escape from 
the liability; in other words, to play a succession of successful 
bunco games upon the innocent and unsuspecting creditor. 
That class of creditors disappeared from the earth some years 
O, and if the meshes of the law can not be so arran; that they 
hold a debtor who voluntarily puts himself within them until 
his exact status can be determined, until it is known whether he 
is entitled to a certificate as an honest man or a ticket of leave as 
a rogue, it is a confession of weakness that is well calculated to 
place the entire scheme under the ban of suspicion. 
Take the pending bill and strike out its involuntary features 
and then set it in motion. The instant a debtor begins practicing 
and fraud he renders the law powerless to aid him. 


Should he prepare for 8 as it is alleged he would do, he 


could not avoid making an index that would lead to his detection 
and prevent his discharge. If this reasoning is not sound the bill 
in its entirety would prove a failure, for the reason that the same 
scoundrel could, with the same ease and the same success, prepare 
for and file his petition to be adjudged a volun bankrupt, and 
secure his discharge with equal facility under the provisions of 
this bill whether section 2 is left or struck ont. A system of vol- 
untary bankruptcy will have all the benefits and all the evils of 
such system, whether operated alone or in conjunction with invol- 
untary bankruptcy, as in the pending bill. the object and pur- 
pose of the proposed legislation is to lift from commerce and the 
industries a burden of indebtedness that has become too heavy to 
carry; if its purpose is to restore confidence through a restoration 
of credit, and in that way rebuild the foundation upon which alone 
prosperity can be secured and retained, it would seem that the 
welfare of debtors should receive the first consideration. 

But is the time opportune for the enactment of any of 
bankruptcy, and more especially for the enactment of an involun- 
tary system? Under the provisions of this bill it is the duty of 
the trustees to Lear the assets rer the 8 to money as 
speedily as possible. At present there is no sort of property that 
will sell at a forced sale except at a ruinous 3 Assets 
fairly worth enough to pay 100 cents on the dollar of the liabil- 
ities would be contracted by the forced methods of reduction 
until they would not pay 50 cents on the dollar, 1 
mate business would be seriously retarded and crippled by loadi 
the market with immense quantities of goods at a price im - 
ble to compete with. In the sale of goods a merchant has never 
been able to compete with the , the sheriff, or the con- 
stable, The business of the former will not thrive unless the goods 
are sold at a profit, while the business of the latter thrives most 
ven the loss is 8 2 me yee 4 the return of 

usiness prosperi ncompatible with a desire for the passage 
of the pending bill When men want water to flow, they do not 
build a dam across its pathway. Forced sales of pr are 
always inopportune when money is scarce, and a law which would 
promote them, instead of aiding the 5 toward a return of 
Prosperity, would but plunge it into deeper depths of commercial 
and industrial disaster. 

It is but natural to conclude, as we look out upon the people 
struggling under a load of indebtedness they are unable to pay, 
that the load ought to be lifted and the people relieved. Phat 
conclusion is irresistible and nearly unanimous. The differences 
arise when an effort is made to provide methods and measures of 
relief. No one would deliberately add to the distress, and yet it 
is impossible to see how that result could be avoided under the 
operation of an involuntary bankrupt law enacted and set in 
motion under monetary conditions such as 5 to-day. It is 
not unreasonable to say that one of the chief virtues of the com- 


mittee's bill—the diminution of expenses would be ily 
transformed into a grievous fault. e officers having no her 
use for an estate when once safely landed in court, their several 


fees having already been determined, would at once co a looking 
around for other victims, their income depending solely upon the 
number of estates. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I stand here to appeal for 
the people. It is a mistake to suppose that prosperity can be re- 
stored by firing the debtors of the country from the catapult of a 
bankrupt court. Individual indebtedness is less in amount now 
than it was two years ago or one year ago. Confidence is return- 
ing gradually. e croakers are retiring into the shadow as the 
dawn of a better day, already gilding the hill , descends into 
the valleys as the sun of prosperity rises toward the zenith. Do 
not impede the coming of the day by filling the land with bank- 
cara bankrupt courts, bankrupt sales, and bankrupts. 

. DANIELS. . Chairman, from the discussion that has 


already taken place concerning the provisions of the pending bill 
it is et clear that the gentlemen who have a the 
House are all in favor of the voluntary feature of it. It is not, 


therefore, vtec ds to enter into any considerable examination of 
these features, which are provided for the purpose of enabling 
the debtor who is loaded with debts to apply to the courts for 
relief upon his own motion. So far the bill seems to be free from 
any substantial exception. It is only concerning the involuntary 
system that the objections have been brought to the consideration 
of the House. 

Now, let us see how the debtor stands who may be liable to be 
proceeded against under the bill, if it shall become a law, in view 
of the . of the State laws authorizing creditors to take 
roceedings for the collection of their debts. henever he fails 

meet his obligations he may be sued by his creditor; and if one 
of his creditors sues him, the others are sure to follow as rapidly 
as they may be able to serve the processes; and in this manner, if 
the individual is insolvent, he is not only liable but sure to be 
broken up in his business, and sooner than by any possibility he 
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could be under the provisions of the enforcement of such an act 
as this. But we may go further. Suppose he is attempting to 
assign his property or place it beyond the reach of his creditors 
when they recover a judgment or judgments against him and 
the executions are returned unsatisfied, the process they then can 
pursue is a creditor's bill, or a proceeding supplementary to their 
executions, upon which search is made for the property of the 
debtor; and this, when found, is brought before the courts for 
distribution, and the proceeds divided among the creditors. 

When this is all done, and all the property is in this manner 
found that may be capable of being found belonging to the debtor, 
the balance of his debts still remain against him, to be held over 
him for all time, if such is the disposition of the creditor. He is 
placed in a position, therefore, where he can not engage in business 
pursuits or substantially help himself by any exertions for the 
pu of securing relief. Now, suppose the debtor is guilty, or 
is 1 with one or more of the acts of ptey that are 
mentioned in this bill. Then what is the course that the creditor 
is entitled to take against him under the State laws in these cir- 
cumstances? It is not on pk to bring a suit against him for the 
purpose of recovering a judgment before he can seize his property 
upon execution, but to issue an attachment, because the laws of 
nearly if not all the States of this Union provide for attachments 
under those circumstances, and when the creditor makes his aff- 
davit maintaining one or more of these grounds and files his bond 
as the law requires, he may obtain an attachment without the 
knowledge of the debtor and seize every item of property not ex- 
empt from execution that is within the reach of this process in 
the hands of the sheriff. 

The proceedings which are provided for by these statutes are 
substantially based on the acts contained in this bill relating to 
the disposition of his property, or to the absence of the debtor for 
the purpose of avoiding the service of process upon him, or the con- 
cealment of his property, or the confession or allowance of the 
recovery of judgment against him collusively, for the purpose of 
. disposing of his property to a friendly purchaser. The 

w 


State allows all that to one by proceedings harshly taken 
against him under the provisions of the State laws, and he has no 
remedy whatever. 


But eyen under these circumstances, where his property is seized 
and sold owing to the fact that he has rendered himself obnoxious 
to attachment proceedings, his debts are not satisfied unless the 
proceeds of his property are sufficient to satisfy them, but the bal- 
ance will still remain against him and hang over him through his 
life unless it be liquidated in some other manner or compromised 
through the voluntary action or generosity of his creditors. 

This is the position in which a man stands who is a debtor un- 
der the laws of the different States, and in the State of Massachu- 
setts the creditor may go still further without assigning any one 
of these causes; but upon the mere circumstance that a man is in 
debt and has failed to pay his indebtedness an attachment may 
issue in the first instance and his property be seized. Now, how 
does he stand in the bill as it is now before the House? 

It is objected to this bill, or to the involuntary part of the bill, 
that it is cruelly harsh so far as the debtor is concerned. But if 
you will look at the provisions of the bill you will see that there is 
no harshness that is in comparison in any degree or in its conse- 

uences with the pees that may be taken against the 
a 


ebtor under the attachment laws of the different States. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
me to ask him a question? 


Mr. DANIELS. Les, if you will be brief. My time is short. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Is the failure to pay a promissory note for 
thirty days a ground for attachment under the laws of these 
States. 


Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is one of the grounds for involuntary 


bankruptcy. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But there must be the element of insoly- 
ency also. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thatis one of the questions to be adjudi- 
cated. 

Mr. DANIELS. Under the laws of the State of Massachusetts 
it would be a sufficient ground; but suppose it is not. You may 
sue a man under such circumstances, and recover a judgment 

inst him, and levy an execution and take every cent’s worth 
of property not exempt from execution that he has, and where 
one creditor sues the others are sure to follow, and the man is no 
better off in the end; certainly not as well off as he would be 
der the involuntary proceedings of this bill. 
ow, let us see what this bill has provided, because I must pro- 
ceed rapidly in the consideration of these proceedings. It does 
not provide for seizing the property of the debtor, as it may be 
sei under the attac ook laws of the different States, or for 
the arrest of his person, because he may have disposed of his 
VVV designed to defraud his 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
but is it not a fact that in order to secure an attachment under 
the laws of a Statea creditor must give an adequate bond? 


Mr. DANIELS. I have already stated that. Now, if this bill 
is matured into law, let us see what the proceeding then will be 
which can be taken against the insolvent debtor. It is not, as I 
said before, a harsh or cruel proceeding by any means. A petition 
is presented to the court or to the referee, if the court refers it to 
a referee, or the clerk, in the absence of the judge, does so. The 
debtor then has ten days, under the provisions of this bill, in which 
to file an answer to that petition, and when he files that answer to 
the petition he may deny the existence of any or all of these facts 
or circumstances which are designated in the law as acts of bank- 
ruptcy. He can not do that when an attachment is proposed to 
be issued against him. He has no opportunity to appear in court 
and question the validity of the proceedings or the right of the 
creditor to this process; but if the creditor prima facie complies 
with the laws of the State, he has his writ of attachment as a 
matter of course, and the debtor’s property is seized. 

But when the petition is filed, under the provisions of this bill 
the debtor is in a position to dispute the commission of either 
or all of these acts of bankruptcy which may be alleged as the 

ound of proceeding under the petition. He has ten days, by the 
irect language of this law, to file his answer and deny the exist- 
ence of the cause or causes upon which it is claimed that invol- 
rey bankruptcy shall be instituted and maintained against 


So that here, instead of being proceeded against ex parte, with- 
out notice to him, and his property actually seized, nothing can 
be done, no step can be taken which may appear adverse to him 
in any t whatever without ample opportunity for resist- 
ance. This petition must beserved, and he after that ten da 
to answer whether there is any ground for the proceedings to 
taken against him to put him into involuntary bankruptcy. 

Now, if he is guilty of the act or acts charged, then, of course, he 
has no a of resistance to the proceeding. If he is guilty, if 
he has disposed of his property with intent to defraud his credit- 
ors; if he has concealed it; if he has absented himself to avoid 
service of civil process, or done either of these things, why. then, 
of course, he is obnoxious to the proceeding which the bill pro- 
vides may be taken against him. Butif he is not; if heis in a 
situation in which he can deny the charge made against him in 
the petition, and does deny it, then what is the consequence? 
Why, he not only arrests the proceedings there, but in addition 
to that he is entitled to a trial of the issue that is made in this 
manner with his creditors. You can not otherwise proceed. Is 
there anything like that in the proceedings of a State courtif a 
man is liable to arrest or his property to seizure under attach- 
men You will find it nowhere in any one of the statutes of the 

tates. 

Then you go further, and by section 19 of this bill he is not only 
entitled to a trial for the purpose of ascertaining whether he is 
liable to these proceedings or not, but he is at 3 to have a 
trial by jury; and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. STRODE] in 
addressing the House to-day stated that in case there was an op- 
portunity to try these matters before a jury that then, as I under- 
stood him, he saw no objection whatever to the enactment of this 
bill into law. 5 

The section is this: 

A person against wh ae = 
titled t to have a trial by jury, ee 7 „ 8 Ein 
such petition to have been committed, upon ga written application 
for before the expiration of the time in which an answer may be filed. 

So that he not only has by virtue of this bill, if it should be 
enacted, ten days to file an answer and to put the allegations of 
the petition in issue, but he may also file a written application to 
the court asking that the issue which is made up in this manner 
by the petition and answer shall be tried by a jury, and that is 
another advantage that is not secured to the debtor in attachment 
proceedings under any of the statutes in the different States of 
kin point of fact possibl ti to have be 

n point of fact, every © precaution seems ave been 
taken in the bill to prevent these proceedings from being main- 
tained wherever there is not a substantial ground for them. 
Wherever they may operate harshly upon the debtor he has ample 
means to go before the court and insist upon a trial, and there, if 
he chooses, have the matter investigated and determined by a jury. 

Now, is it to be supposed that when the man goes before a jury 
of his neighborhood or of the district that he will be less likely 
to be protected in his rights than in the State courts? Is that the 
oepa enta of the members of this House who are lawyers? Isit 
not true always that juries leniently regard, as far as they can, 
the rights of the debtor, and protect him against ess in 
legal proceedings where the evidence will permit that to be done? 
It is the experience of every man that has ever had experience in 
cases of this character that the debtor is not sacrificed, and will 
not be sacrificed, either by the court or the jury, unless a case is 
made out against him which authorizes such proceedings as this 
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bill has provided may be instituted and maintained where the 
debtor is proved to have been guilty of either one of these acts of 


bankruptcy. 
Mr. TERRY. Does the gentleman contend that under this bill 
et have the * of jury trial by their neighbors? 
5 sir ; 


. DANIELS es, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. It is a jury in the bankruptcy court. 

Mr. DANIELS. It is in his neighborhood, in his district. 

Mr. TERRY. That bankruptcy court may be 400 miles away 
from his home. hoes 

Mr. DANIELS. They are to have trial by jury in the district 
wherever the charge may be made, because in the United States 
courts the case must be tried in the district in which the cause of 
complaint arises; and where a jury is brought before a court, 
under circumstances of this character, for the p of trying 
such charges, we can see at once that the inclination, the gener- 
osity, of the jurors will be in favor of the debtor who is proceeded 

rather than in favor of the creditor. ; 

There is this distinction also: Sup the right to put the man 
into involuntar eee is established; then when his prop- 
erty is taken and distributed among his creditors, no matter What 
the percentage may be, whether it is large or small, he is dis- 
. from every debt that he owes, except those Which 
have contracted fraudulently or others of an extremely ex- 
ceptional character; while under the laws of the State, whenever 
the proceedings are taken and whenever they are consummated, 
if there is a balance left against him that his property does not 
pay, that balance must hang over the debtor from the time when 
the p i are ended until his life is ended, unless he finds 
some other means of 5 his creditors. These objections 
urged against this bill must therefore be seen to be wholly un- 
founded. The proceedings will be a source of relief and libera- 
tion to unfortunate men overtaken by financial disaster and ren- 
dered unable to pay their debts. > 

Mr. HEND. N. Mr. Chairman, this brings our side to 
within seven minutes of the time that has been used on the other 
side. I will ask the gentleman from Texas to occupy some of his 
time now, as we shall have but one more speech on this side. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. , I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. ` 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the United 
States authorizes Congress to enact a uniform law of bankruptcy, 
but when you come to the . matter of framing a law that 
will be uniform andequitable you encounter very grave obstacles, 
and it is very difficult indeed to enact a bankruptcy law that will 
not be used as an engine of oppression or as machinery whereby 
dishonest men may escape payment of their just debts. Such has 
been the experience of kab people of the United States in the past. 

In 1800 we enacted a pt law, but so unpopular did it be- 
come when its workings were understood that within three years 
after its enactment an overwhelming public opinion demanded its 
repeal. After that we had no bankrupt laws for nearly half 
a cen’ The people of the United States had had enough of 
them. 1841 we again essayed the experiment of the enactment 
of a bankrupt law. That was at a time when there had been 
great distress throughout the land, and it was thonght that such 
a law might be acceptable and useful, but as soon as it was put 
to werk so were its inequalities, so t were the frauds and 
the oppressions practiced under it, that in less than two years it 
was hastily repealed under the same Administration under which 
it had been enacted. Then we rested for more than a quarter of 


would be git oar to the people of the 


we such a law; but so great were the oppressions and the 
ips that resulted from its operation that * year 
there came up from all over this broad land a or from the 


8 
— — t pns B 3 pap to 5 flying kites when there is 
ightning in the air. is no time for ing measures to put 
ds of receivers. This bill, 
at what there is back of it, is but 
another evidence of the gr: greed of the creditor classes of 
the North and the East, reaching ont to gather in and devour the 
substance of the debtors of the West and the South. For nearly 
fifteen years, sir, the wholesale dealers in the great centers of 
trade have been pushing for a measure of this kind, and every 
session of Congress we behold the familiar features and form of 
the affable gentleman who, if he has not given a local habita- 
tion,” has at least given a name to the Torrey” bankruptcy bill. 
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The boards of trade and the chambers of commerce, those dame 
gentlemen who so recently assured us with so much complacency 
that if we would but repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act prosperity would instantly resume its place in this stricken 
land—those same gentlemen have again been busy with their set 
resolutions telling us that what we need now is “ confidence,” and 
that the enactment of the Torrey bill, or of some similar measure, 
will restore us to that very elusive element called ‘‘ confidence.” 
That, they tell us, is what we need, and inasmuch as the repeal of 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act did not restore it, this 
is now the great panacea for all the ills that afflict the people of 
the United States. And. straightway, as soon as these boards of 
trade and chambers of commerce have sent out their resolutions, 
they were sick by other similar boards and echoed and reechoed 
throughout the land, and hence it is that the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. STRODE] has been receiving the requests which he 
speaks of m people in his State in favor of some sort of a bank- 
rupt bill. 7 

venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman who sent 
him that request, like the gentlemen who have written similar 
requests to me to favor a bankrupt bill, have, many of them, no 
idea of what this bill really is, and if I were to surrender my own 
judgment in the matter and vote for the bill many of them, 
when they saw its workings in the community, might probably 
be among the first to condemn me for having favored its passage, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to make certain statements 
in regard to this bill—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
he is opposed to a voluntary bankruptcy bill? 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir; I would cheerfully vote for a proper 
voluntary bankrupt bill, enabling struggling debtors to wipe out 
and commence anew. 

Now, as to this bill. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, this bill 
will increase the financial distress and distrust that already pre- 
vail. Persons already struggling with a load of debt will be 
driven to the wall and crushed remorselessly. poverty hye per 
cent of the people of the United States engaged in business ay 
are heavily in debt. There is a market of falling prices such a 
market that when they purchase they have no assurance that they 
can begin to realize the cost, with freight and carriage, of what 
they buy. The same cause that diminishes their profits upon the 
goods purchased is also diminishing the value of whatever prop- 
erty they have out of which they e t to pay. Under such a 
condition and with the pitfalls of this bill before their feet, and 
the open doors of a bankruptcy court before their eyes, where 
will you find the prudent business man who will want to embark 
in business with such perils before him? Therefore, instead of 
relieving financial distress and restoring confidence, you strike 
down confidence and paralyze business enterprise. 

ain, sir, what is it that is to-day enabling this 75 per cent of 
the business men of the country to keep their feet . upon 
the slippery org Bo of a market of declining prices? Nothing 
enables them to keep their feet but the backing of their friends at 
home—men who know them and have bart peas with them and 
are trying toextendthem help. Pass this bill, and you write upon 
the sign of every one of these men, ‘‘ Your local friends dare not 
credit you”; they dare not give you extensions and take a mort- 
gage for any indebtedness y due them; if they dare to do 
that, they are liable to lose every dollar so secured. You may be 
hurled into a bankruptcy court; 40 per cent of your property may 
be consumed in costs and charges, and your credit ruined with- 
out having even the poor recourse of a suit against the man who 
has ruined you. 

Why, sir, this bill, more drastic than any attachment law that 
was ever framed, will permit your creditor not only to exercise 
his right of attachment, as before, but to strip you of all your 
property except your homestead exemptions, toruin your business, 
to write the brand of ‘‘ Bankrupt” across the escutcheon of your 
commercial honor. And then, although you may have committed 
no real act of bankruptcy, and the court may finally so hold, you are 

ly without redress, Your creditor, who would have to give 
a bond if he attached your property in the United States court, 
can by this measure get a more drastic process than the attach- 
ment without giving any bond or incurring any liability what- 
ever. 

Is this a time for passing such bills as this? I say to you, gen- 
tlemen, in all seriousness, that while you have had men clamor- 
ing for the passage of this bill under the instigations of boards of 
trade and chambers of commerce, yet if you enact this kind of a 
measure and put it into practical operation, Qenying your citizens 
the right of trial by a jury of their neighbors, dragging them off 
anywhere from 25 to 400 miles to ap before a bankruptcy 
3 5 a measure ot a 5 yon will find sna the 
na on of an ou ewi visi upon your heads. 
FFC ape 

Some men, for whose opinions I have the most profound respect 
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untary Denier epee law; but itis no time for placing the Ameri- 
e hands of receivers. 


Mr, TERRY.. Certainly. 

Mr. LINNEY. I observe that under the provisions of this bill 
the liens of jndgmuent creditors, of mortgage creditors, and in fact 
all liens, will be preserved in the bankruptcy court, and the assets 
of the debtor be distributed pro rata according to the merit 
or dignity of the different classes of creditors. ow, I wish to 
ask the. gentleman what objection he would have to this bill if 
the involun features should be stricken out? 

Mr. TERRY. I have already stated, as. the tleman might 
have heard if he had listened to my feeble remarks, that I favor 
a system of volun bankruptcy. 

Mr. LINNEY. I did not catch that remark. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, sir, this bill contains not only those fea- 
tures to which I have hastily referred, but others e ob: 
noxious. Notonly can you take the debtor’s property away from 
him without any bond to compensate for any wrong you may do 
him, but you may actually take his body and hold it in charge of 
a — how an indefinite time. Turn tosection 8, page 12, of the 
bill, and you will see that this is the fact. Though the bill saya 
that the debtor shall not be put in jail, yet he can be kept in 
custody of a marshal, going — forth at the dictation of one 
of these petty jumped-up referees. They are to sit in ju t 
upon the solemn rights of the American citizen —these little ref - 
erees all over the land who are so anxious for a bill of this kind 
these who, to use the of another, are moyeling 

k that „bark in the kennels of justice.” They want a bill o 
kind The men whose grasping greed, already over- 
wn with wealth, is reaching out for all the earth, would like 
EE Hasa a bill by which they may force their debtors into bank- 
ruptcy and gather in the little remnant of their property. They 
favor a bill that would deprive their debtors of local assistance 
and the soppari of their neighbors, and leave them to the tender 
mercies of their Eastern creditors, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 


has expired. 
TERRY. I would like a few moments more—two minutes, 
I think, will suffice, i 

Mr. BAILEY. Iyield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I say these parties are anxious 
for a bankruptcy bill. Under the present law, when they run an 
attachment upon one of their debtors if they falsely sue out a 
writ they are liable upon a bond. Under a bankruptcy law like 
this they are liable for nothing. They can use this bill as a cudgel 
over the heads of their debtors to force from them remorseless 
exactions. They can, as I have said, deprive them of the assist- 


ance of their local friends. 
As the gentleman from Missouri rna] has asked, Wh: 
all this clamor in behalf of those wholesale dealers in the crowd 


centers?” Have they been victimized by 0 J 0 Have they 
ee r figuring on a margin of loss? And not 
only that, but, Mr. Chairman, they have sent their agents around 
to the little towns and villages and country places throughout the 
land and pai 3qFFFFCCCCCC O 
pictures of the profit to be realized from classes of 
and have actually inveigled them into the purchase of that 
these men would never have thought of purchasing otherwise, giv- 
ing notice to them that they would extend their obligations; and 
yet, when the bill, if you enact it into law, goes into effect, if that 
note A thas in payment of these remains unpaid for thirty 
days itis due, they can haveall of their snatched from 
their custody and placed in the bankrupt. court. are other 
yonan ually harsh for times like these, but, Mr. Chairman, 
have said about all I can say in the limited time allotted to me. 
The bill is one that ought not to pass in an} gag ses shape; it is a 
bill that should be carefully scrutinized, and I hope every gentle- 
man will consider well before committing himself in favor of its 


passage. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to speak at some 
len: in advocacy of a substitute which, at the proper time, I 
offer for the pending bill; but I find myself under the treat- 
ment of a physician for a throat affection, which renders it im- 


t | induced me to believe 


prudent, and perhaps impossible, for me to attempt an like 
an extended speech, and I shall be compelled 3 lf 
with a brief and simple statement of the reasons which have 


tthe substitute which I shall offer would 
be a wiser law than the bill which the committee have reported. 

It is well understood that my substitute establishes a system of 
purely volun: bankruptcy, while the committee bill establishes 
a a Ah of both voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy. There- 
fore, apart from some details, the choice between the two propo- 
cai ag ds upon the merits or the demerits of involuntary 

ptcy. 

If my time and my condition permitted, I think I could advance 
convincing reasons for my contention that no involuntary bank- 
ruptcy law can ever be satisfactory to the people of this country. 
And yet, sir, it is probably true that if both my time and strength 
were unlimited, I could not by any argument make that clearer 
than it has been made by the experience of this country. If my 
mind were a blank on this question; if in the discharge of my 
duty I had never been called upon to give it any thought or in- 
vestigation, the fact that three times in our history a similar law 
has been tried and each time has proven a failure would be suffi- 
cient he goe me 1 5 —. support of such a measure. 

early of the mblic, Congress passed an involun- 
tary bankru toy law. That law, by its terms and in its conclud- 
ing section, limited its duration to five years. And yet, with that 
limitation of five years in the body of the statute, the law became 
so odious to the people that it was repealed within three years. 
The country then passed through many reverses, as a new and 
rapidly developing country always must, and again, in 1840, the 
Whigs signalized their return to power by passing the bankruptcy 

0 > 


The wise men of the country then admonished that party 
against the folly of repeating an experiment that had provena 
failure before; but it was said then, just as our friends on the 
other side of the House say now, that the new law was free from 
the obnoxious features of the old law. And yet, with the benetit 
of an rience covering forty years, and though the House and 
Senate embraced the greatest men of that or any other age, 
they — ae 55 cona a 5 5 and the law 

wW sO ous e very Congress t enacted it repealed 
fe From the of that act the country was never again 
tempted to t with such a law until after the civil war 
had swept over the land, desolating its homes and wrecking its 
fortunes. After that dreadful time had come and gone, Congress 
responded to the popular demand for relief and passed the act of 
1867. Withinsix years—yes, indeed, within four years—after that 
act had been written upon the statute book the people began to 
demand its The House repealed it twice before the Sen- 
ate could be induced to act; but finally the slower-moving Senate 
was cane to answer the popular demand, and for a third 

acl ae a law repealing the act of 1867. 

28 Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry just 

Mr. BAILEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has my friend examined the debates in con- 
nection with the matter to find out whether the unpopularity of 
the bankrupt laws of which he arose from the machinery 
of their administration or from the principle of involuntary bank- 
8 re which was carried in them? 

. BAILEY. I have examined them; and I will say to my 
friend from Iowa that the opinion was expressed by Sen- 
ator Conkling, who d that in a country like this it is im- 
possible tosuccessfully administer an involuntary bankruptcy law. 
Almost everybody agreed thatits involuntary eee e hans 
abused by unjust creditors. And how anxious they were to repeal 
it is well attested by the fact that the repealing act passed this 
EDER ity, I 1 S 

ow, gentlemen o majority, I appeal to you. Your party 
the law of 1867 at a time when the country stood more sorely 
need of it than ever before, and that law was admitted to be as 
ect as the wise men of that day could make it, yet it wrought 
justice and disaster; and are you willing, within twenty years 
of the time when it was repealed, to put back upon the statute 
books a law more drastic in many of its features than it was? No 
man can point out the particulars in which this bill is an improve- 
ment upon that bill. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Texas will 
rmit me, in response to the question asked by the gentleman 
m Iowa . DOLLIVER], Iwill say that within the last twenty- 
four hours I have examined the debate on the repeal of the act 


of 1867, and it appears conclusively that it was the abuse of the 
involuntary feature of that act by the unscrupulous creditor that 
made it so obnoxious that the public demanded its repeal. 

Mr. BAILEY. There can be no doubt about that. That was 
zg ground upon which General Grant recommended the repeal 
of it. 

It is frequently insisted that as a bankruptcy law operates sue 
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penmi Great Britain it can be made to do so in this country. 
The difference between the conditions of the two is essentially 
different. The bankrupt law of Great Britain is practically their 
attachment law. Besides; England is a small, compact commer- 
cial country, and there are many differences between that people 
and-this people, which necessarily makes the operation of the sve. 
tem there and here different. e have in every State in thi 
Union an excellent of collecting debts, I believe there 
is no State in this Union in which a fraudulent debtor may not 
be bronght by a summary process into court under a writ of 
attachment. 

I feel now, as I have felt all the while, that while a purely volun- 
tary would be the best, yet I would have been willing to 
agree that the Federal bankruptcy law should embrace the same 

rovisions' which are comprehended within the State attachment 

ws; and if our friends are sincere in saying that they seek the 
benefit of the debtor as well as of the creditor, tell me, in the name 
of common sense and justice, why it is that they ask the Ameri- 
can Congress to go further in a bankruptcy law than any of the 
States have gone or will go in an attachment law. 

There is no State in this Union—or if there be one it will be 
found to be that exception which proves the rule where a man 
can be dragged into court by the extraordinary process of attach- 
ment unless he has committed a fraud or unless that attachment 
is necessary to give the court jurisdiction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, though I do not believe that any involun- 


tary system of bankruptcy can be successfully administered in 
this country; and although I believe that as often as thesystem is 
tried it will become unpopular and be: repealed, yet. I would be 


willing to try a law that limited acts of bankruptcy purely and. 


only to those acts that justify attachments. 

I have no fondness for fraudulent debtors. Iam perfectly cer- 
tain that frandulent debtors do not deserve the favor of the law; 
but the vice of this bill is that in uncovering the fraudulent debtor 
it gives the merciless’ and vindictive creditor the opportunity to 
harass and destroy the honest debtor. 

Our friends have proceeded throughout this entire debate upon 
the theory that those of us who advocate a-voluntary: ba tey 
law have lost sight entirely of the interest of the creditor. It is 
a strange oversight that leads any man to this conclusion. Lam 
free to say that a voluntary system, like the substitute which I 
have prepared, upon the theory that when an honest man 
who is unable to pay all his debts has surrendered Bi ronerty for 

rata distribution among hiscreditors, he ought to be permitted 

begin life over again with a clean sheet; and that is also the 
theory of the committee bill. Every gentleman who hasdefended 
that bill affirms that it is right to permit an honest but unfortunate 
debtor to surrender his property and begin the race of life over 
again, unburdened by those debts which it is im ible for him 
to pay. We insist that in giving an additio remedy to the 
PrN pA against a dishonest debtor, or even against an insolvent 
debtor, there is great danger that it will be abused, for the expe- 
rience of three laws and nearly a hundred years proves that it has 
been abused. Werefuseto believe that human na has changed, 
and we feel sure that What happened under the old law will hap- 
pen under this law with its equal opportunities for oppression. 

I believe that the consummation of wisdom in framing a bank- 
ruptey law is to devise one under which an honest debtor can 
surrender his and ure his discharge, but of which a 
dishonest debtor could not o the advantage, and I believe that 
very few men will dissent from that opinion. I also believe that 
any fair and impartial man who will examine this substitute with- 
out prejudice will agree with me that no dishonest debtor can 
procure his discharge under it. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to ask the gentleman what his substi- 
tute is? Is it the bill 742? 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; the substitute is numbered 8234. The 
pill to which the gentleman refers will be offered as a substitute. 

My substitute provides that any man who has assigned all he 
has above his exemptions for the equal benefit of all his creditors 
is entitled to a discharge. It further provides that any man who 
has: given a preference, either directly or indirectly, or has done 
any act tending: to defeat do not even make it a matter of in- 
tention—but who has done any act tending to defeat” the fair 
distribution of his assets among his creditors, or who has suffered 
an attachment to be levied upon his property, shall not be entitled 
to the benefit of this law: 

The attachment clause was not free from difficulty. If aman 
whose property had been attached was permitted to get a dis- 
charge it ned the door for fraud, because his relatives and 
favorite itors would attach him immediately upon the ee 
of the bill, and they would take all the property to pay th 
debts, leaving the other creditors to be paid with a certificate of 
the re court: To avoid that, the substitute denies him a 
diseharge if an attachment has been levied upon his propery 
within a given time. But we could not safely stop there, for if 
wo did, any vindictive creditor could have prevented his debtor 


from obtaining the benefit of the law by instituting attachment 
p ings; and so we provided that if upon the levy of an at- 
tachment the insolvent debtor would make an assignment asspeci- 
fied in the bill, the effect of that assignment should be to vacate 
the attachment, and his estate should then be administered and 
divided among all his creditors. We thereby put it beyond the 
debtor’s power to allow a favored creditor to attach him and thus 
obtain a preference, and we also yo it beyond the power of a vin- 
dictive creditor to attach him and prevent him from obtaining the 
benefit of the law. 

—— BURTON of Missouri. If he complies with the conditions 

ere. 

Mr. BAILEY. If he comes into the court and brings all his 
assets, then he is entitled to the benefit of the law, and I believe 
no man 8 that he ought not to have it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the gentleman will permit me, what does 
your bill do with the old-time failures? 

Mr. BAILEY. Every insolvent debtor can: come in under it 
without reference to the date of his failure. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Suppose this case of preference or preferred: 
attachment, originated at the time of the failure ofa t, was 
ten or 2 ears ago? ~ 

Mr. The bill does not undertake to go so far back. 
It vides that the hibited acts: shall not have been done 
within three months o r of the bill. That limitation 
was incorporated in the bill to prevent the rush of fraudulent 
debtors, who could give their property to their favorite creditors 
before the 5 ill. 

Now, Mr. C , am not one of those who dream that any 
legislation can make a rascal an honest man. I know perfectly’ 
well that no power short of that Divine power which gave sight 
to the blind and which healed. the sick can make a rascal honest; 
but I do believe that it is within the reach of practical statesman- 
pe een nee act honestly by making it to his interest for 
him to do so. We attempt to dothat by offering to everyinsolvent 
debtor his financial emancipation if he will place his property. in 
the hands of an assignee for the benefit of his creditors. he 
does that; it has passed out of his control and becomes the prop- 
erty of his creditors. We make him surrender his property before 
we permit him to ask for a discharge. He can come into court’ 
only by alleging that he has surrendered’ his property for the 
benefit of his creditors: Any creditor has a right to contest the 
debtor's application for disc! and can defeat the disc ; 
by porns arre 7. e has r any of a 3 acts. 

ow, put it 0 ves, gentlemen. pose a onest 
debtor, in failing eee desires to prefer some relative or 
favored creditor, he can do it, of course, in any State which per- 
mits a preference (though many of the States do not permit it), 
but if he does he can get no benefit under this bill. So he stands 
there with a relative or creditor on the one side, asking for a 
rence, and on the other side is the bankrupt’ law, warnin 

im that if he does give a preference he shall not be discharged 
from his debts. What would a dishonest man do under the cir- 
cumstances? He is 3 atte bi to his own advantage, and in 
ü ͤ ioe OAE te oe 

assign the ce of my my be 

aud if it ibfound: thet: T Have givers w:prolerenco T sikil: gob ine 

discharge.” The certain result will be that rather than the 
chance of giving a preference and being denied the benefit of the 
bankruptcy law he will assign all his so that he may get 
a discharge, because insolvents always, whether honest or dishon- 
est, believe that if they can only be relieved from their present: 
obligations: T can their fortunes, 

Mr.STEWART of New Jersey. I should like to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to one point. At the top of page 2 of his substi- 
tute I find this provision: 

The 80 or surrendered shall be administered 8 
OOA Pary meari airku — the State where Hh siana 
erty is situated. : 

Bens BAILEY. It also says subject to the provisions of this 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Now, the constitutional pro- 
vision is that we shall. have power to make uniform laws on the 
subject of bankruptcy; but how can a law be uniform if every 
a „5 according to its own special legislation on the 
subject 

Mr. BAILEY. The State does not execute this law. The law 
itself is uniform. The substitute says that when a certain state 
of facts exists the Federal courts may grant a disc e in bank- 
ruptey. The fact upon which a debtor obtains the discharge is 
not that the has been administered in a certain way, but 
that it has been surrendered. Now, I submit to my friend, and 
he knows perfectly well, that the exemptions are in no wise uni- 
form throughout the several States of the Union; but the old. 
law, which allowed these various and conflicting exemptions, was 
sustained by the courts, 
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Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But this provision in the - 
tleman’s substitute strikes at the substantive part of the law 


not at the exemptions. It provides that it shall be tered 
according to the laws of the State. 

Mr. BAILEY. That the estate shall beso administered; not the 
law. If my friend will read the substitute more closely he will 
find that the qualifying words, subject to the provisions of this 
act,” control 8 all the preceding part of that ap ere 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But my insistment is that this 
is a delegation of power to the States whose laws are discrepant 
and different, and therefore that its enactment would not execute 
our constitutional obligation to pass uniform laws on the subject 
of 3 

Mr. B Y. If that is my friend’s only trouble, I will give 
him a bond to keep his conscience clear if he will support this bill. 
There is no difficulty on that point. 


209 the hammer fell. : f 
. HENDERSON. r. Chairman, the yeaa, po minutes re- 
ew York [Mr. 


aing on this side I yield to the gentleman from 
Yl. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the 
gentleman 5 $ : ae 

Mr. HENDERSON. We have fifty-eight minutes remaining. 
Does my friend from Texas desire to make some observations at 
this time? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. HENDERSON, [yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not, of course, expect 
in five minutes to make any argument upon this bill or to discuss 
its details in any way. 4 : 

I want to state, however, I am very anxious a bankruptcy bill 
should be passed at this session of Congress, for the reason that 
there are hundreds and thousands of good men all over the coun- 
try who are unable to extricate themselves from debt, Thesemen 
for the most part, in my State, are the very best part of the popu- 
lation; they are the most enterprising, the most energetic men we 
have among us; and we need their enterprise; we need their en- 
ergy to help build up the interests of the country, which have 
been so greatly depressed, 

Heretofore I have stoutly resisted the pango of any law con- 
taining an involuntary provision of bankruptcy; I have hereto- 
fore believed that such a system could not be well executed in this 
country. 5 oh es at e Bar spe Ta it Pacis scar 
ble to pass a uptcy law containing only volun rovi- 
sions; and I believe, Mr. 8 that the reason for this 35 that 
when you call upon the creditor class to allow voluntary bank- 
rupts to be discharged from their debts they will demand, as they 
have heretofore demanded, some consideration in to their 
own interests. It is well known that throughout this country, 
within the last few years, the creditor class has been grea 
imposed upon by the assignment laws of the States, by the privi- 
lege granted and exercised under State laws to make deeds of trust 
or assignments and by the 33 Which have been given, 
by fraudulent attachments, by fraudulent judgments. Through- 
out the entire country the creditor class has been greatly and 
seriously imposed upon; and if we expect now to a uniform 
system of bankruptcy for this country it seems to me that we 
must give as well as take. 

The bill now before the House, called the Henderson bill, is, I be- 
lieve, the very best bill on this subject that has ever been offered in 
Con 


gress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Certainly, but I have only five minutes, 

Mr. BAILEY. We will secure you more time. Do you believe 
that if the House should pass this bill it can the Senate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam just coming to that. I ought to sa; 
in advance that the measure offered w roy colleague [Mr. BAILEY 
has in some of its features been o heretofore both in the 
House and in the Senate. But the measure as heretofore intro- 
duced has been very greatly improved and enlarged by him, so 
that it isa far better measure than it was when it was offered in 
the Senate P hawt’ ago and in the House of Representatives durin, g 
the Fifty-first Congress; and if it could become a law I shoul 
vote for it with the greatest alacrity. Ihave an idea that I will 
vote for it at any rate as a substitute for the premi bill, merely 
to maintain my record. aughter.] But I hardly think it can 
become a law. If it could, I think e country would be greatly 
benefited by it. 

Now, as I was saying, the measure reported by the gentleman 
from Iowa . HENDERSON], the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, is the v. best bill I have ever read, combining both the 
involuntary and voluntary provisions. With the highest re- 
spect for the judgment of some of my colleagues on the commit- 
tee who 1 this bill, I think they have 9 4 1 8 
gerated the ips that will flow from the passage of bill, 


because it is a very different measure from the law of 1867. It is 
widely apart from the bill known as the Torrey bill. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
BAILEY. Lask unanimous consent, with the approval of 


the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that my colleague on the commit- 
tee will be tted to 

Mr. CUL N. I am unwilling to trespass—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. And I ask that the general time be ex- 
tended so as to accommodate him. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Then I will take a few minutes more. 

„Isay that this bill is widely different and apart from the Torrey 
bill. There are some things in this bill that ought to be stricken 
out. The fourth cause for inyoluntary bankruptcy ought, in my 
opinion, to be removed from the bill. But, Mr. Chairman, if you 
will consider this bill in all its details you will find that under it 
no man can be put into involuntary bankruptcy unless he is an 
insolvent. Now, under the old Torrey bill the word“ insolvent“ 
had alegal meaning affixed toit. Under that billif a debtor failed 
to Pay a debt for thirty days or forty days the presumption was 
that he was an insolvent. 

A MEMBER. That is in this bill, too. 

Mr. CULBERSON, A gentleman over here su ts that the 
same provision is in this bill, but I beg him to understand that 
this bill defines an insolvent as one whose property or assets shall 
not be sufficient to pay his debts; and that question, if he demands 
it, is to be submitted toa jury. I do not think you will find such 
a humane provision in any bankruptcy law in this country or in 
any other. All these provisions in relation to this matter of 
3 bankruptcy proceed upon the idea that the debtor is 
insolvent. 

There is another matter which has been referred to here and 
which I Hae notice for but a moment. It has been objected that 
under this bill you can arrest a debtor for debt, that you can take 
him into y—not put him in jail, but hold him in custody b 
a marshal. Now, I would, if I could, strike that from this bat 
I did vote to strike it out in committee. But gentlemen ought to 
understand that this provision itself is more humane than any of 
the laws of the different States of this country Fi Sema J the 
attachment of witnesses. Under the laws of the different States 
yn can attach a witness, and if he does not give security or bond 

or his appearance he mey oo 33 in jail. Under this bill, 
when the creditors assert that the debtor has made some disposi- 
tion of his property which defrauds them and about which they 
desire to have him examined, and they ask for a writ to arrest him 
and bring him before the court to testify, he may be brought there. 
The distinguished chairman of our committee thought that it 
would not do to put the debtor in jail, and therefore this bill 

rovides that he shall have the privilege of going around with 

e marshal until he gives his testimony in court. Is there any 
injustice in that, anything inhuman, anything cruel, when in 
every court of the country a harsher power is exercised? I do not 
think 80. 


Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to say this much. I should like 
to see the bill of my coll e [Mr. BAILEY] pass the House. I 
believe I shall vote for it. I have a great fondness for it. ButI 
do not believe it can become a law, and will, if necessary, vote for 
the Henderson bill. I believe that the bill of the committee will 
become a law. I believe that the pressure upon Congress now 
from all parts of the country will induce the Congress of the 
United States—the Senate as well as the House—to give us a 
bankru law that will roll the load of debt off the shoulders of 
the insolvent. 2 1 

Mr. RAY. Chairman, I shall not attempt at this late hour 
in the day to make the extended remarks in regard to this bill that 
I intended. The gentlemen who are opposed to this bill ought to 
be convinced by the argument of the dis ished gentleman from 
Texas . CULBERSON], who has just addressed the committee, 
that this is a proper bill to be enacted into a law. 

Ihave had the honor to serve on the Judiciary Committee of 
this House with that gentleman for now six years, and I know him 
to be a pood lawyer and conscientious, high-minded gentleman. 
During four of those P pg he was the chairman of that commit- 
tee. e have had the bankruptcy bill before our committee in 
each of the last three Congresses, and it has commanded the best 
attention the committee was able to give to it. 

This bill which is now reported from the Judiciary Committee 
is not the Torrey bill. The gentlemen who have served with me 
for four years upon that committee preceding this Congress, and 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas to whom I have already 
referred, who has just taken his seat, will not hesitate to assert 
that I have opposed with all the power that in me lay the bills 
as presented heretofore. I stood side by side with the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], and his agreement and my 
agreement to the bill now bear the same date. I am 
proud of my company, because there is no better lawyer in the 
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Congress of the United States than that gentleman. While I come 
from the great manufacturing counties and States of the East and 
North, he comes from the agricultural districts of the South, and 
understands the wants of the people he represents. We now agree 
on this bill as adequate and just. 

The other gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is possessed of 
a very peculiar mind. It must be undergoing a stage of transi- 
tion, or transformation, for within the last few months he has 
presented either to the House or to the Judiciary Committee—or 
will have presented, if he fulfills his promises, before this subject 
is di of—four different measures which embody essential 
features radically different from each other. 

Mr. BAILEY. Since the gentleman from New York has seen 
eke to refer to me, I will simply tell him that that is not the 
truth. ` 

Mr. RAY. Isay it is, and I have the proposed bills before me 
at this moment, and have been examining them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lou have not got them, and you can not find 
any such bills as that. 

Mr. RAY. I will refer to them in the RECORD, and put in 
extracts from them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say to the gentleman—and I am sure he 
does not want to misrepresent me—— 

Mr. RAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was one of the members of a subcommittee 
instructed by the full Committee on the Judiciary of the House to 
draft a bankrupt law containing both the voluntary and the in- 
voluntary features. In accordance with that instruction I sub- 
mitted as my minority report from the subcommittee a report, 
which was printed. at report is exactly the bill which I shall 
offer to the House as a substitute for the pending bill, with the 
involuntary feature cut out. And the member from New York 
knows perfectly well that I stated to the committee that I had 
ingrafted the involun feature on the bill in accordance with 
and in obedience to the directions of the committee. 

Mr. RAY. Ihave this only to say, that I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas a few questions, with his consent, and I ask for 
responses to them. Did you introduce a bankruptcy bill in the 
last Con, and secure its through the House? 

Mr. B V. I did, and you know it. 

Mr. RAY. Of course I knowit. Is that the same bill that you 
propose to offer as a substitute to-morrow for the pending bill? 

. BAILEY. It is not. 

Mr. RAY. Very good 

Mr. BAILEY. And let me say here 

Mr. RAY. Now, do not take 9 time. I refer to your bills 
H. R. 4609, Fifty-third Congress; H. R. 259, H. R. 8234, and H. R. 
no number, all in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. You have asked me a question; let me conclude 
my answer to it. The bill I propose to offer as a substitute for 
the pending bill to-morrow is that bill as I introduced it and 
as it passed the House and was amended by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate; and I introduced it in that form for the pur- 
pose of trying to get the two Houses as near together as possible 
on the subject. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I trust the gentleman will not misunderstand 
me or the remarks I was about to make. The remarks I make are 
no reflection whatever upon his ability as a lawyer, or upon his 
intelligence, or his integrity as a man. They only show that the 

tleman himself is in a condition of mind where he differs with 
mself as the weeks and the months go by. And I submit to the 
House that when a gentleman’s mind is in that condition he is 
not a safe guide to follow in so important a matter as the con- 
struction or framing of a law upon the subject of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BAILEY. the member from New York will permit me, 
I wish to say that in all I havedone since I have been here I have 
been striving to secure the pango o a bill through the House 
that could pass both Houses of gress and become a law; and 
to-morrow, when the question comes, I expect to vote for a substi- 
5 that was not introduced by myself as the best thing that can 

one. 

Mr. RAY. Very good, and I trust the gentleman will not take 
offense. I did not question the gentleman’s honesty of purpose or 
his desire to secure a good law. I simply referred to this as show- 
ing that the gentleman himself has gone from the support of one 
— to another with incredible rapidity when we consider its 

rtance. 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
suggest that in the opening of his remarks he puts himself in the 
same attitude. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the reason why I do not want to be put 
in the same attitude myself. 


Mr. RAY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ee A. STONE] t I do not put myself in any such 
a e. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You admit a conversion. 
Mr.RAY. The bill that was known as the Torrey bill was before 


this House and before the Committee on the Judiciary when the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] and my- 
self sat side by side in that committee, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and I came upon the floor of this House and opposed 

upon 


that bill as then reported—he upon certain grounds and 

others. Now, the distinguished chairman of the committeein the 
last two Congresses [Mr. CULBERSON] will bear me witness that 
when the new bill, known as the Powers bill, came before the 
Judiciary Committee in this Con I opposed it in the form 
in which it then stood. I insisted that I would not support it 
unless the drastic, harsh features were eliminated from it, and 
the result of our labor has been to eliminate from the bill now 
before the House every harsh, every drastic feature, every provi- 
sion that an honest man can object to. This bill has passed and 
been subjected to the criticism of three sessions of Congress, and 
has grown better and better until no just criticism can be urged. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before my time is entirely. exhausted, I 
desire to call attention for a few minutes to the unwise provisions 
of the substitute that will be offered by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. rae 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from New York permit me? 
He stated a while ago that he had been opposing this bill all the 
time. I have here the record of the vote of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, 7598 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and it shows that 
the 5 from New York Mr. Ray] voted against the mo- 
tion to strike out the enacting clause of this bill voted with all 
the friends of the bill. 

Mr. RAY. Why, certainly I voted against striking out the 
enacting clause. But can not the gentleman understand that I 
might refuse to vote to strike out the enacting clause and yet 
stand upon the floor of this House and advocate amendments to 
the bill so as to perfect it and make it a bill that I would support; 
and if I failed in making it a bill that I could support, then vote 
against the bill itself? 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] was 
ed ae the tellers in the fight against the bill, and on the side of 

e 

Mr. RAY. I was one of the tellers in the fight against the Bai- 
ley bill in the last Congress? 

r. BAILEY. No; this is the Torrey bill. I know that you 
also op wy bill. 

Mr. RAY. I did oppose striking out the enacting clause; but I 
made a speech upon the bill that tired all the members of this 
House, in oppos ron to it. [aught] And now I trust the 

entleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] wìll permit me to make a 
ew remarks in regard to his substitute, giving a few reasons, 
which will be amplified, mbyt should not become a law, why it 
can not become an effective law. Before I do that, I desire to read 
from Story on the Constitution, just a short extract, showing what 
a bankruptcy bill is or ought to Judge Story, who wrote this 
book, has always been considered an authority upon constitutional 
questions. He says: 

Without sto; prese: precise 
each of these — F ti — it way be ood 
that the general object of all bankruptcy and insolvency laws is, on the one 
hand, to secure to creditors an appropriation of the property of their debtors 
=e tanto to the discharge of their debts, whenever the latter are nnable to 

ischarge the whole amount, and on the other hand to relieve unfortunate 


and honest debtors from perpetual bondage to their tors. 


That is the purpose and object. Then, again, he says: 

Perhaps as satisfactory a description of a bankruptcy law as can be framed 
is that it is a law for the benefit and relief of creditors and their debtors in 
cases in which the latter are unable or unwilling to pay their debts; and a 
law on the subject of bankruptcies, in the sense of the Constitution, is a law 

ng provision for cases of persons failing to pay their debts. 

Now, in the first place, the gentleman from Texas St BAILEY] 
goes upon the theory that the only object of our fathers in estab- 
lishing this provision of the Constitution was to provide a way 
and manner in which failing debtors might escape from their 
debts; that this was the beginning and the end, the whole scope 
of this power. Such alaw as he designed and presented to 
this House has never been enacted in this or any other country on 
the face of the globe, excepting that at one time England, asa 
supplementary act to her N law, did pass an act known 
as An act for the benefit of poor 7 — 5 gentlemen,” designed 


sinipiy to enable them to escape from their pecuniary obligations, 
ow, directing attention again to this bill, this proposed sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Texas, I will call attention to the 
first provision of it. I want gentlemen to understand and appre- 
ciate how pernicious it would be if permitted to become a law, 
and the results it would inevitably lead to. 

Section 1 reads: 

That if an insolvent debtor, not a corporation, shall execute an assignment 
or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict of Columbia in which he may reside, or if he have property in any other 
jurisdiction, then as to such property valid according to the laws thereof, 
and also in accordance with the provisions of this act, it shall have tae effect 
hereinafter provided for. 

Now, what is the meaning and effect of that? I ask lawyers 
and business men to give their attention to the practical effect of 
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such a law as that. I reside in the State of New York, in the city 


of New York; I have property in that city. I am close to the 


borders of New Jersey Connecticut. I own property in New 
nea a] aah in the State of Connecticut. In order 
that I may have t of the law by my colleague 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] what must I do? I must have an 


ent valid according to the law of the State of New 
York; then it must be valid a er to the law of the State of 
Connecticnt; and then it must be according to the law of 
the State of New J But that is not all. It does not sip 
there. It must be valid also according to the law of the Uni 
States of America. 

Now, if the law of New Jersey differs from the law of New 
York, I must make my assignment conflict with itself. If it dif- 
fers from the law of State of Connecticut, then it must differ 
and conflict in two particulars; and if the laws of the three 
States shall happen to conflict with the laws of the United States, 
then you have an assignment in conflict with itself in four differ- 


ent ts. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the 8282 from New York it me 
to say this? He has stated that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CuLBERSON] is one of the best lawyers in the Union. That sec- 
tion is taken word for word, except the corporation provision, 

tleman ERSON ]. 


ys. repented, and upon the floor 

of this House has told you he is in favor of the bill now reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Now, let us go a little further, and see what the effect will beif 

you enact into law any such measure. I read from a Senate bill 


owe bills were introduced by Mr. BAILEY of Texas), and the | be 


te bill that has been reported over there is known as 742, and 
ere the same provisions. All are alike in the particular men- 
ned. 

Now. let us go a little further, and see what the tleman's 
ee VVV istered 
and distributed according to the laws of the State in which it is 
situated; but the bankrupt hi „when he applies for a dis- 
charge, which he may do within three months, must apply in the 
United States courts. So let us examine the condition of the poor 
bankrupt who has made an assignment. He has got one that con- 
flicts with itself in four different ts. He has a proceeding 
running in the State courts of the State of Connecticut; he has 
another running in the State courts of the State of New York; he 
has another running in the State courts of the State of New Jer- 
sey, and he has still another suit, proceedings rela to the same 

perty and the same man, running in the United States court. 
— — suits, four proceedings relating to his property, four sets of 
3 four dig erent courts to construe this law and to construe 
the laws of the different States. 

Now, if the State courts differ in the construction of the State 
laws, which court is to be the final arbiter? Isit to be the United 
States court? If so, then if the State court does not decide as 
some gentlemen think the United States court would decide, it 

grs an appeal to the United States Supreme Court. From New 

ersey comes another appeal, from New York comes another a 

so that you will haye ings pending and appeals pend- 

g; three sets of lawyers in three diferent State courts; and then 
you would have lawyers in the United States courts, all pecking 
away at the same estate. And that is the possible effect of this 
wise law of my amiable and learned colleague, Mr. BarLÈy, if he 

will on me for mentioning his name. J 7 

Now, that is not all. Here you are providing a conflict of juris- 
diction and decisions, not for one court, where the estate may be 
. speedily administered, where it may be justly and cheaply dis- 
tributed, but aao Irv re for troubles and litigations that 
would not end in the lifetime of the debtor. t a fruit- 
ful field for litigation is opened up. How gleefully the shylocks, 
the greedy shylocks of the profession, would grin as they scan the 
measure proposed by the gentlemanfrom Texas; and how ly 
would the shysters of the ession upon the borders of the 
estate of every man anywhere near insolvency, saying the mo- 
ment he gets in we will pluck his estate to the utter exclusion of 
his creditors.” 

Now, without amplifying upon that of this bill fur- 
ther, I desire to attention very briefly to one or two other 
propositions in connection with it; but before I do, that let me 
call the attention of my friends upon this side of the House who 
have criticised the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee, and 
who have favored the enactment into law of Senate bill No. 742, 
to a provision that is found in both bills. Several tlemen have 
criticised House bill 8110 because it permits the t to be 
arrested and held during the proceedings. 3 

Now, those same gentlemen, after making that criticism, after 
having upon that ground condemned the bill reported to this 
House by the Judi Committee, have announced that the 

'should vote for Senate 742. The gentlemen have not pont’ 


that bill, because it, too, provides for the arrest and detention of 
the debtor during the pendency of the pr 

Mr. Chairman, time been so consumed that I can not give 

i attention to the several features of this bill, but must 
content myself with commenting upon some of them under the 
five-minute rule, 

I ask gentlemen to remember that one of the strongest objec- 
tions against the last 3 bill that we had upon the 
statute book was that the estate of the insolvent was swallowed up 
in fees and costs and attorneys’ fees. Iwantto impress upon your 
minds the fact that under the Senate bill which is to be offered as 
a substitute, and under the substitute to be offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], it is very evident that the estate 
will have to be enormously or else it will be consumed in 
payment of attorneys’ fees. hile the estate is being adminis- 
tered in the State court according to the laws of the State, a pro- 
ceeding will be pending inthe United States court, and the debtor, 
and the creditor also, if they would prevent a discharge, would 
have to be traveling back and forth, vibrating between the two 
courts. Then sup the two courts should differ in their con- 
struction of those State laws, what will be the inevitable result? 
* und still further costs and delays and troubles. 

e Senate bill, as well as the House bill, provides —and that 
feature has been criticised—that all preferences given within 
a certain time shall become void. Do you suppose that the pro- 
posed substitute of the gentleman from Texas can pass the Sen- 
ate when that body has ais spoken upon this point, when it 

8 condemned the proposition with reference to prefer- 
ences 
One other objection, Mr. Chairman, and a serious one, is to 
considered—the constitutional objection. I hold in my hand 
and I shall insert in my remarks some portions of an argument 
presented to the House of Representatives in the form of a report 
upon the proposition which is embodied in the bill of the gentle- 
man from Texas. This argument will befound in Report No. 206, 
** Views of the minority,” submitted by Mr. Wolverton, a Demo- 
cratic member of this House in the Fifty-third Con 

He is an able lawyer, who gave great thought to this subject and 
who condemns the substitute of the gentleman from Texas as un- 
constitutional; treats it without gloves, and shows it up in allits 
enormity and in all its deformities. I ask the lawyers of this 
House, as a | proposition Poets „ how can you hold for a 
moment that a law enacted under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, which says that the Congress may enact or establish uniform 
laws on the subject of bankruptcy throughout the United States, 
is constitutional which in the 3 instead of enacting 
or establishing a uniform law of kruptey, pro s to estab- 
lish, or rather to adopt, the nonuniform laws of the different States 
of the Union? We all know that no two States have written upon 
their statute books the same assignment or insolvent laws; thay 
all differ. Therefore when the Con, of the United States at- 
tempts to pass a law which either adopts the State laws or enacts 
them in any form as the law of the United States in relation to 
bankruptey it is adopting or establishing nonuniform laws on 
that subject, and no court in Christendom would say or hold that 
such a law is constitutional. 

Again, the Constitution contemplates and says that when we 
exercise this power of establishing laws upon the subject of bank- 
ruptcy hout the United States those laws skall be uniform, 
so that all debtors and all creditors 3 the country com- 
ing within the provisions of the laws l have equal protection 
and benefit from them. Suppose, now, that = enact this pro- 

2 substitute into ae and sup koa 5 8 ew 

ork at once repeals its assignment law. It wi en be = 

sible for a man to make an assi; t valid under the laws of 

the State of New York and under the laws of the United States. 

He can make no assignment at all, and no citizen of the State of 

New York can have the benefit of the bankruptcy law if this pro- 
substitute is adopted. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is it the opinion of the gentle- 
man that the enactment of a law providing for voluntary bank- 
ruptcy only would be an exercise of the constitutional power of 
Congress to enact a bankruptcy law? ; 

Mr. RAY. My opinion is that such a law might be unconsti- 
tutional unless it took hold of the estate of the debtor, because 
from the very definition of a constitutional bankrupt law which I 
have read to you as laid down by Judge Story and from the 
decisions of the courts it is evident that the passage of such a 

ial law would not be an exercise of the power conferred upon 
3 by the Constitution. It would not relate to bankrupt- 
cies, but simply the discharge of insolvent debtors. 

Mr. HENDERSON, If my colleague will permit me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment, I wish to make a suggestion. It is now 
somewhat after 5 o’clock, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
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ining portion of the gentleman’s fifty-eight minutes be al- 
lowed to ES when we meet again in Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I at sre 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. If a bankrupt bill having a voluntary pro- 
vision only would be unconstitutional, would not a bankrupt bill 
having an involuntary provision only be unconstitutional for the 
same reason? 

Mr. RAY. I think there might be danger that it would beheld 
unconstitutional. Still it would be saved because it takes the 
property. I believe that the provision of the Constitution provid- 
ing for uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy contemplates 
provisions in the case of insolvent debtors which shall take hold 
not only of the person but of the estate, administer the estate, and 
discharge the bankrupt in case he has not been guilty of any of 
the offenses defined and prohibited by the law. It must deal 
with both the estate of the debtor and his person. é 

I wish to say further that I would copes on the floor of this 
House or elsewhere any bill which should propose to enact a 
purely involuntary law, as I would oppose here and elsewhere 
any bill proposing to enact into law something that was purely 
ct peck ng I think the two should go together; that AA 
are incidental to the administration of bankrupt estates. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, I should to ask the gen- 
tleman this other question: Does he not know that the act of 
1800 was an involuntary measure only, and that the courts held 
it to be constitutional? 

Mr. RAY. The courts in those times did; but that gives no cer- 
tainty that the courts to-day would so hold. Neither does it bind 
my conscience or judgment because incidentally the courts back 
in those times so held. But that law of 1800 dealt with the estate 
as well as the person. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me suggest that courts do not 
change their views upon . laws as some gen in 
this Hewes are admitted to have done. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I do not know whether the courts would 
change their views upon bankruptcy laws or not. It would de- 
pend 4 REY on the make-up of the court. 

Mr. A. STONE. And something on the precedents. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania knows that. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand the gentleman from New York 

r. Ray] to criticise the substitute of the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. BAILEY] as being unconstitutional, upon the ground that it 

adopts as part of its provisions the laws of the various States on 
the subject of insolvency, assi ents, etc. 

Mr. RAY. It attempts to adopt them as part of the bankruptcy 
law. and provides as a prerequisite to a di that the estate 
shall be inistered according to the laws of the various States, 
and also, mind you, in accordance with the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand the gentleman. Now, if that is a 
just criticism upon the substitute of the gentleman from Texas, 
will it not apply to the bill of the committee which the gentleman 
is advocating, because this bill adopts the exemption laws of the 
various States, which may be repealed from time to time in the 
same way as the insolvent laws of the several States? 

Mr. RAY. We do not adopt those exemption laws. 

Mr. TERRY. You say that the bankrupt shall be entitled to 
the exemptions allowed him under the law of his State. 

Mr. RAY. That is so; the exemptions would be different in dif- 
ferent cases; but we do not adopt those laws or undertake to enact 
them as a ore of this bill. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Would not such a provision be held to be 
unconstitutional? 


There 
ere would be nonuniformity.” 


of bankruptcy throughout the United States” to have the exem 
tions uniform throughout the various States of the Union. It 
might be a close question, if raised, whether such a provision is 
constitutional, although I will say that under the last bankruptcy 
law that question went to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the provision was expressly held constitutional. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Then my colleague really has doubts as to 
the constitutionality of his own bill? 

Mr. RAY. None at all. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Iso understood you just now. 

Mr. RAY. None at all. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. You said it would be ‘‘a close question.” 

2 1 RAY. Oh, I meant the possibility that there might be a 
question—— 

Mr. FAIRCHILD... You said it was “a close question.” 

35 I said it might be a close question or I intended to 
say 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Was the constitutionality of 
the act of 1800 ever decided affirmatively by the Supreme Court 
of the United States? 

Mr. RAY. Oh, the question came up there, but as I understand 
the decision it did not come up squarely. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Did the Supreme Court of the 
United States ever decide directly that the bankrupt law of 1800 
was constitutional? 

Mr. RAY. As I stated before in answer to the gentleman from 
. [Mr. WILIA A. Stone], it was incidentally so 


eld. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But that was obiter dictum 


simply. 

Mr. RAY. Ves, sir; and of course when a decision is rendered 
in that wey you do not know what the court might doif the ques- 
tion should come up squarely, and especially when that law was a 
different law and was passed upon a hundred years ago. We do 
not know what the courts to-day would say about it. But I do 
not see how any good lawyer can assert that it is a constitutional 
exercise of our power when we undertake to adopt the various 
laws of the various States, which are nonuniform, as to the taking 
hold of and the administration and distribution of the estates 
these insolvent debtors. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas, Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion as a matter of information? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. As I understand, the gentleman 
claims that the provisions of this bill are just. Now, I ask him 
whether it is just that any person should be placed in bankru 
and after his property is taken be preven absolutely from ob- 
taining a pra ese where there has been no dishonesty on his 
part? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly not, and this bill most emphatically de- 
clares that whenever the debtor has been honest in his conduct 
prior to and during the proceedings he shall be discharged from 
all of his debts 5 those which grow out of actual judgments 
rendered for personal injury or intentional wrong against property. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. A very large portion of the business 
of this country is done by tions which may be thrown in 
bankruptcy, and I desire to at my friend with reference to that 
particularly. As I understand the provisions of the bill, the cor- 
poration may be thrown into involuntary bankruptcy. Am I 

ight in that? 
. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Now, there is a ision that the 
corporation may be thrown into involuntary wee es under 
the terms of this bill, but there is no provision anywhere in the 
bill, after that is accomplished, for their discharge. If the gen- 
tleman will turn to the section of the bill providing for the dis- 
charge of bankrupts he will find that in no event can they be 
3 from any debt. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Te qa eoan ng fa turn to the section of 
the bill,” as though I not studied bill from the beginning 
to the end, and had not studied and wrestled with the question as 
to corporations with my colleagues for months. 

Why, my dear sir, I have had occasion to take that question 
under consideration, and most prayerful consideration, too, for 
the last six years. I have considered it in all of its bearings. 
That provision wes peed in the bill in obedience to a sentiment, 
which I have al: y stated before during this debate, that we 
were much too liberal in dealing with corporations, and that if 
we permitted a corporation to gointo bankruptcy voluntarily, the 
United States laws ing and taking the place of the State 
laws, that it would relieve the corporation from many of the obli- 
gations and drastic features of the State laws connected with 
corporations and enacted for the purpose of making them honest 
and dealing honestly. We y placed this provision in the 
bill for that and other reasons. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But I am speaking now of this point, 
not that you do not permit them to go into voluntary bankruptcy. 
but you put them into involuntary bankruptcy—that is, your bill 
makes provision for that—and yet you do not permit them to get 
out or be discharged from any of the obligations that they may owe. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. It does not so opar in the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If my friend from New York will allow 
me. If my friend from Kansas will read the second clause of sec- 
tion 13 in connection with section 60, I think it is, he will discover 
who are proper creditors and will see that the element of intent to 
give a wii enters into it. 

0 


Mr. MIL If my friend from Iowa will permit 
me, I am not s ing of that point. It was another question. 

Mr. HEND I beg pardon; I thought that was the point 
you had in view. 

Mr. RAY. No; he undertakes to criticise the bill on the ground 


that it does not provide for the discharge of a corporation from its 
indebtedness in case it is forced into bankruptcy. 
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Now, if you read the dictionary clause of the bill, in connection 
with the bill, if the corporation has been forced into bankruptcy, 


it stands on the same footing as an individual. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Now, let us examine that a little. 
I hope the gentleman will explain that more fully, for it is a very 
important feature. 

r. MILLER of Kansas. Your bill provides that— 

A not a corporation, may, after the Mo gases of two months, and 
wi the next four months subsequently to being adjudged a bankrupt, file 
an application for a discharge, etc. 

That is to say, you exclude the corporation from filing such a 
petition. And again, you will find in another part of the bill— 

in bankruptcy shall e bankrupt, no 
en ai of his provable debts, etc. ee PS aoe ee eas 

That excludes the 8 in every case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The corporation that is insolvent and with- 
out ge 5 7 rty is dead. 

Mr. IAM A. STONE. Oh, no; not in all cases. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It does not live if it is dead. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But this is not a dead corporation. 
It is a case in which you have simply taken its property and ad- 
ministered it. Now, you provide no method by which it may be 
released from the bankruptcy proceedings and get a discharge. 

Mr. RAY. But every member of that corporation, every indi- 
5 it is 5 may taks toe 75 10 a oe 155 and 
appl e a Bag e payment of his just ; and they are 
9 „Just as all other individ are. The corporation 
itself, if it made an assignment, ceases to exist, and becomes dead 
by operation of law. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Oh, not at all. I do not agree with my 
colleague there. It may have a franchise which might become 
ä in the future. 

RAV. But do you not see that if the affairs of a corpora- 
tion are administered in the bankrupt court, and if they have a 
franchise that is worth anything, it will be sold and transferred 
for all that it will bring. It will be in the hands of somebody 


else. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That would depend. While that may be 
done, it would not necessarily follow. 

7 85 RAV. It would, if the corporation needed a discharge from 
its debts. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Does the gentleman from New York 
claim, as a lawyer, that the franchise of a corporation created by 
a State or city is a 148 of the assets of the corporation? 

Mr. RAY. Well, I do not say it exactly in that sense. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas (continuing). And if not, it can not 

administered on by the pt court. 

Mr. RAY. Ithink my friend is mistaken in that. The fran- 
chise of a corporation is held to be a thing of value—property in 
New York, and I think in nearly every. State. I had occasion to 
examine the question. It was up in our court of appeals and was 
passed upon fies: Of course, in the strict sense of that word, the 
franchise is not a of the assets of the company, butit isa 
thing of value, which youcan not take away from it without com- 

nsation when it is once granted, unless a power to do so is em- 
Bodied in the constitution of the State, the organic law, as one of 
its enumerated powers, or reserved in the charter. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Nearly all franchises to corporations 
are such that they can not be sold at all, and the corporation will 
still exist after you have disposed of all of its other assets. 

Mr. RAY. The tleman does not claim that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It is a of the property of the company. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How are you going to get it out 
of bankruptcy? Suppose it is dead? Suppose you want to change 


its burying D ace? 

Mr. . When a corporation is once dead and buried, I do 
not believe in changing its burial place. Usually among the com- 
mon people of this country corporations are offensive enough in 
life—give enough offense without disturbing their remains. I 
think you will find no trouble on that question when you come to 
examine the bill. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from New 
voir RAY. Nes. although, ilin h utter! 

T: . Yes, ough you are spoiling my speech utterly 
by these bea tanen ap it all 16 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 1 wish to suggest, in response 
to what has been said by some gentleman here, that under the 
common law, as under most of our statutes, bankruptcy works 
ipso facto a dissolution of the corporation, and it becomes dead in 
fact and in law. 

Mr. RAY. I have asserted that three or four times, but the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] and other 
gentlemen seem di to di ee with me. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I could demonstrate that you are 
3 but I do not want to take up your time. 

Mr, Y. I suppose it would depend upon the law of the 


State creating the corporation. I know it would in the State of 
New York. As I understand the law, and always have under- 
stood it, a corporation is a creature of the statute. It lives by 
virtue of the statute. It may be wiped out of existence in any of 
the modes prescribed by the statute creating it, and there may 
be common-law rules also applying. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. And not otherwise. ~~ 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Do you claim this bankrupt bill has 
any provision in it for wiping out a corporation?” Certain pro- 
ceedings have to be had in every State in the Union to dissolve a 
corporation and to wind it up, so that it no longer exists as a legal 
entity, and there is no such provision in this bill. 

Mr. RAY. I have stated two or three times, and there is no 
necessity for my repeating it, that as I understand this bill, „hen 
the affairs of a oc pres are administered, the property will go 
to its creditors and the corporation will be dead and gone, and I 
know of no way by which it could be resurrected. If the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. MILLER] or my colleague from New York 
[Mr. FAIRCHILD] can point out a way by which it could be re- 
vived and brought to life again I should like toknowit. It would 
be a more miraculous raising from the dead than any that we 
read of in the Scriptures. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not rise to discuss that question. I 
only want to ask my colleague from New York whether he would 
have any objection to striki g out that exception as to corpora- 
tions securing discharges; and if so, why? 

Mr. RAY. So far as I am concerned, I desire to say that I have 
no objection to striking that out, and would consent to that amend- 
ment. I do not know what my colleagues on the committee may 
think; but I want to give here again a reason, which I have stated 
several times upon the floor, why I think the provision of the bill 
awiseone. A corporation being the creature of the State, having 
its life given to it by the State, being answerable to the laws of 
the State, and the State laws having provided the way and man- 
ner under which it can be wound up and its property distributed 
property and equitably and honestly among its creditors, I think 
it would be better to leave that matter to the State courts creating 
the corporation. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. But we do D proposa to wind it up. We 
propose to let it be discharged, so that it may continue in busi- 


ness. 

Mr. DANIELS. All State laws provide for the division of the 
assets of a 5 among creditors, without a preference. 

Mr. RAY. Les; and that is very much better. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In some of the States the stock- 
holders of a corporation are under a double liability. That lia- 
bility is predicated upon a debt due by the corporation. Now, if 

ou discharge the corporation, the debt is dead and the stock- 
olders are relieved from their liability. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. You can easily include that proviso. 

Mr. RAY. You might do so. F 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If you admit that the corporation is 
dead, how are gon goin to proceed to enforce the double liability? 

a CONNOLLY. use the State laws provide that you 
can do it. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If your corporation is dead you can 
not do that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The State law reserves that right against 
individual stockholders. 

Mr. RAY. I do not concede for a single minute that if a cor- 

oration dies or is extinguished in any 1 manner the individual 
iability of a stockholder dies with it. t hability, when it is 
incurred and fixed, remains, even if the corporation does die. 
That is my judgment as a lawyer. 

Mr. of Kansas. the gentleman will permit me, is 
it not true that before you can enforce the double liability you 
have got to sue the corporation and get a judgment and issue an 
execution? 

Mr. RAY. Why, certainly, when the statute so prescribes, : 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If your corporation is out of exist- 
ence how are you going to get judgment? 

Mr. RAY, My entire remarks are predicated upon the propo- 
sition that your proceedings in bankruptcy are had before the cor- 
8 is dead. Lou have proceeded against it, established the 

ebt, and distributed its property, and then it becomes dead. In 
the meantime, having established that liability against the cor- 
poration, you have done 3 necessary to be done, and then 
you can proceed against the stockholders individually upon their 
individual liability. 

Now, of course, I do not know what some court in Kansas or 
away down in Texas would hold. That is the law in the State of 
New York and all through the North in all the courts of which I 
have any knowledge; but Ido not know that the laws of the several 
States are uniform. I suggest in that connection that all this 
argument but demonstrates the folly of enacting into law any such 
proposition as that contained in pro substitute of the 
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tleman from Texas, who proposes to make a part of the uni- 
ket system of bankruptcy law all the diverse and conflicting 
laws of the forty-five States of the United States of America. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of this House to the 
various propositions upon which I have consented to reporting 
the bankruptcy bill, and the various grounds which I believe de- 
mand the enactment of this bankruptcy bill, and some reasons why 
the substitutes should not be enacted. 

Uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States should be established by the Congress of the United 
States for five good and substantial reasons: a ae 

1, Such laws will promote and strengthen the financial, indus- 
trial. and agricultural interests of the whole country. 

2. They will strengthen the credit of individuals, give confi- 
dence to the creditors, and work no harm to the debtors. 

3. They will greatly aid and encourage the debtors who are in- 
volved to such an extent that they own no property and can not 
do business in their own name, place them on their feet as men 
among men, and add to the wealth-producing power of our people. 

4, They will make harmless the distrust of State laws relating 
to the administration and distribution of the estates of insolvent 
debtors by establishing a uniform „giving uniform and 
reciprocal rights and remedies between debtors and creditors in 
all parts of the country. The merchant and manufacturer and 
investor will extend credit as willingly to customers in Kansas 
and Nebraska as to those in New York and Massachusetts, for 
they will have confidence in the law and will know that their 
rights and remedies in enforcing obligations are precisely the same 
in all the States. s 

5. Such laws will uphold and strengthen our national credit at 
home and abroad, for when you strengthen the credit of the indi- 
viduals of a nation you strengthen the credit of the nation itself. 
A nation of bankrupts can not have national credit, and a nation 
of honest, rich, or well-to-do men can not but have good credit as 
a nation. Confidence in the individuals composing a nation gives 
confidence in the nation itself if it has a e geese i of enforced 
laws. 

I can not regard the fact that we have had three bankrupt laws, 
and that all have been repealed, as any argument against the wis- 
dom and propriety of establishing a wise and conservative law at 
the present time. 

We have had at least four protective tariff laws at different 
stages of our national existence and all have been repealed, but if 
I mistake not we are to have another at no distant day and one 
containing both voluntary and involun features; one that will 
protect the free trader and protectionist alike. 

It will protect a man whether he desires to be protected or not. 
It will aid the finances and business interests of this country. It 
will set in motion the wheels of the now silent mills and factories 
of this great nation. J 

Will any man argue that we ought not to have a protective tariff 
in the future because the Congress of the United States has blun- 
dered in repealing those we did have? Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], who represents one of 
the great manufacturing districts of the great State of Pennsyl- 
vania, urge to-day or at any future time that we ought not to 
8 R protective tariff law because those we have had were 
repe: ? 

t seems to me that gentlemen on the floor of this House must 


be hard pressed for ar; ents in opposition to this bill when they 
can find none better the fact that prior bankrupt laws have 
been repealed. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania . WILLIAM A. STONE] 
has referred to the bankruptcy laws of the Kingdom of Great 
Britain and has stated without giving authority for the assertion 
that the laws of that Kingdom have been unsatisfactory. Mr. 
Chairman, I challenge the statement. Bankruptcy laws have 
been maintained upon the statute books of England for centuries 
and she has one to-day, and England is the greatest and most 
prosperous commercial nation on the face of the globe. Her credit 
is good wherever the name England is known. No citizen of the 
United States would refuse credit to a citizen of England because 
of any distrust of the adequacy of her laws upon the subject of 
the . of bankruptestates. It is no argument against 
the e of a bankrupt law that England has amended hers. 
Conditions are constantly changing. Experience ripens the jufg- 
ment of men. Practice under a law points to its defects. hen 
defects appear or conditions change, as they are constantly chang- 
ing in all civilized nations, it shows good sense to amend the laws 
and adapt them to the changed conditions. Such amendments 


and changes do not afford reason for the existence and mainte- 


nance of the law itself. 

The gentleman seems to forget that the condition of things in 
the United States of America is far different from what it was 
when our former statutes on this subject wereenacted. We have 
grown from three to seventy millions of people. Railroad lines 
span the continent and reach out in every direction, affording 


speedy and easy communication with all parts of our country. 
elephone and telegraph lines reach every hamlet in the land, and 
the forty-five States, instead of being separate and independent 
from a commercial and business point of view, are all one, for 
there is, must, and ever will be a constant interchange of the 
roducts and manufactures of one section for those of another. 
edit must be extended, if we would prosper, by the citizens of 
one State to the citizens of every other State; and it follows that 
if this credit is to rest upon a sound and permanent and beneficial 
basis we must have a uniform system of laws relating to the ad- 
ministration and distribution of the estates of insolvent debtors. 
And these laws must not only protect the interests of creditors, 
but the interests of debtors. 3 
It isa mistake to talk about the debtor class and the creditor 
class and to make so much distinction between them. : 
In this country of ours we have three classes: Those so very 
oor that they can not receive and never think of asking credit. 
his class is made up mainly of the W Waggles who tramp the 
country, and the thieves, bummers, and leg-pullers who infest the 
i cities. Then we have the very rich, who do nothing except 
ive upon the interest of their money. This class is exceedin y 
limited, and includes most of the dude element and but very few 
of the active, brainy men of our country. The t mass, ninety- 
nine one-hundredths of our people, is composed of a class of active, 
energetic, laboring people, who are engaged in business of some 
sort, all of whom are both debtors and creditors. They ask and 
receive credit. They are asked for and grant credit. 2 
equally interested in having their interests protected by law both 
as creditors and as debtors. The Constitution of the United States 
wisely vests in the Congress the power to establish uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 
The power conferred is wisely guarded and limited. It is nota 
power to establish ‘‘a uniform system of 3 as pro- 
d by the substitute bill of the gentleman from Texas x 
AILEY], but a power to establish ‘‘ uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcies” throughout the United States. In order to com- 
ply with the Constitution, not only must the “system be uni- 
form, but the laws enacted or adopted must beuniform; thesame 
as applied to every bankrupt in every State of the Union. Any- 
thing short of this does not comply with the Constitution. A 
uniform system of bankruptcy” is quite different from uniform 
laws on the subject of bankruptcies.” It may well be said that 
a system“ is uniform which provides that the estates of bank- 
rupts may be administered according to the laws of the several 
States, but it is self-evident that in such case uniform laws would 
not be established. The laws would be nonuniform, depending on 
the will of the legislature in each State, and we should have as 


many laws as States. 

The bill propad o the gentleman from Texas violates the 
Constitution of the United States in the very “send-off.” His 
substitute provides, sections 1 and 2: 


nt shall convey, subject to all valid liens, all of 
the estate of the debtor, except such as is cum by the law of his domicile 
from execution or seizure for his debts, and be for the equal benefit of 
all his creditors, except with the preferences hereinafter allowed. The 
property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and distributed 
among creditors acco: to the laws of the State where the property is 
situated, subject to the provisions of this act. 


From the reading of these sections we discover, first, that the 
bankrupt must 6 an assi ent valid according to the laws 
of the State in which he resides and has property; and second, 
that if he has propery in twoor more States, then valid according 
to the laws of each of such States, so thata man residing in New 
York City and having pro in New York, New Jersey, and 
Connecticut, as is frequently the case, in order to become a bank- 
rupt and obtain the benefit of the proposed act, must make one 
assignment valid according to and complying with the different 
laws of three different States, or else e three different - 
ments in the three States. In such case there would be three dif- 
ferent assignees residing in three differing jurisdictions. 

As I construe the pro substitute, however, only one assign- 
ment is permitted, and as this must be valid according to the 
laws of three different States, if those laws are in conflict then the 
instrument of assignment must conflict with itself and be in part 
valid and in part invalid in each State. In any event the assigned 
property would in part to different assignees and would be 
administered and distributed according to the laws of three dif- 
ferent States, and so there would be three different proceedings 
in three different jurisdictions and three different bills of costs 
running up at the same time. Creditors residing in New York 
would have to prove up claims in three different jurisdictions in 
three different ways, and before the court in one State could 
make distribution it would have to await action in two other 
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States in order to ascertain the balances on which to make divi- 


sion. No sane man can successfully contend for an instant that 
such a ion is one establishing uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of tcies throughout the United States.” 

But the proposed substitute goes much further than this in pro- 
viding the form of the assignment. Every assignment must be 
valid, not only according to the laws of the State where the bank- 
rupt resides and possibly those of several other States, but valid 
under and in ‘‘accordance with the provisions of this act,” that 
is, the act of Congress. 

Should this act,” the law of differ from and be in 
conflict with the law of the State, then it would be im ible for 
the debtor to make a legal assignment, and so he would be deprived 
of the benefit of the law. 

-It follows, inasmuch as Congress can not coerce a State into 
making laws, that any State could absolu nullify the proposed 
substitute of the gentleman from Texas, if enacted into law, by 
posing State laws so inconsistent with the United States law that 
t ee be er, oe gry to 3 an assi oe 
under both. e citizens of a State having no assignment laws 
could not avail themselves of the act. 

The substitute does not undertake to prescribe the 
form in which assignments shall be made, except in one or two 
1 and so 8 a uniform mode of making assignments, 

t says in terms that same must be valid according to the laws 
of the State in which the assignment is made and also according 
to the act of Congress. Therefore the act, so far as it provides for 
assignments, the first to be taken in order to secure the bene- 
fits of the law, instead of establishing uniform laws, establishes 
nonuniform laws, conflicting laws, contradictory laws. 

But the gentleman claims that the State law is uniform as to 
all the residents of the State and all persons having property 
therein subject to its jurisdiction. 

The Constitution of the United States contemplates nothing of 
this kind. Congress is empowered To establish uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States.” 
The words uniform laws ” must apply to all the States and to the 
citizens of all the States within their purview, and the citizen of 

and his estate must be taken hold of and the pro ad- 
ministered the same as in the State of Georgia or an tate 
of the Union. The Constitution is speaking of the Union and not 
of the States in severalty. 

Congress is to establish the laws, and these laws, when estab- 
lished, must apply and be uniform t hout the United States.” 
The p substitute is a mere m measure; that is. 
it seeks to interfere with the administration of State laws and 

ive an effect to an instrument executed under a State lawentirely 

erent, it may be, from that given to it by the law of the State 
authorizing the execution of the instrument. The proposed sub- 
stitute says: 

That if any insolvent debtor shall execute an assignment or cession of his 


perty, d by the laws of the State, 1 District of Columbia, 
ante he may reside, * * * it shall have effect hereinafter pro- 


for. 

This is shooting in theair. Noone knows what laws the differ- 
ent States, Territories, and the District of Columbia may enact on 
the subject of assignments; neither does anyone know what effect 
the laws of the several States will give such assignments. This 

substitute undertakes to say that all assi ents shall 

ve an effect prescribed by the Co of the United States, 
even though the instrument itself and the law authorizing it in 
ress terms state that it shall have a different effect. The pro- 
substitute says that the assignment shall convey, subject to 

valid liens, all of the estate of the debtor, such as is exempt, 
and that the assignment shall be for the equal benefit of all cred- 
itors of the assignor, except with the preferences hereinafter 
allowed. Then certain preferences are prescribed. The prefer- 
ences allowed by a State, Territory, or by the District of Colum- 
bia may be tated Par eg from those permitted by the act of 
Congress. And what shall prevail—the instrument itself and the 
laws of the State or the act of Congress? If the lawsof the United 
States are to prevail, then the assignment would not be valid 
under the laws of the State, and if valid under the laws of the 
State and to be enforced in accordance therewith, then it might 
not be valid and probably would not be valid under the laws of 
the United States. This is not a bankruptcy bill at all, but a bill 
extending or limiting, as the case may be, the meaning and effect 
of assignments and deeds of trust in the various States and Terri- 
tories and the District of Columbia for the benefit of creditors. 
The proposed substitute constitutes a plain interference by the 
Federal Government with the assi ent laws of the various 
States and Territories of the Uni 
Columbia. It is crude, inartificial, and plainly unconstitutional. 

Under this p substitute if a debtor should undertake to 
avail himself of the benefits of the act he would be compelled 
to study, understand, and conform nis assignment to the laws of 
every State and Territory in which he had property and also to 


States and the District of 


the District of Columbia, in case he had property there, and also 
to the terms of the act itself, and not one lawyer in five hundred 
would be able to draw an assignment in accordance with law. 
Mr, BaILey’s bill, H. R. 259, section 2, provides 


That such assignment shall conve hag nae st to all valid li 
3 se — —— ‘or the . 


Section 7 provides (page 5 line 22)— 

Provided, however, That if within sixty daysafter the levy of ittachm: 
the debtor shall execute an assignmen — aloe gi — and os 
petition for discharge as herein provided for, the execu of such assign- 
ment and the filing of such petition shall vacate the levy of such attachment, 
ed debtor s bo then entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this 


This attachment provision is not abandoned in Mr. Barry's 
bill H. R. 8234. Let us that in one State the execution 
of an 23 does not operate to vacate the levy of an attach- 
ment made within ler days prior to the assignment; would any 
State court surrender jurisdiction in the matter and yield to the 
act of Congress attempting to provide that all such attachments 
should be vacated by such an assignment? By what right or au- 
thority can the Congress of the United States vacate attachments 

nted by State courts prior to the execution of an assi; ent 

or the benefit of creditors made under and pursuant to the laws 

of the State and declared by the act of Congress to be valid under 
the laws of the State? 

It is cn submitted that there is now enough of conflict 
between and Federal jurisdiction without our deliberately 
framing a law that must of necessity result in innumerable con- 
flicts—conflicts between the State and the United States and con- 
flicts between the States themselves. How can a law valid accord- 
ing to the law of New York be valid according to the law of 
Florida unless the laws of the two States are identical; and how 
can an assi ent that might be valid according to the laws of 
both those States be valid under the laws of a third State should 
the laws of that State happen to differ from the laws of the first 
two named? Would the several States enact laws to conform to 
the act of Con ? If a State desired the United States law to 
be made effective and to be enforced it might pass such laws, but 
if not in accord with the law of the United States the State would 
certainly throw as many obstructions in the way of a valid assign- 
ment as possible. In such case the citizens of that State would be 
deprived of all benefit of a bankrupt law. Is this establishin: 
uniform lawsonthe subject of 8 throughout the United 
States? It seems to me that it is a deliberate attempt to induce 
the Con of the United States to enact into law a bill seeking 
to establish nonuniform laws and as many conflicting laws on the 
subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States as possible. 

If the State oss a law authorizing an assignment for the 
benefit of credi it must have the right to define the terms and 
conditions of the assignment and to prescribe the mode of admin- 
istering and distributing the estate. Has the Congress of the 
United States any power to step in and give to such an act any 
broader or more limited effect? Has the United States any right 
to prescribe the mode and manner in which that assigned estate 
shall be administered? Has any power on earth the right to enact 
a law that the State shall not orce the assignment in its own 
way and irrespective of the Federal Government? It is true that 
Congress may pass a general law on the subject of 3 
and provide for administering the estates of insolvent and fraud - 
ulent debtors which will, at the election of the debtor or of his 
creditor, supersede the State assignment or insolvent laws, but 
3 can not add to or subtract from a State law adminis- 
tered by the State courts or prescribe its construction or effect, 
or dictate to the courts of the State its execution. 

Tt will be noted that an assignment can not be made under the 
act of Congress alone, but must be valid according to the laws of 
the State in which the assignor resides or in which he has prop- 
erty, or possibly both, and also the assignment must be made in 
accordance with the isions of this act, and then Congress at- 
tempts to say what effect that assignment shall have. It matters 
not what effect the laws of the State say it shall have. The State 
and its legi e are of no uence. Its laws are not to be 
observed, but the Con of the United States is the arbiter. 
Enact this pro; substitute into a law, and do you suppose any 
State in the Union would retain for a moment assignment laws 

its statute book? 

The gentleman from Texas has always been a most strenuous 
and determined defender of the doctrine of State rights. He has 
always resented any interference by the General Government in 
the management of persons or property in any of the States of the 
Union except when the authority is expressly conferred by Con- 
gress. But to-day we find him advocating a bill that proposes to 
submit the laws of the various States relating to assignments of 
8 for the benefit of creditors to the jurisdiction and adju- 

ication of the Federal courts. Iam quite willing that the Con- 
gress shall pass laws when jurisdiction is —— by the Consti- 
tution that shall bind the citizens of the entire Union and control 
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their property and property rights, but I am not willing to delib- 
erately oe as though I had never read the Constitution of 
the United States or had suspicion that such an instrument exists. 

Under the provisions of section 8 of House bill No. 8234 (Mr. 
BAILEY’s p substitute), where, when, and in what met 
is it to be adjudicated whether or not the person making an assign- 
ment is an insolvent debtor? Is the State court to determine that 
fact? Is it to be determined by the courts of the United States? 
On this subject the proposed substitute is as silent as pigs in 
thunder. Is the debtor todetermine that question for hi and 
shall the courts assume that a debtor is insolvent because he cxe- 
cutes an assignment? Assuming that the State court is to exer- 
cise jurisdiction in that matter, and determines that the assignor 
was not insolvent at the time of making the assignment, may the 
United States court, when the debtor files his petition under sec- 
tion 5 asking a discharge from his debts, adjudicate and determine 
that he was insolvent at the timeof making theassignment? Sup- 
pose, again, that a creditor of the assignor impeaches the assign- 
ment for fraud and seeks to set it aside in a State court, may or 
may not the action be prosecuted, and if the judgment is against 
the assignment, then what effect shall that adjudication have in 
the courts of the UnitedStates? May the question be retried, and 
if the United States court should decide the other way, which 
adjudication shall prevail in the State? 

Section 5 of H. R. 8234, H. R. 259, and H. R., but all Bailey 
bills, provides that any such debtor, to wit, one who has made an 
assigument, within the period of four months from the date of 
the execution of the a t may file his petition in the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district or division thereof 
in which he resides alleging his insolvency and asking for a dis- 
charge from his debts. Thus far the debtor is to file his petition 
in the district in which he then resides, and he can not file it else- 
where unless he reside in a Territory or the District of Columbia, 
in which case he is to file his petition in the supreme court of the 
District or in the district court of the. Territory where he resides. 
The section then says: 


But ae ere tea not be filed in any court unless the debtor has resided 
r 


in said rict or division [in whlch he resides at the time he files his petition] 
at — six calendar montlis immediately preceding the making of the assign- 
men 


Therefore, if after making his assignment a debtor shall move 

to another State or jurisdiction, he is absolutely precluded by sec- 
tion 5 from filing a petition for a discharge in any court. he 
has gained a new residence, seeking to obtain an honest livelihood, 
he must file his petition, if he files it at all, in the district or divi- 
sion where he resides; but if he did not reside in that district at 
least six calendar months immediately preced the making of 
the assignment, then by the very terms of the bill he can not file 
his petition in any court. I can not understand the policy of a 
law that would seek to preclude the honest debtor from leaving 
the scene of his financial failures and attempting to start life anew 
in another State at the peril of losing his right to file a petition 
and ask a disc from all his debts. The author of this pro- 
posed substitute, in attempting to avoid the rock upon which he 
was wrecked in the Fifty-third Congress, to wit, a provision that 
the debtor might file his petition in any district court in the dis- 
trict in which he resided at the time of filing it and obtain his 
discharge, and 5 his 9 aye Portland to San Fran- 
cisco to oppose his di à groun: upon a more danger- 
ous oai eheh prohibits the removal of the debtor from one 
jurisdiction to another unless he surrenders all hope of ever seek- 
ing or obtaining a disc from his debts. 
. my ju ent it would be much more sensible to say that 
any debtor who has made an assignment for the benefit of all bis 
creditors, and whose estate has been administered and distributed 
according to the laws of the State in which the assignment was 
made, may file his petition in the district court of the United States 
in the district where he then resides, and u complying with 
the law be discharged from all his debts. It is quite true that 
this would be open to the objection just sug that the debtor 
by removing from one State to another would thus be enabled to 
drag the creditors who would oppose discharge from their homes 
to States, it might be 3,000 miles distant, and thus preclude just 
objections being made to the discharge of dishonest debtors. This 
objection could be avoided by permitting the filing of the appli- 
cation in the State where the assignment was made and the estate 
administered regardless of the then residence of the debtor. 

It is a self-evident fact that should this proposed substitute 
become a law the citizens of some of the States would have a law 
on the subject of bankruptcy while others would not. All might 
have, all might not have, depending entirely not on the decree of 
the Congress of the United States, but on the decree of the States 
themselves. To illustrate, the assignment must be valid accord- 
ing to the laws of the State and of the United States or else it is 
not an assignment at all. Therefore a State having no law pro- 
viding for assignments would not be within the provisions of the 
act at all, nor would its citizens. Thus, States having assign- 


ment laws would be within its provisions. However, should all 
the States enact assi t laws, then all would be within the 
act, and the citizens of all the States would be entitled to such 
benefits as ry ar be secured under it. 

Is this esta eo, uniform laws on the subject of bankrupt- 
cies throughout the United States? Or is it establishing laws, or 
rather adopting laws, that may or may not be uniform ut 
the United States? There can be but one answer to the 3 
and that is conclusive against the constitutionality of pro- 

substitute. 

Section 2 of all of Mr. BArLEY’s bills and substitutes provides 
that the assigned property shall be administered and distributed 
among creditors ing to the laws of the State where the 
erty is situated, subject to the provisions of this act. This clearly 
contemplates an administering and distribution of the property 
under the laws of the State and in accordance therewith. 

eee that the original assignment, accompanied by 
a list of itors, giving names and residences and astatement of 
the debt due each, with a schedule of property, exempt and unex- 
empt, and a statement of all liens and incumbrances, shall, within 
sixty days from the date of the execution of the assignment, be 
filed in the court in which the petition of the debtor is herein 
required to be filed, Section 5 then provides for the filing of that 

tition in the circuit court of the district or division of his resi- 
ence. Now, as the debtor’s property is to be administered b. 
the State court, it must have a statement and inventory, wit 
schedules, made and executed in accordance with the laws of the 
State, filed with it, so that we have a provision for the filing of at 
least two of these msive schedules and lists in at least two 
aor places and with 8 not so, = a range court 
m proceed without information n ‘or the proper 
settlement and distribution of the Gain, Vite witaae — 85 the 
consideration of another question, and that is the enormous cost 
and expense that would be entailed in the execution of the pro- 
a substitute. Two schedules, two inventories, two lists of 
ebts, a ing in the State courts of each State where the debtor 
has property, and then when the debtor seeks his discharge he 
goes into another court in another jurisdiction and must com- 
mence a new proceeding in that court to obtain his discharge. 
How much better would it be to have one proceeding in one court 
in one jurisdiction to take hold of the estate and distribute the 
property and grant or refuse a discharge to the debtor. 

One of the most serious objections urged against our last law 
on the subject of bankruptcies was the fact that as a rule the es- 
tates wereswallowed up or dissipated in the payment of costs and 
fees. The p substitute is as much more extravagant in its 
provision for fees and costs as can well be imagined. 

The practical effect of section 5 would be to prevent the filing 
of an assignment by a m who had not resided six months in 
a given district or division of the United States. If a person doing 
business in one district or division should move across the line 
into another, continuing his business at the same place, and should 
file and make an assigmment by reason of insolvency, he could not 
have the benefit of this so-called uniform system of bankruptcy”; 
that is, he could not have or even file a petition for a discharge 
from his debts. 

The debtor must have resided in said district or division at 
least six calendar months immediately preceding the making of 
the assignment.” Otherwise he can not file a petition for a dis- 
Pie open substitute makes no provision whatever for the 
control of the assignee. It does not prescribe his duties nor fix 
his bond nor direct when or how payments are to be made. All 
that is left to the State courts. If the laws of a State are lax and 
insufficient and the estate is wasted by the assignee the creditors 
have no remedy whatever. The courts of the United States have 
no 3 ha SA matters. E the peti A 

y section 7,if upon the hearing of the petition for a discha 

it shall appear that the debtor made an assi ent and that the 
same contained a full and complete conveyance of all his unex- 
empt property, and that within three months before the ge 
of this act no creditor of such debtor had been preferred except 
as authorized, and that certain other acts had been done, then 
“ the court shall order and adjudge that said debtor be forever 
disch d from the payment of the debts mentioned and set forth 
in the list accompanying his petition, and such order and adjudi- 
cation shall be a full, complete, and final discharge of said debtor 
from the payment of said debts.” 

It will be observed that so far as this proposed substitute is con- 
cerned it is entirely immaterial whether or not the estate of the 
assignor has been administered or not. The debtor, at any time 
within four months from the date of the execution of the assign- 
ment, may file his petition. On filing the petition the debtor is 
to be forthwith adjudged a bankrupt. It seems that at least four 
weeks’ notice is to be given, and then the court is to proceed to 

i e the debtor from his debts. In the meantime the first 
steps are being taken in the State court for the administration of 


4636 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 30, 


the debtor’s proper 


and the distribution thereof among credit- 
ors. No provision whatever is made to punish or prevent a fraud- 
ulent concealment of property by the debtor or the commission of 
other frauds upon the creditors, and the United States court may 
proceed to discharge the debtor from all the debts mentioned in 
the schedules filed by him before it has been possible to ascertain 
whether or not the conduct of the debtor has been just and honest 
or fraudulent and corrupt. 

Section 16 of the substitute bill (section 13 of H.R. 259) expressly 
provides— 

That this act shall not be construed to annul or d the laws of any 
State now in force or hereafter passed for the relief of insolvent debtors, or 
the distribution of their estates, except so far as the same may be in conflict 
with the provisions hereof. 

Is it to be inferred that the substitute bill, if enacted into law, 
will annul or suspend the laws of a State now in force or here- 
after for the relief of insolvent debtors or the distribution 
of their estates when in conflict therewith? If so, and that is the 

lain construction of the proposed law, then the State courts will 

called upon to determine whether there is a conflict between 
the law of the State and the law of the United States, and if the 
State court shall determine that there is a conflict, then it must de- 
termine whether it will adopt and follow the laws of its own State 
or the laws of the United States. If it determines that there is a 
conflict, appeals may be taken from that decision, and if the State 
court determines that there is no conflict and proceeds with the 
administration of the estate, then appeals may be taken from that 
determination, and so the State court may determine that the 
debtor has beeen guilty of the wrongful acts mentioned in section 
7, but such adjudication and determination may not be reached 
or the facts discovered until long after the United States court. 
ing under a petition for a di ge, shall have judicated 
that none of these acts have been committed, and shall have dis- 
charged the debtor. In the meantime the creditors of the debtor 
are struggling and contending in two different courts; in the one 
to discover the property of the debtor and compel its proper ap- 
lication, and in the other to prevent a discharge of the debtor 
kom the debts they are seeking to collect. These courts may be 
running at the same time, demanding the presence of both debtor 
and creditors in two different tribunals at points far distant from 
each other. The same questions might be up for determination 
in both courts, and upon precisely the same evidence the State 
court might arrive at one conclusion, while the United States 
court would arrive at one directly the contrary. There is no pro- 
vision giving to the United States court exclusive jurisdiction of 
any of these questions, except whether it shall grant a ne 
ith these proceedings running in two, and possibly ten, dif- 
ferent courts (depending upon the number of States in which the 
debtor had property) the debtor and his creditors would be harassed 
and harried until life would become a burden, and both would 
be taken from Dan to Beersheba and back again over and over 
again at enormous expense, while the estate would be the legiti- 
mate prey of the attorneys prosecuting or defending suits relating 
thereto in the State courts. 

The substitute bill of the gentleman from Texas is a crude ex- 
periment. It follows no precedent and contains no defined prin- 
ciple of administration. While adopting many children, to wit, 
the assignment laws of all the 45 States, it makes no provision 
for quarrels between them, but leaves all differences to be settled 

first by the State courts, and eventually by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, for all these proceedings must be valid accord- 
ing to the laws of the States and also in accordance herewith; 
that is, with the act of Congress. 

What a fruitful field of litigation is here opened up for litigious 
men and greedy attorneys! ith what glee will the shylocks of 
the profession whet their professional wits if this substitute should 
be enacted into law! The speculators of the profession would 
camp for the next six months on the borders of every suspected 
insolvent and plunge his estate into the boiling — dean of con- 
flicting decisions immediately the law went into effect. 

The pro; substitute bill provides for the appointment of 
auditors, but inasmuch as the estates are to be administered and 
distributed in accordance with the assignment or insolvent laws 
of the several States, it is difficult to see what these newly created 
officers will have to audit unless it be the number of conflicting 
decisions made hy the several courts. 

It is not the discharge of the debtor that is important to the 
creditors, but the y and honest administration and distribu- 
tion of his estate. e author of the pro substitute seems to 
think that uniform laws on the subject of ptcies only relate 
to the ener of 3 debtors. ; In this 3 we saal 
see. e speed ani Onest cession o ro or e en 
of creditors is, A should be, the e every ee 
Honest conduct should precede and accompany the assi ent 
at 2 i of its execution, and only when this is finally com- 

leted should the debtor be permitted to institute a proceeding 

‘or a discharge. If there has been dishonesty at any stage, then 


ad should be refused. Where can it be best known 
whether or not the debtor has been honest? Certainly in the court 
where the pro has been administered, for there the whole 
conduct of the debtor will be necessarily inquired into; there the 
light of day will be let in upon all his transactions. 

But this substitute bill permits the debtor to apply for and ob- 

tain a discharge before the administration of his estate has fairly 
commenced. And this proceeding is to be taken and conducted 
in another court. 
I can conceive no more complex and cumbersome mode of deal- 
ing with this important subject. The mind of man never devised 
an easier way of escape for the dishonest debtor. Why remove 
him from the court in which his property has been administered 
and his financial transactions and conductinquired into and made 
known to another jurisdiction at a distant point, where per- 
chance his fleeced and impoverished creditors might not be able 
to follow, when he comes to apply for a discharge? Why not con- 
fer jurisdiction upon the State courts to at least recommend the 
granting or refusal of a discharge? If we are to adopt the State 
courts in one stage of the proceeding-why not in all others? 

How different the bill reported from the committee. We have 
here a complete and perfected system, fair and just to both debtors 
and creditors, simple and plain, easily and cheaply administered, 
calculated to s ily convert the estate into money and distribute 
the same fairly, and finally place the honest debtor on his feet 
again, a man among men. 

The conditions mentioned by President U. S. Grant when he 
recommended the of our former law do not now exist. No 
man can be forced into bankruptcy unless guilty of fraud or ac- 
tually insolvent and in acondition when he has become unable to 
par ana has ceased to pay his debts. 

e gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] concedes a great 
demand for a bankrupt law; others make the same admission. 
Then why not act? 

SHALL THE LAW CONTAIN VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY PROVISIONS, OB 
ONLY VOLUNTARY PROVISIONS? 

It must be conceded that great difference of opinion exists on 
this proposition. 

There seems to be objections to involuntary provisions, growing 
out of the fear that a e proceedings will be quite generally 
resorted to as a means of collecting debts, and that the law of 
Congress will supersede the laws of the various States within their 
respective jurisdictions as a collecting agency. 

I am opposed to the enactment of laws intended simply as col- 
lection laws, for the reason that I do not think the Constitution 
confers any such power. Should we pass laws providing simply 
for the enforcement and collecting of debts, I think they vould be 
unconstitutional. It would be convenient to have uniform laws 
throughout the United States for the collection of debts. But 
this is not the purpose of this bill, nor does it tend in that direction. 

This bill is aimed at actual insolvency, and while all insolvents 
may have its benefits, the involuntary features are most carefully 
guarded, and great care has been taken to keep far within the 
powers conferred by the Constitution. 

Two things must concur in all except three cases to render a 
person subject to the involuntary 3 of the bill. 

First. In all cases there must a condition of actual insol- 
vency or fraud must have been committed. 

Second. In all cases except three the person proceeded against 
must have been guilty of fraudulent acts affecting the rights and 
remedies of his creditors. 

Third. In the other three cases a condition of things must have 
arisen rendering it highly proper and expedient for the law to take 
hold of and administer the property of the debtor for the benefit 
of all his creditors: (1) The debtor must have failed for thirty 
days, and while actually insolvent, to secure the release of prop- 
erty levied upon under process of law for $500 or over; (2) The 
debtor must have made an assignment for the benefit of his cred- 
itors or filed a written statement admitting his inability to pay 
his debts; and (3) suspended and not resumed for thirty days, 
and until a petition is filed and while actually insolvent, the pay- 
ment of his commercial paper aggregating $500 or over. 

It must be conceded by all just-minded men that in each of 
these cases the creditors should have the right to take hold of by 
some process the property of the debtor and apply the same equi- 
tably to the payment of his debts; and secondly, if the debtor is 
honest, that when this is done he shall have a full discharge from 
his debts and an opportunity to commence life anew. It is no 
answer to say that in such cases the most active creditor should 
have the full benefit of his zeal and diligence. We must remem- 
ber that all creditors having equal equities—equal rights to recog- 
nition and payment of their claims—do not have equal opportu- 
nity to ascertain and know the debtor's financial condition. 

Again, if those who first come are to be first served” from the 
debtor's estate, the debtor may communicate his actual condition 
toa few of his creditors of long standing and enable them to obtain 
judgments in advance of more recent creditors who perchance 
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have recently filled the counters or storehouses of the debtor with 
their goods on credit, and these goods are in this way taken to pay 
old debts, and recent creditors are used to pay the more ancient 
ones. Again, the debtor would be enabled by way of suggestion 
to prefer a certain few of his creditors to the absolute exclusion 
of all others. 

When a debtor descends to the commission of actual fraud upon 
his creditors it is certainly time that they be permitted to take 
the property of the debtor and apply the same equitably to the 
8 of his debts. ; 5 

Therefore, it seems to me, nothing can be said against the fair- 
ness saa mna of this bill, if involuntary provisions are to be 

i at all. 
It excludes from these involuntary provisions wage earners 
whose income is less than $1,500 per annum and all persons en- 
ed chiefly in farming or the ti of the soil, ; 
Shis leaves the involuntary features of the bill applicable only 
to merchants and manufacturers and bankers, giving some degree 
of protection to our great mercantile and manufacturing interests. 
OBJECTIONS TO A PURELY VOLUNTARY BILL. 

In the first place. any just and constitutional exercise of the 

wer conf on the Co ss of the United States to estab- 

ish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States demands that the law contain both voluntary and 
involuntary provisions. : 

Any other exercise of this power would be one-sided, be incom- 
plete, and radically defective. There is nothing in the Constitu- 
tion to indicate that it was the 3 of the framers of the 
Constitution to limit or restrict this power to the enactment of 
laws for the release of insolvent debtors from the burden of their 
debts. On the other hand, the language of the Constitution in- 
dicates that it was the purpose of our fathers to invest Congress 
with full power to enact complete and comprehensive laws on 
this subject. y 

The power to pass laws on the subject of bankruptcies was not 
included in the original draft of the Constitution of the United 
States. The author of The Federalist treated the subject with 
great brevity, and we find the following the only commentary on 
that clause in the Constitution: 


The power of establishing uniform lawsof bankruptcy is so intimately con- 
nected with the regulation of commerce and will prevent so many frauds 
where the parties or their property may lie or be removed into ‘erent 
States that the expediency of it seems not likely to be drawn in question.— 


The Federalist, No. 42. 

Here is a clear indication in express lan; that the exercise 
of the power was intended to prevent frauds by debtors. How 
can frauds be prevented by the enactment of a law containing 
purely voluntary features? The enactment of a voluntary bank- 
rupt law, instead of preventing, would aid and encourage frauds of 
the most gross character. The enactment of such a law would en- 
courage men to rush into debt, buy property on credit, and use the 
same extravagantly or perchance conceal the same from honest 
creditors, trusting to the law to relieve them from their obliga- 
tions at a future day. Any bill containing only voluntary fea- 
tures might justly be entitled “An act to encourage frauds.” 

Honest men, of course, will decline to run largely in debt unless 
they can see a clear way to pa their debts. On the other hand, a 
dishonest man will incur all the indebtedness he can, provided he 
thinks he can make way with the property, secure the benefit of 
it. and eventually obtain a discharge from his . to pay. 

The very definition of a constitutional law on the subject of 
bankruptcies throughout the United States requires both volun- 
tary and involuntary features. 

In Story on the Constitution, volume 2, fourth edition, page 50, 
note 2, it is said: 

Perhaps as . description of a bankrupt law as can be framed 
is that it is a law for the benefit and relief of creditors and their debtors in 


cases in which the latter are unable or unwilling to pay their debts. Anda 


law on the subject of bankruptcies, in the sense of the itution, is a law 


making provisions for cases of persons failing to pay their debts. 

It will be noted that the lawis for the benefit and relief of 
creditors and also their debtors in cases in which the latter are 
either unable or unwilling to pay their debts. A law having for 
its object the discharge of debtors from their obligations is simply 
one for the benefit and relief of debtors, and does not take into 
account the creditor at all, except as he may be prevented from 
ever enforcing his just and legal claim against the debtor, it may 
be, without any compensation at all. Again, a law making pro- 
visions for cases of persons failing to pay their debts does not con- 
template one ig for the discharge of the person failing to pay 
his debts from the obligation to pay, but clearly contemplates 
laws providing, first, for a surrender by the debtor of his 
property to his creditors, which is a provision in their interest, 
and then a provision that when this is done the debtor shall be 
discharged. This last provision is in the interest of and for the 
benefit of the debtor. 

To meet with favor, any law upon the subject of bankruptcies 
must work harmoniously and equitably in the interest of both 


the debtor and creditor classes; it must protect all interests, and 
this can be done only by providing that when the debtor becomes 
insolvent and unable to pay his debts his property may be taken 


by his creditors and equitably distributed, and by providing that 
when the debtor becomes dishonest and insolvent and shows his 
dishonesty by overt acts, that then the creditors may take the 

tty before it shall have been wasted and apply it equitably 
to the payment of creditors. Such a law can not be used as an 
instrument of 8 No honest debtor will be or can be in- 
jured by it. y rogues need be afraid of such a law. The 
creditor class is not only willing but anxious to encourage traders 
and manufacturers of every class and condition, so long as they 
remain honest and evince a disposition to meet their obligations. 
It always has been and always will be to the interest of the cred- 
itor class to sustain and keep their debtors out of bankruptcy. So 
long as debtors are honest and proceed honestly in their business 
and pay their debts when they can, the creditors are helped in 
their business, for the debtor is their most efficient ally in obtain- 
ing and commanding a market. It is not pay for the goods sold 
to-day that the dealer is aiming for, but a constant and well-sus- 
tained market for the product or products he deals in, and the 
creditor with this end in view, and aiming to have the profits of 
money transactions, always has and always will sustain the hon- 
est debtor so long as he, on his part, makes a determined and 
well-directed effort to succeed in business. 

To establish a law on the subject of bankruptcies providing 
simply for voluntary bankruptcy would ruin credit. Such a law 
would create distrust in the business world the moment written 
upon the statute books. The merchant would suspect that men 
were seeking credit for the of incurring as large an 
indebtedness as possible with the view of ultimately hiding orcon- . 
cealing their property and taking the chances of obtaining a dis- 
charge from their debts at a future day. Such a law would Sero 
all confidence between the debtor and creditor class. Within the 
last four years commerce and business of all kinds have suffered 
a paralysis, and what we need is a law that will speedily restore 
confidence in the business world, especially between the debtor 
and creditor classes. 

It is written in history and is a common-sense proposition that 
men haying money to employ in business will not employ it and 
give credit unless they have reasonable safeguards protecting them 
in so doing. When reasonably protected capital always greedily 
seeks investment, to encourage business, to encourage enterpris- 
ing men of little or no copia in business. Capitalis not lazy, but 
active, enterprising, ambitious. Themen who are content to in- 
vest their money at simple interest are quite rare comparatively. 
Men of capital are usually those who have ESEN in busi- 
ness, and they usually dislike to see it idle or engaged only in 
drawing moderate interest. Moneyed men delight to see their 
money in a business that sets the wheels of great manu- 
facturing industries in motion, Such men delight to know that 
their capital is making things hum. 

When confidence is established and sustained between the capi- 
talist and the honest, industrious, enterprising, poor man, the poor 
man finds no difficulty whatever in obtaining the aid and assist- 
ance of the capital of the rich, but the moment that confidence is 
destroyed capital hides itself, and the poor man, however indus- 
trious, active, or enterprising, finds himself without the ability 
to command means to en in business. Hence it is that the 
Congress of the United States should not put its seal of approval 
upon any law that has a tendency to destroy the little confidence 
now remaining in the business world. 

The great mass of active business men in the United States and 
in the civilized world are both debtorsand creditors. They belo 
to both classes. They buy upon credit, and owe numerous an 
large debts. They sell upon credit, and have large amounts due 
them and a lare number of creditors scattered over every State, 
and it may be the world. 

These men do not want a bankrupt law that is purely voluntary 
or purely involuntary. In their own interest, to cover all the 
exigencies of life and of trade, they desire the law to be just first 
to themselves, and secondly, just to the persons with whom they 
deal. They can see no equity in a law that would permit their 
debtors to refuse to pay and then escape their obligations through 
a voluntary bankruptcy law. If their debtors are to escape the 
load of debt in certain exigencies and under certain circumstances, 
ey want reserved to themselves the power to take the property 
of these debtors and apply it to the payment of their debts before 
it shall have been dishonesty or improvidently scattered and 
wasted. And the same rule and the same law they would apply 
to others they are willing to have applied to themselves. <A just 
law is equity, and equity is a just law; and law and equity should 
go hand in d, and so the debtor and creditor classes must, if 
they would prosper, go hand in hand and have laws upon the 
statute book that are reciprocal in their nature, giving relief and 
protection to both. 

Both labor and capital are interested in the enlargement and 
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extension of the debtor class. Labor wants employment and capital 
seeks investment. Whenever capital is invested in business it 
gives employment to labor, and this combination of labor and 
capital produces something, and this something when produced 
goes into the markets of the world, is found in the channels of 
trade, and is continually asking men, who are honest, to buy upon 
credit, use or sell again, and pay by and by, and so keep the ma- 
chinery of the business world well oiled and in constant motion. 
A 5 ee run in debt” is a remark often made, but a principle rarely 
ollowed. 

Voung men of integrity, ability, and ambition, willing to work 
and determined to sueceed, can do but little without credit, and 
capital would be largely useless unless credit should claim its as- 
sistance and a Intelligent labor is constantly seeking 
broader fields o 
credit. Capital universally seeks to increase itself. He who 
would aor impediments in the way of either is an enemy to 


Failures sometimes occur. It is taught in Holy Writ that the 
attempt to create mankind was to a degree a failure. Adam was 
taken on credit, and he failed to hew to the line. After a few 
thousand years God sent great floods to wipe mankind from the 
face of the earth, und only a few were reserved to start business 
afresh, but God took these on trust, gave them credit, and has 
allowed the world to go on ever since. I do not think this earth 
should be blotted from the universe because its inhabitants have 
not been a perfect success. Nor do I think the credit system 
should be abolished or condemned because now and then men fail 
to pay their debts. Nor would I abolish capital because it grows 
at times intolerant. Those who cry out inst combinations of 
capital and seek to undermine it are their own worst enemies. 
They de: e and belittle the communities in which they live. 
Poverty is not a disgrace, nor is it a magnificent blessing. bor 
is the grand master, buil up nations more surely than the 

dest kings, and on the surest foundation. But labor must 
ve its reward, and this is first a good living and then anac- 
cumulated capital upon which it may draw when old age has 
palsied its hand. That is the best nation which contains the most 
earnest, intelligent labor, the most active industries, the broadest 
education, the greatest active capital. Riches are the reward of 
labor and its best friend. 


fore, when we deal with the credit system at all, let us deal with 
and care for all interests, those who extend as well as those who 
receive credit. To ignore the one while we foster the other is leg- 
islative dishonesty, repudiation of duty. When we undertake to 
enact laws in the interest and for the protection of the debtor 
eee renee ra Let fp Yn creditor class have their rights 
proportionately guarded and protected. 

Judge Story, in his most excellent work on the Constitution, 
says, section 1106: 

wW 

— eae e rise rent 
that the general objects of all bankrupt and insolvent laws are, on the one 
į tionof the pror 


Again he says: 
f the first duti so iamete bem nt eee. for the sacred 
— — aid remedies to enforce cortaht is pari 


which cuts hi: 6 common 


mind and body m a 
of and robs his family of the fruits of 
tendence. national 


—— guard 
— intolerable and more g 

It is evident from these quotations that the views of this great 
jurist were that the duty of Congress in the exercise of this con- 
stitutional power is first to secure to creditors an a; iation of 
the property of their debtors, who are either unwilling or unable 
to pay; and secondly, to fee to honest debtors a discharge 
from their i obligations. parmi short of this is not 
a bankrupt law. Anything short of this violates the just princi- 
ples that should guide us in dealing with the subject. To secure 
these results a law must contain both voluntary and involuntary 


provisions. 
It always has been and always will be impossible to enact or 
put into operation perfect laws on this or any other subject. Any 
tem of laws born of the brain of mortal man will be incom- 
éte, found to contain imperfections, but bringing to our aid the 
ence of mankind, taking into consideration the wants or 
needs of the human race, we can legislate with some degree of 
wisdom, and this we do when we regard all our citizens, all our 


usefulness. Inventive genius constantly seeks: 


interests, and have a care to foster and protect everything con- 
ducive to the general good of our country and its institutions. 

No State pride or jealousy should stand in the way of the en- 
actment of just, comprehensive, and complete laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. State laws 
are necessarily incomplete and inefficient. Each State can pass 
laws affecting its own citizens and discharging them from the 
obligations of contracts entered into subsequently to their enact- 
ment. But as no State can Log laws impairing the obligation of 
a contract it is utterly unable to pass insolvent laws that shall 
affect debts incurred before their enactment or. between citizens 
of different States, 

Says Story, section 1107: 

But there are lar reasons in 
why the Goverment of the Watted Sta Stans. Seale te nen with coe 

wer. They result from the importance of intra. on A romoting 

0 b. 


justice, and securing rights and remedies amon: he States. 
„There can Beno other adequate — than giving a power to the 
General Government to introduce and perpetuate a ‘orm system. 


Again, the author says: 

In the next place, it is clear that no State can introduce any system which 
shall extend ond its own territorial limits and the persons who are sub- 
Credi can not be bound 
ne reach of its 
„It such contracts nor 
touch the remedies which relate to them in any other jurisdiction. So that 
the most meritorious insolvent debtor will be harassed by new suits and new 
litigations as often as he moves out of the State boundaries. His whole prop- 
cater be absorbed. by his creditors residing in a single State, and he may 
be left to the severe retributions of judicial process in every other State in 
the Union, Among a people whose general and commercial intercourse must 
be so Tepper so constantly increasing as in the United States, this alone 

would be a most enormous evil and bear with peculiar 

commercial States. Very few persons engaged 
without debtors or creditors in many States in the Union. The evil is inca 
ble of being redressed by the States. It can be adequately redressed only 
the power of the Union. One of the most pressing grievances bearing upon 
commercial, manufacturing, and agricultural interests at the present moment 
is the total want of a general system of bankruptcy. It is well known that 
Consti- 
* 


t can neither 


ever since the 


— . before it had any fair trial u grounds 

— olly beside its merits, can from — more 2 — erae dane 
y 

These considerations so ably and cogently presented a to 

impress every member of the Fifty-fourth Congress with the ne- 

cessity of immediate and wise action. 

The present financial distress and depression impresses every- 
one and invites our attention to the wisdom and necessity of pro- 
viding relief to the victims of business failures not in their power 
to avert. Thousands of our best and most energetic business 
men are now hopelessly involved and bowed down beneath a load 
of debt which they are powerless to lift. Weowe it to these men, 
to society, to our country, to enact a law that shall bring a spring- 
time of hope to these men and encourage them to a renewal of their 
old-time business vigor and activity. At the same time we must 
be reasonably certain that we do not throw open avenues that in- 
vite the dishonest to a career of fraud and ulation, the reckless 
to a life of extra’ ce and dissipation. Enough run easily and 
heedlessly into debt and then resort to questionable methods to 
secrete the remnants of their Pb without having an invita- 
tion extended and a promise deliberately made by the lawmaking 

wer that however heedless, reckless, and extravagant their con- 

uct may be the door to escape is wide open and the way plain 


and A 
In 2 of fact, these views would seem to have commended 
themselves to the better judgment of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. ree es for, having introduced House bill 259, to which I 
have made reference and from which I have made quotations and 
which is apurely voluntary bill, that gentleman submitted to the 
subcommittee having this bill in charge another proposition, 
headed as follows: 
H. R. (no number). In the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BatLry submits as his report from the subcommittee the 
following bill: 
A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy. 
Then follow eight sections substantially word for word like bill 
H. R. 259. In section 9 of his report from the subcommittee that 
tleman takes a new departure and inserts a provision providing 
or involuntary bankruptcy, as follows: 

t any three or more creditors of any debtor entitled to take the benefit 
of the provisions of this act may file the tion in a court having juris- 
diction over such debtor, alleging’ that said. debtor is a merchant, er, 
banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner, and that he owes them debts amount- 
ing in the te to the sum of $500 or more, and that he has within four 
months of the filing of said petition, and since the of this com» 
mitted either of the following ee ama First, concealed himself, de- 
parted or remained away from hisp. of business, residence, or domicile 
with intent. actual on his part, to avoid the service of civil process and to 
defraud his creditors; second, made a transfer of any of his property with 
actual intent on his part to defraud his creditors: third, made, while insoly= 
222. a 
erence; fourth, red or suffered a jud; 5 pat to be-ensered View 
Sa a kA e e E E 
defeat his creditors. rä 
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tion, and if, oe 
debtor shail adju 
vided in this act f 


and thereupon like 
a case of voluntary tcy. 

It will be observed that this provision is much more radicaland 
drastic in many respects than the bill reported by the full com- 
mittee and now under consideration. 

The provisions of this bill reported to the full committee by 
Mr. BAILEY, who was a member of the subcommittee, shows 
that the work of the subcommittee was not without result, and 
that the gentleman from Texas had been, in part at least, con- 
verted to the idea that a just and true bankruptcy law should 
contain both voluntary and involuntary features. Whether 
this conversion was genuine and ent or not, it demonstrates 
that the gentleman from Texas is quite at sea regarding the true 
basis upon which a bankrupt law should be constructed. In the 

ifty-third. Congress he wrote and secured the passage through 

ouse, by a very narrow majority, his bill e for vol- 
untary bankruptcy. At the very of this Congress, and 
J7JFCC FCC 
ing simply for voluntary toy, but he ani 

S ted as his report. from the subcommittee the bill above re- 

erred to. This action on his part demonstrates one of three 

things; that the gentleman’s mind is vacillating, that he reall 
believes that a bankrupt law should contain both voluntary an 
involuntary provisions, or that he would prevent, if possible, by 
confusing the mind of this House, the enactment of a just and 
complete law on the subject of bankruptcy containing both volun- 

and involuntary provisions. - 

th bills suggested by the gentleman from Texas, and to which 
Ihave referred, provide that the act shall continue in force two 
years and no longer, except as to proceedings commenced within 
that time. He now proposes H.R. 8234. 

If a law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
States should be enActed at all, the measure should be a permanent 
one and not merely temporary, amere makeshift. If parties who 
are in debt to-day and unable to discharge their pecuniary obli 
tions are e tse e from their debts, then those who 
are in the same predicament ah and four and five years hence 
ought to have the same privileges extended to them. There is no 
good reason why a bankruptcy law should be temporary. It con- 
cerns the great debtor and creditor classes; it affects trade, com- 
merce, and credit, and should be permanent and afford security 
to the creditor class and immunity to the honest debtor class 
when its provisions have been honestly complied with. Stabili 
in law and in policy makes.a country respectable and respected. 
Instability makes any government weak. 

It may be that the unwise tariff legislation enacted by the Fifty- 
third Congress will give to wise and efficient legislation on 
that subject enacted by the Fifty-fifth Congress. It may be that 
the financial distress and ruin brought upon the people of the 
United States by the unwise and incompetent Democratic Admin- 
istration that. has controlled affairs for the three years have 
made all the bankrupts they will, and that if we pass a tempo 
bill designed to clear the deck and cure, so faras possible, the e 
of improper legislation, we shall have done a good work and been of 
some use to American people. But the -fourth 
should not act e or It is not here to cure dis- 


eases only. This Con uld legislate not only to cure exist- 
ing ills, but to avert, i ible, distress and wrongs in the future. 
This Congress should aim to enact nt laws that will build 


up and strengthen business, trade, commerce, agriculture; that 

will strengthen the hands of persons engaged fo, Miene: — 

This Con, shouldaim to strengthen our condition and 

give confidence to all classes of our citizens, 

NATIONAL AND STATE CONDITIONS DEMAND TH® ESTABLISHMENT OF UNI- 
FORM LAWS ON THE SUBJECT OF BANKRUPTCIES. 

We should do all we can to extend and strengthen our national 
credit, and to do this we must maintain individual credit. Ana- 
tion of bankrupts can not maintain national credit. The character 
and strength of a nation is measured largely by the integrity, 
intelligence, and ability of the people composing it. The day has 
gone by when physical power determines the standing of a nation 
among the governments of the earth. Fleets and standing armies 
will always command a certain degree of by operating on 
the fears of mankind, but even these can not be maintained with- 
out a firm national credit behind them. The United States of 
America would have gone down in defeat and suffered dissolution 
had not its credit at home and abroad commanded the respect, 
first, of her own people, and secondly, the respect and confidence 
of foreign nations and their people. The independence of the 
Southern Confederacy would have been recognized by some for- 

eign nations and the attempt made by them to establish it had 


not our 2 exhibited the ability and willingness to maintain 
our national credit, sustain armies and navies, and maintain and 
defend the integrity of the nation, the Union of the States. 

Wise uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout 
the United States will do much to maintain our credit both at 
home and abroad. The more we foster, protect, and sustain our 
own industries, manufactures, and business men the more we 
add to our individual and consequently our national wealth. 
Couple this with honesty, and we have the indestructible basis of 
national prosperity. To-day we are dealing largely with the citi- 
zens of foreign nations, and we are seeking to extend these com- 
mercial relations. Credit is asked and received and must be 
maintained. We measure foreign nations by the wisdom of their 
laws, their ability and willingness to protect. persons and prop- 
— and property rights. We are weighed in the same manner 
and by the same rules. Let it be understood that the strong arm 
of the National Government is ready to extend itself and secure 
the honest administration and distribution of insolvent debtors' 
estates among their creditors, and the citizens of all civilized 
nations will have confidence in entering into commercial trans- 
actions with and extending credit to ci of the United States 

ardless of the State in which they live. 

Pistrus t of States and State laws will disap or cease to be 
a factor in commercial transactions not only een citizens of 
the different States, but between citizens of the United States and 
of foreign nations. It is common knowledge that the laws of 
many of the States are extremely lax or inefficient in providin 
means for the just and equitable eee of the property o 
an insolvent debtor to the payment of his just debts. Asa result, 
it is many times difficult and sometimes impossible for residents 
of some of the States to obtain credit, and so trade and commerce 
even among citizens of the several States is limited and crippled. 
- In my judgment, no wiser action can be taken by this fing 
3 under existing conditions, than to provide uniform laws 
on this subject. Some of the States complain of the poverty of 
their people. The great West and South want credit with the 
East. The complaint has come from the West that the East has 
quite largely withdrawn investments, and she has felt this action 
and feels it to-day. This withdrawal of capital and credit has 
resulted in a depreciation of values and general business stagna- 
tion. Whatever other causes have contributed to this condition, 
one cause has been the distrust pervading moneyed men in the 
East of the efficiency and adequacy of State insolvent laws in the 
South and West. 

So long as States permit debtors to prefer creditors without 
restriction or substantial limitation, — 5 g it possible, and even 
probable, that the debtor, when overtaken by insolvency, will de- 
vote all his property to the —— of his home creditors, friends, 
and relatives near by, whether it be honestly or fraudulently, 
merchants, man , and business men residing without 
their boundaries will be ingly shy of extending credit to 
citizens of those States. Usually they will not do this at all with- 
out exacting security that the would-be debtor is either unable or 
unwilling to give—security that he can not give without inviti 
attention to his weak financial condition, and thus impairing an 
usually destroying his credit at home. 

A fair and impartial consideration of these conditions must be 
conclusive of the wisdom of the enactment of this bill into law. 
We must remember that our population, wealth, manufacturing 
industries, and interstate commerce are rapidly increasing. 

The rapid growth and development of our means of intercom- 
munication; the spread and extension of railroad lines, making 
transportation easy, rapid, and cheap; the growth of telegraph 
lines and the invention of the telephone, making it possible for the 
merchant in New York City to converse with the customer in 
Cleveland, i Chicago, and other western cities, and the 
growth and improvement of our mail service, together with the 
rapid growth of industries and manufactures in certain sections 
8 to others, but the products of which are necessary for 
the use of almost every citizen in every home in the land, makes 
an interchange of our manufactures and products absolutely 
necessary to our prosperity. With this interchange trade und in- 
terstate commerce, credit must go hand in hand. Credit will be 
demanded when the agricultural States purchase the implements 
andsupplies manufactured in others. ey will pay when crops 
are marketed. Credit is asked when the great food products of 
the South and West are put on the market. The manufacturer 
purchases cotton on credit. If credit is not given, then these 
crops are sold to speculators for ready cash at less than their real 
value, and so the rich are made richer and poor producers, usu- 
ally the planter and farmer, are made poorer, deprived of the just 
fruits of their toil. So illustrations may be multiplied at will. 
It all tends to illustrate the necessity of maintaining and making 
stone atin safe the ars 3 a —— as old as man and 
absolutely necessary to the growth and prosperity of an le. 

To this end, as stated, a wise and e yet cent pas ce 
of uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies is necessary. 
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The fathers who framed our Constitution foresaw the wisdom 
and necessity of conferring upon Congress this power. Present 
conditions demand its exercise. The great army of 175,000 per- 
sons who have met with financial disaster and are virtually de- 
_ barred from actively engaging in business in a legitimate manner 
and other thousands who would profit by their release from their 
financial burdens, and more than 500,000 business men engaged 
in ee e CIN pursuits demand a wise and efficient law on thi 
subject. 

The Fifty-fourth Congress will not have lived in vain if it does 
its duty in this regard and does what it can to dispel the financial 
glooom enshrouding so many of our most enterprising citizens. 

If we do this, and act wisely in the doing, we shall gladden 
many a home, carry good news to many a despairing debtor, give 
new life and vigor to thousands of our best and most enterprising, 
though unfortunate, business men, gratify the creditor classes, 
strengthen our credit at home and abroad, extend our trade and 
commerce, and do much to set in motion the wheels of workshops 
and factories long idle and useless. 

I trust this House will with no uncertain or wavering 
voice, for the Republican party is not only the friend of progress 
and of liberty, but of the oppressed and unfortunate. Let us not 
hesitate to exercise our constitutional powers when by so doing 
we add to the strength, wealth, wealth-producing power, and se- 
curity of the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, I add as a part of my remarks some of the com- 
ments of Mr. Wolverton, an able Democrat from Pennsylvania, 
made by him on the Bailey bill H. R. 4609, in the Fifty-third 
Congress. (See Bepo 206, part 3.) That bill was virtually the 
same as the Bailey bill H. R.259, the Bailey bill H. R. 8234, and 
the Bailey bill (no number) all of the Fifty-fourth Congress, 

The minority of the Committee on the Ju: 


9 dissent from 
the report of the committee, and submit herewith principal reasons 
therefor, as follows: 
DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE TORREY BANKRUPTCY BILL AND THE BAILEY 
BILL. 

The Bailey bill (H. R. 4609) is an incomplete measure, whith contains tapar 
fect provisions for voluntary bankruptcy; the Torrey bankruptcy bill (H. R. 
4617) is a complete measure, which contains compre: ve provisions for 


voluntary as well as involuntary bankruptcy. 
“The incomplete bill (the Bailey bill) may not be, but the complete bill (the 


Torrey bankrup bill) is, constitutional. 

The incomplete would be an experiment in Lape paies Br tion in 
this country; the complete bill em es the wisdom and avoi o errors of 
past le ion in this and other countries. 


The incomplete bill aa Oe prove to be, but the complete bill is, unques- 
tionably, a pananpa b 

The incomplete may not apply to the whole country; it ht be, in 
effect, 3 and reenacted from time to time by State and Territorial 
tive acts or decisions by their courts; the complete bill anplies to the 
whole country and can not be affected, except by an act of Congress. 

The incomplete bill does not grant any relief to debtors who owe less than 
= the ä grants relief to debtors without invidious distinctions 
as to amounts R 

The incomplete bill leaves it discretionary with debtors to provide for the 

yment in of the wages of servants and laborers in the States where 
They are ace bei ry for by the insolvent laws: the complete bill makes 
absolute pro 


bill 
cording to the laws of the State where he liv 
8 —— they may be in conflict; it 
shall be accepted by the trustee before an 8 for a d can be 
made; the complete bill permits the bankrupt to make his application to the 
Federal court for a discharge, irrespective of conflicts between State laws 
and the Federal laws, and without reference to the acts of the trustee. 

The incomplete bill permits applications for discharges to be made without 
limit of time or number after the expiration of four months after the date 
of the nt while it is in force; the 5 bill permits the applica- 
tion to be made after the expiration of two, and within the next four months, 
or conditionally within the next six months, but not afterwards. 

The yes bill makes it possible for 
granted or withheld without reason; the complete 

as are calculated to enable all honest insolvent debtors to receive dis- 
and to prevent all dishonest debtors receiving them. 

The incomplete bill pona corporations, including national banks, to be 

; the complete bill does not seek to interfere with the rights of 
creditors to pursue their remedies t the stockholders of corporations, 


of dishonest debtors, 3 
the 


complete bill provides for the of only such debtors as are honest 
and ought to receive this great eration under the law without refer- 
ence to the time they become Aye 

The incomplete as well as the bya ete bill forbids the 3 of a per- 
son from any debt created by a defalcation while acting as a public officer, 
phot R trustee, or a any fiduciary Ber, Seni i pot = in- 
permi e discharge of a ration ough ma ve 
plundered the estate of which it was executor or administrator, robbed a 
child of which it was guardian, misappropriated the funds received as a 
trustee or in some other fiduciary ca ty. 

The incomplete bill neither leaves the administration of the estates of un- 
fortunates to be wholly dealt with by the State insolvent laws in their diverse 
weve nor toa national bankruptcy law in a comprehensive way; the complete 

is a national law and vests jurisdiction to ter it for the benefit of 
debtors and creditors in the Federal courts. 

The incomplete bill requires 
law, and, d, under a Federal law; the complete bill provides for pro- 


provides that where propert: 
cording to the laws oF ths State where the debtor resides; the complete bill 


leaves no room for unfortunate conflicts between State and Federal laws 
and the laws of different States, to be tought out at the expense of our citi- 
zens who may honest'y endeavor to exe: a constitutional right. 

The incomplete bill requires that the costs of two courts shall be incurred; 
the complete bi vides for economical proceedings in only one court. 

The incomplete bill will expire in two years; the complete will protect 
the rights of debtors and tors without limit of time. 

The pote nee bill extends the benefits of voluntary bankruptcy, in the 
States and Territories where it applies, to corporations, including national 
banks; the complete bill does not permit corporations to become volun 
bankrupts, but extends to them, except national banks, the benefits of invol- 


untary 4 

The incom: Tate m is an imperfect reproduction of the law of the Poor 
English gentleman"; the complete bill embodies all that is wise and conserva- 
he in o tee bit is all tobe in the inte f deb 

e incomple nterest of debtors; the complete 

ill recognizes the fact that all debtors are not poor. nor all creditors Rich, 
and therefore protects the interests of both classes alike, without reference 
to their poverty or their wealth. 

The incomplete bill is calculated to destroy credit and thereby require a 
great majority of those who buy property. or borrow money, yina 
small way, to give good security in the form of collateral, 8 or 
mo: for their indebtedness; the papiera bill will extend 8 4 
securing an equitable enforcement of the rights of both the debtors and cred- 
itors, and will have a tendency to enable would-be debtors to buy property 
and borrow npn without security, since under it preferences not be 
5 Millis net, bot ibe omplete bill 8 ded in th 

e incomple not, bu com: 
inne in 5 Honest debtors, but the ‘i lete 8 10 0 meen 
e incomplete m com 
ae e der ene, vm . dangzad . te be. 
e incomple not. but the comple man 
Tiers E : 3 and at 3 g S, 5 bill, 0 Eao 
e incomplete bill, or a pure voluntary bankru would not, but 
mes complete bill would, — the best interests Alte ol poor mak vies 


tors. 

The incomplete bill would not, but the complete bill would, protect and 
8 dete Bill 4 t d 8 b; rganizati * 

e incomple not deman any o ion or by any man 
outside of Congress, so far as we know or Shave heard; its eniactinont ts not 
advocated by any ne r, so far as we have been ad ; the complete 
bill has been demand of all sorts, petitioners of every 
class, and v7 nerally di the press in all of the country. 

The incomplete bill isnot, but the com bill is, advocat in the best 
interests of all classes of people. i 

The incomplete bill is e bad the complete bill is, Supports by the mem- 
bers of e oy who are in favor of securing to all of the people every right 
Stine incomplete bil, . in the Fifty-first Congress in the H 

e incomple was voted down e — e House; 
the complete bill was passed at the same time by a large nonpolitical, nonsec- 


tional majority. . 

The incomplete bill was adversely reported by this committee in the — 
second Congress; the complete bill, at the same time, was reported by 
committee as a comprehensive embodiment of the legislation anticipated by 
Hen ih de e the T. bankruptcy bill 

en the de on the Torre: p! re by the Committee 
on the Judiciary began, the g of the bill by the Clerk to the members 
was postponed upon the suggestion of a member from Texas until it should 
be considered under the five-minute rule; before that time came a member 
from Mr. Bland, moved to strike out the enacting clause, and the 
motion prevailed. In the debate upon that motion it was stated, and not con- 
tradicted, that two-thirds of the members had not read the bill. We there- 
fore F that this subject has not been considered by the 
members of the House. 

The complete bill is the one, the enacting clause of which was stricken out, 
with a few amendments suggested in the course of the general debate as cal- 
culated to improve it. 

The fact that 5 bill was reintroduced by the leader of the op 
sition, Mr. BAILEY, and its prompt report to the House secured by those who 
have heretofore been classed as opponents to bankruptcy legislation, imme- 
diately after Mr. Bland's motion was made and carried, at an unexpected 
time to its friends, is an admission that bankruptcy legislation is demanded 
by the people. Since this demand is to be answered, the only question is. Will 
Con pass the incomplete or the complete bill? When the members of 
the House shall have considered the segons fully we have no doubt but that 
their conclusion will be a wise one, and that the complete bill will be adopted 
as a substitute and then passed. 


pe ear es member ma — mw a ment 
ese questions, or any one of others equally inent, shall 
the such answer will show it to be — — 
questions are pertinent certainly shows that the bill is impractical and ought 
not to be . in preference to one which is free from these objections. 
By the section of the Bailey bill it is provided: 
e if — Eai doen ihn. an 
v 


In which he may reside or be d 


execu 


omiciled, or if he have property in any other 
to the laws thereof, 


t such ent 

State where the debtor resides.” 

Does this bill, by its above provisions, undertake to say how assignments 
under State laws shall be 


laws of that State, and also with the ents of this act“; the one in 
Mississippi would have to conform to the laws of that State and also with 
the requirements of this act.” If he should wish to make an assignment un- 
der the second section of his bill, the assignment in Mississippi would have 
to be made in accordance with the laws of the State where the ya ~ 


uired an assignment to be made of perty in any given State, Terri- 
tor ee dance with State or Territorial laws 
own, 


er consti 
If it should be claimed that the above provisions are not for the purpose of 
overriding State, Territorial, or District of Columbia laws, but that they 
simply state conditions which must be complied with by a debtor before he 
can get a discharge, then our question is: tan a debtor having property in 
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to the provisions of this act.“ z 
the example of Mr. BAILEY; let us waiye the question, as it is 
a difficult one, as to how he is to assign his property in Mississippi, and con- 
sider the question of itsadministration, both in that and hisown State. Does 
this provision require the State of Texas to administer estates assigned un- 
der its laws paheet tothe provisions ot this act“? Wehave always thought 
that when a State legislature, while in the exercise of its constitutional au- 
thority, passed a law, that the courts of that State might enforce it without 
reference to the provisions of an act of any other legislative body on 
earth! Does the above provision require the estate, in the example 
given, to be administered by the courts of Mississippi “according to the laws 
of the State of Texas and “subject to the provisions of this act“? The lan- 
age used is, shall be administered,” etc. If such are its requirements, is 
t constitutional? It can not be said that it constitutes rei iy a condition 
precedent toa discharge, because, upon a bearing under a petition for a dis- 
charge, it is not required that any showing should be made as to the admin- 
istration of the estate. 

By the second section it is also provided: 

a That such assignment * * shall convey all of the estate of the debtor, 
except, etc., * * * and shall be for the equal benefit of all his creditors, 
subject, etc. * * It shall contain a list, etc., * „ * a schedule, etc., 
s Sn r a statement of liens, etc., * * * all of which shall be verified, 
etc. 


shal 
which relates simply to the effect and provisions of the assignment under 
State laws? It would be competent for such a law to embrace a comprehen- 
sive bankruptcy system, i. e., to provide, first, for the determination of the 
jurisdictional fact as to whether a given debtor was or was not a bankrupt; 
second, for the administration of the estates of Zs (not simply of 
debtors); third, the discharge of the bankrupt (not for the discharge of a 
debtor who might or might not be a bankrupt); fourth, the adjudication of 
the rights of creditors; and, fifth, the punishment of those who have com- 
mit frauds. In the event of such a law. . it might 
properly provide for an injunction again’ roceedings in the State courts 
nich were in conflict with it. But since it does not so provide, will any re- 
strictions which it may apply. first, as to what the State courts shall do, and, 
second, as to how they do it, have any binding force upon such courts? 
Is it not, therefore, unconstitutional for this reason? 

Section 5 contains a provision with reference to what debtors the court 


may discharge, as follows: 

“ihat the debtor did make an assignment * * * and that no attach- 
ment has been levied upon the rty of such debtor within three months 
before the of this bill: Provided, however, That if, within four months 
after the levy of an attachment, the debtor shall execute an assignment or 
cession and fie a petition for a discharge as herein provided for, the execu- 
tion of such assignment and the filing of such petition shall vacate the levy 
of such attachment, and such debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of 
5 purpose of this bil ia to provide for t ting ot discharges 

ary purpose oi s bill is to provide for the gran 00 ; 
and vo itis here provided how a debtor may.“ vacate the levy of” a State 
attachment otherwise than by paying the demand or giving bond. Woulda 
State court which had issued an attachment, anda State officer who had exe- 
cud it, pey any attention to such a provision in a United States law? Ought 
they to do so? 

e will consider for a moment, only for a moment, that this bill may prop- 
erly provide that an attempt of the defendant to assign the title to the rop- 
erty which has been attached and the mag of an application for a disc 
in tho United States court will vacate the levy of a State attachment. 0 
take this view simply to enable us to consider au additional defect in this 
provision. Suppose that within the time provided the debtor the 
assignment or cession. but the propert 1 have been already sold under 
an attachment prior to his making suc lication, or prior to his making 
such assignment or cession, and the pr of such a sale shall have been 
paid over to satisfy the demands of 5 creditors. The effect, in 
such an event, could not be to ` vacate the levy of such attachment.“ Could 
the creditors who had not attached enforce this provision’ Would the 
debtor be entitled to file his application for a discharge? Su that his 
attempt to assign the p rty as herein provided should be 8 by the 
State court issuing the attachment and its officer levying it, could the debtor 
then file pace pone on for a discharge? Is there anyone who will claim that 
such a provision is constitutional? 

In bref, is not this bill unconstitutional because of what it contains and 
what it does not contain? 

between a bill concerning which, if enacted, there would be at least a 
reasonable doubt as to its constitutionality and one concerning which no 
such doubt exists we are in favor of the latter. 


IS THE BAILEY BILL A BANKRUPTCY BILL? 

Does the measure of Mr. BAILEY constitute more than an attempt to med- 
dle with the State courts in their endeavor, under imperfect insolvency 
laws, to exercise the jurisdiction which was reserved to Co: the 
Constitution? Is it anything more than an endeavor to pay, the judg- 
ment of a court, the debts of debtors who never have eon wife „ and 
may not be, bankrupts? 

Can 5 5570 under which there can not be any bankrupts be said to bea 
bankru w? 

This bill does not purport, by its terms, “to establish * * * uniform 
laws on the sub; of bankraptcies throughout the United States,” as 


vided by the tution. Its lau is as follows: 
“A bill to establish a uniform system of 2 


s 
ap 


by posing a notice upon it. This 
“Laws 
en that to Congress by th 
ven y the 
aracte: ics or else there is no pora to 
ristics were that there should be an adjudication in 
bankruptcy; an identification of the creditors and an adjudication of their 
rights; the discharge of, or refusal to if he filed a 
ion unishment of 


discharge, the t 
pre therefor; an administrat: of the estate; and the 
ose who had committed frauds. 


The first is to give the debtor a status which will vest the court with 
baht es = and of his estate. Suppose that in au involun = 
g in bankrup 
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would not have jurisdiction and the case would be dismissed. If 
ing for the Lemay ed © of a voluntary bankrupt under a bankrupt 
Eppo that he never filed a 
he had never become a bankru 


upon a hear- 
law itshould 
tition in bankruptcy, it would follow that 
. and therefore the court never had por 
diction of him, and his application for a discharge would have to be dismissed. 


In other words,a bankruptcy court can never have jurisdiction of anyone 
except a panu When such jurisdiction is uired, it extends to the 
rights of the creditors, the rights of the bankrupt, the adminstration of the 
estate, and the protection of the creditors, the bankrupt, and the estate, by 
the punishment of those who have committed frauds. 

Under the Bailey bill the debtor is required only to make an assignment, 
secure its acceptance by the trustee therein named, and apply for a dis- 
charge. It is not necessary that the assignment shall have been filed or that 
his status shall have been fixed by the decree of any court. It can not, there- 
fore, be said that he is a bankrupt. As the debtor does not become a bank- 
rupt, the bill can not be a bankrupt bill. 

r. BAILEY, in his report, makes an admission as to the character of his 


bill, as follows: 

“This bill not only differs from all previous enactments in being purely 
voluntary. but another and material difference is that under it the property 
is administered according to State laws.” 

Can a law which “differs from all previous enactments” be established 
under the Constitution? 

We hasten to e 


it was desirable to get the subject up for consideration without delay. 

In view of the characteristics of the ruptcy law provided for in the 
Constitution, formulated and unanimously adopted by rge Washin: 
and his associates, what is the bill by Mr. BATLEY and his associates? It is 
unknown to the Constitution; it has no parallel in past legislation; it is a 
stranger to us, and we can not, therefore, give it a name. We advocate a 
bill which, when read to or by the members, will be found to contain each 
one of those characteristics, expressed in plain and simple language. We 
therefore think that it ought to be adopted as a substitute and then passed. 
WILL THE BAILEY BILL APPLY TO THE DEBTORS OF THE WHOLE COUNTRY? 

The language of the Constitution which confers upon Congress the power 
to pass such a bill as the one in question is as follows: 

“Toestablish * è uniform lawson the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States.“ 

We are in favor of carrying into effect this provision of the Constitution by 
the enactment of a perfectly fair and impartial law, as understood by our 
constitutional fathers. 


The first section of the Bailey bill provides as follows: 
“Thatifany debtor * * * execute an ent or cession of his 
popes valid by the laws of the State, etc., * * itshall have the effect 


passed an 5 law. It has 
Congress a ptcy law. Will the effect of the meas- 
posed be, if enac' to deny any relief to the debtors of that State? 
should we such a law when we may as well pe one which is com- 
ps ensive of the rights of both debtors and creditors “throughout the 
nited States,” as provided by the Constitution? 
We have not had time to examine the statutes of allof the States; there may 
be others which have no laws u the subject. If so, their citizens may, 


under this p: law, be denied their constitutional rights. 
This law result where it applies, if enacted, in a diverse administra- 
tion of the estates of bankru in the States and Territories and the Dis- 


ts 
trict of Columbia. Can it, 9999 be said to be uniform throughout 
the United States“? 

The citizens of all of the States which now have such laws may be denied 
their constitutional rights, as citizens of the United States, by their 
ing ch buch lawy toy Ghats beginarira ‘Tle gropenes TAN aay be tie 

of su Ws re. ro w may be, in e 
and again by — yo action thereon and with: 


enacted or re 
out any action by Congress. 

This p: ww does not of and within itself confer any — n upon a citi- 
zen; the right which it purports to confer is bom de ent u the 
action heretofore or hereafter of a State or Territorial I ture or by Con- 
gress with reference to the District of Columbia. 

Why should our constitutional rights as citizens of the United States be 
ized by the possible action of our courts or 
hts as citizens of the State? 

t we were a national body, com- 
posed of representatives from the whole country? We think not. i 


“That if any debtor * * shall execute an assignment or cession of his 
property, valid by the laws of the State, ete., * * * in which he may re- 
side or be domiciled, or if he have property in any other jurisdiction, then 
as to such property, valid according to the laws thereof, and also in accord- 
ance with the requirements of this act.” 

The above provision is contradicted by one from the second section, as fol- 


lows: 

“That such assignment shall be made in accordance with the laws of the 
State where the debtor resides." 

Th section also provides as follows: 

The property ed or surrendered and dis- 
tribu 
resid 

The 
acco 


so shall be administered 
among creditorsaccording to the laws of the State where the de 

subject to the provisions of this act. 
ebtor — 2 Selgin ted in two States can never make an ent 
rding to both of the above pro and therefore can not, as it seems 
to us. have the benefits of the act. 

The debtor having property n two States can never secure the adminis- 
tration of that part of it which is situated in a State other than that of his 
domicile according to any laws other than those of the States in 


be th Constitu but only to esta unifi 
e mt only a 
pona 5 Bi 

the conclusion that th: 
of the hg conferred upon Congress by the Constitution to legislate upon 
this su 3 

Such are the provisions of the bill reported favorably, the next day after 
being introduced, by a committee of lawyers of which we are members! 
SMALL DEBTORS MUST, BUT LARGE ONES NEED NOT, PAY. 
Section 1 of the Bailey bill provides that it shall apply only to persons who 
or more. Why should this 


owe financial limitation be put upon volun- 
ptcy? The man who owes less than this sum may be as effec- 

y borne down it as the man who owes a ter sum. The proba- 
bilities are that he be less able to pay it than the man who has succeeded 
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in owing a r amount. Why should a rule be established that a debtor 
who owes amounts up to $200 must pay or continue to owe them, but the 
debtor who owes a larger sum may secure a discharge without 5 
of any sum? We contend that all citizens should be —.— before the law. 

Can it be possible that the members of the Commit on the Judiciary 
wish to recommend to the House that it shall draw this kind of a distinction 
between citizens who have large financial obligations and those who have 
small ones? 

Would the of this bill indicate that we earn wish to legislate 
wisely for . of all classes of the Seeger We think not. 

The complete bill extends the benefits of voluntary bankruptcy to all 
debtors, except corporations, without invidious distinctions as to amounts 
ont LTs provides that creditors holding unsecured claims for $500 or over 

a common debtor may commence for themselves and 
such other creditors as may wish to 12 them. This provision was made as 
to involuntary bankruptcy, because it was thought that a substantial benefit 
would not accrue to creditors by permiting them to p 
the indebtedness was less than t sum, 

We do not want in this country any distinction between citizens under the 
laws because of occupation, or because they are rich or because they are 
poor. We want it ble for an honest man, 1 ve of the amount he 

to make a volunta rty. except er 
e fora 


in cases where 


surrender of his p: 


and, if honest, secure a d ; but we do not want it to be possi 

rich man to hide away bis property and then go into Rey and secure 
a from his debts which he could and ought to pay. edo not want 
it ble for poor men to e rich by such means. 


a debtor has become insolvent and can not meet his obligations and pro- 
„„; Tu... AE: none A DAEA AO ce 
careful res secure paymen a percen 0 
thelr c since it is the same to them in dollars and cents whether the 
loss they suffer ws out of dishonesty, cp eg ape or the misfortune of 
their debtor. for the creditors of a debtor who 
has swindltd his creditors, or is preparing to swindle 


to the affairs of ol. ndut 
8 mineral, or other industries in whole or in part on credit; it will 
‘ect the affairs of those to whom it does imply with impartiality, and there- 
fore ought to be passed. 
THE PROTECTION OF SERVANTS AND LABORERS INCOMPLETE. 


The third section of the Bailey bill provides that there may be preferences 


* Debts due the United States or any State in which any of the property of 
the debtor is situated, or to the servants or laborers of the debtor.” 

This provision leaves it to the 
or will not provide for his servants or unless 
We think that any bill on this subject should provide 


ure not. 
The bill which we submit as a substitute makes provision for the pareat 
of servants and laborers earned within a reasonable 2, be- 


in 

. Such a result might possibly be secured by the 
us rumor as to the solvency or fraudulent acts of an 
employer. The abandonment oy „ their 8 at a critical 
time ht ruin financially a solvent, honest employer. Such an abandon- 
ht result in irreparable damage to the property of an employer 
© insolvent, and thereby result in great injury to the prop- 
eee, of the creditors. i 

e bill we offer as a substitute is not liable to these objections, and hence 
ought to be in the best interest of employees, as well as other cred- 
itors, and of debtors. 


IMPERFECT AS TO DISCHARGES. 


The fourth section of the Bailey bill vides that— 

“Such debtor, after the expiration of four months from the date of the ex- 
ecution of the deed of assignment and the rs of the trust by the 
eee Sey: De Be. Senos + + asking for a discharge from said 

lebts. 

Suppose the trustee should not accept the trust. In that event the debtor 
Fey verry be able to file his Saget ge for a discharge; at any rate he might 
be ied what ought to be right, or hampered and delayed in secur 
it, by the whim or caprice of a trustee. There is no pertinent relationship 
between the right to file an application for a d and the acceptance 
by the trustee, and the bill ought not to make the one dependent upon the 


er. 
This bill vides how 1 aged shall be ed, surrendered, and admin- 
istered. Thoreare now In e country many 


debtors who ought to be discharged und 8 
ost rs who t to under any aw w may be 
but who have no property to assign, surrender, or to have ad: i Wi 
this bill apply to this army of men? If it will, why should they be put to the 
trouble 8 an assignment under a State law only to go with a copy of 
it to a United States court and begin another ing? 

provides that a debtor can not — i for a discharge in a United 
States court until after an 
numbers of unfortunate men 
under 


may cause 


to be liquidated. Many, many men havo seen their estates thus disposed of 
and are now waiting for relief under a national law. Will this bill apply to 
these different classes of unfortunate men? If so, why should it not permit 
them to apply directly to a United States court? Why require first the 
making of a needless assi ent of nothing in a State court? 

_ The creditors of many dishonest debtors have sued them for their debts, 
litigated with each other for preferences, and paid the costs and expenses. 
oe they have eee Bon rt — t ne claims, ee — 55 

ave lost everythin, a on eir costs and expenses, and frequen’ 
debtors have escaped with the goods and money. 

It is proposed by this bill such creditors shall lose the residue of their 
claims against their debtors unless they go to the further expense of, first, 
contending with the personal representative (the assignee) of the debtor in 
a State court: and, second, defending in a Federal court an application for a 
discharge, which must be granted even to dishonest applicants, unless it hap- 
pans N= hese assignment was made within three months before the passage 

e 


Debtors and creditors haye always found that diverse laws and compli- 
aid cause needless and exorbitant costs, and ham- 


contain pan and simple provisions by which ever 
harge. It foun 


£ to prevent rascals extorting from a court of jus- 
tice a certificate of which will constitute a fraud against small and 
large creditors. We therefore recommend it as a substitute. 


NO LIMITATION OF TIME AS TO APPLICATIONS FOR DISCHARGES. 


Section 4 of the Bailey bill provides: 

That any such debtor, after the expiration of four months from the date 
of the execution of the deed of assignment, * * * may file his petition in 
the district court of the United States for the district In which be resides 
+ * * asking for a discharge from said debts." 

The fraudulent debtor—an individual or „ ought not to be 
disc by any law enacted by honest men for honest are may, under 
this file or its application at any time while the law is in force sub- 
sequent to the expiration of four months. Thus he or it may abide his or its 
time and then proceed with perjured testimony to exact froma court of 
justice, in the absence of the dead and indifferent creditors, a certificate 
which will constitute a fraud upon his or its creditors and enable him or it- 
thereafter to enjoy the same benefits as those bankrupts who have become 
such through no fault of their own and who have been given a discharge 
upon the merits of their cases. 

tis not vague that the application shall be made in the United States 
district court having the same territorial jurisdiction, or y 80, as the 
court in which the assignment was made; the provision simply is that it shall 
be made “in the district court of the United States in w he resides." 
ade in Mr. BAILEy’s district and the 


or some other district and the renewal of the petition, until in the end a cer- 
tificate of discharge shall have been exacted from a court of justice. 

The bill we advocate provides that theapplication shall not be made within 
twomonths after the adjudication, that 1t may be made to the court in which 
the ge are w: the next four months, or, if it can not be 

e within t time, the judge may permit it to be mađe within the next 
six months; but it shall not be made thereafter. The purpose of this provi- 
sion is to have the matter disposed of within a reasonable time,to the end 
that rties in interest shall have an opportunity to be heard and that 
Lar aay may be done. 


of honest insolvents who have failed, through no avoidable 
fault of their own, is ified by a wise public policy. y can not, while 
resting under the burden of their debts, either pay them, discharge their 
full ol tions to their dependents, or fulfill the greatest ibilities as 
citizens in the communities in which they live. It was inten oy the found- 
ers of the Government that these men should be discharged. o are ready 
to make good such intention by the of a law pursuant to which they 
may be discharged under such careful restrictions as will prevent bad men 
aunping Sire at the same time; we therefore urge the passage of the com- 
plete 


A DISCHARGE MAY BE IMPROPERLY GRANTED OR WITHHELD, 


Section 5 of the Bailey bill provides, among a lot of other things, that— 

“Upon ä on, if it shall appear that the debtor did make 
an assigument as autho: by this act. * * 

There is no limitation as to the number of assignments which he may have 
made. If, there:ore, the first assignment does not conform to the provisions 
of the vill, it seems to us that he may su uently, at his convenience and 
under circumstances which are thought to ntirely compatible with his 
interest, proceed to make another assignment and then force through his 

e, 


There are certain limitations as to acts which ht pooten, the granting 
of a discharge if consummated “within three mon fore the ot 
this act. but there is no limitation or inhibition against the same class of 
fraudulent acts if they shall have been committed prior to such three months 
or if they shall be committed after the act has gone into effect. 

It is provided by section 5, among other things which a petitioner must 
show upon a hearing for his discharge, as follows: 

“That no attachment has been levied upon the property of such debtor 
within three months before the paran of this bill; Provided, however, That 
if, within four months after the levy of an attachment, the debtor shall exe- 
cute an assignment or vession and file a petition for discharge as herein pro- 
vided for, the execution of such assignment and the filing of such petition 
shall vacate the levy of such attachment, and such debtor shall then 
entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this act. + + 

We do not comprehend why the simple fact of an attachment having been 
levied against a debtor “ within three months before the of this bill“ 
should, of itself. bar him from the right of receiving a disc the language 
is that the attachment has been “levied... Many innocent men have their 
property wrongtully levied upon, and in the end the attachment is quashed. 

Thy should the men who have been thus unfortunately attached, within 
three months before the passage of this bill, have any different rights from the 
. ̃ — ‘Ihe making of anassignomat end SPOLNE tax a 
su uent to t ? 0 an ment and a g fora 
discharge will not enable such a debtor to receive a discharge. ihe reason 
that it will aod do so is that the execution of such assignment and the filing 


of such will not “vacate the levy of such attachment.“ The time 
never come, therefore, when * debtor shall be then entitled to the 
provisions of this act.“ 
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second. 
i o years during which it is to be in force. It pro 
vides that the rights of those who may apply for a discharge shall be deter- 
mined, not with reference strictly and only to whether such actsas they have 
committed were right or wrong, but especially with reference to whether 
they were committed within a particular one of these three periods. We do 
not know any reason why any such distinction as this sho be made. The 
bill we advocate does not make any such distinction. 

The method proposed of making proof under an application of a bankrupt 
for a discharge is an unheard of departure from the ordinary 5 
courts of justice in this, that it not cng requires the applicant to prove that 
he has done certain 3 that he has not done others, i. o., he must prove 
himself innocent, A ba ptcy bill should provide, in our ju ent, with 
reference to a d so far as the applicant is concer t he has be- 
come a bankrupt by a decree of court, that he has filed his 5 within 
the time limited by the act, and conclude with a prayer for his d N 
should then be the right of those who are in interest to oppose the 
to show, as an affirmative proposition, that he has done any one or more of 
the acts the doing of which, according to the terms of the bill, would prevent 
his receiving that great privilege. Such are the provisions of the bill weadvo- 
cate as a substitute for one. 


CERTAIN DEBTORS OUGHT NOT TO BE, BUT WILL BE, DISCHARGED. 


and that within three months before the this act no creditor o 
such debtor had in any manner except as authorized by this 
act, and during said no other act was done or suffered to be done by 
such debtor respecting iness or estate to prevent an equal distribu- 
tion of his estate among his creditors, or to give one r an advantage 
over another, or to defrand his creditors, and that no attachment has been 
levied. * * * Pro That no person s from any debt 
or obligation which shall have been created * * * in any other fiduciary 
cn. a 
‘ersons will not be di to debts which may have been 


as incurred 
eee ee but there is no limitation as to the discharge of cor - 
porations: they zee deliberately prepare for and make an ent in 
certain f the country, except within three eee DOS t 


secure their disc! or ce. 
erein, wish to maintain that 


come executors and gua 
sacred funds of all . other- 
wise act in fiduci capacities; there is no hibition in this bi p 175 
their securing adisehares from debts created by their embezzling such ds; 
it probibits a person from securing a discharge under exactly the same con- 
ditions. Why this distinction between corporations and persons? 
There is now a national law for the government of national which 


honest debtors who have surrendered their property over and above their 
exemptions, but also the fraudulent debtors of ev of vileness and 
degradation; theinsolvent railroads, the bursted the rotten insurance 
companies, and every are to ; not only those who 


can not pay, but those who can but will not pay, are to have their debts, in 
effect, paid. b the j nt of a court of e There is an exception to 
the above panes ent. It is that paren wie 1 as eee 
misa money or property in a fiduciary capacity can n 
areca: bat this prohibition does not apply to corporations—they may plun- 
der estates in their charye, rob children of whose estates they are curators, 
and embezzle funds received as trustees, and still be discharged 
incomplete bill. 

The fact that honest men want a 
United States which shall 
tect honest creditors in the 
under which all debtors, ex 
ticular three mon 


under the 


good law established throughout the 
to honest insolvent debtors and 9 5 


a par- 
fit by frand 

mesty by 
hit? 


are supposed ve that the honest le of any 
of the Pantry. want such an opportunity. How will it po live Bort 
and icultural products sent to market, and have those who are intrusted 
with their sale secure the proceeds and t! make an ea and sub- 
sequently secure a discharge as 8 by this bill? Will the gentlemen 
who advocate this bill undertake to maintain that it would be right to ps 
a measure under which such wrongs, or kindred ones, might be perpetrated? 
We are in favor of the of voluntary and involuntary bankrupts 
under rae 3 restrictions as will prevent dishonest men ti advan- 


of the law. 
ould the passage of the Bailey bill indicate an earnest endeavor on our 
part to protect the weak and the honest against the strong and the dishonest 
and enforce the rule of * Do unto others as you would that others should do 

unto you”? We think not. = 
The enactment of a voluntary law will subjéct the people to apd, My anon 
dangers incident to such legislation and secure for them only the imum 
of good; the enactment of a voluntary and involuntary law would subject 
them only to the minimum of danger and secure for them the maximum of 
z e are, therefore, in favor of defeating the incomplete and passing 

he complete bill. 


JURISDICTION TO BE EXERCISED BY BOTH STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 


The Federal Constitution not only reserved to Congress the power toestab- 
lish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
States.“ but prohibited the States from impairing the obligations of con- 
tracts. The result is that Congress can, and States can not, enact a com- 
prehensive bankrupt law. 

The Constitution did not gre the right to Congress to require the State 
courts to enforce its laws, but it did provide for Federal courts, and gave 
Congress the power to so ect them as to make ample provisions for the 
administration of the Federal laws. We could not, if we would, compel the 
State courts to administer our laws; we ought not to do so if we could. It is 
the right of the people to have a wise and complete law enacted upon the 
subject of bankruptcy. It is their right to have it enforced in the courts 


upon which we can confer jurisdiction and from which appeals will lie to the 


Supreme Court, to the end that a uniformity of construction and Legions 
n 


máy be It would not be right, even if it were ble, asi 
for us fo reais the States to pay judges and main’ courts to enforce 
national laws. = 

Why require an assignment in a State court asa condition precedent to 


applying for a discharge ina United States court when the prospective bank- 
rupt has 5 to assign? 
Why req parties in interest to pay the expenses of proceedi in two 
jock when by a complete law we can provide for the costs of y one of 
m 
but has never 


Congress has been legislating ever since it was first organized 
yet passed a law Seren it necessary for a United States citizen, in order to 
gectre his constitutional rights under a United States law in a United States 
court, to first begin p: ings under a State law; we do not believe Con- 
gress will make any such gapartora by g this bill, 

Would the of this indicate that we know that the State gov- 
ernments are different from the Federal Government, and why it is so? 
That each has its own trial courts to administer its own laws and pays the ex- 

nses of „55 and why it is so? That each has a single oer 

rors mo cares errors of such trial courts, and why it is so? e 


ne 
We advocate two things: First, the of a law contemplated by the 
Constitution and founded upon DEEA, rete than one which will consti- 
tute an experiment—possibly a disastrous cne; and, second, the postpone- 
ment of the Bailey bill until its friends submit a constitutional amendment 
and ratification, if they can, giving a joint jurisdic- 
1 courts of laws so that there 
W. 


A CONFLICT BETWEEN STATE AND FEDERAL LAWS AND LAWS OF DIFFERENT 


STATES. 
The second section of the Ba bill provides as follows: 
“Such t shall be ə in accordance with the laws of the State 
where the de resides. * * * The prope so or 
shall be and ted among creditors according to the laws 


discharge. 
Suppose that a debtor has 
of all of the de 


in several States—which is true of a 


in the country—how can the 


estates under present State insolvency laws, says: 
The fraudulent practices so injuri 


debtors and creditors to continas tO ek, as at present, ESE rights eases 
e an Ts to con e as nt, ts 
such State laws as are here described. si 35 

t it can 


We think it a mighty poor compliment to Co to 
pow which the rig ts of both debt- 


not pass a wise comprehensive law, under 
ors and creditors will be secure. 

Wonid the of this bill indicate that we had ever read the Federal 
Constitution? We think not. 

If we were to join the author of this bill in formulating a new government 
we might T the advisability of giving a joint jurisdiction over this 
3 to State and Federal courts; we might try to overcome the pos- 
sibility of each one of such courts deciding a different way and thereby 

ane about a serious conflict between the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment, to be fought ont at the expense of the unfortunate bankrupts who 
— 2 try to exercise their constitutional rights under it. But since the State 
and Federal Governments have been o basis of each bein; 


Ao hen aa ee e ee have 2 Angi will Pata that it can 
romptly enforced for the impartial benefit o! W. ttempt 
onina transactions on credit but meet with OPERA, Hs 5 


NEEDLESS AND ENORMOUS COSTS. 


Section 5 of the Bailey bill provides: 

That the creditors of the debtor shall be made parties defendant, and 
shall have thirty days’ notice of the filing of the same, notice to be given as 
in suits in the courts of the United States, and shall have thirty days there- 
after in which to answer said petition.” 

The cost of securing service on the creditors, which an debtor 
has, as above provided. would be enormous: it is very doubtful if the insol- 
vent with many creditors could raise the money with which to pey them. 
In the case of a debtor not owing a very la: amount in the te, but 


owing small sums to a large number of creditors, the costs of secu serv- 
ice on the creditors might amount to more than the indebtedness. earl 
this bill will not be avaiable for a vast army of pain: , economical, 


worthy men, who have become debtors in a small way; it can be of service 
only to those who have operated on a scale of magnificent proportions. Un- 
der the bill we advocate the creditors would be notified at a trifling expense. 

If the petition should be dismissed the costs of course would tall upon the 


which they have m “made parties defendant.” and of which they 
ave been given thirty days’ notice.“ and in which the: 1 have thirty 
mulcted in the 


days “in which to answer said petition,” would they not 
costs? 


Why should we require the payment of the costs of two courts a poor 
debtorswhom we are A D pe syng to assist in a financial way, when the 
costs of one would suffice? The costs of the assignment might be paid out of 
the estate, if there was one, but if not, the debtor would have to pay them. 
As nt of all of his unexempt 
follows that, if he has done 


the debtor is required to first make an 
property before he can apply for a discharge, 
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faith, he will have only his exempt proper: 
itors are numerous, will 


with which to meet 
enormous. 


so in good 
this outlay. which, if his 

There isa very c 5 0 
benefits of a bankruptcy law should be immediately available; they have no 
property either exempt or unexempt; they could not pay the enormous costs 


of honest men now in the country to whom the 


rovid: e this bill. and hence it would not be of any benefit to them. Ifa 
debtor file an affidavit with his petition, under the law we advocate, that 
he is without money and can not raise a sufficient sum to pay the costs in his 
he will be permitted to receive all of its benefits without the payment 


of any sum. 

The chief pu of all laws is to prevent the nrag imposing on the weak; 
to keep the dishonest from robbing the honest; and to enforce the Golden 
Rule in the affairs of life. We do not want a law which we ma 
enact to be an exception to the rule. It, therefore, must be a measure w 
can be cheaply administered so as to be available to all classes. 

The complete bill requires strict economy on the part of all officers and 
others who assist in its administration. It will not apply to the affairs of 
honest, solvent p le, but to the affairs of approximately ] ın 100 each year 
of those who do business or conduct enterprises, in whole or in part, on credit, 
i. e., 1 in 100 is about the percentage of those who fail in the course of a year. 
It is not in any sense a law which will serve as a guide for commen or 
conducting ess or enterprises, or as a guide in the affairs of everyday 
life, but is only for the compromise or settlement of the affairs of the unfor- 
tunate, or the administration of the estates of dishonest persons, and of 
unfortunates where a compromise can not be effected. 

The bill we advocate protoni the debtor from the avarice of a shy- 


lock“ creditor; it will give an rtunity to secure a fair compromise, 

notwithstanding it might be op by a minority of creditors who are 

moved by malice or „and who, under present laws, may pursue him to 
e final sale under 


tions, and will, if he is honest. give him a s 
itor from the fraud of the debtor; it will secure him a pro rata share with 
other creditors of the same class of 


cost. 

In brief, in the event bankruptcy intervenes at any time from the incep- 
tion of the transaction by which one party voluntarily becomes a debtor and 
the other a voluntary creditor, and during the entire time until the debt is 
satisfied, the rights of both of the parties will be more perfectly preserved 
and be more readily and cheaply enforced than under the Bailey bill or pur- 
suant to the present State insolvency laws. 

Ou as We aoe ae pa ee ee ich will in the best sense and at the 

est cost serve the interests of the whole people? 


IT OUGHT NOT BE LIMITED TO TWO YEARS. 


or the benefit of those who may happe: 
penon but it is to establish 


his bill should remain permanently upon the statute books, if it is the 
T 5 by the Constitution; if it is not such 
a law, it ought not to be 


Why not make a bankruptcy law as permanent as any other law? What 
wine: be Semmens ot us as — petty 5 . — oniy at intervals for the 
ercise r constitutiona e people 
Would the * ot this bill indicate that we know that to establish“ 


come. 
We ought, therefore, without further delay, first, to read and then 
tient . — „and without prejudice to 8 the subject, pass the ong 
plete and trust to our successors to amend it time to time, if occa- 
sion shall require, so that honest debtors and honest creditors shall at all 
times find relief and protection under it. 
VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


The terms voluntary and involuntary, as used in bankru l tion, 
apply, or at least ought 3 ay ys A F e rendi- 
tion of the judgmen by w the debtor is declared a pt, i.e., a vol- 


afte: 
a d should not differ in any respect CES: 
itors do not an ould no er in an 3 
Debtors who may be adjud 8 should be considered under four 
headings, as follows: First, lvent honest voluntary pts: second, 
fraudulent voluntary bankrupts; third, insolvent honest involuntary bank- 
rupts; and, fourth, fraudulen 3 bankrupts. 

e first class embraces honest insolvents who have petitioned voluntarily 
for the benetits of the law. There is no disagreement, either in the commit- 
tee or the House. among the members who are willing to exercise the powers 
conferred upon by the Constitution, as to wisdom of providing, 
without further delay, for the members of this 

Those who may be p the second class,i.e.,fraudulent voluntary 
bankrupts, are those who have obtained or retained property fraudulently, 
laced R beyond the reach of their creditors, and voluntarily petitioned for 
e benefits of the law. The only object which a member of this class would 
have ing into bankru Hr would be toget a discharge and be thereby the 
better enabled to enjoy his -gotten gains. We do not believe that there is 
a tion on the part of the members of this committee to favor this class 
of men, and yet we aoe that they, in large numbers at least, could obtain 
undeserved harges under the ey bill. 
The third class, i. e., insolvent honest in voluntary bankrupts, is composed 
of persons who have become insolvent, are unable to pay their debts or pro- 
tect their property from being inequitably distributed among their creditors, 


and have therefore, poent to proceedings by their cređitors, had their 
property, over and above their State exemptions, turned over toa trustee to 

ratably distributed; they will be entitled toa discharge. There is a dis- 
agreement among the members of the committee as to t . 

Our 3 say. in effect, that no relief under the provisions of invol- 
untary pey should be ted to debtors so situated or to their cred- 
itors; that a debtor should be left at the mercy of his individual creditors 
without an opportunity to deal with them asa class; that itis right and desir- 
able that his estate should be taken by those who seize it first, or be kept b; 
those to whom the debtor may deliver it, and that creditors who have extend 
credit to a common debtor on equal terms shall not necessarily share in his 
estate on equal terms or grant him favors on the same basis, but that those 
who first bring a suit him shall be paid in full and those who are 
most considerate to him shall get 17 

We contend that a debtor who is insolvent and can not en, his debts or 
protect his estate from an unequal division should have the protection of 
the complete bill, which will permit him to retain his exemptions, procure a 
discharge, and enable each of his creditors of the same class to receive their 
pro rata of his estate. Our opponents say that the bility of there bein 
such a class will give the cruel creditor an undue advan over the hone 
debtor. We show that such is not the case; that the cruel creditor may now 
pursue, in the ordinary course, his debtor toa final sacrifice sale under the 
scarlet emblem of the executioner; that such a pursuit may not only be to the 
financial disadvantage of the debtor but of the other creditors as well. We 
also show that under the bill we advocate the bankrrpt will not be at the 
mercy of the individual creditor, as at present; that the favors which the 
bankrupt may receive in the form of an extension of time or a reduction of 
his indebtedn 5 be from his creditors as a class and by the 
decree of a court of equity; that these favors will not be extended or with- 

d accordin: and as a charity, as at presen 
but will be available for the benefit of the debtor and his creditors alike, aud 
ghee enforced as provided by the Constitution. 

e fact that debtors may have the protection as above will make men more 
willing than at present to conduct and extend business, conceive enterprises, 
and borrow money to promote them, thereby becoming debtors. The fact 
that creditors will thus be put upon an equal footing with other creditors of 
the same class will make them more ng to sell property for which they 
have or have not paid, and to loan money which they have accumulated or 


borrowed. 

It follows, therefore, that the omission of this class, i. e., insolvent honest 
involuntary pts, would render the system of bankruptey legislation 
incomplete and injure debtors and creditors by omitting these provisions 
for their protection. N 

There ought not to be, as it seems to us, but there are, differences of opin- 
ion among the members about the fourth class, i. e., fraudulent involuntary 
bankrupts. Their propert should be distributed to the extent of the pay- 
ment of their debts; they should be refused a e and punished for 
their wrongdoing. This should be done not only because deserved in the 
individual case, but as an example to deter those who are morally weak from 
essaying the same role. 

The y bill does not make any provision for the protection of the people 
from the machinations of fraudulent involuntary bankrupts; they will be 
protected under the bill we advocate. This omission from the Bailey bill 
should be a sufficient even if there were not numerous others, why 
the complete bill should be substituted for it. 

Those who say that there is a demand for any law which is short of a com- 
plete and just one have never felt the pulses of the sturdy men whose prede- 
cessors framed the Constitution, and whose brains conceive, integrity plum 
and industry carries on, from day to day, the industrial and commerci 
transactions of the country. 


THE LAW OF THE “POOR ENGLISH GENTLEMEN.” 


In England in very early times there was no such thing as a bs pane it 
3 law, but all laws upon that subject were involuntary and appli 
only to ers. Later there was a voluntary scheme for poor English n- 
tlemen.” and under it they might avoid imprisonment for debt; but if guilty 
of fraud they were subject to onerous punishments. 

A purely voluntary sy of bankruptcy, applicable to all classes, has 
never been in force in this or any other country. 

In the evolution of thought upon this subject it was discovered that volun- 
tary bankruptcy might be extended to debtors who were traders, since, if 
they became insolvent and could not protect their 5 from an equi- 
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nkruptcy. a 

d to the involuntary law in Great 
Britain by 6 Geo; N Rass te 16, and since then the two have been 


pees system, i. e., voluntary and in voluntary bankru 


z thecomplete 
näed in England so as to apply classes. 

It does not seem possible t Representatives of the United 
States wants to go back to the abandoned law of the poor lish gentle- 
ent for legislative action. 

part bankruptcy law most difficult to draft is its 3 ge 
visions; they must not only provide relief for the honest bankrupt, bu x 
must refuse relief or encouragement to the dishonest bankrupt. It wou 
be quite easy to write a bill sa: that the court should grant applications 
for discharges: the passage of such alaw would result in honest poor 
men getting and in so far it would be a w, but it would 
also enable a lot of rascals to escape the payment of just debts, and in that 
ie. arg! would bea bad law. The fact that all debtors might get a discharge, 
without the ibility of the interference of their creditors. would cur 
credits and do untold to all of the members of that great class whocon- 
duct their various transactions on credit, and in that respect also would be 
a bad law. All of the scandals under the old law grew out of proceedings 


under its provisions for ib aver pA bankru rg k 
The only ways yet discovered to keep the frauds under a voluntary law 
down to the um are to make it possible for parties in interest to inter- 


fere, by commencing involuntary proceedings, before the fraudulent plans 
have been consummated and the property secreted or wasted, to provide 
adequate punishment for fraudulent acts, and to refuse a di to dis- 
honest bankrupts. 

‘The measure in question is an imperfect voluntary bill. It is not provided 
with effective safeguards for the protection of the rights of honest debtors 
Oe bonen creditors, but is calculated to encourage every wrong which is 


own 

We think that a bankruptcy law ought to apply to all classes of our citizens, 
as well as be uniform throughout the country. 

The r English gentleman law answered a in its time, but it 
is not ted to a country where there is no imp mment for debt; it does 
not meet the needs of the majority of American citizens, who are all rich— 
not always in money, but always integrity in energy, and in opportuni- 
ties to promote their own ha a: eof the United States want a fair 
and complete law, which comprehensive of the subject and under 
which the rights of all classes will be secure, 
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y bankruptcy legislation. It A 1 without 
in either small or 

ge tions occupy the dual porron of both debtor and creditor. One 

of the largest classes of creditors in the country is the day laborers. The 
largest class is the railroads. They owe more than 
ee ee times the amount of the national debt. The next largest class is the 


Let us consider some of the conditions to which it is proposed by our oppo- 
nents to apply a voluntary law, and to which we propose to apply both the 
voluntary and involuntary or complete law. Suppose we take cotton and 
trace it from the raw material on the plantation until it returns as a cloth to 

y planter, and, for the purpose of illustration, say that it is 
handled on the entire circuit on credit and at the same price. When the 
cotton is sold to the factor, the planter thereby becomes a creditor and the 
factor becomes a debtor, The manufacturer buys it and becomes a debtor 
and transforms the factor into a creditor. The manufacturer makes it into 


panier when he bu 
h person nam 


same time having reciprocal ee voluntary creditors with reference 
to the same transactions and property? Every article of raw mate: the 
the producer may be traced 

he example holds good and the reasoning is unanswerable, irr tive of 
whether the contracts of exchange from the producer through middlemen to 
the consumer relate to the same article in its different stages or to different 
258850 8 7 may be voluntarily exchanged for the convenience or profit of 

e people. 

Rough] speaking, the planter and farmer must pay for the products of the 
mills 8 with the produces of the fields; the laborer must pay for the 
comforts of life with the products of labor; the business man must 1 his 
expenses with the profits on his merchandise; and the man of wealth must 
pay for his luxuries with the income from his fortune. The same is true of 
everyone of every class, i. e., everyone must pay for everything bought with 
something produced or acquired. Why, therefore, should anyone who bu 
or sells on credit be favored by national legislation to the detriment of the 
other party to the same transaction? 
It therefore follows that there is no reasonable theory ced a bank- 

tey law should be d in the interest of any one Such a law, 
all other Jaws, padans to be in the best interests of the whole people. Any 
law ought not to be passed. 


THE BAILEY BILL WOULD DESTROY CREDIT. 


Business and commerce have suffered a paralytic stroke; agriculture and 
the industries have been seized with the palsy. Even if they shall now re- 
cover they be liable to a recurrence under the present diverse State 
laws. The votaries of each need a restoration of confidence between them- 
selves, and between them and the possessors of accumulated wealth, to enable 
them to secure credit and money with which to pursue their callings for se- 
curing profit and enjoying happiness. Can this result be accomplished b: 
the of a law such asthe ley bill, under which the r debtor an 
the rich debtor may alike secure gps as except that individuals can not 
secure a discharge from fiduciary debts, irrespective of whether they are 
honest or dishonest, if they make an assignment more three months be- 
fore the passage of this bill. or atter its passage and before it expires by lim- 


rup 
like 
class 


itation? We say no. We do say that such confidence can be restored and 
such results achieved under the bill we advocate, since under it the pind a 


3 debtors and creditors will be more secure than under the presen’ 


WS. 
The principle of the 5 bill has been condemned by the people and 
the press; not only the principle of voluntary and involuntary 8 
but the terms of the bill we advocate have n approved throughout the 
length and breadth of the country by all classes of honest p e. 

e fact that wrongs may be perpetrated in the industrial and commer- 
cial world makes it necessary to erect and maintain expensive safeguards; 
just in proportion as the laws are complete and wise these expensive safo- 
guards are not necessary; just in proportion as the laws are imperfect and 
permissive of wrongdoing these safeguards must be fortified. These ex- 
penses are not paid by the rascals who occasion them, but by the honest con- 
sumers who support the toilers of the industrial and commercial world. 

There has occasionally been before the House a bill which, if enacted, would 
ruin, in a financial sense, a single class of men; but there never has been one 
before it, to our knowledge, so far-reaching in its destructive qualities as this 
one, or so well calculated to destroy the credit of all classes. by preventing 
honest men buying goods and borrowing money, exceptu prime security 
or mor e. Never before have we had before us such a bill as this one, 
under which all debtors. except persons who have become sachin a fiduciary 
capacity, might be discharged only to find that se ar not buy goods or 
borrow money, because it would be possible under the law that they might, 
upon receiving such s or money, make away with them and io pon pe a 
Acharan and thereby rob their beneficiaries and bring distrust and bad 
repute upon all honest debtors. 

ould the passage of this bill indicate that we know that the affairs of 
everyday life, including business and 1 alge can not be extensively 
and successfully carried on without credit; that credit is founded upon con- 
fidence, and that confidence can not exist, in a general sense, except under 
good and impartial laws? We think not. 

Why curtail credit by the passage of this bill when we can, by the enact- 
ment of a complote one, extend it? 

By reading the bill we recommend it will be seen that it is comprehensive 
of the best interests of all parties. It will therefore beget confidence in both 
debtors and creditors, and result in an extension of credit and the increase 
of the industries and commerce. For these reasons, as well as others, it 
ought to be passed. 


HONEST DEBTORS DO NOT WANT AND THE DISHONEST SHOULD NOT HAVE 
A PURELY VOLUNTARY LAW. 


There are many hundreds of thousands of present helpless, honest, in- 
solvent men in the country who, while pursuing their chosen avocations, 
have had their property swept away in legal warfare between their credit- 
ors. This vast number of men are either out of employment or are serving 


in menial places at small compensation, unable to make headway against the 
ever-increasing interest upon their indebtedness 


or to accumulate property 


u which to e e and with the income of which to support their fam - 
ilies and educa eir children. These men have not been able to secure dis- 
charges, because the States can not t. them, since, under the Federal 
Constitution, States can notimpair the obligations of contracts; the State 
may give them relief from that part of their debts due to creditors of their 
own State, but not from creditors living in another State. So many of this 
class of men as become insolvents without fraud ought to be relieved under 
a wise bankruptcy law. 

Honest debtors not en inany enterprise or business do not want such 
a law, because it would destroy or greatly impair credit, and hence after ob- 
taining a discharge under it they would not be able to 4 property on credit 
and borrow money with which to endeavor to re their fortunes. The 
enactment of a complete law would enable them to secure a discharge, 
would so strengthen credit as to enable them to buy popeo and 
money and enter upon and prosecute their chosen callings for their own ad- 
vancement and in the best interests of the communities in which they live. 

The leading characteristic of a bankruptcy law is that it enablesa debtor 
to secure a d from his debts—to have his debts paid in effect by the 
judgment of a court of equity, not a judgment that he a defense to the 
elsim of his creditor or has paid his 1 that because of a wise public 
policy he is excused from paying them. mest men would, if possible, pay 
their debts instead of asking for the protection of such a law. 

o dishonest man would pay a debt if he could by fraud and perjury get 
a discharge, and herein lies the one great d rto honest men—the poor 
and rich alike—of baring: a bankruptcy law The only excuse for 
incurring this danger is the great benefit that such a law will be to honest 
debtors and honest creditors. This danger ought to be reduced to the mini- 
mum; it can not be done under a aray voluntary law, not even a plain and 
simple one; it can only bo done by adding to the volun law the provi- 
sions of the involuntary law,. i. o., by putting the debtor and creditors upon 
the same basis and giving them reciprocal rights. 

It would be bad enough if a volun law simply gave to the rich rascal a 
right te swindle the poor and rich creditors who trusted him, but that is not 
the half of the wrong done; the success of one rich rascal would beget others; 
the existence of a class of rich rascals, created and fostered by a national law. 
would so destroy confidence between men who buy and sell property and 
borrow and loan money that their transactions would be curtailed. and the 
price of commodities would be increased to consumers, and the interest on 
money would be advanced to borrowers. 

This class of untortunates, the members of which arrived at their present 
state through fraud or dishonesty, ought not to be relieved by a discharge, 
but poanto 3 to be liable financially to their ibe ish fae don A 

urely voluntary law might enable them secure an unme: discharge, 
bad hence ought not to be enacted. 

It is an axiom in equity jurisprudence that those who invoke the rules of 
equity must do equity: we might with equal reason establish a rule in bank- 
rupiy legislation that those who would be discharged from their honest 
obligations must be honest men. 


PERSONS WHO ARE BOTH DEBTORS AND CREDITORS DO NOT WANT A PURELY 
VOLUNTARY LAW. 


There are very few men engaged in business, in tilling the fields, in workin; 
the mines, in manufacturing, or in any of the other ri pbeelaa or ‘enterprises 
— 5 we are debtors to a greater or less extent and at the same time are 
creditors. 

As a matter of fact very few of all the transactions had in conducting the 
entire business and promoting all of the resources of the country are for cash. 
The greater part of all of them are conducted on credit. 

It is of the utmost e thut every one of these men who voluntarily 
becomes a debtor should have the protection of a law under which it shall not 
be possible for ep creditor to break him up in business, as is possible under 
the present laws; that is to say, it is usual for a debtor to have many credit- 
ors; they are frequently residents of different States and rs to each 
other, Any one of these creditors may hear a rumor, either founded or un- 
founded, as to the solvency of a common debtor; and if so, he must in finan- 
cial self-defense, under present conditions, act onpa and in a way to pre- 
vent other creditors from obtaining a priority. e result is that t 
numbers of honest, competent men, who, on a fair showing, are solvent and 
with a little time could pull through, are needlessly driven into liquidation. 

Persons who are both debtors and creditors, in so far as they are creditors, 
are interested in preven the commission of fraud and the giving of pref- 
erences by their debtors. ey are themselves debtors,and as such must 
pay the amounts which they owe in that capacity, and in order todo so they 
must be able to collect the amounts which are due them in their capacity as 
creditors. They must avoid, if possible, suffering a total loss of any of the 
claims which they have against other debtors. Since only about one in a 
5 ot — 4 oyo W aston Er 3 pt a the course of a 3 

ey won rac’ y out o Y if the law we advocate were in for 
so, that they r 8 ly vol la 65 

e foregoing class of debtors do not want a purely voluntary law, beca 

it would destroy or impair the credit which ts . e to buy prom 
erty and borrow money, and would hence prove of untold injury to thas a 
complete voluntary and involuntary law would not m them in any way, 
but would help them in every way. The opportunities of this class to enjoy 
prosperity As 5 . ee peas 1 4 law a prove 

netic’ on ebtors, who would use swindle alike their poor 
and their rich creditors. me 

‘Those who are thus always members of both classes do not want, in their 
capacity as debtors, any Babies without having at the same time, in their 
8 as creditors, reciprocal or correspondin ‘hts. Tho bill we advo- 
8 s e to their wants, and hence sho passed in their best 

res 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DINGLEY having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker eo tempore, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
5 that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 8110, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was passed last evening 
ordering that there be reprinted the usual number of Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 51, first session, Fiftieth Congress. I wish 
now to enter the motion, and will call it up afterwards, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will 
be entered, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: > 

A bill (S. 1386) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen Rior- 


and 
A bill (S. 506) to correct the military record of John Fox, of 
Albany, Oreg. 7 
m also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


essage 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Ar- 
minda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
me from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
ows: 
A bill+(S. 1336) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen Rior- 
don—to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 506) to correct the military record of John Fox, of 
Albany, .—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PÈRE MARQUETTE STATUE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
communications; which were read, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., April 29, 1896. 


Sim: I have the honor to transmit a communication of the governor of Wis- 
consin, at his desire, and to advise you that a similar communication to the 
President of the Senate was this day laid before the 

Very respectfully, 


The Hon. Taomas B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Madison, Wis., March 19, 1896. 


rn: It gives me pleasure to inform you, and through you the honorable 
body over which you preside, that the State of Wisconsin, in response to the 
invitation extended to the States of the Union under section 1814 of the Ra- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and in accordance with the resolution 
pa at the first session of Co in 1893, has placed in old Hall of the 
ouse of Representatives, at the Capitol of the United States, a marble 
statue of Pére Marquette. This statue was made in pursuance of an act of 
the legislature of this State passed at its biennial session in 1887, and is the 
work of the Italian sculptor, Mr. G. Trentanoye, of Florence, Italy. 
Ihave oe honor, in 5 aoa Raa rere of Wisconsin, of presenting this 
e Congress of the 
vars W. H. UPHAM, 


sir * * G į 
Iam, 7 ] yours, oy Wi 
Hon. THOMAS EBED, 5 e 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. G. 
MRS. FLORENCE E. MAYBRICK, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message of the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 
nemit herewith, in response to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
3 of the 9th instant, addressed to the Secretary of State, a report of 
that officer, —— — by 3 the correspondence in regurd to the 
t Florence brick. 
imprisonmen' rs. y nor ; 
E MANSION, LAND 
Washington, April 30, 1898. 


CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING. 


At the request of Mr. Moopy, for the Committee on Elections 
No. 1, a reprint was ordered of the views of the minority in the 
contested-election case of Rinaker vs. Downing. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
42 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


WM. F. VILAS. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of J. 
L. Cochran, administrator of William Brooks, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of W. 
P. Mason, inistrator of Henry Gorman, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: : 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross- 
walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, aig the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1539); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7138), to amend 
an act entitled An act to authorize the Denison and Northern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1540); which said 

erred to the Committee of the Whole 


bill and report were ref 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7248) to grant land 
to the State of Florida for the use of the normal college for white 
pate at De Funiak Springs, and for the use of the normal col- 
ege at Tallahassee for colored pupils, reported the saine with 
amendment, accompanied by a (No. 1541); which said bill 
and report were referred to the ittee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6116) to protect free labor and 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effect of 
convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, and 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
ritory in which they are produced, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a ny poke (No. 1542); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Tr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 174) grant 
ing permission to the circuit and county courts in Rockingham 
County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, 
Va., r d the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
pe (No, 1543); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8193) to 
aid and encourage the holding of the Tennessee centennial expo- 
sition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, and making an appro- 
priation therefor, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1544); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8415) 
to authorize the purchase of a steam launch for use in the customs 
collection district of New London, Conn., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1545); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red 
River of the North, re the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a vi sea o. 1547); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2032) entitled An 
act to grant right of way over the public domain for pipe lines in 
the States of Colorado and Wyoming,” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1563); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
3 BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 

ensions: 

The bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of Robert Smalls on the 
pension rolls. (Report No. 1546.) 

San a es R. 6844) granting a pension to Paul Kempter. (Re- 

No. ol. 
By Mr. KPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4500) to increase the pension of Strother 
Brock. (Report No. 1548.) 


1896. 
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By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. sen to pension Frances Jones. widow of Lieut. 
Col. Toland Jones, of One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1549.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The kill (H. R. 6973) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Lyon. 
(Report No. 1550.) 

By Mr. CROW THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6829) granting a pension to William Callaway. 
(Report No. 1352.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2223) entitled An act granting a pension to Riley 


W. Pierce.” (Report No. 1553.) 
The bill (S. 298) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William W. Tumblin, of B ord County, Fla.” (Report 


No. 1554. A 

The bill (S. 1602) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
ope = “aie Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg.” (Report 

0. 1999. 

The bill (S. 2216) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
a aun ace M. Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal.” (Report 

o, 1556. 

The bi S. 2637) entitled “An act granting a pension to Jane 
Christian e.” (Report No. 1557.) 

The bill (S. 511) entitled “An act granting a pension to P. F. 
Castleman, of Oregon.” Eoy pa No. 1558.) 

The bill (S. 823) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John B. Meigs.” (Report No. 1564.) 

The bill (S. 2068) entitled An act to grant a pension to Emeline 
C. Sewell, widow of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States 
Navy.” (Report No. 1565.) S 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8103) to correct the military record of Edward P. 
Jennings. (Report No. 1559.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
41140 for the relief of W. E. Judkins, executor of Lewis McKen- 
zie. (Report No. 1560.) : 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
855 3991) authorizing the payment of the amount due Stella J. 

lbroth. (Report No. 1561.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 
= E CET An act for the relief of Arthur P. Selby.” (Report 

0. 1562.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 8581) donating 1 cannon and 25 
cannon balls to E. W. Hollingsworth Post, No. 210, Albion, Mich.— 
to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R.8582) to allow the bottling of dis- 
tilled spirits in bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8583) making an appropriation 
to enlarge the military post of Fort Meade, near the city of Stur- 
gis, in the State of South Dakota, and establishing the same as a 

anent post—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8584) confirming the title of mixed-blood In- 
dians to their lands and allowing the same to be alienated under 
certain circumstances—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 8585) for the relief of cer- 
tain State militia—to the Commi%ee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8586) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish to the ‘Thomas H. Marshall Post 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Belfast, Me., a cannon at 
Castine, Me.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8587) ae pensions to officers 
and enlisted men who served ninety days during the war of the 
rebellion, from March 4, 1861, to July 1, 1865—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

pI ci BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8588) directing the Secretary 
of War to take the 1 8 steps for the removal of the remains 
of the late Benjamin Franklin Hancock, Second United States 
Infantry, from the State of Washington to Arlington Cemetery, 
Virginia, for interment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8589) to provide for the purchase 
of the birthplace of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United 
States, and the erection thereon of a national soldiers’ home as a 
monument to his memory, to be known as the Lincoln National 
Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Den- 
ver, Cripple Creek and Southwestern Railroad Company a right 
of way for a railroad through the South Platte and Plum Creek 
forest reserves, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


` 


By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 8611) to secure the debt of 
the United States against the several Pacific railroads, and pro- 
vide a fair and full test in Government ownership of railroads, 
etc.—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
178) authorizing the distribution of certain documents by the De- 
partment of Agriculture under the Department frank—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BULL: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 
44) to print 5,000 copies of the report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics made to the Secretary of the Treasury August 7, 1880, 
entitled The proposed American interoceanic canal in its com- 
mercial ts to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A resolution (House Res. No. 295) 
requesting the President to communicate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives what, if anything, has been done by the State Depart- 
ment to carry out certain e of the act making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the year 1896, approved 
March 2, 1895 - to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 8 bills of the following titles 
were 8 and referred as follows: 

B . BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8591) to increase the pension 
of E. J. 8 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. re remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of rge Herrman—to the 

“is Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8593) granting a pension to Lydia 
A. Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8594) to pension Matilda H. Galey—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8595) granting an increase of 
pension to David A. Maple-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 8596) Beans a pension to Wil- 
liam Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8597) ting a pension to Gotlieb Ruge—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8598) grantingapensionto John D. McGeehan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8599) granting a pension to W. W. Morton 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8600) for the relief of William D. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8601) for the relief of E. M. 
Smothers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8602) for the re- 
lief of William Christenberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8603) for the relief of Randolph Wesson—to 
the Committee on War ims. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of William 
A. Buck, alias Andrew Buck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8605) granting an honorable 
discerns to James Brown, of Company A, First Florida Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8606) for the relief of Patrick 
County—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8607) for the relief of Abram Staples—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 8608) to extend the term of 
pout No. 227024, dated April 27, 1880, granted to Daniel T. 

awson—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8609) to remove the 
charge of desertion against’ Patrick Welsh—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8610) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Elias Guisinger—to the Committee on Military 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washington 
Camp, No. 434, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Curllsville, 
Pa.. indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
madon and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Associated Banks of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of Honse bill No. 849, to increase bank 
circulation to the par value of bonds deposited—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr, CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Hannibal, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
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By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution of Goodspeed Post, No. 
295, Grand Army of the Republic, of Reading, Kans., in behalf of 


a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolutions of Encampment No. 119, Union 
Veteran League, Department of West Virginia, in support of 
House bill No. 3727 and Senate bill No. 1805. relating to the per 
diem pension bill, and urging the passage thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of E. T. W. Hall and 30 others, of 
Freemansburg, W. Va., respecting the Marquette statue—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petitions of H. P. Townley, H. Hulman, W.C. 
Duncan, and others, of Indiana, praying for favorable action on 
bills to amend laws and to reduce letter postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of James L. Wilson and others, regarding the Mar- 
quette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of C. L. Mees, president Rose Polytechnic Insti- 
tute, Indiana, and others, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
7251, in favor of the metric system to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of the Patton Publishing Company, of 
Patton, Pa., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Joseph Boley. W. A. Beaver, Simon Tomlinson, 
and 15 other citizens of Lorette, Pa., asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, in favor of equitable protection—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Adam B. Heckman, of Bedford, Pa., in favor 
of the adoption of the metric system of weights and measures— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: Petition of the Board of Trade, = 
master, judges, and officers of both city and county, officials of 
banks and corporations, and 1,000 citizens of Wilkesbarre City 
and county of Luzerne, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4793, for the purchase of ground and erection of a pubic 
building at Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. LEONARD: Petitions of citizens of Mansfield, Pa., 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, 
to provide i-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of Lincoln Post, No. 56, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Hodgensville, Ky.; also petition of council of 
administration of the Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
purchase of the Lincoln farm as a soldiers’ home—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of C. W. Shoemaker, of 
Bridgeton, N. J., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter, and bill 
No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 6037, granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of citizens of Jersey City, N. J., 

rotesting against the continuance of the statue of Pére Marquette 
In Statua v Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Chenango County Grange, of the State 
of New York, for laws inst fraudulent food products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of the faculty of the 
Teachers’ College of New York City, asking for adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TAFT: Petition of Ex-Prisoners of War Association of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 306, 
granting a pension to sailors and soldiers who were confined in 
3 Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, memorial of the Associated Banks of Cincinnati, Ohio, in 
favor of House bill No. 849, to increase bank circulation to the 

value of bonds deposited—to the Committee on Banking and 

Surrency. s 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7566 granting a pen- 
sion to Della Burrows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petition of citizens of Mahoning County, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a system of rural free 
delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL (by request): Remonstrance and peti- 
tion of John C. Warner and 29 other citizens of Jeffersonville, 
Ind., asking for the removal of the Marquette statue from 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, May 1, 1896, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. as 

On motion of Mr. HILL, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 

NIAGARA RIVER BRIDGE, 

Mr. HILL. While we are ria for Senators to gather, and 
before taking up the appropriation bill, I ask unanimous consent 
to call up Senate bill 2936, a bridge bill, reported yesterday from 
the Committee on Commerce. It is desirable that it shall be passed 
immediately. It will take but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Niagara River in the town of Lewiston, 
in the county of Niagara, State of New York; and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, procgeded to 
its consideration. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce wi 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word 
“ thereto,” to strike out the words on the east bank of“ and in- 
sert across“; so as to read: 


That the Lewiston Connecting Hai Company, a cor 
the laws of the State of New York, being chapter 310 of the laws of the year 
1896, is hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and N a bridge, and 
the n approaches thereto, across the Niag River at or from some 
pnk in the town of Lewiston, in the county of Niagara, State of New York, 
ete, 


The amendment was agreed to. A 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 17, after the word 
War,“ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act 
shall be so kept and managed as to offer reasonable and proper means for the 

of vessels and other crafts; and if said bridge be constructed as a 
raw bridge, the draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, for 
the of boats; and whatever kind of bri is built, the owners thereof 
shall maintain thereon, at their own expense, from sw to sunrise, such 
lights and other signals as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, line 5, after the words 
New York,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify any of the provisions of the law now existing in reference to the pro- 
tection of the SEVILIA of rivers or to exempt this bridge from the opera- 
tions of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert at the beginning of section 
6 the following: : 

That all railroad 1 desiring the use of said bridge shall have and 
be entitled to equal rights and 8 relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same and over the lt ego thereto upon payment 
of reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring 
such use shall fail to upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters 
at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War, npon a hear- 
ing of the allegations and proofs of the parties: Provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ERIE (PA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the requirements of a joint resolution approved April 
24, 1896, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
together with a report from Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of 
Engineers, relative to the improvement of the harbor of Erie, Pa.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Man- 
ufacturers’ Association of Kings and Queens counties, New York, 
praying for the adoption of a single gold standard; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Library Club, 
of Cambridge, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 


ration created by - 


viding for the better publication of the public documents of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of W. J. McBane and 175 
other citizens of Thornton, Ind., praying for the Rane of Senate 
bill No. 239, to prohibit the collection of special 


quor taxes from 
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rsons other than those who are duly authorized by State laws 
5 traffic in intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. : 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the faculty of the Univer- 
sity of Nebraska, at Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the establishment 
of a permanent board of arbitration between Great Britain and 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

r. HILL presented resolutions adopted by the assembly of the 
State of New York, relative to the claim of the Ogden Land Com- 
pany to the lands of the Seneca and Tuscarora Indians; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

STATE oF NEW YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, Albany, April 23, 1896. 
On motion of Mr. Matteson: 
222 Rg ag ere fre eaten pes ral to 
eo nok aad industrial condition of the ceversi tribes of Indians in the 
State: with ascertaining the amount of land, cultivated and uncultivated, on 
their ctive reservations; with the investigation of their several tribal 
ionsand the manner in which they assume toallot their lands among 


as will 
ment No. 51; and 

Whereas said committee for various and cogent reasons set forth in its 
report recommended: 

1. That the compulsory-attendance school law be enacted. 

“2. That the l request the General Government to take action to 
extinguish the claim of the Ogden Siva aie Sag the lands of the Senecas and 

yit. 

“3. That the lands of the several reservations be allotted in severalty 
among the several members of the tribe, with suitable restrictions as to the 
alienation to whites and protection from judgments and other debts; but 
such division not to go into effect as to lands affected by the Ogden Com- 
pany's claim until the claim be removed. This allotment porteran ought 
not to be limited to a division of the possession of the land, but should com- 
prise a radical uprooting of the whole tribal system, giving to each individ- 
ual absolute ownership of his share of the land in fee. 

“4, The repeal of all existing laws relating to the Indians of the State, ex- 
cepting those prohibiting the sale of liquors to them and intrusion upon their 
—. fhe 5 5 the laws of the State over them, and their absorption 

tizenship;” an 

Whereas it is: believed that the best interests of the Indians and their future 
prospertt and welfare demand that the title of the Ogden Land Company, 
so called, to the lands occupied by them be ex and the lands allot- 
ted in severalty to said Indians, and that they be made citizens and absorbed 


February 1, 1889. 


y In this State, so 
d title, and to then allot the said lands in 
righi rivileges, im- 


of the Representatives in Con; from this 
State, and they are hereby requested use Sey effort and endeavor to 
bring about the extinguishment of the title of sai 5 the lands in 
u — 8 1 — the allotment thereof in severalty to the ns as hereinbe- 
‘ore ‘or’ 
Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished to the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior. 
By order of the assembly. 
A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 


Mr. HILL ted a petition of Gouverneur Grange, No. 808, 

Patrons of Husbandry, of Gouverneur, N. Y., praying for the 

of House bill No. 8008, defining cheese and imposing a 

upon and re ting the manufacture, sale, importation, and 

exportation of filled cheese; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also Sten a petition of sundry citizens of Monroe 
County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also to 
reduce letter e to 1 cent per half ounce; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of Rey. E. A. Kinmouth 
and 28 other citizens of Ledyard, Conn., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Winona, Minn., of Polish descent, F the pas- 
sage of the so-called Johnson immigration bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the memorial of S. J. Somerville, John 
N. Gale, and sun other citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt., remon- 
strating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary 
Hall; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the petition of Andrew Wylie, 
ex-justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and 
various other citizens of the District, praying that Senate bill 
ine relating to the subject of vivisection, may be enacted into 

W. 

In the same connection I present a memorial, which has been 


sent to me, of the Medical Association of the District of Columbia, 
addressed to the American Medical Association, on the same sub- 
ject. I regret to observe that the officers of the Medical Associa- 
tion of the District of Columbia state that the enactment of that 
bill into law will prohibit vivisection or animal rimentation 
in the District of Columbia and effectively close the biological 
laboratories connected with the Surgeon-General's Department of 
the United States Army, the Bureau of Animal Industry of the 
Department of Agriculture, and the Marine-Hospital Service, and 
prohibit all illustrative experimentation on living animals in the 
medical colleges of this District. í 

I will state that either the officers of the Medical Association of 
the District of Columbia are entirely ignorant of the provisions 
of the bill that is now before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, which purposes simply to regulate and supervise vivi- 
gai the District, or else they have misstated the provisions 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition and memorial will 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of the Lake View land district, of Oregon, praying that in- 
vestigation be made into the administration of the land office in 
tiar a which was referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the St. Louis Reed, 
Rattan, and Willow Workers’ Union, No. 6454, American Feder- 
ation of Labor, in which the petitioners state that ‘‘ We, the un- 
dersigned officers, by direction of the above-named organization 
and its members and as a constituent body of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, do hereby most respectfully request that the 
United States Senate a law giving to the people of the United 
States free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. We 
are of the opinion that to do so would relieve the present mone- 
tary stringency and contribute toward bringing to us a return of 
national prosperity. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Hoffman Crusade 
Union of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of a law raising the of 
consent in the District of Columbia from 16 to 18 years; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of St. 
Joseph, Mo., praying for national recognition of the transmissis- 
sippi exposition to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 1898; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of Meyer Bros. Drug 
Company of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of ee 
Hon RT to a rebate on alcohol; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the memorial of the committee for philan- 
thropic labor of the Ohio Yearly Meeting of Friends, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill for the introduction of mili- 
tary drill into the public schools, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and thatit be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the res- 
olution of the annual convention of the Missouri Roads Improve- 
ment Association, favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. 6452) to 
establish engineering experiment stations in connection with the 
colleges established in the several States under act of July 2, 1862, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Harris on the 80th 
ultimo, providing for the payment of certain claims reported favor- 
ably by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman 
Act, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. COCKRELL April 30, 1896, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, the 
amendment proposing to pay to Charles B. Choteau, survivor of 
Choteau, Harrison & Valle, of St. Louis, Mo., the sum of $174,- 
045.75, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 8 an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, the amendment prang 
for the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, 
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moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1170) for the relief of Morgan 
Everts, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MOMI , from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
April 27, 1896, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, the amendment providing for an extension of 
highways in the District of Columbia, reported it without amend- 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces of con- 
demned cannon to the village of New Rochelle, N. X., reported it 


without amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I submit the rt of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads on the bill (S.2894) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the samefor postal, military, 
and other pu: approved July 1, 1862; and also to amend an 
act approved July 2, 1864; and also an act approved May 7, 1878, 
both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and other acts 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for 
the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid 
in the construction of certain „ and to secure the payment 
of all indebtedness to the United States of certain companies 
therein mentioned heretofore reported to the Senate. I wish to 
notify the Senate that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT 
reserves the right, if he wishes to do so, to make a minority repor 
as to the Union Pacific. 

BERING SEA FISHERIES ARBITRATION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a bill to provide for the fulfilment of the 
stipulations of the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain signed at Washington on the 8th day of Fe , 1896. 
As this is a matter of urgent importance, I am requested on be- 
half of the Secretary of State and the executive authorities that 


immediate action be taken upon the bill, and I am instructed by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be put upon its I make that request. 


The bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipula- 
tions of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, 
signed at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the sum 
of $75,060, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 1 
out ot any m in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expend 
under the direction of the Secretary of State. with the approval of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in fulfilling the tions of the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, signed at Washington on the 8th day of 
February, 1896. And the commission tuted by said treaty, when sitting 
at San Francisco, shall have power to compel the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses by application to the circuit court of the United States for the 
ninth cirenit, which said court is empowered and directed tomake all orders 
and issue all processes necessary and appropriate to that end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I shall not object if it does not give rise to debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2998) for the relief of 
Joel A. King; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2099) granting a pension to 
William L. Grigsby, of Belvidere, in the county of yer, Nebr.; 
which was twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3000) granting a pension to Thomas 
C. Kelsey, of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, ° : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3001) granting a pension to Alfred 
Bigelow, of Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ` 8 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3002) granting a pension 
to S. H. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER (OF request) introduced a bill (S. 3003) for the re- 
lief of John S. Friend, of Eldorado, Kans.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

ittee on Indian Affairs, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob 
Saladin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying 79 7 5 referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. DLER introduced a bill (S. 3005) to protect Ameri- 
can producers, manufacturers, and shippers from unjust discrimi- 
nation in transportation charges in favor of foreign producers, 
manufacturers, and dealers, and to prohibit preferences to forci 
merchandise over American commerce; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3006) to provide for the 
examination and classification of certain lands in the State of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3008) authorizing the 
5 of day labor in the construction of certain municipal 
buildings and works in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8009) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, widow of Capt. George W. Yates, Sev- 
enth United States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3010) relating to the landing 
of any new submarine telegraph cable line or system in this coun- 
try; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC COINS A LEGAL TENDER. 

Mr. BUTLER. I introduce a bill, and ask that it be read in 
full for information. 

Mr, How long a bill is it? 

Mr. BUTLER. A paragraph. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. ` 

The bili (S. 3007) making certain foreign and domestic coins full 
legal tender, and for other part nian was read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

— ie be eer N ete., Aas 5 silver 8 ae hees Gorn 
i ver: e Ja ese 5 m 4 
rate a . the trade dollar shail be eadh 8 

ollar of the United States, and shall each be ofall legal tender to 
any amount for all debts and demands, public or private. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, a word in explanation of the bill 
before asking its reference. 

Under the Constitution of the United States we have frequently 
passed laws making foreign coins a legal tender. The act of Feb- 
ruary 9, 1793, over one hundred years ago, made the Spanish milled 
dollar and certain other foreign coins a legal tender. Since that 
time we have passed numerous other acts to make foreign coins a 
legal tender in this country, including the Mexican dollar. For 
over half a century the bulk of the silver coin in circulation amon: 
our people was foreign coins which had been made a full local 
tender by acts of Congress. Our people were more prosperous 
then than they are now. Now we neither coin silver nor do we 
make foreign coins a legal tender. Our people are in distress on 
account of the scarcity of those dollars. 

This bill, it-will be observed, provides for making three coins a 
legal tender. The first is the Mexican dollar. The Mexican dol- 
lar contains 377.17 grains of pure silver, or 419.08 grains of stand- 
ard silver, and is therefore heavier than our standard silver dollar. 

The Japanese yen, the next coin proposed to be made a legal 
tender, contains 374.40 grains of pure silver, or 416 grains of stand- 
ard silver, it also being heavier than our standard silver dollar of 
412} grains. 

The next coin that it is proposed to make a 1 tender is the 
trade dollar of the United States. The trade dollar, as we all 
know, contains 420 grains of standard silver of the same fineness | 
(900 fine) as our standard silver dollar. 

of these coins are heavier by from 4 to 7+ grains than our 
standard silver dollar, and therefore there can be no objection on 
the of those who hold to the intrinsic-theory fallacy of the 
goldites to coining these dollars, which contain more pure silver 
than our standard full legal-tender silver dollar. 

Of the trade dollars there are now outstanding, according to a 

of the Director of the Mint which I hold in my hand, 
27,330,131. There were coined in all 35,965,924 of them. Of this 
amount 7,689,036 were redeemed under act of March 8, 1887. 
There have been deposited and purchased as bullion at the mints 
944.757, making the total number redeemed and purchased as 
bullion 8,633,793. Therefore leaving outstanding over 27,000,000 
of them, as I have stated above. 

I wish to call attention in this connection to an extract from a 
speech made on this floor by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] day before yesterday, in which he said, in replying to what 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said the same day about 
*50-cent dollars”: 

The fact is yon have a two-dollar dollar now, and that is what is the trouble 
with this country. The dollar of this country to-day measures twice what 
it used to measure; it commands twice the products. There are several 


countries in the world that have free coinage, notably Mexico and Japan, and 
neither of them has a 50-cent dollar. It is a notorious fact, which no one will 


deny who is at all acquainted with the conditions (and if 8 doubts m 


statement he can take the consular reports from Mexico Ja and fin 
that I make a correct statement), that the purchasing power of the Mexican 
dollar and the Japanese yen. which is equivalent to a dollar practically, is as 
great now as it was thirty years ago. F 

It will be seen that this bill provides for making a legal tender 
the Mexican dollar and the Japanese yen, which have the same 
purchasing power now that they had thirty years ago, and both 
of which are heavier than our standard silver dollar. Continuing, 
the Senator from Colorado said: 


India; 
it will buy as much as it ever cies — The India rupee, equivalent at its face 


value to about 2 shillings of Eng! money, will buy just as muchas it would 
ever buy. ere has been no depreciation, or, in er words, there has 
no rise of prices when measured by the i of money that I have 


buys just as much as it used to buy. e i ratana 

he pays tbem just what he used to pay them in silver. 
ys his workmen he pays them just what he used to pay them in silver. If 

fo wants to buy material for his manufacture, he pre the same price if it is 
me raised and home produced. The same may be said of India. 

Mr. President, this bill provides for making a legal tender of 
three coins which are y 100-cent dollars. They are 100-cent 
dollars, and more than that, as measured in the products of the 
country, and as measured in the muscle, bone, sinew, and blood of 
konm These dollars can only be called 50-cent dollars when 
meas by the dishonest yardstick of Shylock and the goldites. 
They are only 50-cent dollars when measured by the blighting, 
8 and paralyzing 200-cent gold dollar. They are only 
50-cent dollars when measured by the cruel measure which makes 
cotton 5 cents a pound and doubles every debt and all taxes, both 
State and national. 

About one month ago, in fact, on April 1,exactly one month ago, 
I introduced a bill to prohibit gold notes and mo in this 
country; that bill has not yet been reported. If Con will not 
pass a bill making these coins a 1 tender; if will 
not pass the bill which I introd on April 1 to prohibit gold 
notes and gold mortgages, which discriminate against a part of 
our own money and make gola dearer and debts harder to pay, 
then I call the attention of country to the fact that the States 
have the right to do this under the Constitution. The States have 
as much right to prohibit gold mortgages as the States have to 
regulate interest that shall be paid on a note or a mortgage. It is 
3 that the States can make gold and silver coins a legal 
tender. 

I quote from Article I, section 10, subsection 1, of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States: 

o State shall * „ * makean; but gold and silver coin al ten- 
Pi in payment of debts, zg gol cai 

What does that mean? It means that the States can make gold 
and silver coin a legal tender in payment of debts. If it does not 
mean that it means nothing. Itis clear that the States have the 
right to make these foreign coins a legal tender. If the Constitu- 
tion did not mean that, why was this clause put in it? I do not 
think the framers of our Constitution meant when they framed 
this section that the States would ever make United States coin a 
legal tender, for who could have ever supposed that the United 
States would coin money and then demonetize it? But since the 
United States has done so, I believe the language of this clause of 
the Constitution applies legally, by every fair construction, with 
as much force to the trade dollar as it does to foreign coin; and no 
man will question that that clause of the Constitution gives to the 
States the right to make these foreign coins a full legal tender 
when they contain more silver of the same standard fineness than 
our standard dollar. 

If Congress, which has the delegated power to coin money and 
regulate the value thereof, will not make its own coin which it 
has coined a legal tender, if it will not make these foreign coins 
according to this bill a legal tender which are heavier than our 
own dollar. then I say the States have that right, and I hope the 
States of this Union will proceed on this line if Congress will not 
give them this relief. Im my opinion it is unconstitutional for 
Congress to refuse to coin silver. The States delegated to Con- 
_ gress the great and important function and duty to coin both 

gold and silver. Con violates this trust when it refuses to 
coin silver. But the States did reserve the right to make gold and 
silver coins a legal tender, and certainly it seems that the hour 
has come when the States should proceed to exercise this reserved 
power in the interest of stagnated business and a suffering people. 

But the surest way for the people to get relief and restore good 
government is for them to drive the gold gamblers from power 
next November. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
Mr. 5 5 = e intended = Te 
TO im to the gene: ciency appropriation bill; 
8 raferredto the Committee on Naval us, nd ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be rr 

. MITCHELL of submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITC of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to wed pega 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That 300 extra ies of the views of the minority on House bill 
7977 be printed for the use of Senate. 

I will state that the same number was ordered printed with 
reference to the majority report. 

The order was agreed to. 


EMPLOYEES ON THE MALTBY ROLL. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the . which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolwed, That the Secre of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay any employees of the Senate now or hereafter borne on 
the Maltby roll at the now assigned to the places on said roll until 
otherwise ordered. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


poses 
agreed to 


The motion was z 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Maine will indulge me for a 
moment, I should be glad to have put upon its passage Senate 
bill 2522, which I called up Tuesday morning, to incorporate the 
Alaska rtation and Trading Company. It was read at 
length: it need not be read again, and its passage will occupy but 
a moment. It was objected to then, but I believe that now upon 
examination there is no objection to the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I will not object if it does not give rise to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S.2522) creating a corporation known 
as the Alaska Transportation and Trading Company, and granting 
right of way for the construction and operation by that corpora- 
tion of a turnpike and road from Taiya Inlet to Lake Ben- 
nett, in the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. QUAY. The bill was read at length the other day. 

Rad . If the bill does not give rise to debate I do not 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

3 BERON The bill, it seems, will provoke considerable 
ebate. 

Mr. HALE. Then I must object, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not hear the remark of the Senator from 
Washington. : 

Mr. HALE. He says the bill will give rise to debate. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not so understand it. I did not know there 
was to be any debate upon the bill. Of course, I withdraw the 
suggestion. 

A. T. HENSLEY. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask for the consideration of a bill of only 
seven lines, which will occasion no debate. It involves but four 
hundred and some odd dollars, 

Brook ri If it gives rise to debate, the Senator will with- 
wi 


Mr. BURROWS. Iwill. Iask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R.7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay $432 to A. T. Hensley, late of Lavaca, Tex., in full 
8 for dressed flooring and rough boards furnished to 
the United States in August, 1865. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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J. J. LINTS. 


Mr. TELLER. Task the Senator from Maine who has the appro- 
priation bill in charge if he will permit me to call up the bill 
(H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints. It is for the relief of a very 
old man and it has been pending many years. If it occasions any 
debate, I will, of course, withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to J.J. 
Lints, of Syracuse, N. Y., $1,289.33. in full for his services as cus- 
todian of the public property at Erie, Pa., from the 8th day of 
April, 1857, to the 10th day of September, 1859, inclusive. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LANDS IN VALVERDE COUNTY, TEX. 

Mr. CHILTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up a little bill 
to which there will be no objection, I feel sure. If any debate 
should develop, I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Texas? : 

Mr. HALE. I yield to a matter not giving rise to any debate. 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. IL ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7305) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States to reconvey to the former 
owners a certain tract of land in Valverde County, Tex. The bill 
has already been passed by the other House, and it was reported 
here from the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 desire to offer an amendment to the bill. It 
has occurred to me that if this property is to be reconveyed, as it 
is now used for military purposes and was conveyed for that pur- 
pose, the conveyance ought to be made subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War. ill the Senator from Texas consent to 
that amendment? 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly, sir. I should be glad to have the 
Senator prepare the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. After the word“ authorized,“ in line 4, I move 
to insert subject to the approval of the Secretary of War”; so 
as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of America is 
hereby authorized, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, by 
r deed, to reconvey by quitclaim deed all aforesaid land to said afore- 
said company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 

JOHN STULL, 


Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to call 
up the bill (S. 1288) for the relief of John Stull? It will take but 
a minute to pass the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield, and after that I shall ask that the ap- 
propriation bill be proceeded with. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre of 
War to revoke and set aside Special Orders No. 144, paragraph 1, 
of the War Department, dated April 11, 1864, dismissing from the 
service John Stull, late captain of Company M, Third Regiment 
New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge as of date April 11, 1864. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M. GUYTON. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HALE. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1800) for the relief of John M. Guyton, late postmaster at 
Blacksburg, S. C. If it excites any debate I will withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It prone to pay $484.79 
to John M. Guyton, former postmaster at Blacksburg, S. C., being 
the amount deposited by him to cover a deficiency arising in his 
office in the year 1890, which deposit was made to meet a loss by 
the embezzlement of a clerk on or about the 30th day of January, 
1890, without blame or fault on the part of Guyton. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. E. GILLINGWATERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 65) for the relief of J. E. Gillin ters. 
A similar bill has been favorably reported heretofore and passed 


xi the Senate in a former Congress. The bill was favor- 
ably at the present session from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that notwith- 
standing the records of the proceedings and sentence of the court- 
martial in the case of Private James E. Gillingwaters, late of 
Company H, Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, the Secretary 
of War is directed to issue to Gillingwaters an honorable discharge 
of the date of his release from military control. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY, 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reservations in 
vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Territory of 
Oklahoma. I will state that I have the consent of the Senator 
who reported the bill to call up the bill and it has the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Territories. 

e Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
r CARTER. I desire to ask what committee reported that 

ill? 

Mr. TURPIE. The Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no objection to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

HEIRS OF JACOB R. DAVIS. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. After the Senator from Nebraska has disposed of 
the bill he desires to call up, I give notice that I must insist upon 
going on with the naval appropriation bill. 

_Mr. ALLEN. ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
gs en i of the bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 

. Davis. 

Mr. HALE. Not to give rise to any debate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not to give rise to any debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It 8 $1,500, to 
be paid to the heirs of Jacob R. Davis, as full compensation for 
services rendered by him as agent and judge of the Freedman’s 
Bureau at Augusta, in the State of Georgia, from June 1, 1866, to 
June 1, 1867, inclusive. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of cae by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
FONO WE bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 3 

A bill (H. R. 515) . nsion to William Grose; and 

A bill (H. B. 7668) to esta a term of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, Va., in the western 
district of Virginia. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Now let the appropriation bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making 5 for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other parbon: 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the pending amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, sub- 
nue by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], will be 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, line 19, before the word “‘sea- 
going,” 5 is proposed to strike out four“ and insert two“; so 
as to read: 


That for the of further increasing the nayal establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each. 

The PRESIDENT pro big The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the amendment. e Secretary will call the roll. 
Mr. PERKINS. Is this the question upon the four or six battle 


ips? 

The PRESIDENT PS tempore. It is upon the four or two. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is to strike out ‘‘ four” and in- 
sert two,” so as to provide for two battle ships. 

The . to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
on this e with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Murpny |. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] was called from the Chamber a few mo- 
ments ago, and asked me to announce a pair with him. If he were 
here, he would vote yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called), I inquire if the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota has not voted. 

Mr. PALMER. I am paired with that Senator and withhold my 


vote. I should vote ‘‘yea,” if he were present. é 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I 
will transfer my pair with him to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Brice] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], but with 
the consent of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], who has 
the pairs on this side in charge, I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer the 
general pair I have with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON] to the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIND- 
say] and vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
just informed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] that the 

nator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], to whom I transferred my 
pair a moment ago, is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom], but as the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
is absent and not paired on this vote, I transfer my pair to him. 

Mr. BLANCHARD entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I see the Senator from Louisiana has come 
into the Chamber, and therefore I withdraw my vote. A 

Mr. MARTIN. On this question I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. he were present, I 
should vote yea” and he would vote“ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 


J ed are Sm ma 

Mr. BLANC D. I inquire if the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has voted. ! 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I vote yea.“ i 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont 5 
Proctor]. Ido not know whether it be correct or not, but [am 
told by the Senator in charge of the bill that the Senator from 
Vermont would vote ‘‘ nay” upon this question, if he were pres- 
ent. If that be so, I shall vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that he 
transfer his pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surrn], 
which will allow each of us to vote. 

Mr. CALL. I will make that transfer and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I fear that is not exactly accurate. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont, I think, would vote for the amendment for 
two battle ships, at least his speech clearly indicated that, and I 
understood that to be his position from personal statements. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator from Vermont, from 
what I have heard, would vote yea,“ if present. 

Mr. GORMAN. He would vote yea,“ and therefore, if this 
transfer be made, he would lose his vote. 

Mr. BERRY. And so also would the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Paai: 

Mr. CALL. Then I withdraw my vote,and announce that if 
the Senator from Vermont were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
who is necessarily out of the Senate Chamber for a few moments. 
If he were present, he would vote“ nay” and I should vote yea.“ 
I withdraw the vote I have already cast. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris] 
is temporarily absent, but was in the Chamber a short time ago. 
He is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
ganra pair on wee questions with the junior Senator from 

hode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. This not being a political ques- 
tion, under our arrangement I feel authorized to vote, and there- 
fore, Ke he has not voted, I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from Louisiana (Mr. CAFFERY] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I am obliged to withdraw my vote and 
announce my pair with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—31., 

Allen, George, 3 Vest, 
Baker, Peffer, ae. 
Bate, Hill, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Warren, 
Blanchard, Kyle, Pugh, White, 
Butler, ls, Roach, W 

ton, itchell, Wis. Sherman, W 

„ elson, Turpie, 


NAYS—27. 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McBride, gay, 
Brown, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cannon, gar, Mantle. Squire, 
Carter, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Clark Hawley, Perkins, Teller. 
Daniel, Irby, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—41 
Aldrich, Coe! Palmer, 
Allison, Cullom, a Proctor, 
rice, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Smith, 
Burrows, ins, indsay, Thurston, 
Caffery, Gordon, Martin, Tillman, 
Call, Gray, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hale. Morrill, Wetmore. 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Murphy, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLEN. If in order, I now move to strike out the entire 
paragraph authorizing the construction of battle ships. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, which will be stated: i 

The SECRETARY. After line 16, on page 50, it is proposed to 
strike out the paragraph as amended, down to and including the 
word “ and,“ in line 24, as follows: 

That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed 
contract two seagoing coast-line battle shi designed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a lacement of about 11,000 tons, 


to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to 


exclusive of armament. not exceeding $3,750,000 each; and. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Nebraska does not wish to 
strike out the first three lines. He wants simply to strike out 
all after the word contract,“ in line 19, down to and includin 
the word “and,” in line 24. The words “that for the purpose o 
increasing the naval establishment,” and so on, the Senator does 
not wish to strike out, for after that follows the provision for 
torpedo boats. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maryland, I think, is correct. 
I have not the bill before me, and therefore can not indicate the 
precise words. The purpose of my amendment, however, is to 
strike out everything which pertains to an appropriation or a con- 
tract for the construction of battle ships, and permit the remain- 
der of the paragraph to stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro 8 The Chair requests the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska to reduce his amendment to writing. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will do so, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator wishes to striko out all after 
the word “contract,” in line 19. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is it. 
ac’ LODGE. Does the amendment propose to strike out all of 

a 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has stricken out the provision for four 
battle ships and left the provision providing for two. Now the 
Senator from Nebraska proposes to strike those out. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment begin after the word “con- 
tract,” in line 19, striking out down to and including the word 
“The PRESIDENT EN, 

e pro tempore. The amendment pro: b 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. a Å 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
„contract,“ in line 19, down to and including the word and,“ in 
line 24, as follows: 


Two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest armor 
and most powerful o ce upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, to have 
the highest practicable s or vessels of their class, and to cost, exclusive 


of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each; and. 


Mr. HALE. That strikes out the battle ships. I suppose that 
is the Sore the Senator from Nebraska has in view. 
Mr. ALLEN i 


Yes, sir. 
Mr. HALE. I hope we may have a vote. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


ment. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have a yea-and-nay vote upon 
that amendment. 

The ga and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire that the question may be stated. 

Mr. HALE. It is simply on the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska to strike out the provision for the two battle ships. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr SMITH]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator 
from Vermont pae MORRILL] and vote nay.“ 
Mr. P. 


PAI 8 his name was called). I in announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
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senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.-Hoar]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery]. If he were present, I should vote! nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am informed that the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smrru],with whom Iam paired, if present, would vote 
“nay.” Therefore I vote nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that the junior Sen- 
ator from Kentucky . LINDSAY] is paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON) upon this question. I ask 
that this announcement may apply to the yea-and-nay votes 
taken during the day. ARIA 

Mr. B WS. I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] to the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKINS) and vote nay.” l 

Mr. COCKR (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 

i y with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I 
a olay he would probably be able to return to the Chamber 

ore the result of this vote was announced, but, as I see he is 
not here, and knowing he would vote differently from the way I 
do, I withdraw my vote. The Senator from Iowa, if present, 
would vote “nay” and I should vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Allen, Jones, Ark. R Walthall. 
Chilton, ) Vest, 
George, Peffer, Vilas, 
NAYS—44. 
Baker, Da 5 Pritchard, 
Du 75 Quay. 
Bate, Faulkner, M e Sewall, 
Blanchard Seller . ee 
Bur Gear. s Tala : 
n Mitchen, è 

8 F Mitchell. we Warren, 

N Ha wle 5 Wiken, 
Clark, awley, . 5 

NOT VorN G-. 
dri Jones, Ney. Pugh, 
A Cullom. ndsay, y 
ret waned Mannie, Es 
Bowler” Gordon, Morrill, Thurston, 
Caffery, ray. Murphy, Tillman, 
Call, H Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hoar, 4 Wetmore. 
So the amendment was rej 


Mr. CHANDLER. ‘I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations by striking out all 
after the word “each,” in line 24, page 50, down to and including 
the word dollars,“ in line 4, on page 51, as follows: 

i of not less than 30 kn 
to cost in alf nof exceeding NG and not s cc 10 torpedo boats, to cost 


in all not exceeding $500, 

And insert: 

Torpedo gunboats and o- boat destroyers with a minimum speed of 
2 knots and to: o boats with a minimum speed of 26 knots, 30 in number, 
to cost in all, pork oto te of armament, not ex $4,500,000, 


Mr. HALE. It will be utterly impossible to build so many boats 
for the amount of money indicated in the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, and I suggest that we strike out 
„thirty“ and substitute the word! twenty.“ : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not object to that modification, but 
I think that the Senator from Maine is mistaken. The highest 
boat costing $200,000 and the lowest $75,000,I think you could 
get the 30 for an average of $150,000 each. - 

Mr. HALE. You can not get a 32-knot gunboat for less than 


$350,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the amendment to the 
amendment again read. I want to reserve the point of order on 
it. Ido nor think it is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
make the point of order. e have stricken $10,000,000 from the 
bill this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many millions does the amendment 


30 to 20— 
Mr. HALE. I do not think you can get a 32-knot gunboat for 


3 000. 
Mr. LER. Possibly not. The English estimate in- 


cludes armament, and this excludes armament. I do not object 
to the modification suggested by the Senator from Maine. I hope 
the Senator from Missouri, when the European powers have a 
thousand of these boats and we have only one, will not make an 
objection to providing for 20 at least at this time. 

Mr. ELL. If the Senator from New Hampshire desires 
to explain his amendment I will withdraw the point of order for 
that 8 gor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to accept the modifi- 
cation negarea vian Senator from Maine . HALE}. 

Mr. SQUIRE. r. President, I will be pleased to say a few 
words about the torpedo boats. Now that two battle ships are 
supposed to be all that the Senate wants. and probably that 
amendment will be concurred in by the other House, I think we 
. to have more torpedo boats and that we ought to give the 
right kind. I have given some little attention to this matter in 
the past six or eight months. It so happens that torpedo boat 
No. 8 is now being built in the town in which I reside. That is 
the last contract made by the Government, and I believe it will 
afford the best torpedo boat yet constructed by the Government, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Washington spoke of tor- 
pedo boat No. 8 being constructed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. - Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] says we have but one. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam very glad the Senator from Colorado has 
raised that ee 
Mr. LODGE, The Senator from New Hampshire meant one 
in co 


mmission, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Others are being built? 
Mr. LODGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is now in commission only one such boat, 
the Cushing. She is a torpedo boat having a displacement of 105 
tons, a of 22.5 miles, with indicated horsepower of 1,720. 
She was authorized on the 3d day of August, 1886, at a cost of 
$82,750. The next torpedo boat which was authorized is the 
Ericsson, of 120 tons displacement, 24 miles speed, and 1,800 indi- 
cated horsepower. She was authorized on the 30th of June, 1890. 

Since that time there have been authorized torpedo boats Nos. 
3, 4, and 5, at a cost of $97,500 each. They were authorized on 
the 26th of July, 1894. None of the last three has been built. 
They are being constructed at Baltimore by the Columbia Iron 
Works. The Ericsson, which I mentioned just prior to speaking 
of the last three boats, has never yet been put into commission, 
although it has been many years sinceshe was authorized. There 
have been some difficulties, I do not know of what character, 
whether of a mechanical nature or of a financial nature, and it 
happens to be a fact that up to the present time there is only one 
to o boat in commission, that is the Cushing, and she has been 
built a great many years. 

The last Congress authorized the construction of to: o boats 
Nos. 6, 7, and 8. Nos. 6 and 7 are being built by the Herreshoff 
Company. The contractors have large liberty, I understand. 
They do not adopt the specifications of the Navy Department. 
They are allowed to have afree hand in their plans. 

The construction of torpedo boats is something of an experi- 
ment. It seems that there are but few firms in the world that 
are able to be successful constructors of this class of vessels. 
There is the firm known as the Thornycroft firm, in Englan 
which is very famous, and the firm alluded to in the letter quo 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] yesterday, 
that built the Sokal—Yarrow, of England. The Yarrow firm and 
the Thornycroft firm are the great firms of England in this line 
of business. It seems to require a ial kind of ability to build 
vessels of this class, and I am very that we have shipbuilders 
in America who are willing to undertake the construction of these 
vessels, which are of superior power and speed. Of course their 
adaptation is liar for the purpose. It requires time to develop 
the ability to build well vessels of this class. 

It seems to me that if we are going to engage in the business of 
building torpedo boats we 54 e to build the I have here a 
little memorandum which I have p red from notes given me 
by officers of the United States Navy, which I will be pleased to 
state to the Senate. 

The number of torpedo boats of and above 115 feet in length, 


belonging to foreign governments, is as follows: 


1 ᷑ m......“ Se ee 131 
„ ß 108 
8G S NE E A Soe eee 116 
r E E we an eel a tence cane 106 
7000000 ĩ˙²w-. ree eee re te ee ae ee 78 
8 ⁰·¹A ee as ee ce oe chee a ee 36 


Of the British boats, 62 are torpedo destroyers, with a speed of 
from 27 to 30 knots; 1 of the French, a of 30 knots; 1 of 
. The remainder are boats of from 20 to 26 

ots. 


Five or six years ago almost all foreign governments built what 


1896. ; 


were termed first-class torpedo boats, Ying bevy in size from 125 to 
150 feet. and in from 22 to 26 knots, but during the past two 
years they have n eben teens this practice and going to boats 
of larger size. This is the result of experience gained with the 
smaller boats. The English contracts provide now for boats of 
about 300 tons, 200 feet long, and a speed of 30 knots. We read 
not long ago of a trial of one of these boats which developed a 
speed of over 31 knots. 

It seems to me if we are going to enter upon the business of con- 
structing torpedo boats that we do not want to commence where 
the other nations have left off. We want to build first-class tor- 
pedo boats and build enough of them so as to regard them as an 
efficient adjunct to our Navy. I am very well satisfied from in- 

uiries made by me at the Navy ent that.it will be impos- 
sible to build anything like 80 torpedo boats of the proper character 
for the amount indicated in the amendment of the tor from 
New Hampshire. Ido not believe it is possible to build those vessels 
for the fi named. I do not believe the amendment in the form 
resented will do any good. If it should pass I believe we would 
ave an instance suchas we had a few years ago, which I desire to 
mention to the Senate. The law provided that a torpedo cruiser or 
nboat of 750 tons displacement, with 23 knots speed, should be 
Built for $850,000. That was the act approved June 30, 1890. The 
bids received were inexcess of the appropriation, and the vessel has 
not yet been let by contract because nobody will build it for the ap- 
iation. Even for a boat with so low aspeedas 23 knots, when 
$350,000 is authorized by law, we have not been able to find any- 
body, the Navy Department can not find anybody, to undertake 
the coustruction at the price named in the law. Therefore I think 
it useless to undertake to construct 30 torpedo vessels of the best 
kinds for the sum of $4,500,000. Let us see what these other ves- 
sels will cost. The torpedo boats I have referred to—to boats 
Nos. 3, 4, and 5, I believe—cost $97,500 each. Torpedo ts Nos. 
6 and 7, which the Herreshoff firm are to construct, are each to 
cost $144,000. I havea copy of the contract in my pocket. All 
latitude is allowed to the Herreshoff Manufacturing Company. 
This firm is a free lance, and there is no one undert g to con- 
trol it. An officer of the Navy—I believe a lieutenant—stays there 
looking at the work. But the Chief Naval Constructor tells me be 
does not know anything abont what those le are doing; and 
so does the Chief of Engineers of the Navy. ey know very lit- 
tle about it. Here isa copy of the contract N 

Now, what is the price in that case? One hundred and forty- 
four thousand dollars for each of these two boats. But in thecase 
of the Moran Brothers Company, of Seattle, the ifications 
were prepared by the Navy Department. Torpedo boat No. 8 is 
to have a displacement of 182 tons, a of 26 knots, and indi- 
cated horsepower of 3,200. Whatis the cost? One hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars. I personally know this firm very well. I 
took a great interest in their obtaining the contract. I know they 
have taken the work at a price that will leave them no profit. I 
am satisfied they will not be able to make much, if anything, on 
the contract. They took it more for the sake of prestige. The 
Morans are able, noble men, who are doing great work for the 
Government. Iam geena of them and of their ability to take 
such work at such a low price. I do not believe it is possible to 
build a good 26-knot torpedo boat of such a kind as the Navy De- 
partment will present the plans and specifications for a less sum 
than $160,000. Let us see. Suppose every one of the 30 boats that 
the Senator from New Hampshire mentions in his amendment to 
the amendment was to cost $160,000. That would be §4.800,000. 
So yon can see readily that it would be impossible to build any of 
the great torpedo-boat destroyers or torpedo nboats for any 
such money; that is, if 30 vessels are to be built for the money. 
Four million five hundred thousand dollars will scarcely build 30 
boats of the 26-knot class. Then how can any of the torpedo-boat 
destroyers be built unless the total number is decre: ? Isug- 
gest that the total number be reduced to 20. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Wash- 
n how many torpedo boats are now being constructed? 
r. SQUIRE. Ihave gone over the list. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not understand it. 
Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. ill the Senator state the number for my 
information? 

Mr. SQUIRE. The number of torpedo boats now being con- 
structed is eight Atonai including one submarine boat, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. if nothing is soit ne at this time we 
still have coming into use, now being built in our different yards 
in the country. eight new torpedo boats. Is that the fact? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is a fact. One of them is a submarine boat, 
which I believe all naval authorities agree is an experimental 


vessel, 

Mr. GORMAN. The Secretary of the Navy in his report shows 
that we have two torpedo boats already in commission and seven 
under construction. In addition to that there is under construc- 
tion a very remarkable boat, if it succeeds, known as the Holland 
boat, that will make ten all told. 


in 
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Mr. SQUIRE. That is the submarine boat to which I referred. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. How many are estimated for in the report of 
se Secretary of the Navy, if the Senator from Maryland remem- 


rs? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think ten or twelve. I can give the number 
to the Senator. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ten new boats in addition to the seven now 
being constructed? . 

Mr. GORMAN. Thatis my recollection. Ican give the exact 
number to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think. if the Senator from Maryland will par- 
don me, that there is an error in regard to there being more aa 
one torpedo boat in commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. There are two. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand the Ericsson never yet has been in 
commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 26 of the Report of the Secretary of 
the Nayy the Senator will find a statement giving the total num- 
ber of o boats constructed by all countries, and the Secre- 
tary puts down two as completed by the United States and seven 
under construction. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think the Secretary must have looked forward 
with expectancy to the early coming into commission of the 


Eriesson. Ido not think she has yet been put into commission. 
As amatter of fact, I understand from conversation with 
officers of the Navy Department that Cushing is the only one 


actually in commission. 

The pomt I wish to make is simply that if we are to enter upon 
the construction of torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers we 
ought to have the best. Does anybody doubt that? If we are to 
have the best, let us d enough money to get the best. 
If we can not get so many, let us havea less number, but let them 
be of the best. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Washington, who has 

iven to the Senate his views—with which I agree—will aliow me, 
will put the number of boats at 20 and propose to appropriate 


$4,000,000 for that 2 
Mr. SQUIRE. T hope the Senator will keep the sum $4,500,000, 


as it is. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Two hundred thousand dollars for each 


boat on the armato 

Mr. SQUIRE. to say to the Senator that I have just come 
from the Bureau of Construction of tho Navy Depar ment. I 
visited the chief of that Bureau and the Chief of the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering. and they tell me that it will be impossible for 
this class of torpedo-boat destroyers to be built for less than 
two hundred and fifty to three hundred thousand dollars apiece, 
and that the torpedo boats, so called in the amendment of the 
Senator, to have a speed of 26 knots, will probably each cost at 


least $160,000. i - 
Mr. WOLCOTT. How much does the Senator from Washing- 
ton figure it altogether? 


Mr. SQUIRE. If we build 10 torpedo-boat destroyers at an 
average of $275,000 each, and 10 26 or 27} knot to o boats at 
$160,000 each, it comes to a little less than the amount named by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, $4,500,000. In fact, it comes 
to exactly $4,350,000. 

Mr. C DLER. I will modify the amendment by reducing 
the number to 20 and the amount to $4,000,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is much better; though I would prefer to 
keep the figure at $4,500,000 as an outside limit. You allow con- 
siderable leeway when you fix the outside limit of the cost of bat- 
tle ships. Why not allow a reasonable margin in the case of the 
torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers, so that the Depart- 
ment need not be crowded into impracticable or impossible condi- 
tions, such as I have referred to as already existing in reference 
to the torpedo cruiser or gunboat authorized in 1890, for which 
the Government could not get a bid at the price authorized by 
law? It is true that a few of the smaller and poorer torpedo boats 
can be built for less money. Do we want any more of that class? 
I doubt it. My wish is to have the very best modern vessels of 
the respective classes. 

The character of the English torpedo destroyers is of an exceed- 
ingly high class. If we are to have ship destroyers let us have 
those thatare equal to the best English vessels of this class. They 
are very elaborate in their construction and as delicate in their 
mechanism as a watch. I have before me a copy of the Naval 
and Military Record, poses in London, April 2, 1896, in which 
I observe, under the heading of The Royal Dock-Yards,” the 
prominent headline Vagaries of the Destroyers,” as illustrati 
the delicate and complicated character of these vessels, I wi 
quote one or two sentences, as follows: 


One destroyer is cured of 3 and two more take her place, and so 
the world wags. At present we have the Daring, Sturgeon, Handy, S ý 
and Havockall in hand, each having kicked over the traces in some unaccoun 
able fashion. The Daring was run into at Dover; the Sturgeon carried away 
her stanchions and behaved in a more or less erratic fashion; the Handy was 
deceived by her waor gauge, and her boilers suffered in consequence: the 
Surly, after some ugly defec been made good, has made several attempts 
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to achieve the ee 27 knots, but without avail; the Havock, having 
had a smashup through the bolt of the crank-head breaking, bea gp the star- 
board engine of the Hornet. but at her basin trial after the refit was not 
success, owing tothe overheating of the boilers. Officers who have had consid- 
erable experience with these vessels tell me that to lay up for one week in 
seven is not enough, as, if these crafts are to be relied upon for hard steam- 
ing and sudden „it is necessary that the machinery should be over- 
hauled and tightened up at least one week in four, otherwise these delicate 
vessels will be worn out long before their time. 

I have quoted this to illustrate the character of the vessel that 
it is proposed we shall construct if we would emulate the a en 
navy. Such vessels can not be built for a song. I doubt if we 
can build vessels to compete with the English counterparts for 
less than $300,000 each, and we have yet to learn the trade of 
building this class of vessels. : 
RESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. 8 ; 7 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the word “thirty” and insert 
„twenty,“ and strike out the words five hundred”; so as to read: 

T boats and to: boat destroyers with a minimum s; of 
80 Parcs to Hy snd . Sed of 26 knots, 20 in be pe 
to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAx- 


DLER]. 

Th PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS] to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, line 19, after the word con- 
tract,” it is proposed to strike out the word two” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word“ three“; so as to read: 

Three seagoing coast-line battle ships. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amendment will leave the bill as it now 
stands, merely substituting three battle ships for the two which 
have been voted for by the Senate. I offer what I have sent to 
the desk as a substitute for the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER}. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from 
moment. That is not a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment of the Senator from California is not in order as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. That is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question as to battle ships 
has been d upon by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I will speak to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. ; 

The bill, as proposed to be amended by the committee, provides 
for 13 torpedo boats, 3 of which are to have a maximum speed of 
not less than 80 knots per hour. Ten of them are not to cost ex- 
ceeding $500,000, without any limit as to their maximum or min- 
imum A subsequent clause provides for the building of 
the Holland submarine torpedo boats, one of which is now under 
construction in Baltimore. n ~ 

The question of torpedo boats is one of greet importance to any 

vernment for its coast defenses. Marked improvements have 

made in such boats within the past few years. The world 
was startled a year or two since by the achievement of a torpedo 
boat built for the Russian Government, called the Sokol, I think. 
She attained a speed of 30 knots an hour. Only last year Her 
Majesty’s torpedo boat, the Desperate, attained the marvelous 
speed of 31 knots per hour, or equal to 36 statute miles. They 
have been making this wonderful progress in s and great 
power which is entirely at the sacrifice of space. e power nec- 
essary to propel at such speed a vessel of 300 tons, which I think 
is the ee of the Desperate, can not be less than 7,000 
horsepower. It seems to me that in this age of improvement the 
authorization we propose to give for the construction of 13 new 
torpedo boats is amply sufficient. } 3 

If the experiment as to the Holland torpedo boat is a success, it 
matters not whether the boats go 6 or 8 miles an hour. Nothin 
can compete with them, for they are submerged and can attac 
the most formidable battle ship without any possible way for the 
latter to resist. - 

Not only is the Holland boat now in process of construction, 
but I noticed by the press only yesterday that a company has 
been formed in San Francisco, the president of which is a retired 
engineer officer of the United States Army, for the purpose of 
constructing torpedo submarine boats. More than that, scientists 
tell us that aerial navigation is not improbable, and perhaps when 

ou haye built a boat that will go 35 or 36 miles an hour we will 

ye a balloon which will sail over and drop dynamite on board 

a battle ship, and the submarine boat will not be heard of further. 

It is the part of wisdom for our Government to ES by the ex- 

ence of other nations. Let us go on and build the ts we 

ve provided for in the bill, and then at the next session of Con- 
gress we can make additional improvements, 5 

Iam sorry that the Senate has stricken out four battle ships and 
substituted two therefor. I yesterday listened to the speech of 
the distinguished Senator from land [Mr. Gorman], as I 
always do, with much interest, and gained some instruction. 


ifornia will wait a 


That we have not sufficient revenue to-day, perhaps, to build all 
these battle ships is as much due to a bill for which he is responsi- 
ble as to any other cause. But the building of these ships can 
not be done ina day. The building of a great line-of-battle ships 
means two and a half to three and a half years’ labor. The bill 
provides that after it becomes a law the contract for the construc- 
tion of these ships can not be let for four months. It will be a year 
and a half before they are in frame, and it will be three years and 
a half before they are completed and ready for service. 

It seems to me that the wise policy is for us to authorize the 
building of these ships. We would not send our money to Euro 
to pay for luxuries, for silks. for wines. We would distribute the 
money among our own people, giving them employment. Every 
dollar that goes into the construction of a great battle ship repre- 
sents labor. The iron ore that comes from the mine, which is run 
into pig iron, and pig iron into ingot steel, and ingot steel rolled 
into plates, and there planed and fashioned into the frames and 
siding of the ship and into her machinery, all represent the result 
of labor. The money is kept here among our own people and dis- 
tributed among them. We do not use the money this year or next 
year or the following year, but spread it over a period whereby 
we are all benefited. 

It is wise policy, too, for us to do this, because battle ships are 
a bond for peace. Recently there assembled in this city a conven- 
tion of representative American citizens, leading divines, leading 
philanthropists, able citizens of the country, who have no object 
in view but their country’s good. They met in convention and 
etitioned our Government and European governments to submit 

ifferences, when they arose, to international arbitration for adju- 
dication, That is a wise policy, but the strongest auxiliary, the 
most able assistant of arbitration, is for us, the Congress of the 
United States, to provide battle ships and armored cruisers to show 
that if they will not arbitrate we have the power to protect our 
rights. I was deeply impressed a few weeks since when I received 
by mail an illustrated paper from London, and I presume other 
Senators received thesame paper. It was peers 86 inches square. 
It was headed ‘‘England’s t line of defense; her great royal 
navy.“ There was on that sheet a lithograph of ee 250 of the 
most beautiful vessels that ever floated upon the water. It was 
an object lesson from which I think we may all derive profit. It 
was at the time we were having our differences, and the paper 
was simply sent to us as a friendly message: See what we have; 
way should we arbitrate?” 
ngland, with a formidable navy, has Se at this year 
$110,000,000 to build new ships, and yet she already afloat 87 
first, second, and third class battle ships and armored cruisers, 
the average recap eed of which is 9,950 tons, while we hesitate 
here about building three battle ships which it will require more 
than three years for us to complete. 

I think, Mr. President, it is an unwise policy on our part; I 
think it is narrow-minded for us to be niggardly in this respect. 
If we must economize let us economize in some other directions. 
Each one of these battle ships is a fortification in itself. It is a 
floating fort that is almost impregnable. It can be taken from 
Boston to New York, from New York to Philadelphia, and from 
ee to Baltimore, and so on to any port where defense is 

uired. 

he way to have peace, the yar o avoid war, is to be prepared 
to meet war if it comes. There is no respect like the respect of 
fear, orif not fear the knowledge that your antagonist is your 
equal. I remember an incident that occurred in my own business 
a few months since which perhaps illustrates it more forcibly than 
anything else I could say. The engineer of one of our ships, a 
very capable, skilled mechanic, but of a pugilistic temperament, 
was continually at fault with one of the deck officers and on one 
or two occasions had assaulted him. Both officers were excellent 
men. Wesentfor them tocome to the office, and after catechising 
this man and that man, Why did you do this?” the pugilistie one 
said, ‘‘I really could not resist it; it was an uncontrollable desire 
to strike the first officer.” We did not care to dispense with their 
services, and we transferred the officer who had been assaulted to 
another vessel, and in his place we placed one physically superior 
to the officer who remained. No trouble followed, and a month 
or two later we sent for him. How do things progress with 
you in your department?” Oh, very pleasantly; we have no 
trouble whatever.” But are you not now seized with that irre- 
sistible desire to strike the deck officer?” Well,“ he said, I 
have learned to control myself.“ It was well for him that he did. 
It was because there stood arrayed against him one N his 
superior. So it is with governments as well as individuals. If 
you have not the power to defend yourself upon land and sea, if 
you have not the courage to stand up and maintain your position 
if it is right, you will be assailed to your disadvantage. 

I believe, as I have said before, that the construction of these 
13 torpedo boats is all that it is wise for us to do at this time. I 
hope, however, most earnestly that when the bill is taken out of 
the Committee of the Whole into the Senate, the Senate will do 
that which I am sure the conference cominittee will do if we do 
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not, and we will sooner or later consent to it—order the construc- 

tion of three ships instead of the two that we have already de- 

cided upon. This, then, will give employment to hun s of 

American mechanics. It will keep our machine shops teeming; 

it will tind a market for the farmers’ products, and general pros- 

parity where the vessels are being constructed will ensue, for the 
borer will find remunerative employment. 

I believe it the part of wisdom in Congress when times are hard, 

when business is depressed, and when people are discouraged, 
to foster great internal improvements, to build up our Navy, to 
construct public buildings. I think we have e a mistake at 
the present Congress in not making appropriations for the erec- 
tion of public buildings in the different States. The Committee 
on Commerce have reported a bill here, enormous in extent so far 
as dollars and cents are concerned, and I am not prepared to say 
at this time but that they are wise recommendations. Certainly 
they have distributed the appropriations generally throughout the 
different States of the Union. It is wise policy for us to do this, 
and if we have not the funds now, after the 4th of next March we 
propose to take some of the profits at present being made by the 
great sugar trust of this country that go into their treasury and 
place them in the Treasury of the United States. We propose to 
take some of the business that is now being done in . coun- 
tries, rting to this country the products of their factories 
and looms upon vessels flying the nee flag, and transport it to 
tus country in vessels that fly the Stars and Stripes at their 
peak. 
I believe, Mr. President, this is wise policy. I believe it an 
American policy, and it should find a responsive echo in the heart 
of everyone who believes America to be, as it is, the first nation 
and the first people in the world. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in regard to the amendment con- 
cerning torpedo boats, I desire to say that I hope the Senate will 
agree to put it in the bill. There is no branch of the Navy in 
which we are so completely unprovided as in this important mat- 
ter of torpedo boats. France leads in the possession of torpedo 
boats, with 218 in service and 54 building. Great Britain has 189 
in service and 62 under construction. Spain is doubling her tor- 

o-boat force, and Japan, taking a lesson from her e ience 
in the late war, and having already (with those captured from the 
Chinese) a total of 40 in service, is building 17 more. 

These figures will show that while the 15 other countries men- 
tioned have altogether 1,206 torpedo boats in service (Argentina, 
with the smallest number, showing 21), the United States has 
only 2. In the navy list which I have here before me we find the 
Cushing and the Stiletto, and those two only, as torpedo boats in 
commission. The Cushing is a fast boat according to the stand- 
ard of speed of some years ago. The Stiletto is little more than 
alaunch. We have really only one torpedo boat in commission, 
and that is the Cushing. 

Now, torpedo boats, as I have said, are an exceedingly impor- 
tant branch of naval defense. They are particularly useful for 
harbor defense. They do not require a great addition to the en- 
listed force of the Navy. England keeps but few torpedo boats 
in commission, I think not more than half a dozen, although I 
have not the figures here. They are laid up and kept at the dif- 
ferent yards. It is easy to keep them in condition. They are 
taken out and the machinery moved at different times in the year, 
but they do not involve the proat running expense which battle 
ships and cruisers demand. case of war, they can be all put in 
commission at once and are all useful. 

Of late years, also, they have developed the torpedo boat into 
the to o destroyer; that is, the boat that carries a torpedo is 
fitted with an armament in order to be able to fight other boats of 
the same class. We have practically none of either kind. They 
are the most advantageous boats that can be built for harbor de- 
fense and for the fleet likewise, and yet itis with us an entirely 
neglected branch. 

he Senator from California ec PERKINS] speaks about sub- 
marine boats. Inventors have n trying to solve the problem 
of a submarine boat ever since our war. It has never yet been 
solved; it still remains in the experimental stage. There is no 
reason to suppose that the last device is any better than the first. 
They may invent a successful submarine boat any day, but it has 
not yet been done. In the meantime we are without this impor- 
tant branch of naval defense. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is there a successful submarine boat anywhere? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no successful submarine boat in exist- 
ence and there never has been, or a successfully controlled sub- 
marine to o. They may come. There is no possibility of 
saying what the limit of invention is, but it is certain that they 
have not been reached yet. 

The amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire for twenty 
torpedo boats, instead of being excessive, is extremely moderate. 
We ought to have at least a hundred torpedo boats, and I am espe- 
cially anxious that this amendment will be added, as the Senate 
has seen fit to strike down two of those battle ships. 


XXVITI—292 


I do not understand, Mr. President, from my point of view, this 
system of economy in national defense. 


Mr. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. 2 L. Are these torpedo boats recommended by the De- 
partment 

Mr. LODGE. The Department recommends twelve. I do not 
understand, as I wassaying, this theory of economizing in national 
defense. If there isa deficit in the revenue, itis not owing to 
extravagant appropriations. The last Congresses, Republican 
and Democratic, have met the growing needs of the country and 
nomore. We havea deficit because we have insufficient revenue, 
and insufficient because we have a bad tariff. It is a matter of 
very little interest to the country how we distribute responsi- 
bility for this insufficiency here. e may get up and argue back 
and forth who is to blame; the fact is there; and the people of 
this country will lay the blame for it where it belongs next No- 
vember. But all that does not in the least concern our duty in 
making appropriations for national defense. The question of 
national defense stands apart and alone from all other issues. If 
we must economize, let it be on public buildings and rivers and 
harbors; let it be on something that can waitif it is necessary. 
I do not see any reason for making ony proper appropriation wait, 
but to take the provisions for national defense and make those the 
subject of economy seems tome utterly wrong and unpatriotic. 
Whether we have sufficient currentrevenue or not, weought to pro- 
vide for coast defense and for the naval armament, which is part 
of it. If we have not the money in the Treasury, there is nothin 
more suitable to borrow money for. But now we are met wit 
the cry of economy, and all the evils pictured by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] are to be met by striking down two of 
the battle ships. That is, we should begin to economize, and 
economize only at the very point where money should never be 
considered, because it concerns national safety and defense. 

Mr. President, if we can not get four battle ships, I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from California will be adopted and 
that we shall get atleast three. It is of very little consequence 
whether we have a deficit or a ee in the Treasury if we are 
going to leave our coasts undefended and our country in a posi- 
tion where we may be put to expense by foreign invasion con ae: 
tack compared to which all that can be expended for an efficient 
ae for proper coast defenses would be but a drop in the 

ucket. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will at least make the 
battle ships three, and that they will also add the necessary num- 
= of torpedo boats, as proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as a member of the Naval 
Committee I have attended all of its sessions when in the city and 
endeavored to inform myself so as to act intelligently. I have not 
had the opportunity to get the full knowledge of the condition of 
the Navy that I ought to have, and it may be that I have been led 
into error in some opinions which I have formed; but let those 
opinions be just or unjust, true or untrue, I feel that I shall at 
least be excused if I give the Senate and the country the benefit of 
some ‘‘remarks,” to use the ordinary phrase in use here, on this 
important question. : 

There are some very strange and anomalous things existing in 
regard to the Navy and the Navy De ment, and all the other 
Departments here, for that matter, and I will try to point out some 
of them. As far as I have been able to judge the condition 
which exists, I will say that the Navy of the United States is suf- 
fering more from red-tape, from bureaucracy, so to speak, from 
official dry rot, than e else. We find that in certain years 
there is great clamor for great navy-yards, for great preparations 
and equipments for the Government to be able to build its own 
ships, and we have the Bureau of Construction, the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering, the Bureau of Ordnance, and all that kind 
of thing—eight bureaus in all. From the little association I have 
had with some of those officers I think most of them are thoroughly 
competent and are creditable representatives of the United States 
Government. But I find that in the construction of vessels, after 
the different bureaus have taken charge and seesawed with one 
another and corresponded, and they have had the thing up and 
down, twisted and turned, they have nothing to do with them 
except to furnish the plans and superintend construction. 

Complaints are coming in from mechanics who have been in 
the Government nayy-yards and those who have been employed 
there that the ships are being let out to private contract, that 
bread is being taken out of their mouths, and that they can not 
get work; that they must move out and move off from their homes 
to hunt work in the yards of the private contractors. 

The Chief Constructor, who is a very accomplished engineer and 
a very practical man, has advised and 8 upon the Govern- 
ment the necessity of a change in the method of constructing our 
naval vessels. He pointed out very forcibly before the committee 
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the division of responsibility which now exists, and, if ible, 
the creeping in through this division of responsibility of abuses, 
and urged that a vessel when contracted for should be contracted 
for like you do for a coat; that you let the whole garment be com- 
pleted by one man, all the buttons sewed on, all the lining in, the 
collarandeverything, and turned over toyoucomplete. But instead 
of that we find that one bureau designs and supervises the con- 
struction of the hull, another bureau designs and superintends 
the building of the machinery, another regulates the quality of 
the armor, and each works at times independently of the other. 
I have arrived at the conclusion that the whole scheme, summed 
up in a few words, is to get as much money out of the taxpayers as 
possible, and thus make the vessels very costly. 

On the other hand, when you come to catechise them to find 
when they have built these navy-yards at such enormous expense 
and equipped them with all the costly machinery why 5615 do 
not let the Government build its own ships, they say, Well, we 
tried to build one and it is a monumental failure. It has cost 
more than you could buy them for by a private contract.“ Why 
has that been the case? Simply because business and politics 
have been brought together and the cries of certain men have been 
heeded, who think there ought to be reduced hours of labor. It 
is the eight-hour labor system and military routine prevailing in 
the Government industrial establishments, and one thing and 
another, with incompetence in the managers and overseers, that 
produce this undesirable condition. 

The cry on this floor is: Labor must be given employment. We 
must give our people work. We must become a stepmother and 
feed them by giving them work. 

Ah, Mr. President, there is a certain kind of labor that has a 
very strong pull, to use a colloquialism, but there are millions of 
other laborers who are considered as nothing more than hirelings, 
as hewers of wood and drawers of water, too ignorant or of too 
little concern, rather too debased, too far apart, to have any con- 
sideration in this Chamber. 

Now, I come back to the question under discussion, for I shall 
wander from it in imitation of the bad example of other Senators, 
and shall, before I get through, discuss the general conditions 
and the diseases at work in this country. It seems to me that 
we are in this position, if we want to act as intelligent legislators 
and patriots: Bur seaport cities, with their vast accumulations 
of wealth, are practically, so we are told by the army officers, 
defenseless; a hostile navy could come in and bombard them, 
burn them, or lay tribute, and there would be no means of de- 
fense. Well, Washington told us, “ In time of peace prepare for 
war”; but I think any country in Christendom will think once, 
twice. and thrice before it goes to war with this country, unless 
we, just out of pure cussedness, so to speak, and aggression, 
which is un-American, shall go forth to force other e to fight 
for their rights. 

But suppose we are defenseless, with the record or catalogue just 
read to us prins Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] as tothe 
strength of European navies, I ask you in all candor, is it the pur- 
pose of this country to try to emulate those old countries in Lie ing 
up a navy that will cost us four or five hundred million dollars? 

ve we any need for such a ary I think every statesman will 

ee With me that we need enough shipsto have our respected 
wherever it may go and to have the nations of the consider 
us as being one of the powers that will let everybody else alone if 
they will let us alone, but that will be rit Bldgs the time comes 
to defend its honor and to enforce its will. How many vessels 
would that take? It is mere guesswork. 5 

I believe we ought to have a respectable Navy, but with the 
rapid advance in art of naval architecture, with the changes, 
' lightning-like, going on from year to year, old guns and old sys. 

tems of warfare becoming almost obsolete, it is a question which 
should be considered very carefully whether it is wise and proper 
for us to spend untold millions in the equipment of vessels that in 
a few years may become useless. y 

Without having any figures, I am prepared to say that since 
the time of the battle between the Merrimac and the Monitor in 
Hampton Roads, which revolutionized naval warfare, there have 
been Millions of dollars spent by the governments of Eur and 
this country, most of which has been practically The 
history of this development has been that the engineers and the 
experts and the scientists have gone on making armor that Was 
impenetrable, and then turning around and making a steel can- 
non that would penetrate it. They have perhaps reached the 
verge of extreme ibilities in that direction. But the mechan- 
ism of handling the enormous steel cannon and the other ingen- 
ious and mechanical contrivances which are necessary even to 
load the guns, all that kind of thing is being improved on every 
day, and we find that, as I said a moment ago, what was up to 
date ten years ago is now absolutely out of uss. 

Let aia took at the record of the great battle ships that the world 
has t so many millions on. According to my remembrance, 
the J be fap and Chinese and the Chileans and the Peruvians are 
the only nations that have ever made battle with the great ships. 


Even during the Franco-German war, when both navies could 
have gone to sea and gone to fighting, what did they do? re 
remained in their own harbors. The only exploit of the Engli 
navy, which has cost, perhaps, nearly as much as all the others 
pes together, that I can recollect is that they did bombard the 
efenseless city of Alexandria and burned it. : 

A hostile fleet might bombard New York. Idare say they would 
in case of war. Therefore if we are to e to protect New 
York the question presents itself as a practical one whether it is 
best to undertake to defend it with battle ships, or defend it with 
torpedo boats, or defend it with land batteries on the coast at the 
mouth of the harbor. With submarine torpedoes buried under 
the channel so as to be touched off by electricity I do not doubtif 
war were declared to-morrow between this country and any for- 
eign nation, in a very brief while the engineers of the United 
States Army would have every one of our seacoast cities that can 
not be reached from outside in the open ocean, as a few may, de- 
fended by such mines of torpedoes as would prevent any destruc- 
tion or injury to property. 

The aspect of the question which presents itself to me (I have 
thrown out these general observations for what they may be 
worth) is the one as to where the ships are tocome from. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] tells us more ships mean 
more bonds. If more ships mean more bonds, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am opposed to any ships. The Navy of the United States, 
which at the close of the war was the equal or the superior of any 
navy of the world, was built with backs. If you bring in a 
proposition to build and equip a Navy to defend this country by 
issuing more greenbacks, or provide a proper system of coast 
defenses by issuing greenbacks, I will vote for it. But, sir, in the 
impoverished condition of our people, with millions ont of em- 
ployment, with the products of the farmers so low that there is 
nothing left with which to pay taxes and get a bare living, with 
the knowledge, which is brought home to me with more telling 
force than to any other man in this Chamber, that agriculture is 
languishing and dying, I can not vote for any such measures, 
and I can not stand here and remain silent while the pr ition 
is made to continue in this hellish progress toward 8 
and universal ruin. 

Therefore, while I am discussing in some degree the question 
of the Navy and its enlargement and the defense of the country 
and so on, I will follow, as I said, the bad example of others who 
have injected into their speeches a discussion of finance. What 
I shall say will be in answer to various speeches made by various 
men at various times and places, some Senators and some not. 

I shall not undertake to go into the matter of the legality of 
the issue of bonds. I have denied, and I still deny, the right of 
the President of the United States to issue bonds to carry on the 
Government. Ido not believe any lawyer here will dispute the 

roposition. All agree that there is no law which gives the Presi- 

ent the right to issue bonds for current expenses. Is there any 
law which gives the right to the President to accomplish by in- 
direction what he can not accomplish by direction? Is there any 
law which gives the President the right by hocus-pocus and legal 
legerdemain to get money out of the Treasury which it is un- 
lawful for him to take otherwise? Some Senators say there is. 
They talk about the endless chain by which greenbacks are re- 
deemed in gold, the greenbacks then going into the general fund 
atid becoming subject to draft for general expenses, and in that 
way they have been used. 

e Senator from New York . HILL], who I see is not in his 
seat, in a speech made on the 17th of April had this to say in re- 
gard to the interests of the Democratic party: 

I wish to protect the best interests of.that It would have been bet- 
ter nae en counsels a Esporte 1 e 888 a cg P a 
fio inple mouth ae phs friends of tho Wile Act fo objot Poca bonds 

vo m 5 — 
backs, and becasue, f AA EPIN shies bonds have Tarnished sufficient — 
to support the Government. How else would the Government have been su 
po ? Whatchaos would have resulted withoutit! Whata tacle would 

ve been presented to the country and its ts! t a weapon 
we would have put into their hands if this Government had ceased opera- 
tions because wi TT This very power, exercised 
under the act of 1875, properly. Ss. years i uly exercised, has been the means 
by which the Administration has float the Government along. Any other 
course would make the failure of the Wilson Act more apparent and em- 
hatic. We had to have some revenue. The House and te were dead- 
ocked. How else was it to be ota to supply deficiencies? Not that 
anyone had proposed toissue bonds to meet the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment; but as we had to have the gold with which to redeem the green- 
backs, incidentally that very situation furnished us the revenue to moet the 
deficiency occasioned by the Wilson Act. 

The tyrant’s plea of necessity, Mr. President. With the repre- 
sentatives of the ple in session, with the duty imposed upon 
them by law and Ey. ho Constitution to supply the ways and 
means to carry on the Government, a. President overrides all 
decency, overrides the will of his own party, and accomplishes by 
indirection what he had no authority to do otherwise. 

We are told further by the Senator from New York that this 
demand for the investigation of the bond sale, to which I shall 
not address myself, is a Populist measure, and he went on to cata- 


logue me as being one of a coterie of four farmers, so to 
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who denied the legality of this action, and as being the only ones 
who denied it, and with biting sarcasm he alluded to the Senator 
from Kansas Mr. PEFFER], who claimed that the people desired 
this investigation, sneeringly alluding to us as we, the people,” 
„we, the tailors of Tooley street,” are alone at the issue of 
bonds in time of peace. I deny the right of the Senator from 
New York to pass upon or give a nomenclature to my politics. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator understand that in the remarks I 
made the other day I classed him as a Populist? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I come along in the catalogue 
PEFFER, STEWART, ALLEN, and TILLMAN. 
coterie of four. 

Mr. i to those who claimed that the Pres- 
ident had no right and the Secretary of the had no right 
to issue bonds; and as the Senator had psn y taken t 
position, and the Senator from Nebraska taken that same posi- 
tion, and the Senator from Kansas had taken that position, it was 
that coterie to which I referred. I have not referred to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina as a Populist in any remarks which I 
have had the honor of prenes to the Senate. The Senator has 
a right to define himself, and with that definition I shall be entirely 


content. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I do not wish to do the Senator from New 


York any wrong. 
e Senator has before him my remarks. 


of Messrs. 
I am one of the 


I was referring 


Mr. HILL. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have the Senator’s remarks before me, and 
Ishall read them and leave it to those who hear them as to their 
proper interpretation. The Senator from New York said: 

The Senator from Kansas said further: 

Senators denounced she eens as unlawful.” 

Who? The Senator from South Carolina 9 TILLMAN], the Senator from 

[Mr. Perrer), and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], to whom 
bas been added the distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
This coterie of Senators denounced itas unlawful. 
He does not make any exception, leaving me out; he simply 
ngos on, and after mentioning three —— with me at the 
, he says: 

This coterie of Senators— 

Well, I think I was in very good company. I certainly feel I 
was in better company than I am with some Democrats who go 
around on this side labeled “Democrats,” and are nothing but 
Republicans in disguise. [Laughter.] I shall prove that they 
are Republicans before I get through. The Senator from New 
York further says: 


WART]. 


The le! These Senators always speak in the name of the le, as if 
the Pop party represented the people. Mr. President, I am of hear- 
ing these men talk in behalf of the people. They represent but a small frag- 
ment of the people. 


I do not know how much or how many we represent. IknowI 
represent a State, and I represent it so thoroughly and so fully 
that I can stand here and claim to give its voice and say where its 
vote is going. You can not doit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Does the Senator mean to say further that he can 
take the Democratic State of South Carolina over into the hands 
of the 01 erp Does he mean that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will tell you what I propose to do with the 
Democratic State of South Carolina, or rather what the Demo- 
cratic State of South Carolina proposes to do with itself. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say that he was 
ceeding to state what he would do with the State of South 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I recollect what I said—I know what I 
meant—it was that I could speak as to what the State would do, 
and you can not state what your State will do. But whether I 

resent the people of South Carolina or not, I want to show 
i oho the Senator from New York represents, and whom he 
to represent. In this same spe of his on the 17th of 
April the Senator from New York went on to say: 

I looked to see how the bonds were subscribed for. The total subscriptions 
to the recent loan were $551,26.515, of which New York subscribed the modest 
sum of $450,898,850. I thus of New York and its interests here as one of 
the reasons why I manifest interest in this question. I do not propose to 


have the bonds which my constituents purchased discredited by any such 
-up resolution as this if I oe e it. usetts 


Massach' 
2.801.650: P. Ivan 200, Ohio, 99.588.950, Tli- 
nois, $5,154,100; Maryland. 720.500: New Jersey, $3,305,200. Then Maine, 
S Vermont, Rhode Island, and Connecticut in all subscribed 
Now, listen. Here I want you gentlemen who represent these 
States, you Senators, to consider, because you are making of this 
thing a sectional issue, and you know what sectionalism produced 
in this country once— 
Then come Texas, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, preening, £m err 
orth Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Delaware, rict of Co- 
bia, Virginia, and West Virginia, all together, $5,200,033. Then comes 


o- 


of States, Nebraska. Missouri, 


another group Arkansas, Minnesota, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Kansas, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, and Wisco: 
$5,570,850. Then comes another group of States which were going to take 
the bonds before they were issued at 2} or 3 per cent— 


A slur at the silver representatives of the Republican party— 


Arizona, California, Indian Territory, Montana, Nevada, Idaho, Colorado, 
New 9 Oklahoma, Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming, and all others, 


Out of the $551,000,000 New York subscribed for $450,000,000; 
New England and the States east of Ohio ran it up to $500,000,000, 
and the rest of the pauper States of this country subscribed for 
the other fifty millions. 

You represent the people.“ Yes, you represent the bond- 
holders, the bankers of New York City, and nobody else on this 
floor, There are no more men, or very few more ple, on Man- 
hattan Island than there arein South Carolina. Of course it goes 
4 5 r pera that 2o t 3 of 5 ween 
is its depot for the entry of imports and its principal port o à 
that there the money will be. I have no objection to that. What I 
do object to is that after having by unjust legislation hee parece 
all the millions of this country into your pockets, legislated all the 
railroads into your pockets, legislated all the bonds into your 
pockets, you say to the rest of us, You have got to pay the inter- 
est on this in gold, and if you impoverish yourselves and have to 
go to the poorhouse to do it, you must do it.” That is what I 
object to, and that is the fight. 

Mr. HILL. Is the fight to pay the interest, or are you going to 
repudiate the interest? 

. TILLMAN. If you se with yous paler and drive the 
poopie to desperation and bloodshed, it will be repudiation of 
nds and interest both, I fear. 

Mr. HILL. If you can not do that, you will have bloodshed, I 


su ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If you force the people to bloodshed, let the 
blood be on your hands, not on mine. Istand here as one mouth- 
piece of the agricultural interests of this country, and I tell you 


we are di ‘ate. 
Mr. HIL That is very evident. [Laughter.] 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. and before we starve we will make some- 


body else desperate, my friend. I have been inthe West. Do not 
consider that this is a fire eater from South Carolina, who has lost 
his head. I know whereof I speak. There is to-day more hatred 
and anger in the hearts of the le west of the Mississippi for 
New York and Wall street and the bondholding, bloodsucking 
Ea than ever 1 had for the 8 7 4 

r. HILL. I supposed my friend a few moments ago was try- 
ing to avoid eee 5 og 

. TILLMAN. Isaid that the people who were forcing this 

gold issue are producing sectionalism; and I take occasion now to 
reproduce, or rather to paraphrase, the words of Charles Sumner, 
that gold monometallism is sectional, and bimetallism, or free 
silver, is national. 

We heard the argument—and everyone will acknowledge that it 
wasa very luminous and able argument—of the Senator from New 
York as to the legality of the bond issue. He dwelt with great 
unction and emphasis upon the old laws of 1875 and 1878, the one 
to issue bonds to redeem greenbacks, and the other prohibiting 
the retirement of the greenbacks when redeemed. He says they 
must be construed together. That is allright. Why do you not 
go to the 3 Matthews resolution, which is also an old law, 
and which should have some weight in your judgment as to how 
this paper shall be redeemed? That is rubbish, I suppose, and has 
been superseded by the parity clause of the act of 1890. You make 
laws to suit yourselves; you construe laws to suit yourselves, and 

ou are oblivious of any act you choose to leave out of your mind. 

ou plead as a special pl for the interpretation of laws to 
suit yourselves, and when people come to you for relief you say it 
is unconstitutional. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator to speak of the Stan- 
ley Matthews resolution as a law of Congress? 

. TILLMAN. Itis an expression of the idea, of the inter- 
pretation by Con , of what the law is. It was passed by a 
two-thirds vote of both parties in both Houses, and it ought at 
least to have as much weight as the Sherman law, which was 
repealed by a combination of the gold bugs of both parties. 

„HILL. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that it was simply a concurrent resolution of Congress. 

Mr. TIL . Well, forgive me if I am ignorant of the 
technical meaning and 1 effect of a concurrent, a joint reso- 
lution, and all that sort of thing. [Laughter.] At all events, it 
got the 8 votes, Which just as easily could have made it 
an act instead of a resolution, and it should have some weight in 
morals, if not in law. We could have had a similar resolution or 
act passed here by a heavy majority if it had not been that this 
bambeozling process has gone on on this floor by the representa- 


tives of monopolies and railroads and banks, and if you had per- 
mitted it; but you talked it to death and put it upon the Calendar. 
[Laughter.] 
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I have been governor of a State, and I know something about 
the feeling of official responsibility and as to the weight which 
presses on the executive head of a 8 who has imposed 
upon him the execution of law. have been accused of even 
overriding some laws of South Carolina in connection with our 
pone. pers or whisky law, but I can not go aside now to make any 
exp tion of that. I have left that to be determined by my own 
people, who have passed on my record there twice as governor 
and once as Senator in sending me here. People may criticise the 
provisions of that law and my actions as governor as much as 
they please, but I leave it to my own people to answer that by their 
votes. I say this, however, that no Executive with a due regard 
for his oath of office would, in the face of Congress in session, do 
that by indirection which he could not do by direction, and had 
no authority at all to do. 

We had in the past an illustration of a conflict between the Ex- 
ecutive and Congress in the time of Jackson. When he vetoed 
the recharter of the banks, he gave his reasons, and to me they 
always seemed cogent; at least he appealed to the people and they 
reelected him by an overwhelming majority. e only vetoes 
which this President of ours has given are the vetoes of some piti- 
ful little pension bills for some oe devil of a Union soldier, maybe 
a tramp or a deserter I do not know—but anyhow it was a pitiful 
and contemptible exertion of that great power of the veto to keep 
a pension out of the hands of some poor devil and then turn 
around and with the other hand give $10,000,000 to one syndicate 
of bankers. [Laughter.] 

The difference between the two men and the difference between 
the Democracy of the two men is, that Jackson stood as the cham- 
pion and defender of the masses of the people, while Cleveland 
stands as the exemplar and tool of the classes—one representing 
the blood, bone, brawn, and industry, and the other representing 
money—the almighty dollar. [Laughter.] 

The point, however, which I wish to emphasize here, though it 
has already been in effect brought out by the Senator from New 
York, is that Grover Cleveland is the tool and instrument of Re- 
publican policies. He has had no policy as President eroopt that 
of the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in dealing 
with our finances. 

The people turned the Republican party out of office in 1892 
because it had p intolerable; they turned the Democratic 
party out in the House of Representatives and mighty near got it 
turned out here because the Democracy had grown more intoler- 
able. Now the Republicans come forward and say:; Here, these 
Democrats have shown themselves incapable of governing this 
country; they have closed your mills; they have stopped all the 
factories; they have put laborers out in the road and made tramps 
of them; now put us back in power.” 

Well, it so happens that the apostle of Republican finance, the 
man who has persistently day by aay and night y night for a 
quarter of a century schemed and worked and plotted and planned 
and compromised, fooled the Senators from the West in that act 
of 1890, as stated by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] the 
day before yesterday, and as soon as he got things in shape joined 
the so-called Democrats to undo it, leaving them in the ditch. 
That Senator can be called as a witness. Here is the testimony of 
the Senator from Ohio as to Mr. Cleveland and his policy: 

The President and the Secretary of the Treasury were perfectly justified in 
pursuing the course they have followed. They could not have done other- 
wise. Suppose they refi payment of United States notes in gold. 


The result would have been that our money would have at once fallen below 
disturbance in foreign and domesti 


c trade would have occurred. 
ſuestions, 223 1 san here and say boldly and openly that in managing our 


nancial affairs tion of th I think the Secre 
of the Treasury and ent have done their duty, and I could say 
no more if there were a Republican ident in office. 


“Praise from Sir Hubert is praise indeed;” and when Grover 
Cleveland, if he ever dare go before the people again asking the 
indorsement of the Democracy, of the true Democrats, he can 
bear on his brow the certificate of the Senator from Ohio that he 
has simply done his full duty, and that a so-called Democratic 
President has carried ont that policy which a Republican would 
have done had he been in the Presidential chair. You are linked 
oe hee mtlemen. Grover Cleveland and JOHN SHERMAN and 
John G. lisle are a iter. of public enemies, and you can not 


te them. [Laughter. r 
e Senator from Ohio the day before aay pa to the 
Senator from Maryland . GORMAN], who helped to repeal 
the Sherman law, We intend to put you out.” Indeed they do. 
You Democrats get no credit and no thanks for having carried 
out his policy. They stand ready to come forward, and if they 
can fool the le again to trust in them theyintend to take the 
entire contro. the Senate and the House, as well as the Presi- 
dency. It is simply a question with them as to whether the people 
will ever be so damnably foolish as to trust them again. 

And what do they pro to do when they get in? They are 


already laying the wires here now, forcing these enormous appro- 
priations. 


ey are to have either a heavy increase of taxes or 


more bonds. Who are potas © pay the taxes? Who are the ulti- 
mate payers of taxes? The laborers of the United States, because 
those who sit in their offices and clip coupons, who manipulate 
Congress and State conventions, do not labor. They produce 
nothing. It is the toiling farmer who plows with horses and the 
sweating laborer in the machine shop and the factories of this 
country who produce its wealth, and they will be the ones who 
must elther pay your bonds, if you issue them, or pay the taxes 
which you propose to levy. 

In 1893, on the 30th of August, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], in urging the re of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman law and the total destruction of silyer as a money metal, 
used this language: 

Let us not deceive our people as to the reasons for this re 


l; for when 
the purchasing clause is repealed you will still have to deal with the real 


causes of the prevailingstringency and distrust. Idonot vote for this repeal 
with any expectation that it will in any considerable degree relieve us from 
the industrial tion that has fallen upon all kinds of business and pro- 
duction, and that thrown out of e hundreds of thousands of 
laboring men and women. They care little about the kind of money that is 


paid them, provided that it is equal in Fe 


5 wer to any othe 
and is backed by the United States. 5 vf rot vate 


do not study the question of rati 
or the difference between silver and gold, and, if l to Enis: prefer the 


notes 5 Bes aie Saos to e he ts Ply i 
What they want is employmen rw or home industry, reasonable 
rotection against undue competition with foreign laborers . paid, 
ed, lodged, and treated. Give them these, and you may make your - 


ards of value as you choose. 

Why do you not give them the nbacks if they prefer them? 
They were good enough during the war, according to your own 
testimony, and made this country prosperous. hy are you 
unwilling to loosen your grasp from the throat of industry and 
give our people the opportunity, by having some circulating 
medium that will transact the business of this country. to renew 
their employment? How can the factories start up when their 

roducts can not be sold because of the poverty of the farmer? 

me-half of our population are farmers or dependent upon farm- 
ers. They are one-half of the consumers. How can they con- 
sume the products of your factories if you bankrupt them by your 
financial policy of restriction and contraction and the maintenance 
of the gold standard? 

In the same speech the Senator from Ohio further said: 

We ought to encourage in every way Dominis the exportations of our prod 


ucts. I do not 8 how this can be done. If any measure whatever 
can be de to facilitate transportation, even if possible by the use of 
American ve sels, in various wa 


it ie to be done. We ought to pour 

the wealth of our country into the lap of all Europe and sell them our prod- 

ucts in order to avoid any 3 Ido not say precisely how we: ould aid 

Gary Wilt aries wage tal A OE west as Sekent iat is mie sien 
means 

5 by the people of DANDE ae 5 country. e 

He testified over here first as to the ignorance of the people and 
to their indifference and carelessness with r t to what kind of 
money they have so that the Government is behind it. Then he 
turns around and says we ought to pour the products of our coun- 
try into Europe. In other words, knowing that two-thirds or 
three-fourths of our exports are raised on the farm, he says we 
must compete with other nations by selling lower than they do, 
so as to send our products to England and fatten and fi the 
British and let them grow wealthy. At whose expense and for 
whose benefit? Talk about the Tories whom we were supposed 
to have driven out of this country in 1776! They are here in full 

ion of the Government to-day, and our financial policy and 
the conduct of this Government are as much English as though 
we were a part of the Dominion of Canada, or more so. 

Pour our products abroad; send them away; give them away. 
Then, when the farmer wants some reciprocity, wants the right, 
if he must sellin the cheapest market, to buy in the cheapest mar- 
ket, the Senator says, Oh, no; we must protect American indus- 
tries; we must protect American labor.” Mind you, now, when- 
ever I say Carlisle I mean SHERMAN. They are interchangeable 
as political entities, except that one has been honest and consistent 
E: = io ten — . ch which th Sec f th 

ere is the famous speech whic e Secretary of the Treasury 
delivered in Chicago a couple of weeksago to a so-called laborers’ 
meeting. I have seen it stated, I have letters from there so stat- 
ing, and I have the best kind of information to the effect that he 
was not invited there by any of the actual laborers of Chicago at all, 
but that it wasa bogus crowd that got in the hall, and that when 
some of the actual laborers went in and tried to catechise him and 
ask him some questions, so as to elucidate some of his points, he 
had them hustled out by the police. [lenght] We have it out 
of the mouths of JOHN SHERMAN and John Carlisle, for they are 
both alike. Here is what he said: 

The naked 9 is that the United States shall coin, at the public 
expense, for the exclusive benefit of the individuals and corporations own- 
ing the bullion, all the silver that may be presented at the mints into dollars 
con 714 grains of gae silver, or grains of standard silver, worth 
intrinsi ut 51 or 42 cents, deliver the coins to the depositors of the 
bullion, and compel all the other people in the country to receive these coins 
at a valuation of 100 cents each in the payment of debts due them for POR: 
erty sold, for labor and service of all kinds, for pensions to soldiers an — 
ors and their widows and children, for losses sustained under policies issued 
by life and other insurance companies, for deposits in saving banks. trust 
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companies, building associations, and other institutions, for debts due to 


widows and orphans by guar executors, and administrators of dece- 
dents’ estates and other eee, for salaries of all civil, military, and naval 
officials, and the compensation of private soldiers and seamen, and, in short 

for every kind of obligation recognized the laws of the land, except only 
in cases where the prudent capitalist has en the precaution in advance to 
contract for payment of debts due to him in gold or its equivalent. 

Now, here is SHERMAN: 

arciacing NOWEL on are paid to nite fee all bode of TEU fo toe UNIS 

: w ‘or 0 e Un 
Bates of Serica. as Py Paid suffer more severely than he by a lowering of 
the standard of value. Every laboring man can buy more under this system 
with his money than any other. It seems to me we ought not to disturb the 
parity of the two coins of silver and gold. 

I ask the Senator from Ohio to tell me,if the wage earners to 
whom he was addressing himself and to whom Carlisle was ad- 
dressing himself get their rations and bread and meat cheaper than 
they ever got them before, from whom do they buy them? Will 
the Senator be kind enough to answer? If he knows anybody in 
this country who makes bread and meat except the man who 
plows with a mule or horse, I am unacquainted with him. They 
take cognizance of every class of society—Carlisle cataloguing 
them, SHERMAN appealing to them; both ignoring that great agri- 
cultural interest which pays your 3 exchanges with its hard 
earnings. There is no farmer in it. He is not worthy of consid- 
eration. He has been sold bodily, as much as slaves were sold in 
the South, to English syndicates, to the bondholders and bankers 
and corporations of this country. He is a slave. They depend 
upon his ignorance, to which they have certified. They hope to 
bamboozle the laborers in the cities into voting the Republican 
ticket while depending on the ignorance of the farmers in the 
country to vote the Republican ticket, and thus hope to restore 
the ves and their people to power. Perhaps the people will 
doit. The fools are not all dead yet. But they are getting awful 
restless. You have burned them mighty hot. Take care you do 
not burn them so hard and so hot that when you count your votes 
in November you will not find enough to put you back. Every 
interest, however, is catalogued by Carlisle, as I said, in maintain- 
ing this iniquitous N of giving 2 pounds of cotton 
or 2 bushels of wheat for what ought to be bought with 1. 

The Senator from New York . HILL] has served notice upon 

the country and the Senate that it is about time for the Democrats 
and the Republicans to join forces against this poor little coterie 
of three Populistsin here. [Laughter.] Having destroyed utterly 
all hope of the Democratic party as now org: regaining its 
prestige or having anything to do with the Government for the 
next quarter of a century, having done it to death—for it is dead 
unless it can purify itself of the corruption and rottenness that 
now hangs around its neck like Sinbad’s old man—he says, Join 
with us; it is time to join. We must not have any investigation 
of bond sales, or it might throw a cloud on the title of my New 
York constituents, who are the people.’” 

But here comesanother “ offensive partisan.” Way back yonder, 
when we were blessed with a ee rather than a deficit and the 
first Democratic President we had had for many years was laboring 
to convince the people that civil service reform was a dear thing 
to his heart, he eer the words that he would not se offensive 

rtisanship in any office of the Government. hat a spectacle 
hea his Cabinet presented during the last year or more to all of 
us who disagree with them, who cling to the principles of Jeffer- 
son and Jackson and who swear by hard money, who are called 
silver cranks,” “lunatics,” * wild-eyed people from the West.” 
Do you blame us for being wild-eyed when theyare ie tomate 
us farman especially contribute to support the whole business? 
Is it not time to get wild-eyed? 

Mr. Herbert has a speech in this morning's paper which was 
delivered in Cleveland tosomecommercial gentlemen, some bond- 
holders and coupon clippers. He comes from an agricultural 
State, with a few iron mines and a little coal. Carlisle comes 
from an agricultural State. Here is what Mr. Herbert has to say 
about the horny-handed sons of toil: : 

inst all such tendencies, against every contention between classes that 


might disturb the internal of our country, every scheme that 
should tend in the remotest degree to affect the rights of property, against 
any interference by government with the principles of absolute justice be- 
tween man and man, it was once su that the American farmer, in 
defense of hisown home, would forever stand as an immovable bulwark; but 
a has come over the spirit of many of our farmers. They have heard 
so much of industries built up and fortunes by legislation, so much 
of wages said to have been increased by law, that they are naturally asking 
why something can not be done for their benefit by the Government at Wash- 
ington, There is no other way in which to account for the change of senti- 
ment amongthem. Many schemes have in recent years found favor in their 
e oo thas woud not for a moment have been entertained in the earlier days 
public. 


Then he goes on and tells us what fools we are and why: 
THE FREE-COINAGE CRAZE. 


First the demand was for the issue of unlimited greenbacks, then it was for 
making +e 


isas3ltol. It never occurred to Alexander 


who represented one 


f the t 
great rival 

the authority or the power to 
Hamiiton and Jefferson both 


ies of the country, when ies were forming, or to his 
omas Jefferson, who represen the other, that Congress had 
make 50 cents’ worth of silver equal to a dollar. 
understood that the bullion in a silver dollar 
and the bullion in a gold dollar should equal each other in value as tested by 
the markets of the world. When Jefferson was President he stopped the 
use a difference of 3 or 4 cents between the 


the bullion value of the two dollars, the ratio was readjusted to meet that 
difference. In those days the idea that Congress could legislate out of exist- 
ence a difference of 50 cents in the value of the two dollars would have been 
deemed chimerical; but now that we are accustomed to look to the Govern- 
ment for material help in so many directions in our daily business— 


Especially in building ships— 
those who make these demands are claiming that Congress has already done 
things for special classes quite as beneficent and quite as marvelous as the 
keeping of gold and silver together at 16 to 1. 

He says it never occurred to Hamilton or Jefferson that this Gov- 
ernment could by law make 50 cents’ worth of silver equal toa 
dollar. In other words, having by legislation, which debarred 
silver from the mints, hammered it from 103 down to 51 or 52, 
they take advantage of their own wrong and undertake to parade 
before the people of the United States the claim that silver is low 
because it is so in the markets of the world. It is so by law and 
nothing else. There is no man who dares to deny it. More; wehear 
talk of ‘‘ fiat” money. Oh. the gold-bug papers have howled, and 
howled, and howled for years on the matter of fiat money. What 
is fiat money? Every dollar of this Government is fiat money. 
No man here dares to dispute it. How do I prove it? Fiat, of 
course, as every man knows, means be it enacted or so be it. 
There is no dollar in circulation that is not a dollar simply be- 
cause t is a dollar by act of Congress. 

We are told that we have bimetallism now because there is more 
silver in circulation thanever before. It is not a question of how 
much silver circulates. It is a question of the standard of value. 
Every man here knows that the silver would not circulate as a 
dollar under the law discriminating against it at the mints if it 
were not redeemable in gold. They say, Law does not affect 
value. Law has nothing to do with it. You can not legislate on 
this matter. You can not do anything by law.” Let me illus- 
trate. Let us take three dollars—one in gold, one in silver, and 
one in mbacks. They are interchangeable, and everybody 

refers the paper dollar. It is a dollar, however, because it is re- 

eemable in coin. It is a promise, a note. The silver dollar used 
to be a dollar because it was worth a dollar, It is now a dollar 
because it is redeemable in gold. Otherwise it is nothing more 
than 50 or 52 cents. Let us burn these three dollars, if you please. 
The paper goes up in smoke; the other two melt. ing inde- 
structible, they become bullion. Whata moment ago was a dol- 
lar in silver is now a commodity. It can be sold in the markets 
for what it will bring, like wheat or corn. Why is the gold still 
a dollar? Because the nations of the earth receive it as a dollar? 
No. Because it has the right of way to the mints by enactment 
and can come and get itself a new frock and be coined back into 
its old dress. If silver were allowed also to go and get a new 
frock it would be worth a hundred cents in a very fèw years, as 
soon as we get back into a condition of equilibrium between the 
two metals which has been destroyed by legislation. 

Yet these wise men try to bamboozle the people by saying, The 
law has nothing to do with it. It isa matter of interchange be- 
tween the nations of the earth. Itis fixed by commerce.” Iam 
bound to acknowledge that if we had free coinage of silver at 16 
to 1 possibly our gold would disappear. Suppose it does. Being 
a coward and a thief, it always leaves when there is anything to 
do for the people. Ihave been out West, and I took some hand 
primaries to see how many there were who had seen any gold in 
a year. The result showed about 1 in 16. Talk about $620,000,000 
in gold in circulation now which will disappear and create a vacuum 
and a panic! Where is it going? Who is going to give it away? 
If silver coinage were instituted by Congress I dare say there Toi 
be a rush and an effort made by the shylocks to foreclose their 
ee and reap the fruits of their roguery before the country 
could get on its legs again. They are swallowing us by degrees 
now, and if we have to go it at one dash or go it in four or five 
years I prefer to take it right straight and have it over. I prefer 
to go inside the whale all at once, like Jonah did, than be slowly 
swallowed with the accompaniment of crocodile tears. 

No man here who is honest will deny the proposition that with 
the recognition of silver as money, with the right to mintage like 
gold, silver will bound away ap reece somewhere approximately 
on a par with gold. I do not know whether the ratio would be 
20 to 1 or 16 to 1 or 17 to 1, or what it would be, but silver would 
just as inevitably rise and get to a par with gold in a year or two 
as air rises when you uncork a bottle where you have had it con- 
fined. You can not keep it down, and you know it. You talk 
aboutlaw having nothing to do with it. ou take the fool farmers 
for such idiots that you think you can stuff it down them, and 
that you can continue to make them sell their products cheaply 
to Europe and to pay the bonds and the difference in exchange, 
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What is the matter with gold that it has been going away? It 
went to Europe simply because our ts were so low in price 
that they did not equal the imports and interest on our foreign 
debt. t sent gold to Eur to meet the foreign balance. 
There are ee 3 say aes you can 8 
this country and restore i prosperity by increasing the taxes 
upon people, by levying more taxes, by building all these enor- 
mous vessels, by making a deficit, by cas gry bonds. Ifthatis your 
Carlisle-Cleveland-Sherman policy, and if the people take it, I say 
let them fry; they deserve to fry. If they have not sense enough, 
if they do not realize their duty as citizens to investigate, if they 
follow false leaders who sell them out here, let them er; itis 
their lookout. But where is it going to end? } 

Let us look down the vista and see where it is going to end. I 
shall not portray it. I once gave apicture here of what I consider 


is coming. I can see it. I may be one of those Cassandras who 
can see things that 5 can see and who grieves over them. 
But it nas a the history of the ng that those who men 
ressing the people—pressing, pressing, and oppressing—never 
8 Belshazzar saw DOINA. None OF them ever tookany 
warning. e . and blindly forward to their doom. 
The only thi ve as a consolation is that I hope and believe 
there is a in heaven who has some regard for this country, 


who has some care of it, who for wise purposes is bringing about 
this condition of unrest and icky desperate feeling, so as to 
bring some relief other than the simple financial one. We need 
other things besides the rectification of finances. We need a purifi- 
cation in officiallife. We need an uplifting and upbuilding of Amer- 
ican patriotism, We need a constitutional convention to adopt new 

arantees for the liberties of the people, to tie the hands of the 
8 and the thieves who now govern them. You dam up water 
and you dam it up until you get a full head on, and then, in the 
passant of old Jere Black when he was talking before the Electoral 
Commission and was lamenting the degradation to which his 
country had come: 


Wait until there is a full head on; go on with your and your rob- 
bery, your cheating of the ; overthrow the fo: tions of republican 
liberty here; wait until there 1 a full head on and the flood gates open, and 
you see some fine grin: done. 


So Isay you people are going to see some fine grinding done in 
1896 or within the next four years, 

Here is my friend the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], 
whom dearly love. [Laughter.] You know his slogan. His brag 
when he gets before an audience is, I am a Democrat!” When- 
ever I am labeled as a Populist, as ghee ee haye done and as 
the Co ional Directory even did, though fixed up by a Demo- 
cratic clerk, I -~ bos 8 3 e o be poole poss fran 
the Latin word signifyin. e people, o enough for 
anybody. In other — 85 By the . reference 
to those grand Democratic Beg ee of the greatest good for the 

t number, the rule of the majority, local self-government, 
and the other cardinal principles which Jefferson and Jackson 
taught us—ought to be 3 join. I say to the Sen- 
ator from New York, I am a Democrat after the manner of Jeffer- 
son and Jackson. He has departed from the faith. He prates 
sound money; I cry hard money. He stands here as an exponent 
of the proposition that the national banks shall take the paper 
money and issue it all; I stand here as an exponent of the propo- 
sition that the National Government should issue all the money 
and nobody else have ae to do with it. If we must have 
some paper to supplement gold and silver, well and good, but let 
us have gold and silver first. j : 

As I said, there is a trinity of financiers who dominate and con- 
trol, and who to control, our financial Raley, no matter 
which part. sales: RA ublican or Democratic. Nobody, however, 
has the slightest idea that the Democrats will win. is trinit 
is composed of Cleveland, Carlisle, and SHERMAN on the one hand, 
and in o ition I place Jefferson, Jackson, and Lincoln on the 
other. ere they are. If the people can not see and will not 
see it; if the farmers of this country, after the plain, open, pal- 

ble statements by these three gentlemen, can longer fooled 
ie voting that ticket, they deserve it. 

The Senator from New York asked me a while ago what I was 

ing to do with South Carolina. I will say to him that I as os 
E go to Chicago as a delegate to the national convention. 1 ex- 
pect to do my level best as a Democrat to call my party back out 
of the woods of Republicanism and get it to throw up and slough 
off all the corruption and rottenness it has had in the last four 

ears. If we have to bid good-bye to New York, the State that 
— tood by us so long, and tell Tammany's chieftain adien, I 
expect I will shed a few tears. But if they succeed in buying 
some more delegations, as they did in Michigan day before yester- 
day, as I am told; if the money from the New York boodlers can 
secure enough delegates at Chicago to say we must have what 
they call sound money” and indorse Grover Cleveland’s Admin- 
istration and put that in the platform, then I will take my hat 
and bid the Senator from New York and all the Democrats like 
him a long farewell. 
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As to where I will go I donot know. I can not 


to Populism, 
for Populism is simply an explosion of wrath and anger on the 
part ted Democrats and di Republicans at the rot- 


tenness and corruption and cowardice and treachery of both par- 
ties. They have a bad chance. They threw out a platform 
that did not appeal to the business interests of the Country, did 
not appeal to American common sense, and did not catch anything 
much except to a few States. 

The Populists see their errors now. Lcd are recognizing that 
they tried too much and simply spattered themselves on the wall. 
The Southern Democrats, those of us who have not been debauched 
or who do not allow our Kroeg to control our principles, will line 
up somewhere, but we will not be at Chicago under a gold stand- ` 
ard. If there are any traitors in the South who go there and pro- 
fess to represent the Southern people and undertake to indorse 
Grover Cleveland I say they are liars before they start, for their 
States will not indorse them and they will not get any votes. If 
we do not get a recognition of silver and return to genuine De- 
mocracy at Chicago, then the . is dead and gone 
forever. A new party will spring into tence. I am prophe- 
sying now. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] shall not 
monopolize the business of making the prophecies. Anew party will 
spring into existence and it will in a short time be able to beat 
you and your machine. A great army disorganized, without gen- 
erals, can not marshal itself like a compact and organized and 
skilled ea But so help me God, if we can not beat you this 
time we will serve notice on you that under some banner that will 
have on it America for Americans, and to hell with Britain and 
her Tories—we will serve notice on you if we do not beat you in 
1896 that we will interest you in 1900, 

Mr. Mr. President, I do not know that the remarkable 
which we have just witnessed calls for any special 
notice or reply upon my . Had the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. TILLMAN] no ne out of his way to speak of some 
5 tions which I had the honor of making the other day, I 
would not have deemed that anything he has said here to-day 
called for any particular reply. Possibly it would be wiser for 
those who differ with him to have given the Senate and the coun- 
try the tacle which we witnessed the last time he edified the 
Senate of no Senator of either party thereafter alluding to any- 
thing he had said. 

Possibly, sir, I err to-day in noticing some of the tions 
which he made. His remarks have not been wholly addressed 
to the naval appropriation bill. He has discussed the question of 
parties, the question of finances, the bond issue, the bond investi- 
ganon, not yet before the Senate. He prophesied about the fu- 

, and wound up finally by forming a new party all by himself 
in South Carolina. With much that he has said I have no con- 
cern. To much of his criticism of the present Administration I 
do not propose to reply. 

I have, sir, as the Sonate knows and the country knows, little in 
common with the present Administration, at least so far as bein, 
consulted in its policies or shaping its actions is concerned. 
have not been the recipient of its patronage or its favors. Iam 
under no 1 to it. I have many times been under its dis- 
pleasure. I therefore do not pro to notice except very briefly 
some of the gratuitous, uncalled-for, undignified remarks pertain- 
ing to that Administration of my friend from South Carolina, who 
says he loves“ me, t 

e other day when the bond resolution was properly before 
the Senate I ad the Senate upon the legal question which 
had been raised as to the power of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue bonds for the purpose of procuring gold with which to 
replenish what is called the gold reserve. It was an old question, 
it is true. The power was undoubted. It has been scarcely de- 
nied in all the old debates we have had in this Chamber for the 
last ten or fifteen years. Yet it has been denied in recent debates 
by a few Senators whom I facetiously term “farmers” because 
they saw fit to call themselves such. The Senator from Kansas 

. PEFFER] said he was a farmer; the Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. ALLEN] abdicated his position as a lawyer and said he wasa 

armer, and then came last but not least the distinguished Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], and he said he was a farmer 
and all of them united in giving their combined wisdom, legal 
wisdom, upon the question, concurring and concluding that Secre- 
tary Carlisle had no authority to issue bonds. It was against that 
contention that I spoke. I did not call the Senator from South 
Carolina a Populist. He has not e quoted from my 
remarks or properly construed them. I wonder a little, however, 
at his virtuous indignation, because if what he said to-day does 
not carry him right on the straight road that leads to Populism 
it must be to some worse place. 

The Senator seems to feel indignant that I should have placed 
him in the honorable company of the few Populists who are in 
this Chamber; and honorable men they are, from whom I differ in 
opinion upon many public questions of the day, but who are, 
nevertheless, honorable men, serying their party as their judg- 
ment seems best. After the expressions of the Senator from 


performance 
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South Carolina, to-day I was not very far out of the way, even if 
I had gone to the extent that he says I did, in purig him in the 
Populist list, because he himself says that w. he may not land 
with the Populists after the Chicago convention, he has no iđea 
where he is going to land. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary that I should defend the Pop- 
ulists from the indirect, covert, insidious attack of the Senator 
from South Carolina, who does not want to be placed in that cat- 
egory. They have views which even he can not stand. He used 
a figure of speech that they have “bespattered ” the walls with 
something; I do not know what; he did not tell; but he said that 
they ttered” the walls with something, and he looked right 
straight at the Populists. I do not know what he meant exactly. 
But he says he can not join them. Even he rebels against alliance 
with them. He did notsay he would join the cohorts of the abom- 
inable Wall street. No; he does not ig mat but in one part of 
his speech he seryed notice upon us distinctly that he was not 
going to the Populi 

Now, I will hold my good friend from South Carolina to that 
ponme. Iam not going to prophesy in these troublesome polit- 

cal times what may occur in the next six months. Sir, no one 

can tell; things are changing rapidly day by day. The present 
political campaign is unprecedented in both parties. There are 
some Senators on the other side of the Chamber who recognize 
that fact as well as I do. 

Mr. President, there has been a cyclone sweeping through the 
country in the ublican circles that all their leading statesmen 

retty nearly combined have been unable to check. A nomina- 
ion is likely to occur, strengthened by the events of the last few 
days, which six months ago no one could foretell. Changes are 
likely to occur rapidly. Events are likely to occur in the O- 
cratic party which may change the present situation. I therefore 
decline to make 8 But, sir, I say to the Senator from 
South Carolina if he has that love for Jefferson and for Jackson 
that he 1 and if he really and in fact still represents his 
le, I think and I hope that he will have no occasion to leave 

e old party which he has served so well in the past. 

Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to discuss the bond 
question, because I hope at some time in the future—in the “ sweet 
by and by — we shall have the bond resolution up, and then I can 
express my views fully upon the great question involved, the tre- 
mendous question, the momentous question, as to whether we 
shall have a Senatorial investigation of the issue of the bonds of 
the Government during the present Administration. There are 
Senators around this circle, including the Senator from South 
1 who aro poking = that t hour when it — arrive. 

at is the thing they are hoping for, praying for. . The present 
Administration is then to 3 to be damned. the Sen- 
ator from Sanses: PHT. PEFFER] the other day, it is true, with- 
drew and amended his resolution, taking out of it the only rea- 
sons that had really been alleged for the investigation, namely, 
that there were some charges of irregularity and misconduct, and 
soon. But he withdrew all those, and thus deprived the resolu- 
tion of any vigor or any force. But nevertheless, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when we reach that resolution and Senators see fit to express 
themselves on the resolution rather than on the Buti naval 
appropriation bill, I shall then continue my few brief remarks upon 
that subject and express myself again upon the points involved. 

The Senator from South has alluded to me as one who 
had represented New York, but he doubted whether I could speak 
for it to-day. There is considerable truth in that statement, I 
regret tosay. New York continued for eight or nine years in the 
Democratic column. I do not propose at this time to speak of 
what took it out. Sir, the Democracy of New York can 
not wholly be charged with the msibility of that. 

I recollect that in 1892, and I will be pardoned for speaking of 
it now, State after State in the South instructed their delegates 
for free silver and Grover Cleveland. They have not gotten free 
silver, but they got Mr. Cleveland. [Laughter.] They nomi- 
nated Mr. Cleveland over the heads of the regular Democracy of 
New York, who protested against it. After the nomination was 
made, loyal Democrats as they are, they went back and supported 
the ticket, and I joined them in giving New York again to the 
Democratic cause. 

Sir, no matter what may be in store for us in the next campaign, 
come victory or defeat, come sunshine or shadow, come weal or 
woe, there is where I will be found again in behalf of whoever 
may be the Democratic candidate and whatever may be the 
national Democratic platform in the campaign. I do not expect 
to have my Democracy strained in so doing. I have confidence 
in the wisdom of the Democratic masses and the Democratic 
party. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The reason (if the reason should exist at the 
time the convention meets) why there will be a split in the party 
such as occurred in 1860 will be because States which can not give 


us an electoral vote, which are as hopelessly Republican, as Penn- 
lvania, seek to come to us and give us poison under the name of 
ocracy. They havechanged the tenets of the party, they have 
changed its principles, they have deserted all those grand princi- 


les which Jefferson and Jackson gave us. They give us Cleve- 
d and his rottenness, and we will not have suc mocracy. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I will come to Jefferson and Jack- 
son pretty soon. I was 9 of what took place in 1892. I 
was forecasting a little what might possibly occur in 1896. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator just recall to his memory 
that South Carolina and New York were the leaders in the fight 
to try to keep Mr. Cleveland from being nominated, and we went 
paok bame and gave him the largest vote of any State in the 

u 

Mr. HILL. I have not reflected upon the Democracy of South 
Carolina. I owe that State much. hen under much misrepre- 
sentation and other influences other States yielded and forced 
upon New York a candidate against which its Democracy 
protested. I acknowledged the fact, and shall always feel grateful 
that South Carolina joined with the regular Democracy of New 
York and maintained its rights and dignity and prerogatives. 

But, Mr. President, having stood together before, there is no 
occasion for any departure or division now. Neither shall I be 
led into any attack upon the Democracy of those States which, 

rchance, can not give an electoral vote for the Democratic can- 

idate. While Pennsylvania can not give probably a single 
Democratic electoral vote, she may not in that respect be unlike 
some of the other States in this comin R yee but neverthe- 
less there are in that State several hun ousand loyal, true 
Democrats who have maintained the cause of tariff reform 
great obstacles, 5 influences, corporate and other- 
wise, and are still y to fight for the old ocratic cause 
upon that and other issues. I say, sir, for one, that while I have 
not had and did not have anything in common with that State in 
1892 and have little in common now with its organized Democracy 
I recognize their right to come to the national convention an 
express their choice and declare their principles. What folly it 
would be for our ublican friends to read out of the 
States like Virginia, bama, Texas, and other Southern States 
where probably, with but few exceptions, they can not get a 
single Hepublicen electoral vote. 

Sir, our gs A as I have already said, is, or ought to be, a na- 
tional party. It must have representatives from each and every 
State; and those States, wherein there live as true Democrats as 
live anywhere, States which are less fortunate in condition and 
situation than others where the Democratic vote is larger, are not 
to be ; they are not to be cast aside; their views are to be 
consulted as well as the views of those States which can cast their 
electoral votes for the Democratic candidates. I protest against 
the effort to make the Democratic party a sectional party, com- 
posed only of States where victories are absolutely certain. 

As I said a few moments ago, I do not wish to di the bond 
question proper, nor the silver question at this time. I was rather 
amused, though, to hear the tor from South Carolina seek 
to place certain leading Democrats of this country in a position 
of entire harmony with the views of the distinguished gentleman 
who in part represents Ohio this floor. Mr. President, I 
heard the words of praise from the lips of the Senator from Ohio 
the other day. Because a man who has been a Republican all his 
life, who has given honor and credit to the party that-has honored 
him, who has been its chief financial adviser through perilous 
times in our history, and to his great and everlasting credit and 
renown, when he chooses to say that he thinks a Democratic Pres- 
ident and a Democratic 5 of the Treasury have performed 
their full duty with regard to this whole question of —— 80 
far as bond issues are concerned, I am not to be frightened away 
from the Administration or from the Democratic pary on account 
ofit. I welcome such terms of approval from distinguished Re- 
publicans. If our policy has been right in that reject i am will- 
mg they should commend it. 

do not propose to repeat what I said the other day, and what I 
think I established, that under laws which the President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury inherited, laws for which they were not 
responsible, they have endeavored to administer the affairs of this 
Government during the present financial crisis fairly and for the 
best interests of the country. There were grave di ties to 
encounter, 

_ The mere fact that upon certain features of the financial ques- 
tion there may be harmony of views between two of the t 
parties is nothing to the disor edit of either of them. Both the 
pi tical partiesare in favor of the rightsof this country as against 
foreign 1 _ Are we to run because every Republican vote 
in this House and in the other House was given in favor of the 


measure recommended by President Cleveland for the maintenance 
of the honor of this country on the Venezuelan question? Shall 
we run simply because it is said that the two parties are 

upon the great questions of foreign affairs? I differ from many of 
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the views expressed by the Senator from Ohio, as he well knows; 
but when he said that in the emergency which has existed during 
the past year or so the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had performed their duty honestly and faithfully, I say he 


was right. There was no middle ground; there was no other 
course to take: On the other side there was repudiation, it is 
true; there was discrediting the currency of our country, it is 
true: there was what the Senator from South Carolina calls des- 
peration,” but the course which the President and the Secretary 
of the Treasury marked out was the true, the correct, and the 
right path so far as the simple question of the issue of the bonds 
was concerned, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With Congress in session and the duty im- 
posed upon it under the Constitution to provide the ways and 
means for running the Government. do you think it the duty of 
the Executive to take the law into his own hands, to ignore the 
representatives of the poopie because they will not let him have 
his own way, and just go forward anyhow to provide ways and 
means of his own? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not live in a State which has 
ever approved of taking the law into its own hands. The Presi- 
dent of the United States sent a message to Congress in which 
he detailed the whole financial situation. He asked for legislation 
to relieve the condition of the country. Congress ref to act. 
Did the Senator from South Carolina expect that we were to provide 
additional revenue when the Senate was deadlocked and the two 
Houses could not agree? Senators may rise in their places and say 
majestically and loftily that when Congress is in session the Presi- 
dent ought not to take the law into his own hands; that it is the 
duty of Congress to provide some ways and means to support the 
Government; but if Congress refused to do it, and when under a 
law passed in 1878 it was provided that the greenbacks must be 
reissued, and there was in existence the law of 1875, which pro- 
vides that when they are presented they shall be redeemed, the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury properly proceeded 
to discharge that yes 

Mr. STEWART. y Lask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. HILL. I draw the line on the Senator from Nevada. 
Layee 4 

Mr. ST ART. You may draw the line on me, but I ask the 
question, if the failure of Congress to make provision for revenue 
authorizes the Executive to raise revenue? 

N. I expect to discuss this subject with my good friend 

from Nevada when we reach the bond question. Do not get im- 

tient. 

Eie STEWART. You dare not enter the discussion with me 
on the proposition that the failure of Congress to provide revenue 
transfers the power to the President, as you intimated in your 
argument. z 

Mr. HILL. Nobody has said any such thing. 

Mr. STEWART. the Senator withdraw that remark? 
Did the Senator not say that if the President called upon Con- 

ess to provide revenue and Con had not done it, the Presi- 
dent did right in going ahead and selling bonds? 

Mr. HILL. Not for the purpose of supplying revenue. 

Mr. STEWART. Ah! 

Mr. HILL. Isaid the other day, and I repeat now, that for 
the p of supplying gold with which to redeem the green- 
backs, the President rfect right to sell bonds, and then, 
when the greenbacks were thus redeemed and 2 in the Treas- 
1 he had a right to use the greenbacks. ere are not two 
sides 


to the question. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Were not the funds for which the bonds were 
sold somewhat in the nature of a trust? Would you not think if 
a banker had your money put into his bank as a friend, or who 
held it in a fi ucar apao and misused it, that he had stolen 
it? And when the dent takes a fund, which has been replen- 
ished by the issue of bonds, and when the law — no bonds shall 
be issued except to redeem the greenbacks, and when he takes 
that fund and spends it, and has spent $150,000,000 of it, or some- 
thing like that, does the Senator still say he was justified? Ah, 
2 wyers can split hairs, but you can not get that into the 

ead of afarmer. [Laughter.] O, x 

Mr. HILL. I should despair, after the exhibition of my friend 
here, of Trea fap ofthat natureintohishead. [Laughter.] 

Mr. T Another thing, if you will allow me. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. ‘ z i 

Mr. . Iwantto read you what the President him- 


rigs 8 This is from Grover Cleveland's message of December 
A $ 
I desire also to earnestly suggest the wisdom of amending the existing 


statutes in to the issuance of Government bonds, The authority now 
yosten — the tary of the Treasury to issue bonds is not as clear as it 
sho 


There he acknowledges that there is grave doubt in his mind as 
to whether or not he had a right to issue bonds; yet when he 
wanted to bolster up his friends and get a chance to issue more 
bonds, of course he took it. 

Mr. HILL. The act of 1875 is clear enough. It might be 
clearer. It is not exactly clear that my friend from South Caro- 
lina is going to land in the Populist party, but still it may be 
clear enough, not wholly clear. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before Iland in the Populist party you will 
land in the Republican party if you keep on. You are going that 
way as fast as you can. ughter. 

Mr. HILL. I tell my friend that if he does not go to the Pop- 
ulist p: until I go to the Republican party he will never get 
there. ughter.] Mr. President, if the Senate is to take the 
protestation of both my friend from South Carolina and myself, 
yoa could not kick either of us out of the Democratic party. But 

e seems to take delight in assailing the Senator from Ohio; and 
simply because some one may be disposed to agree with some of 
the views of that Senator he therefore says that there is a depar- 
ture from Democratic principles. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ill the Senator from New York allow the 
Senator from Ohio to defend himself and not give him a certifi- 
cate of Democracy? X; 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Ohio is entirely competent to 
defend himself, but he need not defend himself, for I do not give 
him a certificate of mccoy et 

My friend from South Carolina said a few moments ago that he 
wanted, in addition to gold and silver, a paper currency; that he 
was op to the retirement of the greenbacks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam. I want about a billion of them. 

Mr. HILL. About a billion? What is the use of making it so 
small a sum as that? Why not make it several billions while you 
are about it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Just wait a minute, 

Mr. HILL. Give me a little chance. [Laughter.] I want to 
demonstrate how you and JoHN SHERMAN stand exactly on the 
same platform on the mback question. Tread from the speech 
to which you refer, the speech of January 3, 1896, of the distin- 

ished Senator from Ohio, when he spoke about the revenues, 

ces, etc. He then referred to the greenback currency. He 
is just as strong an admirer of that blood-stained greenback as 
youare. He may not want over $1,000,000 of them, but still he 
stands upon the greenback question just the same as you do. 
What does he say? As oneof the reasons why he protests against 
the retirement of the greenback currency, and a retirement which 
Mr. Cleveland urges, a retirement which Mr. Secretary Carlisle 
urges, what does he say? 

Another reason, founded upon belief— 

He is stating why the greenbacks should not be retired— 


is that the national banking system could not l endure if the United 
States notes were 8 isay 


Mr. TILLMAN. That is just the difference between the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and myself. I want the national-bank system 
destroyed meny I wish to pull it up root and branch. 

Mr. HILL. et you join hands, and you said a few moments 
ago you prided yourself upon the fact that you are a hard-money 
Democrat, you prided yourself that you want the greenbacks kept 
in circulation, and the Senator from Ohio says the principal reason 
they should be kept in circulation is because, if you destroy them 
or retire them, you destroy the national-bank system. Now, m: 
friend, you can fight it out with the Senator from Ohio as to whic 
of you is the better Democrat or which is the better Republican. 

Mr. TILL There is no fight in it at all. We are just as 
far apart as the poles on the question of the greenbacks. The 

licy of the Senator from Ohio is to keep the mbacks in the 

easury in case there is a raid, to keep from issuing bonds; in 
other words, he would contract the currency for the purpose of 
keeping the mbacks there; and Mr. Cleveland wants to pay 
them off and bak them and issue bonds instead. Therefore, the 
Senator from Ohio is a better Democrat than Mr. Cleveland, and, 
I believe, a better Democrat than you are. 5 

Mr. HILL. My friend from South Carolina is now defending, 
as I understand him, the Democracy of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am, as against you. 

Mr. HILL. There is where I wanted to get you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I say the Democratic 8 never was a green- 
back Go back to the record when the greenbacks were 
issued, and you will find that they were issued against nearly the 
whole Democratic vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You go back to Jackson's veto message and 
you will find that he said the Government should retain the func- 
tion of making money in its own hands, that nobody should make 
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its notes; that if anybody made them, let the Government make 
them; and that is what 1 want. l. 

Mr. HILL. Jackson never recommended in any public pense 
of his or in any document or speech the issuing of notes of this 
character—never. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
wi l please suspend for one moment. It is an opportune time for 
the ir to call the attention of Senators to Rule XIX: 


No Senator shall interrupt another Senator in debate without his consent, 
and to obtain such consent he shall first address the presiding officer. 

Good order and decorum in the Senate absolutely require a 
strict observance of that rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, I apologize for having over- 
stepped the rule. I have seen it done here a thousand times since 
I have been in the body; but, however, as you call it on me, I 
will to obey it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not undertak- 
ing to call attention particularly to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, but to-day scores of times other Senators as well have with- 
out an arf interrupted the er when he was debating. 

Mr. L. . President, the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury in recommending the retire- 
ment of green were acting strictly in accordance with Dem- 
ocratic principles, and Democrats who antagonize that policy are 
antagonizing Democratic principles. A man can not be a paper- 
money man and a hard-money man at the same time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How can he be a sound-money man and a 
national-bank man at the same time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. No Democrat has proposed the continuance of 
national banks. The Democratic party, sir, has never placed it- 
self u any such distinct ground. Such banks have been tol- 
erated or accepted only until something better could be provided 
as a currency. Besides, national-bank notes are not legal teuder 
are not money. But the ground upon which greenbacks are kept in 
circulation is for the very purpose of keeping up the national-bank 
system, as Mr. SHERMAN claims, and my friend from South Caro- 
lina and those who act with him are playing into the hands of 
those who desire the continuance of the national banks. It is 
useless for my friend to attempt to escape the responsibility of the 
admission which he has made. What is the admission? t he 

_ favors a scheme for more greenbacks. This is the grand, momen- 
tous, gigantic scheme of finance that he is proposing—issuing a 
billion or oe several billions of backs, 

Mr. TILL I am satisfied with one, 

Mr. HILL. Very likely. I do not want any. The Senator 
ought to be able to see, and those who follow him in his extreme 
views upon this question ought to be able to see, that they are 
playing right into the hands of the national banks. The retire- 
ment of the nbacks, as recommended by Secretary Carlisle 
and the President, would create a necessity for more hard money. 
The Senator seems to have forgotten that the President in his last 
message made the n that if the greenbacks could thus 
be retired there would arise, probably, the necessity to supply the 
vacuum thus created by the issuing of more silver money; and 
yet, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina, and those 


who ee with him, stand stubbornlike upon the position, not 
for money, but stand upon the position of more money, paper 
money. And these so-called, misnamed hard-money Democrats, 


who pride themselves on the principles of Jefferson and Jackson, 
stand here and ask for a billion more of paper currency. Out 
upon such Democracy! That is not true South Carolina Desa: 
racy; it is not New York Democracy. 

I am not going to enter into any argument in favor of cheap 

roducts; I am not going to harrow up the feelings of those who 
fisten to me because of the fact that our laboring men are enabled 
to get the food upon which they live cheaply at the expense of 
the agriculturists. Of course, Mr. President, the interests of the 
farmer and of the mechanic are somewhat diverse—more or less 
so—but the law of supply and demand must regulate this matter. 
We should not legislate upon the financial bi prec} either to put 
prices up or to put prices down. We should legislate according 
to certain fixed principles of finance, irrespective of the question 
ee it puts the prices of the products of the farmer up or 


own. 

Mr. President, considerable has been said by the Senator from 
South Carolina apon the principles of Jefferson, Jackson, and 
Lincoln. Oneof the principles enunciated by Mr. Jefferson in his 
first inaugural address was that the will of the majority should 
be observed. Jackson followed that same precept. In the ap- 

roaching Democratic convention, which the Senator from South 
lina has announced in advance that he is to attend—and he 
does not even say by the leave of the Democracy of South Caro- 
lina, but he ad goni to attend it anyhow—when he goes there I 
suppose he will enter that convention with the true spirit of a 
South Carolina Democrat and to abide by the of the 
jority of that convention both in its declaration of principles 
and in its nomination of candidates. If he goes there, Mr. Presi- 


dent, with any other idea he ought not to be admitted, and he 


will not e t to be admitted. 

Mr. T MAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. 8 7815757 

The PRESIDINGO#'FICER. The Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I just want to call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to this fact, that parties are voluntary associations 
of men who think alike, or who think that they think alike, and 
who come together for the purpose of enacting into law, by get- 
ting control of the Government, the principles and policies which 
they advocate. The Democratic party has split once before on 
questions of policy and principle, and it seems inevitable to me 
that it is bound to split again, because the rule of the majority has 
not governed in the past. Take the House of Representatives 
here in 1893. A majority did not govern there because the mi- 
nority of gold bugs from the Northeastern States, oblivious of the 
platform upon which they had been elected, refused to go into 
caucus and be bound by the will of the majority. Take the Ken- 
tucky legislature. The men who were elected there as Demo- 
crats have refused to ratify the action of the caucus and to vote 
for the caucus nominee, thereby refusing to obey the 3 
rule. And now you ask us to take your gold bug policy and call 
it Democracy because you say a majority will give it to us. I say 
we will not have it, and that the Southern Democrats and the 
Western Democrats are going there with one idea and with one 
policy: and if we can not get it, then we will bid you good-by, or 
tell you to get out yourselves if we are in the majority. aughter. | 

r. HILL. Mr. President, neither the Democracy ot any North- 
ern State nor the Democracy of the South are going to the con- 
vention with simply one idea. I recall the words of the distin- 
guished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] in aspeech delivered 
here in December last. When he was taunted about the fact that 
some flippant man had said he was untrue to silver, the old vet- 
eran Democrat from Tennessee said, ‘* Sir, I belong to a party that 
has more than one idea.“ So, sir, the Democrats of the South 
and of the West will go to that convention with more than one 
idea; they will go to that convention to compare views; they will 
go to consult and to reason together; they will go there with a 

etermination to avoid the foolishness which characterized our 
party in 1860, when I do not think the party split upon any very 
great principle. That was unwise action, and it would be unwise 
now for that party, which has done so much in the history of this 
country in the past, to quarrel, to split, to divide, over the details 
of financial legislation. 

There is more, sir, in the Democratic party than simply the sil- 
ver question. There is the groot question which overshadows all 
others, the great question of paternalism; there is the great ques- 
tion of the centralization of power, against which we of the North 
and of the South have stood together and protested during all the 
history of this Republic; there is the great question of the funda- 
mental principle upon which taxation shall be imposed, namely, 
for public rather than for private e there is the great 
question of the personal liberty of the citizen, which the Demo- 
cratic party has always maintained. No, sir; I resent the insinu- 
ation chat either the South or the North I observe that my 
friend from Nevada [Mr. e is Whispering some Demo- 
cratic ideas, I suppose, to my good friend from South Carolina 
beni TILLMAN], and I tell him not to get his Democratic principles 

rom the Republican-Populist of Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Wi 

Mr. HILL. Not now. 

Mr. STEWART. Will you not allow me to tell you what I was 


saying? A eee 5 
I object to the combination, Mr. Presi- 


you allow me? 


Mr. HILL. Later. 


dent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ILLMAN.: I think the Senator from New York owes it 
to the Senator from Nevada to hear him. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not owe him anything. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You owe it to me, then. 

The 1 tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
. to the rule which requires them first to address the 

ir. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can explain afterwards, when we come 
to . question. [Laughter.] I want to hear him on that 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
declines to 1 

Mr. HILL. Yes; for the present. 

Mr. STEWART. It is well for the Senator that he does. 


sl 
Mr. HILL. I will hear the Senator if he wishes. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will? 

Mr. HILL. Les. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
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Mr. HILL. With t pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. I said, and I repeat it 

Mr. HILL, Do not repeat it. 

Mr. STEWART. Isaid that the argument of the Senator from 
New York, when he speaks of the Democracy being opposed to 
the concentration of power, seems a little out of place when we 
Ing tn Licuaald the entire power of Ieguulotion, of controlling both 

in himse en wer o islation, of con i 
ana of Congress, of Gepost ing of the entire patronage of the 
Government to rule Congress. Never since Government 
began has there been so much danger of concentration of power 
as is exercised this day and this hour by the Executive. Further- 
more, the reason why it comes with bad grace from the Senator 
from New York to make such a statement is that on every occa- 
sion, in season and out of season, he stands by every usurpation 
of power that emanates from the White House. Nothing can be 
done there but what he will indorse, even to the extent of rais- 
ing revenue without authority of law—raising revenue without 
consulting the two Houses of gress. Raising revenue is the 
very act for which Charles I lost his head. [Laughter.] There is 
concentration of power, He says. We raise this revenue for 
another . The Administration did it for another pur- 
pose. That they call it for some other p 


of $273,000,000 by the exercise of arbitrary power 

Mr. ALLEN. Without any power. 

Mr. STEWART. Without any power. And then the Senator 
speaks of being opposer to the concentration of the Government 
in the hands of the Executive and to consolidation. Charles the 
First consolidated the English Government and lost his head. 
Grover Cleveland consolidated the American Government and 
receives the eulogy of the Democracy. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Nevada want us to under- 
stand that he whispered all that to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina? Spee 

Mr. STEWART. I want the Senator to understand I whis- 
pered the substance when I said speak of consolidated power.“ 
when the Senator was defending every act of usurpation whereby 
the President is raising revenue without authority of law and in 
violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me say just one word. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to answer the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwant to have the Senator answer both of us 
at the same time. 


Mr. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to impress upon the Senator the very 
sorrowful acknowledgment, if he will make it truthfully, that 
so far as the concentration of power is concerned this President 
of ours is the Democratic party, and that the Senator himself has 
no more voice and never had in New York in distributing patron- 
age or doing any other thing that aSenator usually does since this 
man has been in office than some bootblack on the street. 

Mr. HILL. Neither, sir, is our party a party of a single idea. 
Neither is all of Democracy the distribution of patronage. I did 
not intend to speak of that question. If the Senator thinks I 
have any grievance of which I publiclycomplain of the President 
of the United States or this Administration he is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say the Senator had. 

Mr. HILL. I do not say that the President or the Administra- 
tion in all respects have treated my distinguished colleague or 
myself as Democratic Senators possibly ought to have been treated, 
but I make no public complaint of it. I care nothing about it. I 
think possibly that so far as we personally are concerned it is bet- 
ter that we have not had to do with the matter of 5 1 
care nothing about it. If all there is of Democracy is the distri- 
bution of petty eee that falls from the Administration, then, 
sir, I care nothing about being a Democrat. We kept up the 
Democratic party in New York during the whole four years of 
Mr. Harrison's Administration, and we had nothing whatever of 

tronage. In the previous Administration of Mr. Cleveland we 

ept up the Democratic party during our State administration 
with little or no aid. Patronage does not make a party; it is 
usually the curse of a party. 

Mr. ident, having said that, I was about to to speak 
of the feat that the Democratic pary ot every State in the Union 
would send their representatives to Chicagoin the usual way when 
I was interrupted by my friend the Senator from South Carolina. 
We will not imitate the unwise example of our fathers, who 
quarreled over immaterial things and split the party, brought on a 
war, and kept our party out of power for nearly thirty years. No, 
sir; those of you who are expecting such a feast will be disap- 
pointed. We appeal from you in such a view to the masses of the 


party, who care little for leaders, but who think more of the party 

and its principles and its policies. There must be conciliation; 

there must be mutual agreements. Men can differ upon the de- 

tails of policies of the Democratic party, and such of you as think 
mistaken. 


that the party will die this year are 
I do not pretend to be a prophet or the son of a het. I am 
unable to say u what exact lines our platform be based 


as to the financial question. It is not for me to say. You havea 
sane in your State conventions to frame your platforms without 
help from the outside. In 1892, if you will t me to allude 
to a personal matter, New York had its candidate. Its conven- 
tion met early, only a week or two or three weeks earlier than 
usual, but it was said that we were attempting to influence the 
Democracy of other States. A clamor was raised in rd to it. 
It is true that primaries had been held in Pennsylvania and ad- 
joining States at that time, but a great furore and a t clamor 
were raised, and much criticism of the Democracy of New York 
was indulged in because it ee nays — the we 2 8 
racy was attempting improperly to mence the Democracy o 
the rest of the country. Although it is said that the Democracy 
of New York desire to impress their financial views upon the 
Democracy of the rest of the ge I call attention to the fact 
that the same loyal organization which controlled the pey in 
1892 controls it now. It will be one of the last States to hold its 
State convention. 

We are not seeking to impress our views upon our brother 
Democrats of other States e a 5 Probably, 
and I do not speak authoritatively, it will be one of the last con- 
ventions held. You are holding your conventions in the South 
and West in your own time. You are passing your plat- 
forms and declaring your principles, as you have a right to do, 
but you have no right to say, when you come with your platform 
to the national convention, tha the na convention shall not 
cross at or dot an i“; that it shall not be chan in any es- 
sential particular. What kind of a party can you keep up with 
that discipline which forbids and prevents conciliation and mutual 
concessions? What kind of an o; ization can you have with 
that spirit being fomented throughout the country by good loyal 
Democrats, or those who have been such in the ? Our party. 
and Iam speaking now altogether to this side of the circle—shoul 
arouse themselves. There is, and we might as well admit it, an 
honest difference of opinion w the curren N. e Speak- 
ing for myself, personally, I have never a man who has 
differed with me upon that question. I have used no impro 
words, I have indulged in no words of abuse. I have avoided 
every offensive epithet possible in speaking on the question. 

The financial eee is a great one, about which honest men, 
Republicans and Democrats, may well differ. Sir, it is, however, 
like all other great questions, one as to which there should be a 
harmonization of views. It is not for anyone to fix the precise 
lines upon which it shall be done. Ihave confidence in that party 
in which I was born. I inherited my Democracy from my father 
and my grandfather, and I am willing to live in that still. 
I am willing to trust its great advisers when they 1 meet in 
council, and I am willing to abide by the result. All other Dem- 
ocrats should do the same. We will express our views, which 
may differ with yours. You represent yours. We come to the 
great council at Chicago, and there, if wise counsels shall prevail, 
we will adopt a platform, and the moment the convention adjourns 
every loyal Democrat will swing into line. I hope that my friend 
the ator from South Carolina and I will not part company at 
the doors of the convention. I do not even know that I shall be 
there as a delegate to represent in part the Democracy of my State. 
I can not as eee, = that question as the ator 
from South Carolina speaks State. I may be so honored 
and I may not be; but I will go there with no threat; I will go 
there with no menace; I will go there expecting to have my say, 
to speak my sentiments, and to abide by the result of the conven- 
tion when it shall be ended. 

I am not going to say that the great State of South Carolina will 
pursue a different course. I do not believe that the party which 
so rae followed Jefferson and Jackson and Calhoun will now 
take itself out of the Democratic column. Of course the world is 
wide. Men have a right to change their political relations if they 
desire to doso. But I think no true Democrat will go to that 
convention uttering the sentiments of my friend, the Senator from 
South Carolina, with a sort of threat that their particular views are 
to be sustained or else they will part company with their political 


associates. 

The Senator has alluded to some party affairs. When we are 
washing the Democratic linen we may as well have it out. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] alluded to my defense of 
the Administration and its policies, as he said, I thi upon an 
and every question. The Senator upon his imagination. 
have said but little upon the policies of the present Administra- 
tion. Upon the financial policy, so far as the Administration was 
attacked for the issue of bonds, I believed it my duty to defend 
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regardless of the fact 
relations with the Administration and have 
had no consultation with any of its members. I have endeavored 
so far as I could to mark out a Hoey which would e and 


the Administration, regardless of patro: 
that I have no 


nage 


not divide the party. That is all. I am not pledged either to the 
head of the Administration or to any member of it who may be a 
candidate for public position. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is concededly an able man; I be- 
lieve he is a thoroughly honest and competent man. He is a man 
of great ability, who has been in public life a great many years, 
one of the men who have reflected honor upon the section of the 
country they have represented, and while in reference to his finan- 
cial licy 1 have seen fit to sustain him, in part, I Will say this 
and I say it freely, that in reference to the contest before 

8 I think the Secretary of the Treasury 

A Senator near me says it was a grievous mis- 

tors around the Sen- 


muc 
the Kentucky 
made a mistake. 
take. Isayso. I said so to my brother I £ 
ate. I did not take occasion to proclaim it publicly. While I 
differ with the Senator from Kentucky Mr. BLACKBURN] upon 
the financial question, yet he was the nominee of his pariy canous, 
fairly, duly, and regularly nominated, and whatever views 
were u de of financial legislation, he had served the 
party during a long career of nearly thirty years at home, in the 
other House, and in this body. He had been true to Democratic 
principles in the main. When he went back to his people, an 
old and faithful public servant, and asked that he should receive 
again the nomination of his party, submitted to the majority of 
the Democrats of the legislature, and was fairly and duly nomi- 
nated, I say he deserved the support of Secretary Carlisle and of 
every follower of Jae pateni Administration. 
I say this because that isthe Ooy ay eR Gp S DATT, to sup- 
port: e regular nominee. While I differ with tl inguished 
tor from Kentucky upon this financial question, there is more 
in Democracy than the mere question of finance. No true, faith- 
ful Democrat, no matter in what State of this Union he may be, 
is to be proscribed because of his financial views, especially upon 


Mr. ALLEN. They are being proscribed. 

Mr. HILL. My friend the ator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN] need not become the guardian of the Democratic party. 
We can take care of our own troubles and our own squabbles. 
Sir, what did your Populists in the legislature of Kentucky do? 
They took a position first upon one side in the Kentucky legislature 
and then on the other side, just as you do here, to stir up 
strife, dling your votes upon one side or the other for a little 
mess o. pa . You have no right to take any hand in a sug- 

tion that the ocracy did wrong to the Senator from Ken- 
oe Mr. 1 in the contest in Kentucky. If your 
men had been so favorable to free silver as you pretend to be, at 
one juncture they could have elected Mr. BLACKBURN as Senator 
from Kentucky. I do not blame my friend the Senator from Ne- 
braska, however. He isthe 8 candidate of the Populist 
y for President, unless the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

ILLMAN] gets over pretty soon and crowds him off his platform. 
Of course the Senator from Nebraska wants to stir up all the 
trouble he can. He has more sympathy—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. With great pleasure. I knew the Senator would 
be in the fight before we got through. 

Mr. AL . I desire to correct the Senator from New York, 
and I hope that before he concludes his remarks he will modify 
the statement, because I know he does not meanit. While the 
two Populists in the Kentucky legislature were under no greater 
obligation to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] than 
they were to the member of any party to which they did not be- 
long, they, in consequence of being silver men, gave him their 
votes at a time when, if he had received the full Democratic 
strength, he would have been elected. 

Let me correct the Senator also as to another matter, because I 
know he does not mean what he said. I call his attention to it and 

ive him an opportunity to correct himself. The Senator from 
ew York certainly does not mean that the Populists in this 
Chamber have ed their yotes to anybody, 

Mr. HILL. my friend 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator mean that? 

Mr. HILL. As my friend said once, when he stated that a Sen- 
ator on the other side lied, metaphorically speaking 

Mr. HILL. Sots lly speaking 

r. say, metaphorically speaking. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to say a word, I 
will subside. It has got to be a funny thing, a common thing, a 
smart thing for some one who is ignorant of the facts, because he 
wants to say something at the expense of a person ora party that 
he thinks is incapable of caring for his or its rights, to lay all the 
isms and things of that kind to a particular party or person. It 


has become so in the galleries in reference to a Senator who has 

Drouin de (ea Chinn loer ea seoek of ie TAE ES pecan 
op is r to speak of the Populist part; i 

te votes and dickering between the two old parties, 7 =s 

I wish to say to the Senator from New York, to the Senate, and 
to the country that there have never been any negotiations, di- 
rectly or indirectly, between the Populist party in this Chamber 
and the Republican or the Democratic Darty upa the subject of 
the reorganization of the Senate or upon the subject of patron- 
age—not a particle more than there has been between the Popu- 
lists and the Czar of Russia. I feel confiderit that when the 
Senator from New York understands this he will not think it is 
very witty or wise or a thing to be laughed at or a charge to be 

e with impunity that the Populist party has dickered and 
peddled its votes. 

Mr. HILL. That depends upon which way you look at it. I 
recollect—my recollection is fairly good in regard to political mat- 
ters—that all at once the Democracy was surprised that our Re- 
publican friends, although they had not, as they said, a majorit 
in this body, were going to take possession of the committees and, 
in plain words, run the Senate. It came to us asa matter of some 
surprise. We supposed they would think it wiser to wait until 
they were exactly certain that they had the requisite number of 
ironclad Republicans. We called the roll, and our friends on the 
other side, the Populist Senators, remained silent in their seats 
and allowed the Republicans to take the responsibility of organiz- 
ing all the committees of the Senate, thereby enabling them argy 
to 2 0 and control legislation. That may have merely hap- 
pened so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
interrupt him at this point? 

Mr. HILL. Let me get through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, Then I think he will be satisfied. 

Let it be understood, and let the Senator from New York under- 
stand, if he never has understood before, that the Populist 
in this Chamber is not under the slightest obligation to the Demo- 
cratic party or to the Republican party. re is no kinship 
existing between the Populist and either 8 e are 
here to accomplish what we desire to accomplish, I stated at the 
time and I repeat that it was the deliberate judgment of our cau- 
cus—there are not many of us, but we have a caucus occasion- 
ally—that the Republican party being in power in the House 
should bein power here and be held responsible for the legislation 
of this oes, the Democratic . failed to do any- 
thing. I call upon the senior Senator from Maryland . GOR- 
wax] now to bear testimony to the fact that a week or more 
before the reorganization I voluntarily said to him, as the leader 
of his party, that we would not vote and would not help the 
Democratic ar retain the organization. Is not that true? 

Mr. GOR That is unquestionably true. I will make it 
broader than that and state that I have never known at any time 
since the Senator from Nebraska has been a member of this body 
that he has sought to make any arrangement or has had any 
arrangement suggested to him in relation to this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. en, Mr. President, one more thing, and I will 
yield to the Senator from New York and not interrupt him an 
more. That was true. We called attention to the fact, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from New Vork and the country to 
it, that if the Democratic party had pursued the same policy we 
pursued, namely, not to have voted, to have refrained from voting 
on that occasion, they had it in their power to defeat the reorganiza- 
tion, because the Republican party did not have a majority, and 
therefore did not have a quorum. But they saw fit to vote, and 
8 the n 

. HILL. I do not think, Mr. President, that the last state- 
ment is borne out by the facts. I do not see how the Democrats 
could have defeated the Republicans from organizing the Senate, 
I mean taking the committees, if our friends on the other side 
had remained quiet. 

Mr, ALLEN. If the Democrats had remained quiet 

Mr. HILL. That is because we were paired. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, if the Democrats 
hadremained in their seats and not voted, as the Populistsremained 
in their seats and refused to vote, then the Republicans did not 
have a quorum in the Senate and they could not have disturbed 
you in the committeeships, The responsibility is with your party, 
not with mine, 

Mr. HILL. The difference is this simply: You were not paired 


with anybody. 
Mr. ALLEN . And we would not be. 


Mr. HILL. No Democrat who was not paired declined to vote, 
and the mere fact that on that one vote there would not have been 
a Seah ep simply on account of pairs, amounts to nothing. 


LEN. Oh, no, if the Senator will permit me; not that. 
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Mr. HILL. What is the point, then? 

Mr. ALLEN. Although every Republican had voted, it takes 
45 to constitute a quorum here. The Republicans have 44. It 
requires a majority to constitute a quorum in the Senate. If 
every Republican had voted, and if the Democrats had joined the 
Populists and remained silent, that fact alone would have defeated 
reorganization. 

Mr. HILL. There are various ways of defeating measures as 
well as a reorganization. You can leave the Chamber and not 
come in. That is a breach of the rules. You can come in and 
remain quiet and not say anything when your name is called. 
That is another breach of the rules. Yon are obliged to vote; and 
Democrats, in accordance with the rules, voted. Our Populist 
friends remained silent and allowed the Republicans to take con- 
trol. They knew the responsibility incurred. That is all I care 
to say in regard to that question. 

Mr. ALLEN. That part is true. 

Mr. HILL. That part of itistrue. So is the other statement. 
I referred to the fact the other day, and I heard my friend from 
Nebraska say his party wasfounded upon principle. It complains 
of the rottenness, the corruption, the misdeeds of the Democratic 

arty and of the Republican party. The other day I heard my 
Friend from Nebraska get up and offer to vote for the Republican 
tariff bill which had been denounced in this Chamber, provided a 
provision in reference to silver should be placed thereon. He 
offered to vote to put a tariff upon wool that the Senator had voted 
before to take off. He offered to vote against every principle in- 
volved in the Wilson bill. I speak of the word ‘‘ peddle” because 
he stood right here in his place and said: I now tender - tender 
“the 71 7 of the Populists in this Chamber; we will vote for your 
tariff bill ”—— 

Mr. ALLEN. T hope the Senator from New York does not in- 
tend to misrepresent me or misquote me. 

Mr. HILL. I do not intend to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing to be 
light as it is possible for the Senator from New 
and I know his t capacity in that direction. 

Mr. HILL. erein do I misrepresent you, pray? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me state it. I did stand in this Chamber, 
and I stand here now for the third time and repeat it, and I will 
be very brief—I did stand in this Chamber and say to the Repub- 
lican party, and I repeat it right at this moment, that whenever 
they see fit to take up their tariff bill, which they call the Dingle 
bill (I do not know why it is called that, but it is called that an 
known to the country as the Dingley bill), and put it upon its 
passage here, with the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 attached to it as a partof it, they will get 6 Popu- 
list votes here to assist in the passage of that bill. I never have 
said anything to them privately about it. All my statements have 
been made in the open; they are made in theopen now. Thereis 
not a Senator on the other side who can say that I have ever 
talked with him privately upon the subject or communicated with 
him or with their caucus. 

Why did I say it, Mr. President? Not because there is any 
dicker, for we have no occasion to dicker with the Republican 
party or the Democratic party. We are the hinge upon which 

the door swings, and we are conscious of it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly, if the Senator from New York will 

ield. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HILL. With t pleasure. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
as far as I represent this side of the Chamber and as far as Iam 
concerned I am entirely willing to accept the proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know there are some loyal men on that side of 
the Chamber, some good men on that side of the Chamber, as there 
are on this. I said that for two p ses. I said it not because I 
am committed to the policy of the a ty bill, not because I 
am a believer in the principles that underlie it, if it has any prin- 
ciples, which I very much doubt, but because I believe that the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver in this country would over- 
shadow and wipe out every evil that could spring from the tariff 
feature of that bill, and that benefit would come to the country 
and come to the people whom I represent in part in this Chamber. 

I did it, Mr. President, for another reason, and I will be en- 
tirely frank with you, Mr. President, because you can read m 
thoughts whether I express them to you or not on this subject. 
did it for the purpose of proving to the country, as I think I have 
conclusively proven, or we have proven, that when the Repub- 
lican party claims to be a party in favor of bimetallism it is guilty 
of fraud and false pretenses; and you do not dare to-day to intro- 
duce that bill with silver upon it, for you know very well if it gets 
your own votes it will become a law. Your platform of 1892 was 
a fraud, a snare, and a delusion. You are not bimetallists; you 
are not in favor of free silver. Those are the reasons. 


ut in as smalla 
ork to put aman, 


Mr. HILL. The Senator has stated the reasons very well, but 


that does not change the facts. The facts, as I understand them, 
are substantially as I stated them. As I understand it, he agrees 
with the Senator from South Carolina that there is but one prin- 
ciple mainly involved now in this campaign. In other words, 
there is but one idea which must predominate all other political 
ideas at this time; and therefore he and his friends will vote for 
a tariff bill or they will vote against a tariff bill; they will vote 
for free wool or they will vote against free wool; they will vote 
up or down a tariff schedule anyway to effect the one single ques- 
tion, although he himself knows from reading the platform of his 
party that they have a large number of other principles involved. 
erefore I think I was substantially right when I said that they 
peddled them all off for one single principle and tendered those 
votes to the Republicans, and they to their credit or to their dis- 
credit, as you may think, declined the proposition to dicker. 

Mr. ALLEN. . President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly did not intend to get into any con- 
troversy here with the Senator from New York. I supposed that 
when I corrected him, or called his attention to the mistake, there 
would be no backing and filling here. 

Mr. HILL. What was the mistake? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is attempting to put the party of 
which I am a member in an incorrect light. 

Mr. HILL. I did not intend to misrepresent you. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says now that there was an offer 
here on the part of the Populists, or upon my part, to abandon 
in favor of free silver 9 that was in the Populist plat- 
form. That is not true. ere is no truth in that statement, Mr. 
President: it is a mistake. 

There are a great many gentlemen in this Chamber and outside 
of it who have giving out in interviews and letters and 
speeches their views of Populists and Populism. A great man 
of these gentlemen have spoken of the socialistic features FEH 
the paternalistic features of the Populist party and of Populism. 1 
challenge any Senator in this Chamber, or any man outside of it, 
I care not who he may be, if he be a gentleman and a truthful 
man, to point out in any authentic docnmentissued by the Popu- 
59 pary a solitary thing that is paternalistic or socialistic in its 

aith. 

I accompany that statement with my solemn conviction that nine 
men out of ten of that class, not excluding from my statement the 
members of this Chamber., have never read the Populist platform. 
If the truth were known, there are not seven Senators out of ten in 
this Chamber who have read it or know a word it contains outside 
of the silver plank. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not know whom the Senator is 
aiming to hit. I have expressed no views in regard to the Populist 
party outside of this Chamber; but I hold in my hand a letter 
written bya Lig aga gentleman upon the other side of the 
Chamber, in which he says: 

The Populist party— 

I quote— 
favors free 8 
ere rra ree paper mmcanays . im tres eeri 
advocacy ic and paternalistic doctrines which are rous in tend- 
ency, and which would be. if adopted, destructive of free institutions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the author of that letter a Populist? 

Mr. HILL. No,sir. I said it was written bya distinguished 
Republican on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, but not a Populist? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. We do not accept his interpretation of the Pop- 
ulist platform. 

Mr. HILL. He is not only a distinguished Republican, but a 
distinguished free-silver man, an earnest, sincere, Fee alver man, 
who expresses those views. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis gratifying to learn that he is right on one 
point—that of free silver. - 

Mr. HILL. I notice that his views as thus expressed seem to 
agree entirely with the views of my friend from South Carolina, 
who, however, favors unlimited paper money. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. 8 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did I say unlimited? Did I not stop at a 
billion? Just about half, mark you; just what we issued during 
the war, when there were less than one-half the number of peo- 
ple in this country that there are now. I was willin at 


to sto} 
one billion in paper. Lou see we have about a billion done 


in silver and ead or would have if you let us coin the trash you 
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have in the Treasury, and we certainly could maintain $1 in paper 
WMG HILL. "The trash in th Treasury of which you speak 
; . e in the of which you — 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of which you speak. I do not call it trash. 
It is good moeh for me, as it is enough for my people. 

Mr. HILL. I have never called it trash. I have no doubt that 
they take it in South Carolina. 

r. TILLMAN. We would be glad to get it. 

Mr. HILL. I never have spoken of silver as trash as the Sen- 
ator has. I use his own expression. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell us just where he stands 
on silver? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; when I speak on the bond question I will. It 
would be alittle premature now. I want to wait until we come 
to that. The trash” in the Tr which you speak of could 
be coined with entire safety if such Democrats as my friend who 
combine with such Populists as my friend in front of me did not 
want to have unlimited paper money, and yet claiming all the 
while to be hard-money Democrats. That is the difficulty. The 
President in his message marked out a line. I have it here and I 
ask my friend to read it. He points out thatif the greenbacks 
were retired, the trash, as you call it, the bullion as he calls it, 
which is in the Treasury could be sner coined. 3 

Mr. ALLEN. No; he says it would be replaced by national- 
bank currency. s 4 

Mr. HILL. Only a part, he says—in part to be supplied that 
way, and the rest to be coined. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the 
Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am not to be diverted into a dis- 
cussion of the gold and silver question at this hour of the day. I 
gay ak of this now for the purpose of showing that my 
friend, who says that he is a Democrat, is wrong upon one of the 
fundamental, elementary principles of Jefferson and Jackson. 
He quoted a few moments ago something from Jackson and Jef- 
ferson from which he was willing to claim that Jackson was a 
paper-money man. It would make old Jackson, who had a sort of 
affection for the people of South Carolina—you know on one occa- 


sion especially p 

Mr. TILLMAN. He was born there. Having been born there, 
he had an affection for his birthplace. 

Mr. HILL. And of course he was a good Democrat. But m 
friend quotes him as though he was in favor of the unlimi 
issue of paper money. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party is nota proar money party. 
Greenbacks were regarded when they were issued as a temporary 
matter. What there was of the Democratic party left in those 
days voted against them. But when the war was over and the 
Republicans saw that it was necessary to restrict and contract the 
currency and do away to some extent with the greenback cur- 
rency the Democrats flopped over and became greenbackers. 
There has always been an element—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. HILL. Iam talking about Democrats, not about the Popu- 
lists. You are not obliged to defend the Democrats. 

Mr. ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has repeated here what I have heard 
fifty times in this Chamber during my incumbency of this seat, 
the stale statement that the Populist party is in favor of a limit- 
less volume of irredeemable paper money. I have taken occasion 
frequently to deny that. I now take great pleasure in giving the 
Senator the national platform of the Populist party of 1892, and 
I ask him to read it. 

Mr. HILL. I have read it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator has read that platform 

Mr. HILL. Over and over again. 

Mr. ALLEN. Over and over in, as he says; then there is 
no earthly excuse for his making the statement he has made. 

Mr. HILL. Are you in favor of greenbacks? What is your 
limit? Is it a little trifle like a billion, like the Senator Fom 
South Carolina, or several billion? 

Mr. ALLEN. I knew the Senator from New York had never 
read the Populist platform. 

Mr. HILL. I have read it. 

Mr. ALLEN. He talks like a man who has never read it. 
What does it say, Mr. President? If the Senator would not re- 
gard it as an offense, I would read the entire platform. 

Mr. HILL. I would not want to speak of that as my friend did 
about the silver in the Treasury, as trash. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but here is a magnificent opportunity to 
educate a lot of 9 people apon this platform, and the oppor- 
pose) ought to embraced. hope the Senator will let me 
read it. 

Mr. HILL. I think you had better not read it. 

Mr. ALLEN. You do not want education on this subject. 

Mr. HILL. Because, my friend, you may change your platform 


at the next convention, like your votes here change, first to one 
side and then to the other, and we can not keep track of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me say to the Senator from New York that 
if it had not been for the Populist party in this Chamber and the 


Populist pety in the other Chamber there are a great many meas- 
ures which have become laws that never would have been enacted, 
But let me return to this question—— 

Mr. HILL. I do not yield to the Senator. I am willing to 
yield that he may ask a question; but I can not yield to the - 
ator that he may read the Populist platform. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New York, like his party. 
declines knowledge when the opportunity is open to him, then i 
will take occasion when he is done to put this platform in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

Mr. HILL. The idea of expecting to get any light about public 
gestions of the day from the Populist platform! Among all the 
things said here to-day that is the worst. 

Mr. President, my friend from South Carolina, who expressed 
his affection for me, was repeatedly speaking : 

Mr. ALLEN. Who loves you. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; he said he did. He spoke of the people of the 
two old parties, to one of which he belongs now, but he is goin 
to rebel pretty soon because of the corruption, and he wante 
5 he wanted some change to induce him to go with 
the Populist party. I do not know what they want. The free 
coinage of silver will not give toany man who no money, and 
has not any ming with which to procure money, more money than 
he has. oney must be earned, whether it is gold, whether it is 
silver, or whether it is paper: There have been hard times in 
this country in the past and there will be hard timesagain. Hard 
times will produce all sorts of financial heresies, all sorts of finan- 
cial schemes. Iam not here to say that the free coinage of silver 
isa financial heresy; I do not say that. T say it is advocated b 
men of intelligence, some able students and able financiers, as 
have said before. I treat it with respect and always have, and it 
is a question about which men may well differ. But, sir, I protest 
against Democrats who profess to be Democrats offensively ar- 
raigning members of their own party because they do not pursue 
a poeno Ree exactly in accordance with their views. 

cae LMAN. about the platform, Mr. President? 

Mr. HILL. The platform of 1892 stands. Would my friend be 
content with the platform of 1892 if it should be readopted by the 
next national Democratic convention? 

Mr. ALLEN. As interpreted by Cleveland? 


Mr. HILL. I pause for a reply. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, I want * 16 to 1 or bust.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. My friend will bust,” then. (oe: That 
reminds me of the fellow who started for Pikes Peak. On his way 
one of the horses ran away and the other got sick and died, and he 
himself was injured and much disfi , While his wagon was 
all broken to pieces, and he had a sign up: To Pikes Peak or 
Bust.” We have here reiterated again ‘‘16 to 1,” the same single 
idea all the time. You are going to found a great national party 
upon a 728 idea; that is all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What founded the Republican party, which 
has governed this country since 1860 with the 1 of eight 
years? The one single dominant idea of freeing the slaves, and 
nothing else. Great parties are not founded on more than one 


idea. 
Mr. HILL. ber soon aftér the 5 party was organ- 
ized they adopted their policy in regard to free homesteads; they 


adopted their policy in regard to protection. Of course the war 
soon came on, which rendered the tariff question somewhat ob- 
scure, necessarily so, because there had to be a large tariff. 

Sir, I do not believe it is possible for a party to succeed ve: 
long upon asingleidea. The Prohibitionist party, asmall dwind- 
ling party, only containing a small number of votes, does not 
grow, because it is based upon one idea. Sir, I do not believe the 

mocrats of South Carolina will follow my friend. I do not be- 
lieve they will follow him from other States. Iam notgoing to 
reiterate what I said before upon the point of there ioe other 
questions involved. My friend wan me to read the platform 
of the Populist party, and as I am addressing the Senator from 
South Carolina and the Senator from Nebraska, and about half 
the time they are so mixed up in their views, he will pardon me—— 

oe Not so badly as you and Mr. SHERMAN are 
mix 

Mr. HILL. Mr. SHERMAN and myself are not mixed at all. 
Mr. SHERMAN and my friend agree upon the one great vital ques- 
tion of the retention of the whole five hundred million of green- 
back currency, and you want to increase it a billion more. The 
matter of a billion does not amount to anything with men of one 
idea when epee citer financial questions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ill the Senator allow me? 
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Mr. HILL. Not now. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I simply want to drop a little side remark. 


E 
Mr. HILL. I can not yield just yet. I will yield in a few 
minutes. My good friend from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] introduged 
at the beginning of this session a joint resolution proposing an 
5 to the Constitution of the United States. Here is 
section 2. 

Mr. ALLEN. Read the entire joint resolution. 

Mr. HILL. The first section is a mere matter of form, but the 
second section is as follows: 


Sxc. 2. No law to sree, a alter the established policy of the United States 
eat matter of inistration, and 


in an especially respecting our foreign 
pte Sg the public lands, taxation, and our monetary system, shall take 
effect until it been approved by the people at an election held for that 
purpose. 


Mr. ALLEN. That is right. 

Mr. HILL. The people, Mr. President! 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield? 

Mr. HILL. In a moment. I suppose the Senator will defend 
this last Populist plank, which must be orthodox, because it was 
presented by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not dealing with the referendum now. 
Iam dealing with that billion dollars on paper. You people in New 
York, or yonr people in New York, sell and buy TON thirty 
billions of agricultural products based upon nothing. Ido not 
know how many billions of Southern products, and wheat and 
corn, dealing in futures; you speculate in air—— 

Mr. ALLEN. They gamble. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, they gamble; thatis it. They gamble in 
the products of labor in this country, based on nothing, and when 
the has and farmers of the country come to Congress and ask 
to have this stop by law the attorneys of corporations, the 
bondholders, the „aud the money sharks of New York 
have more influence here than 35,000,000 of us. b 

You said in your speech the other day that you subscribed 
$450,000,000 to this loan. 

Mr. HILL. I did not subscribe. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a mere bagatelle. Why should you 
grumble if we and all of the rest of the people of the country want 
a billion of greenbacks to do our business, when you have gobbled 
up all the money of the country, when you have a tollgate on it 
and when you have contracted it, so that you can handle an 
hoard it, and hammer our products down and prevent the blood 
from circulating through the body? And you sneer because we 
want a billion. Yes; we do want it, and we are going to have it, 
so help-us God! 

Mr. . Ishouldlike to have my friend explain, if to-morrow 
this eee e should = at ge 3 a mere Ldap rss 2 8 
lion, of cks, how it is going to help you people down South. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will you let me tell you? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will pay for these battle ships; we will 
fortify our entire coast from one end of it to the other; we will 
put every wheel in the United States into motion; we will putevery 
tramp at work, and we will give every farmer money, so as to be 
able to buy clothes and shoes for his wife and children. That is 
what we will do. 

Mr. HILL. And the millennium will then come! 


Mr. ALLEN. No. £ 

Mr. HILL. Hereisthis Jeffersonian-Jacksonian Democrat going 
into extravagant appropriations of · money, into great systems of 
public improvements, and all sorts of expensive navies and an 
army, and going to do everything at governmental expense, I sup- 


Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. 
aeri HILL. Would the Democracy of South Carolina sanction 
t 

Mr. TILLMAN. What are we seeing here? The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] told us yesterday that this Congress 
has appropriated or promises to appropriate $600,000,000 in one 
ear. t are you going to do with it? 0 8 it on ra 
thing? Very well; let us spend it so as 3 the people at work. 
That is the doctrine which has been preached here to-day. I say 
let us have it, but do not let us have any more bonds to buy it 
with, which bear interest and which are mortgages upon the labor 

of the country; but let us have the greenbacks. 
Mr. HILL. The greenbacks would be a debt; the greenbacks 


would have to be paid at some time or other. f 
Mr. ALLEN and Mr. TILLMAN. But they no not bear in- 
terest. 


Mr. HILL. Oh, it is a question simply of interest, then, is it? 

Mr. ALLEN. A question of interest. d 

Mr. HILL. You ps not know what you are going todo. Are 
you going to issue bonds or are you going to issue greenbacks? I 


tell my friend that money is only the representative of wealth or 
labor. This, then, is the programme: Issue the greenbacks; let 
the Government issue them; issue them for public improvements. 
They do not propose to issue them even under the McKinley régime 
to manufacturers, dothey? I do not suppose they intend to do that 
right directly from the Treasury, but 5 7 they are going to 
do it indirectly, as my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER} knows all about. I do not see how they are going to give a 
man a dollar unless he has earned it. I do not see how a profes- 
sional man would get another dollar if the Treasury were full of 
gold or full of silver unless he earned it. 

Mr. President, it is this false doctrine that the people are to get 
rich by public legislation against which I protest. I protest 
against this new-fangled doctrine—call it South Carolina De- 
mocracy, or Populist Democracy, or what you please to call it— 
that the people are to get rich simply by the Government issuing 
more money. It isa false idea, I tell my friend, and when he goes 
to the people upon that idea and tells that to the plain farmer or 
the mechanic or the metres, re people of this country, so help 
me God” he will be deceived. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President,no man expects, least of all do 
I expect, that when this money is issued it is to be given to any- 
body; but if you put in circulation in this country money enoug 
that can not be contracted and expanded at the will of the banks 
so as to raise or lower prices at the will of the speculators, when 
you get money that they can not dam up, when you decentralize 
the money by a new 8 tem, so that the people of the 
whole country can go to the and get money instead of pay- 
ing toll to New York, your great millionaires in New York will 
become poor and the happy prosperous farmers of this country 
will be more numerous. 

Mr. HILL. There is nothing to prevent the millionaires or 
the farmers or the mechanics or the laborers of South Carolina 
from establishing a bank to-day if they have the money with 
which to do it. y can not pledge old worn-out lands to get 
money on. The People must labor and uce something that 
produces wealth. ere is no more exclusive monopoly in na- 
tional banks than in any other kind of banks. Any man who has 
got the capital may establish one. It may do for a while, like 
my friend here, to preach this sort of doctrine to the people; it 
may do in hard times, you will then find listeners, but you can 
ae po the people, in m 1 in 3 feis EEk is con- 
8 y calling people gold bugs,” constantly calling every- 
body who lives in New York a millionaire” will not do. We 
have, Mr. President, our poor people in New York and we have 


our rich le. 

Mr. TILEMAN Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say all you New Yorkers were mil- 
lionaires, because you have more white slaves in sight of the 
Statue of Liberty, or within 10 miles of it, than are to be found 
in any other area on the American continent. 

Mr. HILL. That is an old story with my friend, which he has 
repeatedly told on the stump. The State of New York is no dif- 
ferent from any other State. We have got just and equal laws, 
made by the people of our State. Our people are fndustrious. 
What money they have they have acquired by hard labor upon 
their farms, in their manufactories, and they are, in the main, a 
contented and happy people. There will be in times like these 
some distress; there be times when labor will be scarce; there 
will be times when labor will be plentiful; there will be times of 
high prices, and there will be times of low a What I say is 
that it is the height of sm to at t to preach to the 
people that all of this condition of affairs which has occurred in 
all the periods of the world can be cured by legislation. It can 
not be done. Legislation may aid us in the great battle of life; it 
may do us some good, as good laws may help and bad laws ma 
injure some; but, in the main, the doctrine which I teach an 
the doctrine which I learned from my father, and which I think 
should be taught to future generations, is that, in the main, every 
man in this free country of ours is the architect of his own for- 
tune. Each man has the same right to become a millionaire as 
the sons of men in New York who have accumulated their mil- 
lions, and honestly. 

Sir, it is not necessary that I should to any extent defend what 
are called the millionaires of Wall street. They are like every- 
one else, they are endeavoring to get rich. The farmers are try- 
ing to better their condition, trying to educate their children; the 
laborers are trying to build their humble homes; all are trying to 
Sra ere condition ir life. They can not be much aided by 

ts} ation, 
. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
to interrupt him? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 


Mr. HILL. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why do you resist, then, the repeal of legis- 
lation which we have tried to get undone here? Why do you pre- 
ten be Nee 5 tei miey Wica we nae tas aides a 

y do you 5 ae e people by cutting the 
standard in half, and thereby reducing the value of ev ing in 
this country one-half except debts, and reducing the productions 
of labor one-half, and then say legislation has nothing to do 
with it? You can not deny the proposition that by bad laws this 
country has been brought toa condition of bankruptcy; and it 
will only be by having good laws and a change of the system 
inaugurated which will restore any decent degree of pri rity. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, physical facts have a great deal to 
do with the prosperity of a country. In nearly every twenty-five 
years of the history of this country, eyen when our fathers before 
us were governing the country, we had bad times; we had periods 
of excitement, we had periods of depression, when prices were low, 
when men were suffering for money and for the necessaries of life. 
It will be so during all the future history of this country. 

The solution of the silver question, sir, will not cure all the 
evils. It may help some, ing to my friend from South 
Carolina, if he solves it, and it may not. Iam not now going to dis- 
cuss the silver question. Let us reserve that for some other day. 
Iam simply now going to call the attention of my friend to this 
fact. It is evident from his views that while he does not profess 
Populism he is making steady strides toward that party. He 
agrees with that party in the main on some of its essential features. 
Lask him to remain with the true men from the South and the 
West in the endeavor to have party reforms within party lines. 

What will be the effect of the action which he unwisely sug- 
gests? The effect of the action which he suggests will be a split 
at Chicago, and our Republican friends be intrenched in 
power for another quarter of a century, with all the evils which 
nid. DEAE cian. tip tending of tie people Sint & 

mocracy means the teaching of the people tha’ can 
get rich simply b ee: I will have none of it. That is not 

e Democracy of Jefferson and Jackson; it is not, as I think, true 
South Carolina Democracy. If Democracy means the issue of 
paper money as the future money of this country, I will have none 
of it. Ihave never believed, and do not believe, that the Demo- 
cratic party think that this Government has the real constitu- 
tional power to make paper currency a legal tender. Weopposed 
it when it was done and we criticised the decision of the Supreme 
Court on that subject. The Democratic party is to-day thoroughly 
in favor of hard money and toa paper currency. e 
position of the Democratic is that this country can not be 
made rich simply by legislation. Now, my friend I have thus 
discussed our respective positions. My friend does not wish to do 
me injustice. 

Sir, Ido not for Wall street, and he knows it. Innocam- 

ign of mine, from the first I made in the Empire State, have I 
ever had the support of any considerable number of the men who 
do business upon Wall street. I have antagonized their views. 
I have endeavored, so far as I could, to keep the Democracy of New 
York with the Democracy of the rest of the country, upon the 
financial as well as upon other questions; yet the Senator from 
South Carolina, in the heat of argement, in the excitement of de- 
bate, when he says he is g desperate, or the e are 
ie pa desperate, stigmatizes me as the representative of Wall 
8 

Mr. President, the very men who are engaged in bonds 
are largely Republicans. The Democratic party in New York in 
the main is composed of the masses of the le, some 
and business men, the farmers, mechanics, and the men of aver- 
age means. Those are the men who stood by the Senator's State 
in the days when it needed friends; they are the men who stood 
up for Democratic principles, who have resisted the bills which 
were intended to harass and annoy your people. They are the 
men to whom the Democracy of every State have never appealed 
in vain to do what they could to aid the Democratic cause. We 
were the followers not of Wall street; we were the followers of 
Horatio Seymour; we were the followers of Samuel J. Tilden; we 
were the followers of the men whoin this body and in other bodies 
were trying to do all they could for the Democratic party when 
extremecounsels prevailed elsewhere, so that we were handica 
in all our efforts. Our friends who have only the one idea of silver 
forget all this. They think they are strong enough to branch out 
for themselves. Be not deceived. The man from the South or 
the West who tries to take the Democratic party masses away 
from the old party upon the single idea of silver will find himself 
mistaken. Disaster will come, and the whole country be lost to 
the Democratic party if any such effort succeeds. 

Let us discuss this question of financial differences in a manly, 
in a fair, in an honest, and sincere way. I can discuss it without 
making any unkind remarks as to those who differ with me. 


What does it do for Democrats to arraign the Administra- 
tion which they helped to put in power because upon a few 
c TA ANAO. ‘hn EON tas 
asury have up agai e en 

stood up against legislation which has been forced upon him. I 
am not here to defend any pension vetoes. I know nothing in 
regard to the merits of them one way or the other. There have 
been a few pension vetoes. Such is venom, such the malice, 
such the indiscretion, such the ju t of my friend, that he 
thinks it is necessary to go out of his way to stir up some preju- 
dice against the Democratic President of the United States 
cause he may have vetoed some bill for some deserter or tramp 
or somebody or other of that kind. Oh,no; Mr. President—— 

Mr. AL . Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the 
Senator from Ne praska? 

Mr. HILL. Not now, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. HILL. I want the Democratic pay rotected, if it can 
be, from such extreme utterances. The identis in power; he 
was placed there by Democratic votes. I differ from many things 
in his Administration. It is not necessary that I should publish 
or proclaim them. He, in my humble judgment, is not a candi- 
date for reelection. Why trouble ourselves in regard to him or 
those who surround him? Let us prepare for the conflict against 
our common enemies and not quarrel here among ourselves. For 
one, I say to you, I protest against a few men, whether in the South 
or in the West, taking that position on a single idea. I deny that 
my friend speaks for the South. I deny that those speak for the 
West who assume to say that tais peo to be wrecked, divided, 
and split upon this one question of the details of financial legisla- 
ti 


on. 

Mr. President, it will be a sad day for the country when that 
occurs. The Democratic has done much for the country in 
the past, and it is capable of doing much for it in the future. 
What I suggest is that we should pursue 22 In essen- 
in nonessentials, liberty; in all gs, charity.” 


tials, ani 

Mr. Mr. President, I gave notice last night, not fully 
apprehending how dreary a day it would be, but feeling that 
there might be trouble, that unless the pending bill was finished 


I would ask for a night session. Now, in view of the fact that 
the entire week has been consumed with this one appropriation 
bill, nominally, four-fifths of the time having been taken up by 
discussions entirely outside of the bill, I appeal to Senators to 
stand by in some endeavor or some plan for ing of the bill. 
Otherwise to-morrow morning we be in precisely the same 
situation as we were this morning, and the day will go and noth- 
ing will be done. Iam entirely willing either to stay now until 
7 or 8 o'clock, until we finish the bill, or to have a night session. 
Tasku nanimousconsent that the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to the request. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask unanimous consent that we stay here 
to-night until the bill is finished. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


get another ent, and ask the sense of the Senate ona night 
session. I will however, make another proposition, that the bill 
At 11 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. At 11 o'clock, taking a recess until that hour; that 
the consideration of the bill proceed until 2 o'clock; that after 
that time it be considered under the five-minute rule until 4 
o’clock, when the final vote shall be taken upon the bill and 
anit, President, it that in making that proposi 

— ident, it seems to me i pr tion 
we avoid the inconvenience of a night session, although we fre- 
uently have night sessions in the month of each session of 
mgress, and may have to have them hereafter. I gave notice 
last night to that effect, so that there should be no surprise; but 
to avoid either staying here now or coming here to-night I restate 
the proposition, that we take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow 
morning, that the bill be then at once taken up and continued 
until 2 o’clock—that is three hours—that then it be considered 
under the five-minute rule until 4 o’clock, when the vote shall be 
taken upon the bill and the ding amendments. If that be 
agreed to, I shall not ask the Senate to vote upon a proposition 
for a night session. Otherwise, I must take the sense of the Sen- 
ate as to some method of disposing of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the anxiety of the Senator from 
Maine to dispose of the bill at an early date, and there is no dis- 
position on 1 par: to prolong its consideration unduly. I donot 
think the bi been delayed unduly, except possibly to-day, 
when we entered into the discussion of matters which have no 

relation to this particular measure. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator that while, of course, in the last month of the session we usu- 
ally hold night sessions, because we are pressed for time, that 
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observation does not apply in this case. No time has yet been fixed 
for Congress to adjourn, and it can not at present be said that this 
is the last month of the session. 

At the same time I suggest to the Senator that he agree that the 
Senate shall meet to-morrow at the usual time (to-morrow being 
Saturday, it will be almost impossible to get Senators here earlier 


than that hour) and proceed with the bill immediately after the 
ordinary morning business is concluded, which will consume 
some ten or fifteen minutes. Then let the general discussion go 
on until half past 2 o’clock, and after that under a ten-minute 
rule, with the distinct understanding that we shall remain here 
and finish the bill to-morrow night. The reason why I do not 
want to agree to fixing an exact time for a vote is because it 
might exclude some amendments, as we know has been the case 
heretofore under such agreements; but we can continue under 
the ten-minute rule after half past 2 o’clock, or I have no objec- 
tion to the five-minute rule, provided the amendment that is 
pending from the Committee on Naval Affairs in regard to the 
rice of armor is disposed of before half past 2. That amendment 
do not believe can be disposed of under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HALE. I will accept 

Mr. GORMAN. We agree to vote on the bill before we 
adjourn to-morrow evening. f 

Mr. HALE. Iaccept that proposition. I wish to be entirely 
reasonable in every respect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before I can consent to any agreement, 1 
wish to make a statement. I have been in my seat for three con- 
secutive days waiting to offer an amendment on which I desire to 
be heard briefly, a little longer than five minutes, possibly fifteen 
minutes, and I think it is due to my constituents that I should 
have that privilege. I have neglected other business and have 
been here at my personal inconvenience listening to speeches to 
which I did not care to listen, not knowing when they might be 
completed, and while I am very desirous to have the bill finished, 
I shall rather insist on my right to offer the amendment and to be 
heard upon it for about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. . Iwill agree, so far as I can, as the m. rof the 
bill, that after disposing of the present amendment the Senator's 
amendment shall come up next, so that he shall have the oppor- 
tunity he desires. ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Allright. 

Mr. HALE. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] asks unanimous consent that the pending bill may be taken 
up for consideration immediately after the routine business to- 
morrow morning; that its consideration shall be continued until 
2 o’clock under the ordinary rule, but after 2 o’clock the debate 

shall gocen under the five-minute rule, and that the bill and all 
amendments shall be disposed of before adjournment to-morrow 
ht. Is there objection? 
r. SQUIRE. I wish to say that I have one or two amend- 
ments which I wish to present. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Washington shall have an op- 
portu 2 got in his amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam authorized to move the pending amend- 
ment by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs; and in order 
that it may be within the rule, I ask that it may be referred to the 
Committee on 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. HALE. 1 move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 2, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 1, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. Á 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

RAMSAY CROOKS. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8.115) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks. 

Whereas Ramsay Crooks, late of the State of New York, was, du the 
years 1842 to 1847,inclusive, a duly authorized and licensed trader, doing busi- 
ness with the In of Lake Superior, during which period he furnished 
said Indians a large amount of supplies necessary for their subsistence, and 
the chase; that in the he was su 


to enable them to carry on 
he left an out- 


by others as traders for said Indians, whereby 


and from a certain other band, known as the Chippewa Indians of the Mi 
sippi, the sum of $3,308.82, making a total amount of such indebtedness of 
$9,719.62; Therefore 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and there hereby ce) hpt A amapan out of 
ot o 


respective bands, and 
or to become due, from the 


coe primis Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the report should be read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The zepon is somewhat lengthy, and if it 
will satisfy the gentleman I can make a short statement of the 
facts and of the p of the bill. This bill is for the payment 
of a claim against the Chippewa and Winnebagoshish Indians of 
Minnesota. The bill has y passed the Senate, and has been 
favorably reported by the House Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The claim is for supplies furnished to these two bands or tribes of 
Indians by Mr. Crooks in his lifetime, and the only object of the 
bill is to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to inquire into and 
ascertain the exact amount due to the heirs of Mr. Crooks for the 
supplies furnished, and to pay the same and charge it to the 
account of these Indians, who have at this time large annuities to 
their credit in the Treasury. The claim was considered in and 
a the Fifty-first Congress, and was reported favorably in the 

1 


fty-second 1 Eu 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
these Indians have a large sum to their credit now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The question arose in my mind, on hearing 
the bill read, whether or not it was specific and clear enough. In 
other words, whether by implication it did not require the Govern- 
ment to make dr of this amount, and then, if any funds 
should be pl to the credit of these Indians hereafter, to charge 
itu ainst them. 

r. TAWNEY. Iam informed that these Indians have a large 
amount of money to their credit at the present time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been referred to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has been before the De ent. It will be 
observed that this bill simply authorizes the tary to ascertain 
the amount actually due, and provides that the amount so ascer- 
tained shall be paid and charged to the account of these Indians. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the report contain a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or from the Secretary of the 
Interior approving this bill? 

Mr. TA V. It does not contain anything from the present 
Secretary of the Interior, but the claim has been approved by the 
Department in pon Administrations. One of the members of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, the gentleman from New York 
pe TACHE] , informs methat the present Secretary has approved 

ill. : 


Mr. FISCHER. My recollection is that this bill has the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. Iwill state that that rec- 
ollection is founded upon the fact that the committee has recom- 
mended no bills at this session that have not had the approval of 
the Department. Iam satisfied, therefore, that this has gone to 
the Department for 8 

Mr. CKERY. But the committee have no communication 
in writing from the Secretary of the Interior approving the bill? 

Mr. FISCHER. All approvals from the Department are in 
writing, and possibly I can find this one in the committee room. 
The 8 does not send us any merely oral approvals. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Several gentlemen around me suggest a 
query which I will propound to the gentleman in charge of this 
w 59 their information: Why has not this claim been paid here- 

ore 

Mr. TAWNEY. In 39 5 to that I can only say that after the 
supplies were furnished, Mr. Crooks went to the West Indies, re- 
mained there for some time, and died there. After his death his 
estate was administered, and the heirs, who were at that time 
scattered all over the country, could not and did not take imme- 
diate action to recover this claim, but as soon as they could the 
did take such action, and since that time they have been proceed- 
ing diligently in the prosecution of their claim before Congress in 
order to secure its adjustment by giving the Secretary of the In- 
terior authority to ascertain the amount and to pay sth same out 
of the annuities due these Indians. 


Mr. DINGLEY. When were these supplies furnished? 
Mr TAWNEY. In 1845, I think. The date is set forth in the 
repo: 


1896. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Who was Mr. Crooks? mei 

Mr. TAWNEY. He was a licensed trader with the Indians, 
and these supplies were furnished to these tribes. In fact, the 
amount claimed by the estate is larger than the amount in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me read this to the gentleman from this 
claimant’s own statement: 

For the balance due and remaining unpaid for the merchandise furnished 
them in the course of the trade carried on with them by the agents of the 
American Fur Company from the year 1817 to 1841, inclusive, when myself 
and associates assumed the business and carried it on with these Indians to 
the same extent as for the preceding twenty-five years, say $206.80 per an- 
num for twenty-five years, amounting in all to $5,170, and from the year 1842 
to 1848, when the trade passed from mine to the hands of Charles W. Boru 
and Charles H. Oakes, six years, at $206.80, $1,240.80, making together $4,410.80, 

And so on, and so on. This man seems to have been the as- 
signee of the American Fur Company, and this claim goes back 
into ancient history. I must object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

WILSON VS. xLAURN. 


Mr. CODDING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report from 
the Committee on Elections No. 3, in the case of Joshua E. Wilson 
vs. John McLaurin. The resolutions in the report represent the 
unanimous sense of the committee, and Lask for immediate action. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Joshua E. Wilson was not elected a Representative in the 
Soe Congress from the Sixth Congressional district of South Carolina, 
ani 


not entitled to the seat. 
Resolved, That John McLaurin was elected a Representative in the Fifth- 


fourth Congress from the Sixth district of South Carolina, and is entitled to 
e sesat. P 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolutions, they 
were agreed to. 


ELECTION CONTEST—MURRAY VS. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I desire to submit a privileged report. 
The Committee on Elections No. 3 have directed me to submit 
their report on the contested election case of Murray vs. Elliott, 
from the First Congressional district of South Carolina. I ask 
that the report be printed and that consent be given to the mi- 
nority of the committee to submit their views at any time before 
this case is called up for consideration. 

; resolutions appended to the report of the committee are as 
ollows: 


Resolved, That William Elliott was not elected and is not entitled to a seat 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress from the First Congressional district of South 


Carolina. 
Resolved, That George W. Murray was elected and is entitled to a seat in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from First Congressional district of South 


The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be ordered 
to be printed and referred to the House Calendar. If there be no 
objection, the minority of the committee will have leave to file 
their views at any time before the case is called up. 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6307) to amend section 4 of 
the act approved March 2, 1895, being an act amendatory of an 
act with reference to the postal service; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TALLAHATCHIE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 

Mr. KYLE. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H.Res. 137) declaring a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, 
State of Mississippi, a lawful structure. 

The joint resolution, with the substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resoiution. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be Son 
ton a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KYLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R.3826) providing for the election of 
a Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the 
United States from the District of Alaska shall be chosen by the people 
thereof, who shall be a citizen of the United States and shall discharge like 


duties and be entitled to the same 125 6 eee e and emoluments as are 
i , exercised, and enjoyed by Delegates from the several Territories 


180. 


of the United States in the House of Representatives. 

Sec. 2. That the first Delegate shall be chosen for the remainder of the term 
of the Fifty-fourth and for the full term of the Fifty-Hfth Congress 
at the same election, su Delegate shall be chosen for the 
full term of the Congress next 
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Src. 3. That the first election of such Delegate shall be held on the Ist da 
of October, in — hay 1896, and thereafterwards such elections shall be he 


on the first Tuesday of September in each year when the members of the 
House of Representatives are chosen. HAE 

Sec. 4. That the governor, United States district judge, clerk of the dis- 
trict court, and United States marshal of the district, immediately after the 
passage of this act, shall establish polling Py ape located as conveniently as 
may be, for the general accommodation of the voters, the whole number of 
suc. polling 8 not tu exceed 100 for the first election, and shall pene 
regulations for ascertaining the qualifications of voters and for holding the 
election which shall be binding upon the officers conducting the same. 
They s also appoint an election board for each polling place, composed of 
a judge, two inspectors, and two clerks, not more than ens of whom shall 
belong to the same political v. so far as it shall be found practicable to 
obtain suitable persons of erent political parties. 

The governor shall, by proclamation, give sixty days’ notice of the time 
when and of the polling places where the election shail be held, and shall also 
issue the necessary instructions to the election boards in conformity to the 

lations aforesaid. 
zc. 5. That all male citizens of the United States who shall have attained 
the age of 21 years, and who shall have been actual residents of said District 
for four months last prior to the election, shall be entitled to vote by ballot 
at one polling place and no more, at each election, fora ate to represent 
said District of Alaska in the House of Representatives of the United States. 

Sec. 6. That the election boards shall make return forthwith by mail and 
such other convenient method of transmission as they may deem trust- 
worthy, of the results of the election at their several polling places, to the 
clerk of the United States district court of said District, who shall compile 
the same and report tothe governor the number of ballots cast for each 
candidate; and the person having the greatest number of votes cast by the 
electors qualified as herein proyided, returns of which have m re- 
ceived on or before the second Tuesday of November next following the 
election, shall be declared elected by the governor, who shall issue his certifi- 
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Sec. 7. That mses incurred in carrying the foregoing provisions 
into effect, not ex: ing $5 at any one polling place, including posting of 
notices and making and transmi the returns of election therein, nor 
$3,000 in the aggregate for the election in the entire District, shall be audited 
and paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect on its passage. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not proper to object to the consideration 
of the bill; but if it be considered I shall ask a little time to pre- 
sent 8 with reference to it. 

Mr. ERSON. Unless there is some agreement as to the 
time to be occupied (and it must be a brief time) it will be my 
auy to object, use of the ial order. 

r. SCRANTON. How much time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the bill can be disposed of in thirty or 
forty minutes—say thirty minutes—I shall be willing to let it go 
forward; otherwise, in justice to the special order and to those 
interested in amendments, I shall feel it my duty to object. 

Mr. SCRANTON. If we can have forty minutes, I think that 
time will be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SCRANTON] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill just read and that a vote be taken on it in forty min- 
utes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, during a series of well-attended meetings within the past 
three months, has given patient and thorough attention to the 
condition of Alaska. Of the many measures of remedial legisla- 
tion proposed for her people the committee has selected the bill 
now presented for consideration of this House, and, with but a 
single dissenting voice, has indorsed a request for favorable action. 
It has seemed to us that the time had come when something should 
be done for Alaska, and that the best way to help her was to en- 
able her citizens to help themselves by admitting their duly elected 
representative to the privileges of a Delegate in Congress. Since 
this was first attempted fourteen years ago, in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, when M. D. Ball appeared in Washington as the duly 
elected and accredited representative of Alaska, and unsuccess- 
fully knocked at the door of this House during that entire Con- 
gress, the country has witnessed the marvelous development of 
Alaska’s mines and fisheries. Her white population, despite the 
most adverse civil conditions, has also increased during that period 
to twice as many thousands as there were hundreds in 1880. The 
conditions now seem to justify the recognition desired, as is more 
fully set forth in the committee’s report, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3826) entitled “A bill providing for the election of a Delegate from the Dis- 
trict of Alaska to the House of Representatives of the United States.“ have 
had it under consideration, and respectfully report the same with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

A similar bill was unanimously reported by the Committee on the Terri- 
tories of the House of Representatives near the close of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, but too late for further action, in support of which that committee 


said: wee: 

The isolated condition of the Territory of Alaska and the great distance 
from the seat of Government renders it impracticable for Congress to know 
the condition of the Territory. Ithasreceived but small attention from Con- 

since the pansaga of the act organizing a district government in 1884. 
Fhe development of the country, the increase of population, and the invest- 
ment of capital demand a more pat Set he ag and more legislation 4 
Congress, which can only be formula by those who are acquainted wi 
the environment and needs of the Territory.“ 

In submitting a like report in favor of the passage of this bill 
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2 committee 883 to enlarge somewhat upon the views thus 

efly and = tated by th — the committee of the Fifty-third Congress. 
The District of a surface area of 677,000 square miles, or one- 

sixth that of the whole Gaited States and Ter Territories, and by its location is of 

comman importance to our future commercial and Eitel 3 

5 of its internal prs anger Fe itis essentially an outlying dependen 

the e erga part of our Sonn which we can afford to neglect or leave 

‘ol Stites its circumstan 


sparse This peculiar ce of itself ren- 
8 ee Dal te ind nsable upon this floor. 
8 coalare ly known to be very 
8 inexhaustible e has now the largest stamp mill in ya 


tely become one of the greatest gold-p roducing 


avo than TEES food fish swarmin her waters. Her salmon, cod, 
2000 8 eed the world. The annual uct of salmon is now over 

He: fur-bearing animals now co ta an Bare nase apa 
supply. and and such is the meee of the country that they are not likely ever 


derived from the fact that her 
all the rest 


5 3 of 1890: White, * FAAN 
1,823; Indiar, 23,531; eee all others, 112; total, 32,052. 
Governor Sheakley, in 8 report forthe yours 1895, estimates the u- 
lation at 8,000, of whom 1 ren ee: 8 e ee 
= pares now to be more than 10,000, four-fifths of which 5 a sonth: 
tern Alaska, the city of Juneau alone having 
— every indication of its great and Seinen tk increase, f. 
this vast must continue to attract capital and labors for all time. 
The mixed population, generally the R 
their natural 


‘census officials reported to be rapidly diminishing in numbe: 
dians rally to be not increasing much. much, if t all Beane a popu- 


United States, and by reason ic the absence an unusual propor- 

peg ne reer pr eee & prospective increase to which no limits 
can be oS inhabi nd veloping a 8 com one-sixth the 
area oF mo United Sta the Pacific 


Ocean and its principal lines ee 8 N l ous yet so situated that 
reason of Eire nese ee 


Union, or even be benefited by a Territorial form of government—certainly 
2 for maoy to come—a population 
olly de dependent u 


tation emana! m N in framing the laws 
or representat are . 


They have not even . wer to protest on the floor af r 
. at enact im: 111... eeatined y their pe- 


tuation. 
Some idea ee eae g need that Alaska has of 
me may pua repre: 


sentation on this floor b; Share paring ess NOW 8 
Alas ta, much of it of a dainental nature, . taxation. . 
the preservation of Breca and good order very ice of civi- 
communities, wi e old States and Territories. 
Take New York, for * tors and 34 3 The 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this session thus far indi $no ponin: of 
15 bills, memorials, and resolutions of a 5 e from that S ith 


Oklahoma, with her complicated a2 ding local matters, while 
DOAA Dao ES Ana uding not I Dil and some that ee 
pen 


ə unfortunate state of Alaska is owing 
aa cee lack of reliable sources 


Dulane’ resident of the Territo: 8 — aul eie 5 
Judge a nt e: or sev Fears. an ya 

painted judge of the United States district court of Alaska, who declares in 
eff tha fintion $ for 


until she is properly represented on the floor of the 
“On BOARD CITY or TOPEKA, pdr 1895. 
“Con 1 eee aa eee eee e ero 
feel ike helping ountry should be first to securing a Delegate. 


After, that other thmgs will come. 
“Truly, yours, A. K. DULANEY.” 

We insert pable showing the white and total population of twelve of the 
States and of the Territory of Arizona at the census nearest the date of their 
organization as Araiatik Tt will — observed that in manꝝ of them the 
enumeration was made several Ds org ong representation by te was 

accorded, ony it is well 2 the na etig of population was very rapid 
immediately after thair organization. Itis not probable that the average 
white eigin fee in 5 cases at the time of their becoming Territories, 
with local governments and her sina in was over 3,000, while 
Alaska already has over 10,000 whi 


Population by census near- 
Date of or- | est date of organization. 
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taht "330 11.880 
138 | 115% 

73 | 9118 
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ft... community to the 


important comm 
country a have two great committees = 
Py at their service and are in close —— with all 8 


Thus it appears that this great and increasing body of isolated American 
citizens, holding a position and possessin; 8 and p> Brot vier interests not in- 
ferior to those of many of the States, loral and to the nation at large, present 


and p ve, and who now require representation more than any other. 
is the ion of our countrymen whi wild 3 
Staonal 8 who, like aliens and Indians, are 


sense. 
One other feature of the condition of our fellow-citizens in Alaska has im- 
pressed itself upon us with great force. Most of their relations are direct 
with the General Government and the people are in constant need of a Dele- 
po of their es choice responsible to them for the attention which their 
umerable affairs require at the several Executive Departments in Wash- 
tanon; and not less necessary is it for the Departments that they should be 
in communication with some one whose duty it is to be correctly informed 
upon the various 8 which arise. 


Accordingly, we * this bill earnestly supported 
Prides oan er Rarer 4888 larger part of 9 alone 
In fact, the honorable Assistant Secretary Hamlin a ed bef th 
committee and very earnestly and r eee ee the im 3 
2 that Departa TVT culty 

wil ent, he persona! often found great t 
in de the proper line of action for want of some reliable inf 2 
respo 


Bally —— n 5 of the her ree matter n 
the widely scattered pop FF 


ver, have na 
the delicate questions which 


ober iy ven at the election, all the returns will be in the hands of the 
House, with power to seat or reject the candidate. as shall be deemed for the 
best interest of the whole people of Alaska; nor will the provisions of this 


p be operative beyond the first election. ence will be 

MT has boon thought best to limit tho right to vote in the first election to 
vo 

male citizens of the United State 21 of and upward. This rule is 


age 
simple and safe. To authorize any but citizens to vote is to deprive citize 
555 This rule will doubtful q — 


VV 
VVVVVVVVFVCFVVCV seed Nodes TACA ol mixed Indians,” 
No “ 
not ex 800 or 400 voters, that whole ion being 1,823 in the year 
3 y diminishing. (See Census Alaska.“ page xi. 
It . i 


American 
terms 00 the treaty with Russia dated 30. 1867, which provides: 
“ART. ee inhabitants of the ceded retains ES 1 to their choice 
reserving natural allegiance. ussia three years; 
but if they should prefer to remain in the ceded tht 


may return to 
exception of the uncivilized native tribes, shall he admitted 70 the enjo: t 
of all the rights. advantages, and immunities of citizens of the Uni tates, 
and shall be maintained and protected in er their liberty. 
torent and 3 The uncivilized tribes will be subject to such laws 
the United States may from time to time adopt in regard 
i tn tribes of that country.“ 

Whether these three or four hundred men (at most) shall vote or not. 
vided that they are not connected with the uncivilized tribes, can Lo ay ri- 
ally affect the result, as there are probably five or six thousand white Amer- 
ican citizens entitled to vote. 

The governor, the judge of the district amil the clerk, and the marshal of 
the district, who are familiar with the ty, the dec the status of the in- 
habitants, and the whole situation are by th the 0 bill ed with thi 
ment of the Dati places, the appointment of election 
of all ee instructions for the conduct of the election. 

Miner the of 


Mr. took 
and whois familiar with the whole coast to Point Barrow, in the Arctic Ocean, 
estimates the whole number of voters at points north of Unalaska at 50 and 
that not more than 4 polling places for them would be necessary. 
Unalaska, the most 3 the Northern Pacific Ocean, and prob- 
any Aarni great ver cay pag 1,250 miles westerly of Sitka, the APSA 


ve Aleutian Islands atretch 5 Unalaska toward 

nalaske and Sitka to 55 e 
astern Alaska, including Si ake and Juneau, 
estimated to contain about 3,000 voters. can be accommodated at 10, while the 
Yukon Valley, practically including all the rest, will require but g or4 pollin: 
places. Thus 8 nine-tenths of the voters of the whole District w: 


need but 22 stations. 
conceivable allowance forincrease of 


people eee. — 8 as they 
have no laws for the le A collection of 8 it is but right that the 
United States should provide for the first election. The vast mass of pend- 
ing | tion concerning Alaska, as well as the great eee boundary 
q on (all making a Delegate on this floor so necessary), is y sure to 
go over to the short session next winter, when it may be hoped that it will 


receive consideration. 

The bill therefore des for an election of a Delegate tothe short session 
of this as well as to the Fifty-fifth Con and the time is fixed for the elec- 
tion this year in 8 although, but for the work (which will 
be less hereafter), September would be the better month on account of the 
shortness of the — 

A mail steamer leaves Unalaska for — October 15, and other 3 


Washington eee at the the ma 


sion, during which, from the ent of legislatio: dee 
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and of many others who know the situation, have prayed for her this privi- 
lege- if, indeed, it be not an inherent right—a privilege the exercise of 
which is as important to the country at large as to herself. 

They are the only body of American citizens who have no voice whatever 
in the making of the laws by which they are governed, and, in view of all the 
preceding considerations, your committee urge the ediate passage of 
this bill in order that the necessary preparations may be made for an elec- 
tion next October. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the remainder of 
the report be printed in the RECORD without reading, as I find 
that it will take up more time than I have to spare. y 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is at liberty to dispense with 
the reading of the report—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like, before proceeding 
with this any further, to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. I see that there is a provision in the bill for the election 
of a Delegate to represent that part of the Territory at the remain- 
der of this session of Congress as well as in the next Congress. 
Now, does the gentleman think it would be desirable to put in 
operation the machinery of an election to supply a Delegate from 
that Territory for the remainder of this Co ? And does he 
think it advisable, especially in view of the fact that it will be 
necessary to change the date of the election from that on which 
the election is usually held? Does he not think it better to provide 
a Delegate to be elected to take his seat at the beginning of the 
regular session of the next Congress, instead of going through the 
form and putting in operation the machinery of an election to 
provide one for the ninety days of this Congress? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I will reply by asking the gentleman an- 
other question. Do you not think that it would be a good busi- 
ness operation to get a large share of work out of a Delegate, at 
proportionate cost, at this term of Congress—work that is neces- 
sary to be performed for the benefit of that Territory—rather than 
to wait for the session of the next Congress? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, my observation has led 
me to conclude, and my exverience has shown me in connection 
with such matters in this House, that men coming to Congress 
for the first time, and occupying their seats for the ninety days of 
the short session—the closing days of the Congress—when they 
are not familiar with the work of Congress are not very likely to 
accomplish anything of importance. I do not believe it can be 
done. I have never seen it done yet, and do not think it worth 
while to try the experiment now. 

Furthermore, I would suggest that the gentleman does not seem 
to take into consideration the remoteness of this Territory, the 
difficulty of getting here, the time that will necessarily transpire 
before an election can be held, the machinery put in operation, 
and the Delegate arrive. It seems to me if we pass this bill at all 
that it 3 5 } be prospective in character and apply not to this 
Congress, but to the coming Congress. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What has become of the read- 
ing of the report, Which was commenced? 

The SP The gentleman from Pennsylvania has with- 
drawn the request for the further reading ot the report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I listened to this re as far 
as it was read, was quite interested in it, and would like to hear 
the rest of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is, of 
course, entitled to present his views in such manner as he sees fit. 
If he has presented to the House all of the report that he saw 
prose to present, he has the right to withdraw the remainder 

it. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If I can have time to read the 
rest of the report, before I am called upon to vote, I would not 
probably object to the bill. And I insist upon the reading of it 
unless by unanimous consent it has been dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the reading of the re- 
port does not 755 that kind of proceeding. 

Mr. McCR Y of Kentucky. Then I will take the floor and 
have it read in my own time. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not take the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania off the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania yield me the floor for a short time? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I have but forty minutes altogether — 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, it appears that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has control of the forty minutes allowed by 
the House for the consideration of the bill, I hope the gentleman 
will bear in mind that I would like a few minutes myself. 

at SCRANTON. Certainly. How much time—fifteen min- 
u 

Mr. PERKINS. It would not be unreasonable, I think, to ask 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa fifteen 
minutes, and reserve the balance of the time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to be allowed, before that is done, 
with the consent of the 3 from Pennsylvania, to suggest 
au amendment to be added at the close of the bill. 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment, after 
which the Chair will ask consent. 
The Clerk read as follows: £ 


On 4of the bill insert, in line6, after the word “audited,” the words 
“by the proper accounting officers upon the approval of the governor.” 

8 SPEAKER. Is there objection to the offering of the amend- 
ment 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not object to 


this amendment. 
What is the purport of the 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Simply to direct the governor to approve the 
vouchers of the election expenses. 

43 McCREARY of Kentucky. Very well; I will not object to 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the amendment? 
There being no ig the amendment was to. 

_ Mr, PERKINS. Speaker, this is a bill of such general 

e that it seems to me it would have been quite proper 

to have given more time for its consideration. As a member of 

the Committee on Territories,in the consideration of this bill I 

could not bring myself to believe that it was prudent or wise 

action for this House to make the provision recommended here 
for a Delegate from the Territory of Alaska. I think that the 
report, a portion of which has been read, itself establishes the 
incompetency of Alaska for Territorial relations. I read, Mr. 

Speaker, from the report: 

We have, then, a population of at least 10,000 white Americans— - 

So far as that is concerned, that is an estimate. The alleged 
census in Alaska in 1890 gave 4,298. The governor, in his report 
in 1895, estimates the white population at 8.000. It is assumed 
that it has increased since that time by reason of some immigra- 
tion to the Yukon Valley. But never mind— # 
near] of 
„ of the United States, and by reason of the ab- 

They are there temporarily, a migratory people— 
an unusual number— 

The report continues 
oe to vote, with a prospective increase to which no limit can be 

Now mark you— 
inhabiting and develo; a i 
United Sikes, ARAOR HORE aud. commanding the Poin Date kin 
principal lines of commerce for all time, yet so situated that by reason of her 
vast extent and great difficulties of intercommunication, her of agricul- 
tural capabilities, which are the foundation of states, the diverse elements 
of her population, largely such as are at present inadmissible to American 
5 mogan probably never become a State in the Union, or even be 
benefited by a 


erritorial form of government—certainly not for many years 
to come. 


Therefore we have an admission in this report, su 
all 1 produced by the most ardent friends oi 
ure, 


ported by 
this meas- 

Alaska can never be granted a Territorial form of gov- 
ernment. 


Now, whom will this Territorial Delegate represent? There is 
now practically no civil government 5 There are, as we 
understand it, no citizens in Alaska. There are no homes there. 
There are no titles to property. There is no system of taxation. 
But so anomalous is this condition of things, that it is provided 
that we shall place the elective system in the hands of a commis- 
sion consisting of the governor, the judge of the supreme court, 
the clerk of the court, and the e who shall make 1 
tions for this election -an election in a Territory one-sixth of the 
area of the entire United States, with no commanication in the 
interior, and communication practically impossible. They shall 
establish polling places, and the returns shall be made to these 
5 and it is provided that the election shall be in Septem- 

. The gentleman from Tennessee s ig recep foe. oct 
as to why it should not be held in November. It would be utterly 
impossible. There is no communication there. You might just 
as well provide in this bill that Alaska should be represented by a 
Delegate on this floor as the result of a town meeting in Sitka or 
Juneau as by an election in the manner provided here. 

Alaska now belongs to the United States. It is the pro of 
the United States, and if we have arepresentative from aed he 
ought to be a representative of the United States Government. 
Therefore I think this great Territory in its present condition 
should remain under the control of the Government of the United 
States. Itshould be represented here by the great departments of 
the Government, and not by a selected agent of the Alaskan compa- 
nies. There may be some advantage to the gentlemen who have 
gone there for speculative purposes, but no Delegate from Alaska 


can represent a fixed population as we understand it in the United 
States, can represent in this Congress the interests of the United 
States, because the i 


y will come in conflict with those companies 
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to enrich themselves in the mines and in the salmon 
fisheries. It is represented that these oompie engaged in the 


now seekin. 


fisheries there are denuding the streams and leaving the people of 
that Territory, the real settlers there, to starvation; and so we 
have representations here from the Treasury Department, asking 
this Congress to make provision for the protection of those salmon 
fisheries inst the raids of these companies. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Have there been any petitions 
sent here from Alaska asking for this legislation? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam glad that the gentleman asked that ques- 
tion. To m Juo viongo nar a petition that could be said to ema- 
nate from Alaska has n presented here. The gentlemen who 
are interested in the industries of Alaska have been here. I hold 
in my hand three reports of the governor of Alaska, and not in 
one of those reports is there a suggestion of a Delegate from the 
Territory of Alaska, The reports which I have are for 1893, 1894, 


and 1895. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have not the time. I will tell you what they 
ask. They ask for the appointment of a commission to formulate 
some sort of civil government for the Territory of Alaska. Here 
is the recommendation of the governor: 


Therefore I would recommend that Congress, either by joint resolution or 
by bill, empower the governor of the Territory to appoint a commission of 
five members, who l be residents of Alaska, and whose duty it shall be to 
formulate amendments to the organic act of May 17, 1884, and to prepare 
a code of Jaws, both civic and criminal, for the Lok die yee of the Territory; 
which amendments and code of laws shall be submitted to Congress for their 
approval, and unless approved by act of Congress, said amendments and 
laws shall be null and void. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Whose recommendation is that? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the recommendation of the governor 
of the Territory. i ; 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to the gentleman that perhaps 
seven-eighths of the capital invested in the Territory of Alaska is 
from the le on the Pacific Coast, and perhaps seven-eighths—— 

Mr. P S. I do not know about that. I can not yield to 
the gentleman for a statement. y 

Mr. HERMANN. And perhaps seven-eighths of the popula- 
tion of Alaska is from the Pacific Coast. Iwill ask the gentle- 
man whether any petitions or memorials are here before his com- 
mittee from any of these people who areinterested in that Terri- 


tory? 

Mr. PERKINS. None whatever. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I would suggest to the gentleman that 
possibly these corporations do not want representation, May it 
not be the miners who are there? Are there not 20,000 miners in 
Alaska who want Uy, stapler 

Mr. PERKINS. e gentleman is a member of the Committee 
on Territories and knows very well from what source the pressure 
has come for this representation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can not the gentleman tell us who it is? 

Mr. KNOX. Let the House understand where it is from? 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman is a member of the committee 
and I do not need to explain to him. r 

Mr. KNOX. Why should you not? You have the whole time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know this—that no representation from the 
Territory of Alaska, except as brought here by those living in the 
East and representing mining industries out there, has come before 
our committee. Nothing like a petition of citizens. 

Mr. KNOX. I will ask the gentleman, Do you not know that 
this bill has the approval of the Secretary of the ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I know nothing of the kind. 

Mr. KNOX (continuing). And the Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury (Mr. Hamlin), who went to Alaska, and who asks for 
the appointment of this Delegate? Why do you not tell the House 
that? 


t? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing to say that Assistant Secretary 
Hamlin was before the committee. ; 

Mr. KNOX. Very well; why do you not tell this House that 
this bill meets with the approval of those who have any experience 
in looking after the interests of the Government there? 2 

Mr. PERKINS. Isay, Mr. Speaker, that it is practically im- 

ible to hold anything like a Popular election in that Territory. 
8 who knows anything about that Territory will appre- 
ciate and realize that fact. If we are to have a Delegate here, let 
us have him in an honest way. Let the governor appoint him, 
or the onay of the Treasury appoint him, or the people in 
Juneau or Sitkå designate who he shall be, but such a thing as a 
mlar election in the Territory of Alaska is out of the question. 
Pdo not believe that it is to the advantage of this Congress or 
this country to appoint a Delegate or to permit the agents of these 


companies to have access to this floor and to our committees for 
the purpose of advancing their interest against the interest of the 
United States in that Territory. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat. 

Mr. PERKINS. My time has expired. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa if 
the first election in each of our Territories has not been attended 
with difficulties of many kinds? 

Ppa PERKINS: Not equal to those to be encountered in 
ska. 
Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, this detached territory of so 
ost proportions, with its immense coast line, purchased of 
ussia for $7,200,000 by Secretary Seward in 1867 and named b 
Charles Sumner Alaska, is a valuable possession. It has repai 
us richly for the investment and is entitled to our protection and 
fostering care. Congress has legislated for its native Indians, its 
Russian half-breeds, its salmon, seal, and reindeer, but beyond 

anting an incomplete and inadequate form of civil government 
in 1884 nothing has been done for its white citizens. Since the 
rich gold development in southeastern Alaska thousands have 
been attracted to its mining camps and towns and to-day its 
white population is estimated at 10,000. 

The residents of Alaska have 5 memorialized Congress 
for rights and privileges to which they are entitled as American 
citizens. These memorials have been expressions of the poi so of 
Alaska, without regard to party affiliation, in Territorial conven- 
tion assembled. These conventions have each time chosen a Dele- 
gate to come to Washington as their representative. The first 
instance I have alluded to was in 1882; the last was at Juneau, 
November 5, 1894. In every instance their first and paramount 
request has been for representation in Congress by a Potavaie to 
be elected by the people. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentlemen a question, 
with his permission, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Ihave not much time to spare. 

Mr. TRACEY. Who are the people of Alaska, and about how 
many of them would likely participate in an election held to elect 
a Delegate to Congress? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I think I will answer that later in the course 
of my remarks. I hold in my hand a certified copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the conyention at Juneau, at which they elected 
Colonel Nowell, a mining operator, to represent them in Washing- 


n. 

They need a new code of laws, extending to Alaska the laws of 
Oregon, amending jurisdiction of United States commissioners’ 
courts, securing appeals in civil cases from United States com- 
missioners’ courts to United States district courts. They want a 
land office, mail facilities, high liquor license, and the right of 
acquiring a homestead to actual settlers on unoccupied lands, and 
much else. But above all they ask for representation in Congress. 
In their opinion that is their proper starting point, and after gain- 
ing it other needed aid will follow. 

t is argued against them that it will not do to trust these 
10,000 American voters with the ballot, lest they should be 
corrupted by corporate influence and elect as Delegate some cap- 
italist whose wealth is employed in developing the gold mines of 

, and in thus contributing to support the people and to 
attract others thither. Suppose they should elect some such rep- 
resentative of the money power which has peopled Alaska with 
white American citizens, and suppose further that their chosen 
Delegate was a nonresident of Alaska during the severe winter 
months. Does it follow that such a person would not ably, credit- 
ably, and acceptably serve his constituency? Are not their inter- 
ests identical, although the one may be rich and the many poor? 
Or would the blatant demagogue be preferable, whose self- 
appointed guardianship over the people is always mischievous and 
disappointing. The hardy miners, fishermen, and traders of 
Alaska can be as safely trusted with the ballot as can the voters 
of any section of our country. The people can be depended upon 
to attend to the personnel of their representative in Con 
and no argument to the contrary can be made which wi 
apply to districts all over the United States. 

his 1 would not be tolerated in any country 
but ours. en Russia owned Alaska her soldiers garrisoned its 
gateways, the Czar’s edict . in her waters, there 
was no piracy of seals from Russia. Ten years after we acquired 
Alaska our troops were withdrawn; it has had no military post 
since; it has no telegraphic communication with the rest of the 
world and only one light-house on its whole coast. Had not Presi- 
dent Polk receded from his pledge to establish our northern bound- 
ary at “‘ Fifty-four forty or fight,” there would to-day have been 


not 
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no British Columbia and the United States would have had con- 
tinuous frontage on the Pacific Ocean from the southern line of 
California to Bering Strait. Had the map been constructed as 
any nation but ours would have compelled it to have been, we 
would have had no piratical destruction of our rich seal fisheries 
and no Bering Sea question for arbitration. There would have 
been no Canadian Pacific Railway to divert American traffic and 
no Canadian Pacific steamship lines to share our coast and ocean 
trade. Asitis,Great Britain has 600 miles of coast between Wash- 
ington and Alaska, and since the gold development in southeastern 
Alaska, she has trumped up a dispute over the boundary line and 
would crowd us into the Pacific and rob us of most of our 
Alaskan gold. 

Let us look after our own; this is natural, it is right; nay, rather, 
itis ourduty. Let us give this t Northwest Territory a voice 
to represent it on this floor. e have lost too much already by 
a penny-wise and pound-foolish policy to suffer its continuance, 
The expense of the proposed election is well guarded in the bill, 
being limited to $3,000, and probably will not exceed $2,000. This 
cost is a small item in comparison with accruing benefits. If 
Alaska is worth having, it certainly is worth caring for and fos- 
tering. What is Alaska’s value to the United States? 

First, let us consider the great importance of Alaska, by reason 
of its geographical location and characteristics, to the commercial 
prosperity and common defense of the whole country. San Fran- 
cisco is situated easterly of the center of our possessions and 
Alaska flanks the great line of Pacific travel between America 

‘and Asia. The Aleutian Islands extend within less than 1,000 
miles of the Asiatic ports, and the naval and coaling stations, 
really important to us in the control of the commerce and domin- 
ion of the Pacific Ocean, must be located upon Alaskan soil. Alaska 
is the Gibraltar of the Pacific Ocean; and if we 9 appre- 
ciate and utilize her natural advantages it matters little to us who 
controls Hawaii or any other of the Pacific possessions. Pearl 
Harbor, in the Sandwich Islands, is 2,000 miles south of the t 
northern route of Pacific travel. The superb harbor of U: 
is within 100 miles of the same route and is 1,000 miles nearer to 
Asia. Unalaska is one of the great harbors of the world, and 
there is likely to be the actual location of the ‘‘sea power” of the 
Pacific Ocean hereafter. Coalis found in various of Alaska, 
and it is most Strap not only that she will supply her own coaling 
stations, but also 


Since 1890 its mines and fisheries have yielded $5,000,000 an- 
nually, which brings its total output since we have owned it toa 
Mr Speake Fig t Co: heed to the petiti 

. Speaker, shall not Congress pay some e ons 
of the citizens of such a country as Riaska? Shall we longer slight 
our valuable Northwestern possessions, while England is s ily 
lavishing money on British Columbia by constructing wagon roads, 
extending the telegraph and mail ser vice, and subsidizing Canadian 
Pacific steamships? Can we not learn much by observing the 
zealous care for every inch of its possessions exercised by the 
British Empire, upon which the sun never sets? 

I have briefly noticed the salient points in Alaska’s resources 
and natural advantages, and have endeavored to show by recorded 
facts her wonderful wealth. If her chrysalis civil condition and 
hitherto retarded development have produced such results as we 
have seen, what may we not expect of her future? The two 
greek political parties have given Alaska the only recognition thus 

ar received by according her representatives seats in their national 
conventions at Minneapolis and Chicago in 1892. Alaska has a 
voice upon our national committees and will be again accorded a 


place in our national conventions of this year. Does not this 
precedent commit both Republicans and Democrats to the polic 
of giving her a voice in this House and to the passage of this bill 2 
In order that the Government may grasp and make available to 
capital and industry the resources that are within easy reach in 
that Territory it is of great importance that Congress should take 
immediate steps to accord her a Delegate who can give informa- 
tion as to what can be done and should be done in Alaska’s 
interest. 

Mr. Speaker, Alaska will produce more gold this year alone than 
the price paid for it. Last year her gold output was between four 
and fiye millions, and this year it will ex $7,000,000. She has 
eight corporations mining gold, all of them representing American 
capital excepting the Treadwell, one-half of which is owned in 
Europe. They employ 2,000 men, have 540 stamps, and are pro- 
ducing now $3,000,000 of gold a year. The placer miners greatly 
outnumber the quartz miners, and represent 7,000 men at work on 
their own account. These 7,000 placer miners average $1,000 profit 
each per year above their living and other expenses, thus giving 
to the world seven millions more annually of gold. Alaska’s con- 
tribution of gold during 1896 may reach $10,000,000. Her fish and 
furs will yield five million more. The prospects of Alaska’s future 
are wonderful; her recent development is marvelous; her people 
are of the best class of hardy pioneers, necessarily, because of the 
cost and difficulty of getting there. They are thorough Ameri- 
cans, who will fight if need for our rights as a nation. The 


look to Con for the privileges teed to American citi- 
zens. Let their a be no longer in vain. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 


ask the 5 from Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I hope the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What necessity is there for 
the election of a Delegate in October? Why not amend the bill so 
as to provide for the election of a Delegate at the next Congres- 
sional election? 

Mr. SCRANTON. The election is to be held at the next election. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky pom poe) He would onl 
be here three months, and then it would cost, as I understand, 
some $5,000 or $6,000 for him to come here. 

Mr. SCRANTON. That is not a material point. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Before Ton wid your seat I 


tope yor will accept an amendment of that 
. SCRANTON. If an amendment of that kind is offered I 
will accept it. 


The SPEAKER. It will be necessary, if the gentleman accepts 
the amendment, to have it presented at once. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have an amendment I want 
to offer to the second section, providing for the election of a Del- 
egate at the next regular election, and to dispense with the elec- 
tion in October. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say, if the gentleman will allow me, 
that the climatic conditions are such in that Territory that they 
can not possibly hold an election in November. The bill provides 
for an election in September. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The bill provides to elect at 
the October election, but it also reads that the election shall be 


held on the first Tuesday in September in each year. Therefore, 


I will make ay amendment soas to read the first Tuesday in Sep- 
tember in each year. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave prepared an amendment to the same 
effect, but as the gentleman from Kentucky has offered one, I will 
not offer mine. 

Mr. DIN GLET. Isuggest to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill that unless there is anamendment made to that provision this 
Delegate, if he be elected for three months, will draw $10,000. 

Mr. SCRANTON, There is a provision in the bill already to 
prevent that. — 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to propose an amendment, but 
s mo gentleman from Kentucky desires to offer it, I will yield to 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I will, at the 
proper time, move to strike out these words: 

That the first Delegate shall be chosen for the remainder of the term of the 
Fifty-fourth 3 and for the full term of the Fifty- fifth Congress at the 
same election; each 5 Delegate shall be chosen for the full term 
of the Congress next succeeding election. 

There will remain section 3, which provides— 

That the first election of such Delegate shall be held on the Ist day of Oc- 
tober, in the year 1896, and thereafterwards such elections shall be held on 
the first Tuesday of September in each year when the members of the House 
of Representatives are chosen. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be considered as pend- 
ing. [A pause.] The time for debate has expired, and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will present his amendment. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


z 
> 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. W pa the gen 
from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] has prep: an . — —5 
covers the same ae as the one I was about to offer. 

Mr. DOCKER Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


„ 
er of the term of the Fifty-fourth Congress and"; also, sec- 


after the w 
“held,” in line 3, section 3: also strike 
4 of section 3, and insert “in the year 1896.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will read this part of the bill as it will | suc 
stand if the amendment is adopted: 


SEC. 2. . el be OROSO tow ie TOT eae of the Fifty- 
and each su De shall be chosen for the full term 


of the Con next succeeding 

SEC. 3. the first election of such Delegate shall be held on the first 
Tuesday of September in the year 1896, when the members of the House of 
Dinvasustnlives axe chicaun 

Mr. McCREARY of 33 That is acceptable to me. 

1 


11 desire to offer an amendment. 
I desire to offer an amendment. 
SPEAKER. It is too late to offer amendments unless by 
ho ce consent, the vote having been ordered. 
question was taken on the engrossment and third 
of the ill and the Speaker declared that he was in doubt. 
A division was called for. 
Mr. OWENS. Mr. S „ask unanimous consent to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 
Mr. BARRETT. Amendments are not in order now, I believe. 
The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 
Mr. OWENS. Iask consent to offer this amendment: 
3 5 That the mileage allowed said Delegate shall in no case 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
amendment? 
ms McCORMICK. I ee 3 
e question being taken on ordering a third reading, 
the Speaker 8 that the noes seemed to have it. 
On a division there were—ayes 44, noes 60. 
So the House declined to order the bill to a third reading. 
FOREIGN EXHIBITS AT TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. S er, sere a privileged report 
from the Committee on Ways and Means, e 
diate consideration. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution H. Res. 167, havin; z fully considered the same, report it 
. that it 


The resolution is euinilar to 0 one for a 
It is thorough]: 

. and should pass. 
The joint resolution is as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 167) be held in Nask 
Centennial tne hs ee to be — ae 
this country fore 
pose of pre 


rted fe 
exposition to be imported free of duty, 
Treasury. = 


tries for the pur- 
im- 


and oe Boen applied for and duly sopor 
and privileges granted by ti by exposition management 


tio 
A 
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with the 


the — is to allow foreign exhibitors at the Tennessee 
Cente: Exposition to exhibit their goods ithout pa: nt of im du- 
ties, and to allow —— artisans in e of exhibits come 
to and remain in this coun’ employment, w making the exhibits. 


ra its purpose passed y Congress 


and 
the usual provision for payment of 


exhibitors at the Tennessee 
e, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to 
vo 


tion at said 
bed by the 


Whereas the Tennessee Cen hich have Boon ace of Nashville, Tenn., 
8 mewn — invitations . have — bn 28 several nations, 


Whereas for the securing the production m the tion 
oes of scenes 5 of ries eee dross, habi as a 
, occupation, industries, means of 5 —— „ 
— . it has 
ch 
solved ike Senate and Howse 1 ves, That the act of 
. [February 2 7 
coming persons into the U 
of these shall not Sos ber 80 . operate to 
prevent, hinder, or in an restriet an Soe mm oxhi tative, 
or citizen of a foreign na’ cay acca rag eS whois a citizen of a nation, 
of an 7 concession or Tennessee tennial Com- 


on 
under con- 
of their 


May I, 


298 to all the processes and penalties licable ta 
aliens of the png re aN n law pe feo 
Seo. 2. That Rees? eaten which shall from foreign countries for 
taint z 94 ty. shall be maid ox 8 * — 
or ut y. ymen customs 
1. such regulations as tho —— of the 
70 at anytime during tho exhibition D 
7 — elivery at the at the gaan toe of the exposition, any or property im- 
pom for and ion in the gs or on its 
ounds, subject to 8 5 for the security of the revenue and for 
he collection of import du as the of the shall 


seribe: t 


w shall enforced againsi 

Bios oct A — POJOEN may be guilly of kay illegal sale or 
ithivawal 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the 
resolution, and will state that it varies in no material particular 
from the bill introduced for a similar purpose for the International 
Exposition at Chicago and the Exposition at Baltimore. It is suf- 
ficiently guarded in all r It meets the ye of the 
Treasury officials, and it is e unanimous report of the Ways and 


Means Committee 
Mr. DINGLEY. It is the bill in these cases. 
Rad 133 gern stad. by sop — of me commit- 
i e ordinary or the purpose owing foreign ex- 
hibitors to bring their exhibits here and them on exhibition. 
The joint ee was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and “paneod: s 
On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table, 
BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House resolve itself into 
JFF resume the 
consideration of the dere 

The motion was to. 

The House accor ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. PAYNE in fhe chair), and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject 
of 8 rg ET throughout the United States. 

IRMAN. General debate having been closed by order 
of the House, the bill will now be read by paragraphs for amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Szorton I. MBANING OF WORDS AND PHrasts.—a The words and 


date of the entry of a de- 
—— a bankrupt, Steel such 


petition, or who has 
been udged a ; (5) “clerk” shall mean the -clerk of a court of 
bankruptcy; (6) “corporations” shall mean all bodies having any of the 
2 vil of RA menn theo —— by individuals 
or partne: of bankruptcy — which the 


of bank- 
— —.— ae shall In ut include 


zitoriss, tlia reme court of the District of 
court of the Indian Te Territory; (9) “ creditor” shall ean: 


a demand or claim provable tey and his duly au 
attorney, or proxy; (10) “date of ruptos “or “time of 
or “commence t of bankr 


deed, and instrum 
the Fourth of July, 
the United 


day or as a day of pu fasting or 
y y of p that his g 


toa 
eee 


referee; 0 20 — sea wit 2 


when insolvency 
toy it ma be determined as 


Eh sal include arma of a 8 of b 
par —— 


filing of the petition; a7) 
rupiey, not including the 
4 shall include clerk, 

Lg cr an 3 officer shall in- 
1 3 duties of 
tho 2 acts W. 


are herein forbidden shall include persons who are particeps criminis in the 
forbidden acts, and the agen, offi and members of the board of direct- 
cre ce wrantees, — controlling bodies of o corporations; (21) “ peti- 
tion“ shall mean a paj papor fled in a eo toy or 5 or 
raying for the enen e 8 by creditors 
the act of 8 1 1 named; 
poy bT Be Fr the case or to 
whom the caso ns been referred, oF any ono acting in is stead: (23) “secrete” 
sets rhisd bt ‘ae 

‘or obt upon the 
ble under this act, who ae 


55 cr tr th 
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Property. absolutely or conditionally, as a payment, pledge, mortgage, gift, 
i rt; any means other than b 
or security and the creation of alien on property pA ny — 5 —.— b7 


masculine may be app! 
see include corporations, partnerships, and women; "(2 words importing 
(81) words ioport the sin app 


sponding when used in any other tense. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 54, on page 3, after the word “include,” strike out the word “cor- 


porations. 
Also strike out lines 58 and 59, on page 4. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend- 
ment for two reasons. In the ee there is no necessity for 
including corporations in this ptcy act, because all the 
States of the Union, with perhaps one or two exceptions, provide 
for the appointment of receivers of ions in all cases where 
the corporation is insolvent. But the principal reason that I urge 
wi the adoption of —.— 3 is “are y the terms 2 — 2 

ill anyone can petition a corporation into bankruptcy; and y 
under the bill, ibe can receive no relief from any debt that it owes. 
By the terms of the bill, a corporation is precluded from filing a 

tion for disc „and it is 1 that a co = 

n shall not be di ged from any debt that it may owe. Now, 
I submit whether it is a proper thing for a corporation to be 
forced into bankruptcy the provisions. of bill when no 
relief whatever can be given it? 1 call attention to the provision 
in regard to discharge on page 15: 

on after the on of two months and 
. mouths cabsequent to being adjudged a bankrupt fs 
an application for his discharge. 

That provision denies to every corporation the right to file a 
petition for discharge. Section 16, on page 17, provides that 

Ad in shall release a bankrupt not a ration from 
„ means 

Now, I submit that eee all ea States ifs ample 
means for taking charge property of an ven a 
tion, for placing it in the hands of a receiver, and distribu it 
equitably among the creditors. There is no reason why er 
this bill a corporation should be forced into bankruptcy when no 
relief can be given it according to the terms of the very law under 
which it is placed in bankruptcy. All the private banks in this 
country are subject to the provisions of this law. National banks 
are excluded; but there are numerous banks in every State and 
Territory that may be forced into bankruptcy under the bill. 
Railroad. tions, all sorts of business corporations, may be 


placed in tcy and stripped of their ) thout any 
relief whatever—left with all their debts. against: them 
as they were before they were petitioned into rss Cir I say 


it is right and fair, inasmuch as these matters are covered by 
State law, that the provisions to which I have referred should not 
Pere bene ape ted that corporations be relieved from 
t has sugges may 

their indebtedness under such circumstances: by amendments 
further on. But there is this ar ery es — to that sugges- 
tion, most of the States provide for a double liability upon stock. 
Nearly all banking corporations are subject to a provision. 
This is a security that goes to the creditor, and the: assignee in 
1 could not collect that, because it is not an asset of the 
bank. erefore the difficulty in relieving a corporation from 
indebtedness will be insurmountable. The only fair and just way, 
it seems to me, is to strike out the word ‘co; *in i 

and let such matters be taken care of under the State law. Isub- 
mit it is not a pro ing to force co into bankruptcy, 
and then after stripping of their property give them no re- 

ef. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this first 
section is to provide a definition or dictionary of terms used 
throughout the bill, so as to save frequent 5 By this 
single section we save the use of many hun of words. 
definition here in clause: 20, page 3, which the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas aims at, provides that— 

Persons shall include corporations: 3 

The gentleman proposes to strike out that provision, and also to 
strike out in lines 58 and 59, on page 4 (the gentleman will correct 
me if I have misunderstood him), the words— 

And — — officers, and members of the board of directors or trustees 
or other controlling bodies of corporations. 

The purpose-of those two lines, as will be seen from reading 
the context, is to bring within the provisions of the definition the 
only parties that can represent corporations—the seose; officers, 
an 3 of the board of directors or trustees. is is clearly 

ight. 
ow, wherever the word person is used it should, as it seems 


to me, apply clearly to corporations. Where an exception is in- 
tended as to corporations, the words of the bill expressly state 
the exception. I can see no harm to come from this proposition 
unless section 13 is to be amended; and even then it can do no 
harm, because the exceptions treat of the matter specifically. But 
the gentleman’s real aim is to affect section 13, on page 15, which 
I ask members of the committee to turn to. 

His objection is that the word corporation“ should be stricken 
out of the bill, because, while we give power to throw them into 
bankru , yet we do not, under the operation of the law, pro- 
vide that they may be discharged. Now, the objection I have to 
his amendment is, as I understand it, that the corporation, while 
it may not voluntarily go into — ss and invoke the powers 
of the bill in its own behalf, may be thrown in under certain cir- 
cumstances. Why? Because its assets can be thus placed within. 
reach of the court for the benefit of the creditor. en the ques- 
tion arises, when they are thrown into a state of > wh 
you can not them after the property has been disposed of. 
$ i the answer to that question involves a considera- 
tion of the State laws. These corporations. are all organized 
under the laws of their several respective States. The bill aims 
to get at their assets, just as it reaches the assets of the individual, 
but leaves them in their defunct, dead capacity, to be wound up 
according to the laws of the respective States under which the 
have received their charters. And it was thought when this bi 
was framed that it was not a wise provision to go beyond the mere 
act of reaching for their property and providing for the distribu- 
tion of it among their creditors, as a protection to the Pirie 
and then leave the State to wind up the concern, if it so desired, 


ge er ees a its laws. 

But w. F in bankruptcy? 
What is to be gained by it? The liability of the shareholders is 
fixed by the laws of the several States by which the corporations: 
are organized. There is a certain point with reference to that be- 
yond which you cannot go. All that we seek is to protect the 
rights of the creditor; to prevent fraud in the disposition of the 
property; and the rights of the companies themselves can be fixed 
ae the laws. of the States from which they have their 

g. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Let me ask the eman this ques- 
tion: Is it not true that the laws of all the S provide, in regard 
to the winding up of these companies, for the appointment of 
receivers in all cases where a corporation becomes insolvent, and 
the estate of the corporation is distributed in that way for the 
benefit of the creditors? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That may be true, and that would be the 
os of course, if we had not in operation such a law as this. 

ut having a bankrupt law, we want to reach, a 
assets of all debtors, and we did not think that a 


provision, 

9 being a debtor, ought to be allowed to escape. 
MILLER of Kansas. eee sheep ir to all 

debto: e them equal relief under the operations of the bill? 


Ts and gi 

Mr. HEN BERSON. Ah, but the corporation is peculiarin this: 
It is a person created by the law, a sort of fictitious person. No 
harm can come to them by the operation of this provision of the 
bill, for they still owe their being and existence to State laws. 
They invoke from the State this form of creating an artificial per- 
son for the purpose of transacting business within the States, 
They are put on the same footing by this bill as the citizen is, 
simply that it seeks to bring all of the estates of all bodies into a 
was having a uniform system for distribution amongst the cred- 

Now, the corporation, as I have already said, owes its life to the 
laws of the State. They can not complain. They can e the 
name of the corporation if it becomes insolvent, and if they can 
acquire means to do so may go on with their business if they so 
desire. We only do, by the operation of this law, by this partic- 
ular provision, what we are: doing for all others—that is, we get 
possession of the assets and distribute them amongst the creditors, 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the is not a wise 
one and should not be 7855 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask my colleague this ques- 


The tion: Does not this place the corporation at a great disadvan ; 


to put them in a state of bankruptcy, but give them none of 
benefits of the act? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is exactly the point. 

Mr, HEPBURN. The general benefit to be derived—that is, a 
88 the bankruptcy proceedings is withheld from the 
corpora‘ 


Mr. HENDERSON, Wedo not discharge them, and we can 
not afford to disch them. The bill does not seek to do that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; that is just the point. 

Now, suppose that under the law of the State the corporation 
is in the hands of a receiver; it must have committed, therefore, 
some one of the bankrupt acts defined in this bill. Being in the 
hands of the receiver, in your judgment is it still liable to be pro- 
ceeded i e operation of the bankrupt law? 


against under th 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. It would be exactly as in a 


similar case pending against an individual. If it be for the best 
interest of the estate, the court can direct the trustee to appear, 
and the proceedings of the trustee may be stayed until the case 
can be di of by the court, or the question is determined as 
to what is the best interest of the estate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But it is impracticable at times to stay the 
pr ings of a receivership. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That would be entirely in the discretion 
of the court. It might direct the trustee to appear and represent 
the interest of the estate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But is there not liability to a conflict of juris- 
diction in the court which obtained control of the estate and had 
the appointment of the receiver and the one which seeks jurisdic- 
tion by bankruptcy? 

Mr. HENDERSON . There can be none possible. Congress 
clearly has the power, under the Constitution, to establish this 
system, which takes precedence of all others. It is not like a 
conflict between State courts, where the rule applies that the first 
court that gets possession has control and custody. It is simply 
regulated by the general law, which the Constitution gives us the 
power to enact. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I think there are 
two objections to this amendment. The first is that this section 
merely defines the nenny of certain terms. The evil of which 
my friend 8 would be reached by amending the provi- 
sions of this bill further along; but it seems to me that in the dis- 
cussion of this matter our friends lose sight of the nature and 
character of a corporation. The corporations that could and 
would be put into ptcy are corporations that have been 
created for business p When the shareholders of a cor- 

ration have = up the total amount of the stock which the 

ave respectively subscribed, that is the end of any and all liabil- 
ity on their part. The assets of the corporation consist of its 
property and the unpaid stock which has been subscribed. 

When acorporation has been placed in bankruptcy, and a trustee 
has been appointed, he can not only take into his possession the 
tangible property of the corporation, but he can sue and recover 
any unpaid portion of the stock which has been subscribed by the 
respective individual shareholders. When the assets of the cor- 
poration are all in the hands of the trustee, it is perfectly imma- 
terial whether that corporation have a discharge or not, because 
when you have deprived a business corporation of all of its prop- 
erty there is nothing remaining with which it can do business in 
the future. It can not levy an assessment upon its shareholders, 
because each and every one of them has paid up the full amount 
of stock that he has subscribed, and that ends any appeal to that 
source. Consequently, when a corporation becomes insolvent, 
and its property has been taken by a trustee and paid out to its 
creditors, the 5 is no longer in any condition to do busi- 
ness. It is, for practical purposes, dead, and it is immaterial 
whether it has a discharge or not. If the same persons who com- 

the corporation desire to form another corporation, they can 
Yo it and can again subscribe to the capital stock, but that will 
be a separate and distinct entity. There would be no way by 
which the persons composing the practically defunct corporation 
could obtain any property with which to er carry on their 
business except by common consent. 

It seems to me, then, first, because this section is merely a dic- 
tion of terms, that the amendment ought not to prevail, and 
second, that the object and purpose contemplated by an amend- 
ment to that section which provides that a corporation may be 
placed in bankruptcy, and an amendment to that other section 
which says that a corporation shall not be discharged, granting a 
discharge would have no practical effect. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Let me ask my friend from Missouri one 
question. Is it not a fact that a creditor, wishing to have the 
assets of a 5 equitably distributed, can do so just as well 
through the State courts, in winding up that corporation, as 
through the bankruptcy law, and even better, to this extent: 
that in the State courts, in a proceeding against a corporation, 
with a receiver appointed, he could secure possibly the additional 
asset consisting of any value that might attach to the franchise, 
which could not be secured in this bankruptcy proceeding? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Ithink not; and further, in answer 
to the gentleman’s question, let me suggest that the assets of a 
corporation may have been transferred by the board of directors 
to some one who is not a resident of the territory over which the 
State court has jurisdiction; and your receiver has no power or 
authority outside of the jurisdiction of the court that appoints him. 
In that case your receiver under your State law is in no condition 
to follow the assets that have been improperly transferred to some 
one residing in some other State. 

Mr. F CHILD. Would not that create a personal liability 
on the part of the directors who would do such an act as that? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. A liability which would bring them both 


within the laws of the State courts and also into the bankruptcy 


. A hd 
Nr. B Nof Missouri. Exactly; ha re create a personal 
liability, but that is no argument. e liability might be there 
and the directors individually might be absolutely insolvent, and 
that would do you no good. 

Mr. MIL of Kansas. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
claim here as a lawyer that the receiver of a State court has no 

wer to enter other States to sue and recover the assets of a 
nkrupt e 
_ Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Except by the comity of a State 
into which he may go. For instance, I say to my friend that a 
receiver appointed by the district court of Kansas in his district 

noj tion in the State of Missouri as a matter of right. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the last 
proposition made, I will say that it has been my fortune within 
the last few months to be interested in a casein Kansas City, Mo., 
where a receiver of a Kansas City (Kans.) company went into 
Missouri and sued there an officer of the bank for fraudulently 
concealing and disposing of the pro of the bank; and it is 
well-settled law now—although in times past it may have been 
claimed that it could not be done—that a receiver appointed by 
the court under the law of a State has the right to go into an 
State in the Union and sue and recover the assets of the bankrapt, 

Mr. KNOX. Does not the gentleman know that a corporation 
established under United States law, when it is being operated by 
a receiver in the jurisdiction of one State, has no standing in the 
courts of another State except by comity? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the 
floor. I will answer the ent that my friend from Missouri 
makes, that this is simply a dictionary term and cuts no figure in 
this case. I have always found that when you come to definitions 
of terms, it becomes very important in a law of this kind, a provision 
that we seek to amend, as to whether a person would include a 
corporation. Now, then, we turn to a petition in bankruptcy, 
and we see that a petition may be filed against a person who com- 
mits an act of kruptcy, and under the definition this gives the 
right to file a petition against a corporation as a bankrupt, and 
without that definition it is very doubtful whether it could be 
done or not. Therefore this amendment is proper and ought to 
be sustained. 

ecb pied aa = —_ I he to strike onera a ee 
of the amendment, for . on. esire 
to ask the gentleman in Aarto of this bill what would be the 
effect of leaving in the definition which has just been assailed? 
I direct his special attention to railroad corporations which are 
now in the hands of receivers. Would not the effect of this bill 
be ipso facto to take all the authority out of the hands of those 
receivers, the property from their hands, and vest the manage- 
ment of the railroad corporation now in the hands of the receiver 
appointed by the bankrupt court? It seems to me that it is open- 
ing up a very wide question, and one which can hardly be disposed 
of in this desultory way. 

Mr. BLUE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I trust I may have 
an answer to my question. 

Mr. HENDE ESON . Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the 
United States in relation to Congress vests it in the fundamental 
law, with the power to adopt a general law to reach the estate of 
debtors. A corporation under this bill may be reached through 
an inyolun roceeding; and thesame thought advanced by my 
friend from Nebraska was included in the question of my colleague 
from Iowa. 

Mr. RAY. Will my * allow me? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. t him answer the question. 

Mr. RAY. Ah! You have had your attention called to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Les; I know the point that my colleagues 
are making. We have this in the last clause of the bill, on page 63: 


fı d orde d thi 8 
an rs and the a 

the districts in which they 

piration of six months after 

that no ce 


force and effect. 


That answers one feature of the question. It will not operate 
on those which are in existence now or prior to the time limited 
before going into effect. This point I take it is true—that in the 
event of a receiver being appointed for a railroad or any other 
corporation included in this definition, if they are in that condi- 
tion, a proceeding in bankruptcy being commenced against it, if 
an act of bankruptcy has been co: tted, of course it is a fact 
which must be established first. Ido not see why it would not 
be reached the same as any other individual, or why it should not 
be. Ido not see why an exception should be made. Now, that 
does not affect 5 of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Let me ask my friend another 
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uestion at this point. Is there any provision for the continua- 
tion of the business of a bankrupt? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In your bill, as you have drafted 
it, if it includes these railroad corporations which are now in the 
hands of a receiver, if either the railroad company or its receiver 
should commit acts which are specified as acts of ptex in 
this bill, the receiver could not continue to operate the railroad at 
all after filing a petition in bankruptcy, and this could be filed by 
any one creditor. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is to be filed by three creditors. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It could be three or a half a dozen. 
I suppose they could file a 8 in bankruptcy, and establish 
that his acts were acts of vonage It would be a matter of 
record in the courts. There are no adequate provisions for carry- 
ing on the business of bankrupt corporations through the agents 
of the bankruptcy court. It would necessarily follow that every 
railroad which is now in the hands of a receiver would have to 
suspend business entirely, and could not carry on the business of 

rtation at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How would it be with railroads that are not 
in the hands of receivers? Would it not be the same? 

Mr. of Nebraska. It might be. Any railroad which 
committed an act of bankruptcy would be prevented from trans- 
acting any of its business thereafter, and it seems to me that the 
very statement of the proposition is a conclusive argument in 
favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. RAY. It seems to me that the gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken in his conclusions. It should be remembered 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 


[Mr. BLUE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy any con- 
siderable time, but simply to say a word or twoin answer to some 
of the objections that have been raised. Of course Iam considera- 
bly surprised to see the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] tak- 
ing up the cudgel here in favor of corporations. I know of no 

reason why corporations should not be subjected to the pro- 
visions of this bill so far as its involuntary features are concerned. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would you include railroad corporations as 
well as others? 

Mr. RAY. I think no exception is made in the bill, and Ido not 
see any reason for excepting railroad corporations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then do you not encounter this difficulty, that 
where you force a railroad corporation into bankruptcy in one 
jurisdiction the same may be done in another jurisdiction, or in 
five or six separate jurisdictions, through which the railroad may 
pass, 80 Sone yon may have five or six different receivers operating 
the same road? 

Mr. KNOX. No; there is only one jurisdiction. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You may have the same railroad company in 
different bankrupt courts, and you will have a conflict of jurisdic- 
tion between the several receivers, just as we have at the present 
time in the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. RAY. No; there is no such difficulty as that which is sug- 

ted by the gentleman from Minnesota, is bill provides that 
Enited States courts shall take jurisdiction in these cases, and in 
the county where the individual lives or in the district most con- 
venient. The United States court in one jurisdiction or one dis- 
trict having taken jurisdiction, of course no other United States 
court will take hold of the case or attempt to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not? 

Mr. RAY. Becausethe United States courts possess some sense, 
and the judges in one district, when an assignment has been made, 
or proceedings have been taken inst the corporation and a 
trustee appointed under the laws of the United States, with full 
power to operate the road, will say that is enough, and will not 
attempt to take jurisdiction or to entertain pr ings in another 
district, even though the railroad does run through that district. 
one jurisdiction in the one district would be exclusive of all the 
others. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lou do not make it so in your bill. 

Mr. RAY. It has been universally so held in the State courts, 
and also in the United States courts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reference to that 

roposition, I call attention to the situation with regard to the 

orthern Pacific Railroad Company. <A receiver was appointed 
by Judge Jenkins at Milwaukee, another by the circuit court at 
St. Paul, another was appointed in Montana, and still another in 
Washington. So that while the Federal courts do, as the gentle- 
man says, have some sense, nevertheless, when they are called 
upon to exercise their jurisdiction within their territorial limits, 
they must do it, and it is but natural that these courts should be 
somewhat 3 of their respective jurisdictions. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I have suggested the answer to all that, which 
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is that the bill itself provides that if the individual or corporation 
is in a particular county, jurisdiction shall be taken and exercised 
by the court in that county; but otherwise it must be exercised in 
the locality most convenient for the administration of the affairs 
of the ba: t: 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does this bill give the assignee or receiver who 
is first appointed exclusive jurisdiction over all the property of 
the debtor without respect to the county or State in which that 
property may be situated? 

r. RAY. Iso understand. I make that assertion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not found such a provision in the bill. 

Mr. RAY. There can be no question about that. It is provided 
that all the property of the bankrupt, regardless of its situation 
or location, shall pass to the hands of the trustee. Now let me 
make another suggestion in connection with that. When these 
bankruptcy proceedings have been taken and a trustee oe 
the property of the corporation a part of the property being its 
franchises and rights—not simply the assets, as some gentlemen 
would define them) passes to and vests in the hands of the trustee 
in bankruptcy; and that being the fact the court has jurisdiction, 
and there can be no conflict whatever. The trustee can operate 
a railroad and preserve it. 

1 the hammer fell. 

. HENDERSON. Lask unanimous consent that twenty min- 
utes, or so much thereof as may be needed, be allowed for the 
further discussion of this amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. R of Nebraska. At the suggestion of several gen- 
tlemen, I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. MILLER of Kansas was again read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
a very slight consideration of the duties and obligations of corpo- 
rations en in the business of transportation should convince 
members of this House that en should not be included 
within the provisions of this bi It is contrary to great public 
interests that those corporations engaged in the work of transpor- 
tation should be prohibited from carrying on their business, no 
e what the pecuniary reverses to which they may be sub- 
jected. 

Mr. RAY. Allow me to suggest that they would not be pro- 
hibited from carrying on their business, because the property, the 
rights, and the franchises of the railroad company would pass 
into the hands of an officer of the court in the same way as they 
do now, and, being within the power and jurisdiction of the court, 
the business of the corporation would go right on. It would be 
the duty of the trustee (I have spoken of him once or twice as an 
8 to carry on the business and preserve the estate until it 
was sold. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentle- 
man is hardly well advised in making that suggestion. Certainly 
no bankruptcy law can be framed whose provisions would even 
contemplate the continuation of the business of the bankru 
When a person is thrown into bankruptcy, it is the duty of the 
court to wind up that business, to sell the pro ntil the 
sale of the pro of a railroad corporation is had there is abso- 
lutely no provision—and from the necessity of the case there can 
not any provision—for carrying on the business of that rail- 
road company. 

Mr. RAY. Let me ask the gentleman right there this question: 
Does he deny the power of the United States court to direct the 
trustee to go on with the business of the railroad corporation, for 


the purpose of preserving it and maintaining its value, until it is 
actually sold by the trustee or under a decree of the court? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Certainly, I think that under the 


provisions of this bill there can be no room for the intelligent 
cussion of such a proposition, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Allow me to call the attention of gentle- 
men to section 17, clause 3, of this bill, on page 18, It is there 
provided, under the title “ Jurisdiction of courts of bankruptcy,” 
that authority be given to the court, among other things, to “a 

int receivers or the marshals, upon the 8 of parties fh 
interest, to take charge of the pro of bankrupts after the 
ungi = the petition, and until it is dismissed or the trustee is 
qua 5 

So the power to appoint receivers is especially conferred by the 
terms of this bill. cig 7 80 

Mr. MOODY. I call attention also to the fifth clause of section 
17. It is there provided that the court of bankruptcy may 
“ authorize the business of bankrupts to be conducted for limited 

riods by receivers, the marshals, or trustees, if necessary in the 

t interests of the estates.”. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Does not the language read by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] mean a eus the court 
may appoint a receiver immediately upon the g of the pea 
tion and before there is an adjudication? As I understand, the 
point made by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. . 
that after there has been an adjudication and the corporation 
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been declared bankrupt there is no machinery provided by this 
‘bill to continue the business of the corporation. 
Mr. MOODY. I refer the gentleman to clause 5 of section 17, 


which provides the machinery. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray] to answer a question. 

The The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] 
is entitled to the floor. Does he yield for the question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEV. I wish to ask the tleman from New York 
what.is the territorial jurisdiction of bankrupt. courts under 
the provisions of this bill. 

. RAY.. As I understand it, without limitation, throughout 
the entire United States; in the District of Columbia and through- 
out all the States and Territories. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Take the circuit court of the United States in 


the eighth judicial circuit, and a petition in. bankruptcy is filed 
in St. Paul, for instance, inst a railroad y, and the line 
of the road extends be: the. territorial juri on of that cir- 


cuit, would the receiver appointed by the bankrupt court in Min- 
nesota exercise jurisdiction in the ninth judicial circuit or on the 
Pacific Coast? A 

Mr. RAY. I do not see how there could be any question. 
oe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 

Mr. of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, my time was taken 
up by other gentlemen, and I move to strike out the last word for 
the purpose of ing a remark. 

My attention has been called to section 17 of the pending bill, 
the provision of which authorizes— 
=e 

Tcall your attention to the preceding part of the same section, 
which provides as follows: 


Courts of bankruptcy are hereby invested, within their respective territo- 
vial. limits as now established, —— they may be hereafter chan with 
such jurisdiction at law and in equity as will enable them to exe origi- 


nal jurisdiction im bankruptcy proceedings, ete: 


Now, then, conceding that the court may authorize the busi- 
ness of the bankrupt to be carried on for a limited period as pro- 
vided by paragraph 5 of this section, it may be done only for a 
limited period within their territorial jurisdiction under the first 

ph of the section which Ihave gust read. It would appear, 
a mai giving the bill the widest latitude of construction and 
scope, there would be receivers appointed in the territorial juris- 
diction of each court under the operation of this bill through 
which the railroad happens to run. : 

Here, too, is necessarily involved a serious conflict of authority. 
The railroads. are now in the hands of receivers, and they are 
doing and performing acts which are considered as acts of bank- 
ruptcy. Every court through whose territorial jurisdiction such 
road passes would have the right to appoint a receiver, and these 
in turn are to take ion of the property of the road and oper- 
ate its business. Now, I submit it is entirely against the 
best interests of the country that the great companies now operated 
by receivers should be put into numerous, chan , and too 

rival hands by the operation of this bill, and. 3 
out between the several courts TEE —— te j pas 
diction they pen to: pass con great prope i 
The transportation business of this country should not be made 
the foot of ba: t courts. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is done every day. í 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, it ought not to be done, if 
itis. It makes confusiom worse confounded. We have enough 
of that trouble now without inereasing it, and it seems tome that 
we ought not to place the great railroads, of the country in the 

of more receivers than at present. 3 

It seems to me, therefore, that as we can not, within the time 
limits afforded by this bill, pass upon all the questions. crowding 
upon us, the safest method possible, in order to avoid confusion 
in this regard, is to strike the word ‘‘ corporation.” entirely from 
the bill, in accordance with the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas, and leave 555 treated by the laws now in 
force in the various States. This would give them no benefits 
under this bill nor impose upon them any burdens. What con- 
cerns me most, however, is that the interests of the country be 


carefully guarded. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is a sound proposition, and that 
is What o to be done: 

Mr. IS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the argument 
of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HANER] who has just 
taken his seat and his criticism of bill, nit me to 
say it would have force if there was anything in the bill for it to 
apply to. The bill we have been considering, and the provision 
immedia: under discussion, is not amenable to the criticism at 
all. matters, with reference to the great corpora- 


tions of the country, just in the same condition that they are in 


now. It leaves them in statu quo, and all judicial ings, 
and all laws, and all steps relating to the appointment of receivers 
that have already been made will be just as effective if this bill 
shall be enacted into a law as they are now. 

It occurs. to me FFF 
to be grasped at once by any legal mind, or in fact by the mind 
of any man trai as à lawyer. The bill does not interfere with 
the appointment of receivers to take ch of the insolvent cor- 
porations. Such a construction of the bill is a false construction. 

Does the gentleman mean to say that a court could undertake 
to a ‘ea a receiver for a corporation when a receiver has been 
already appointed ps Bes court of competent jurisdiction within 
the State and has charge of that corporation? I think not. If 
such an idea were good, we would have nothing in this country 
except confusion and conflicts of jurisdiction. 

The Constitution of the United States—the supreme law of the 
land—has a provision thatregulates that beyond question. In the 
provision to which I refer it declares: that due faith and credit 
shall be given by all of the States to the judicial acts and proceed- 
ings of the courts of the other States. I do not undertake to quote 
the words of the Constitution literally, but that is substantially 
the lang of the provision in question, and carries out the idea 
in view. a court of any State, or a Federal court, for that mat- 
ter, of competent jurisdiction, places such pro in the hands 
of receivers, it is a valid transaction anywhere, before any court, 
in any State, and must be respected. So that there is nothing in 
the hypercriticalargumentraised by the gentleman from Nebraska 
in favor of the amendment now pending to this section of the bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
amendment of the an from Kansas [Mr. MILLER], it is to 
ee Gui the w. corporations,“ in the next to the last line, on 

. MILLER of Kansas. That is my amendment. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I hope, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, that this amendment will prevail. There are thou- 
sands of corporations all over the United that are ling 
for their financial lives. This bill later on provides that any three 
creditors.of any co tion can force it. into involuntary bank- 
ruptey. And yet when you have forced a corporation into bank- 
ruptcy there is no way of getting it out. That is a wrong and a 
distinction against corporations. It is avg i rtant matter, 
and if gentlemen have not given it full i on I hope that 
ae will, if they have the time, and will vote to. sustain the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 


gentleman from Kansas 1 MILLER]. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Chairman, it will be remembered by 
those who were nt during the general debate, when the ques- 
tion of rations was referred to, that I said in substance that 
I thought it was influenced more by the idea of avoiding the treat- 
ment of corporations as we did other people. In other words, I 
think it was more, perhaps, a bending of the knee as a 
would bend than otherwise. Iam not referring to the pen 
R eee 2 but that is the way wes . — 
urged and brought ere for a good many years. Iwant to say, 
too, with perfect frankness to the 3 that so far as lam 
individually concerned I have no pride or feeling about this 
ticular feature of the bill. I can see some reason why it might be 
better to leave corporations like railroad companies and telegraph 
lines to be under the operation of the State laws. 

My colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], 
has drafted a substitute for the amendment of the tleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MILLER] which I shall be glad to have him 
submit, if he has it ready. It may meet with some objections on 
the other side; and I want to say now to the committee that this 
was probably one of the most troublesome questions that we had 
to deal with; that is, the treatment of corporations. Take, for 
instance, the Pacific railroads. Ican see reasons why the treat- 
ment of those roids should be left to the United States statutes, 
in which special provision is made with reference to them, and I 
invite that perfect freedom in this committee in regard to all these 
matters which should obtain in a family of men interested in per- 
focking a bill for agaon ofthecountry. Thatis the way in which 
we all ought to feel, and I stand here representing no pride of 
88 this matter. I want best that is obtaina- 

lə out of this fountain of patriotic desire to benefit the people. 
Now, I would like to hear amendment of my colleague r. 
CONNOLLY] read. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I send my amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read. i 

The amendment of Mr. CONNOLLY was read, as follows: 

line 21, af w LAS “ 

rum nnn Tot . by inserting other 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen who have the 
bill before them will turn to page 2, line 21, they will find that it 
is the dictionary section. The bill defines what the word cor- 
porations” means in this law. As it reads now it includes every 
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possible corporation that we can have in this country, railroads 
and telegraph companies, banks, and all that. I propose by this 
amendment to eliminate from this bill all objection that has been 
made by gentlemen with reference to the effect this bill would 
have upon railroad corporations and upon the business of the 
country in putting them within the terms of a bankruptlaw. If 
this amendment is adopted the bill will then read: 

Corporations shall mean all bodies other than transportation and telegraph 

any of the powers and privil of private corporations 
pore saat ey say 3 n E ae 

If you strike out the word corporations“ it is well known to 
every gentleman here that dry goods, boots and shoes, es, 
drugs, hardware, queen’s ware, every character of merchandise 
sold in this country is sold by mercantile rations. 

Mr. MOODY. Many of us have copies of this bill in which the 
lines are not numbered. I should like to ask the gentleman 
where this amendment comes in? 

Mr. CONNOLLY, This is in the dictionary clause, the first 


section. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Do you think it just to a corporation 
dealing in merchandise that it may be fi into bankruptcy by 
three creditors, and then, having puk it into ban y, refuse 
any means of 2 it get out? ere is the iniquity of this thing. 

Mr, CONNOLLY. that the gentleman's question? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why, certainly. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I certainly do think that if it is just 
tothe human being, to the natural being, tothe man or the woman 
who has risked all in a mercantile business, if it is just for him 


to be placed in the position of a bankrupt, it is certainly just to 
place an artificial being, that has no feeling, in the same position. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is begging the question. ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Not by any means. I answer that I think 
it is equally as just to place the artificial being in that attitude 
as it is to 5 ing in that attitude. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. ow, one question. You define an 
artificial being for the purposes of this act just as a real being, 
and yet you provide that the real being shall be discharged in 
bankruptcy and that the artificial being shall not. That is the 


ic ay ra ge and it is wrong. 
. CONNOLLY. You are referring to that. Wehave not 
reached that section yet. Weare on the first section. We are on 
the question here, shall a co tion be included at all? Now. 
the gentleman is going from that section, away beyond there. If 
this amendment be made, others will be made n to con- 
form the other sections of the bill to this amendment that is pro- 
posed now. If you strike out the word “corporation” entirely 
this section, then it must be stricken out in all succeeding 

sections where it occurs. If you limit that word ‘‘co tion,” 
then it must be in like manner limited in all ing cases. 
Now, the question is presented to the House whether a corpora- 
tion shall included at all. If so, this amendment offered to 
strike out the word ‘‘corporations” must necessarily fail. 

Mr. MILLEN of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me one 
question 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Excuse me; I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the eman has expired. 
The time allowed for debate on this amendment has also ired, 
and the question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, 

The oye was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 3 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas, Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 39, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

2 ACTS oF uPproy.—aActs of a shall 

of his having (1) concealed himse! departed or remain ZB reuse from 

his e of business, or domicile intent to avoid the service 
feast forty sieht Bo ure batters the Bling of A pattem: tm PEAKE NTON eel 

urs e a ion 

before the ri; . i al or interfered 
with; (2) failed for thirty days and until a is filed to 


t 
secure the release of any y levied ander process of law for $500 
or over, or it sach property isto be sold within such time under such 
then until three days before the time fixed 1 
of any of his property with intent to defeat his rs and has not 
regained the ownership and poe of such Ua amb before the rights of 
creditors have been ali or changed by reason of such transfer 
and at least ten days before commencement of a p: in bank- 
ruptcy; (4) made an t for the benefit of his creditors or filled in 
court a written statemen pe pecan: eee feel K 
while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or ‘ered any to be 

—— und has not —— th fs 

a ‘erence, 

on Sa same from such le bees te rights of tors 
altered, changed, or im; by reason of such ‘er, taking. or levy, and 
at least ten days before the commencement of a in bankru $ 
6) proosten, or suffered a 9 be entered i 

to defeat his credit and suffered same to remain un 
days before the filing of a pe in bankruptcy: Provided, 


or satisfaction of such a jud; mt by a sale of any of the debtor's ape eh 
of sachs. sale shail not £ 1 o! ek 


or from the £ not be deemed a payment 
judgment under the provisions of this section; (7) secreted ma of his peop; 
to avoid its being levied upon under legal process against himself and 
to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered such property to such lagai 
proces at least ten days before the filihgof a petition in bankruptcy; (8) suf- 
zered while 8 an eee — or rere inte aam of execu- 
ions aggregating such amount, himself urned no prop 
fornir ery ts eee 
ore a petition is : or (9) suspen: not resumed for 
and until A petition is filed. while insolvent, the payment of his — — 
paper for or aggregating $500 or over. 

bA petition may be filed s a person who has committed an act of 
ptcy within four monthsafter the commission of such act. Such time 
until four months after (1) the date of the recording or ra 

istering of the transfer or ent when the act consists in haying 
a transfer of any of his p. rty with intent to defeat his creditors or for 
the purpose of giving a preference as hereinbefore provided, or an assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors, if by law such or registering 
is required or permitted, or, if itis not, m the date when the beneficiary 
takes notorious, exclusive, eee eee of the property unless 
the peti creditors have received mal notice of such transfer or as- 
signment; or (2) the date of the return of legal process when the act consists 
in having secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under 

against himself 


legal. 1 to defeat his creditors, as hereinbefore 
provided. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 
. HENDERSON. Before any amendments are offered, I 


would like to submit a request to the committee. This is the sec- 
tion of the bill in which so much interest is felt and has been ex- 
pressed throughout the eral debate; and upon consultation 
with the gentleman from Texas 7 BAILEY] and the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK], I request that two hours’ debate 
be given to this section, subject, of course, to the five-minute rule. 
I mean the whole section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Towa asks that debate on this section be limited to two hours. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I simply want to make an inquiry. There 
are a number of amendments that will be offered, Suppose the 
first amendment, which will probably be to strike out the section, 
should take half or nearly all of this time. If it fail, there will be 
other amendments to strike out portions of the section. Will 
time be given for votes on all the amendments that gentlemen 
desire to offer? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Of course my friend understands that 
amendments to perfect the section will be in order before any 
amendment to strike out the section. 
toss McMILLIN. Will my friend from Iowa permit a sugges- 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN.. It is only two hours and twenty-seven minutes 
until the time for taking a recess, and if the debate be continued 
for two hours the House will probably be slim by that time, when 
the vote should be taken. Does not the gentleman think it would 
be well to allow the amendments to be printed in the RECORD as 
notice, and let the vote commence in the morning? I would — 
gest that. It would seem to be a loss of thirty minutes, but pro 
ably will be no loss at all, because at that time the House is very 


Mr. HENDERSON. I want to do exactly what the committee 
would like to do in this matter. In the first place, I want a fair 
rtunity to discuss this section, and then to have a vote on it. 
r. Mo . That will give but twenty-five minutes for 
votes on the amendments, if it be agreed as the gentleman sug- 
gested, and the probability is we may be hung upon the first 
amendment if we are to take a vote on it this evening. I have no 
feeling Whatever in the matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I know. Iam very glad to have the gen- 
tleman’s estion. 

Mr. V. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the amendment tostrike 
out this whole first paragraph of section 2, which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has submitted, goes to the essence of the mat- 
ter. If that amendment can not be adopted, then no amendmen 
can be adopted, and no other substitute. It is absolutely certain 
that when the question comes on this amendment it would be the 
same with this as with all; they all either go out or they all stay 
in. Bothin the committee and in the House, every time the ques- 
tion has been up I believe that has been the history of the matter, 
and the attempt to adopt the amendment to strike out will serve 


just as a as any other. 
Mr. HENDERSON I think I will want an opportunity to offer 
amendments to perfect the bill. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me su instead of making 
two hours for that section, that a request be made for a reasona- 
i is amendment, and then there will be 


ble time for discussing this 
other amendments, if my amendment does not prevail, to that 


section. 

Mr. BAILEY. Why not have two hours to offer amendments 
before the vote? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. How much of that two hours are 
you going to give to the consideration of this amendment? 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Until it is disposed of. I am not consid- 


ering an icular amendment in making the request. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If an amendment is offered to strike out the entire sec- 
tion and is voted down, will it then be in order to move to strike 
out a portion of the section in order to perfect it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so, 

Mr. BAILEY, I think not. 

Beri HENDERSON. The first thing in order is to perfect the 
on. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is some question about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It seems tome eminently proper that gen- 
tlemen should have an opportunity to perfect the section to their 
satisfaction before they are brought face to face with the question 
of strikin raS out 8 

Mr. W. IAM A. STONE. The gentleman can meet that dif- 
ficulty by moving to close debate on this or any other amendment 
at any time. 

Mr. BAILEY. We might have an understanding, by unani- 
mous consent, that the defeat of the pending amendment shall not 
preclude the right to offer amendments to particular subdivisions 
of the section. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want the section perfected first, and I 
think that is the general feeling of the committee. I think that 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] 
will obviate the difficulty. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What is that? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That we introduce amendments now and 
discuss them this afternoon—we have to take a recess under the 
rule at 5 o’clock—and that we vote upon them in committee the 
first thing to morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then you ask unanimous consent 
that the balance of the day be given to the consideration of this 
section? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; and that the proposed amendments 
be printed in the Recorp and bo considered as pending. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. With that understanding there 
would be no vote upon any amendment to-day. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; not until to-morrow. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I hope the suggestion 
will not prevail. There are 63 pages of this bill. There are other 
amendments just as important as, and, in the judgment of good 
lawyers on this floor, a great deal more important, than the amend- 
ments to be presented to this section, and, now it is proposed to 
give to this one section two and a half hours out of the four hours 
remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of paragraph 8, section 2, beginning with section 2,” on page 
6, and ending with line 47, page 7. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to propose an amend- 
ment to subdivision 8. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- | 


ment. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I yield to the gentleman from 


Kansas for that pu , but I do not yield the floor. 
Mr. BRODERIC LI offer an amendment to the amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 


The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was read, as follows: 


Strike ou os aan with and including the first line of section 2, down to 
in @ word “over,” inline 17. and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 


shall 

(J) of his having fraudulently contracted a debt or debts of creditors who 
seek to avail th 
Tesiaence, or demie With intent toavoid the service of 
defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned before the of a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy.” A 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I have offered m: 
amendment believing that it is absolutely impossible to pass an 
efficient, practical bankrupt law containing an 5 po 
vision. Goneri after Congress has wrestled with this problem. 
It is not a new one. We have never been able since the repeal of 
the last law to pass any new bankrupt law at all. I am quite 
familiar with the fact that all over this country there is a general 
demand for a voluntary bankrupt law, a law that will permit 

ple who have been unfortunate in trade, who have encumbered 

eir property, who have gotten into debt, to surrender what 
3 they have remaining and be discharged from their debts 
and start anew in the race of life. There is, I know, a demand 
for that kind of a bankrupt law; but I undertake to say, with all 
due respect to the committee which has brought in this bill, that 
there is no demand of a general character, no demand for an in- 
voluntary 8 law outside of afew wholesale localities which 
sell goods to people who sell at retail. 


An involuntary bankrupt law is nothing more nor less than a 
piece of machinery for the collection of debts. It benefits nobody; 
it can bring no good to anybody. I can scarcely imagine a case 
where an involuntary bankruptcy law would benefit either the 
debtor or the creditor; because, in the first place, a man whois tot- 
tering on the brink of bankruptcy has his property in all proba- 
bility pretty well put up as collateral; there are mortgages and 
judgments against him, and the owners of such claims are pro- 
tected. But the unsecured creditor, the general creditor, will 
benefit very little from the estate uf any involuntary bankrupt. 
The expenses of distributing the assets and winding up the busi- 
na k Sree money which would otherwise go to the general 
creditor. 

The bill is like all the rest; there is no use in saying that it is 
different or better. There is no use in saying that it is anything 
more or less than the old Torrey bill, which has haunted these 
halls for years. It is folly to undertake to say you can put a man 
in bankruptcy without doing him anyharm. Itisidle to attempt 
to sugar coat this bill. You can not do so if you leave in it the 
provision defining the acts which shall put a man into bankruptcy 
against his will. I admit that among the nine different classes of 
acts which are specified as making a man a bankrupt there are 
some which involve fraud, but I deny that you can an in- 
voluntary bankruptcy bill which will leave to the creditor and to 
the debtor the status that before existed, and which would benefit 
the creditor or anybody else. 

Therefore this fight might as well come first as last. We might 

just as well vote on the vital question here as to fight the matter 

piecemeal. We may as well have it settled now whether we want 

an involun provision in this bill at all. If the Committee of 

the Whole should decide that they do, we can then consider 

ao the bill can be so amended as to suit the majority of the 
ouse, 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman’s amendment simply strikes 
out the involuntary portion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thatisall. It strikes from the 
bill the nine ified acts for which a man may be put into bank- 
ruptcy. With this provision struck out the voluntary part of 
the bill will remain. Under the bill as thus amended a man may 
petition to be declared a bankrupt, and on the surrender of his 
estate may have it adjudicated in bankruptcy. 

Mr. RAY. I should like to interrogate the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well. 

Mr. RAY. You are from the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Iam. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. You have there a system of what are called judg- 
ment notes“? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And a man can not get any credit there unless he 
gives ju ent notes? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, I do not admit that. 

ae par Are not those notes the prevailing style of notes in 
your 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. RAY. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Now, I say those are the prevailing notes given in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. IAM A. STONE. I will not admit that. 
wera given. We have judgment notes. 

. RAY. I know from personal professional experience that 
those are the prevailing form of notes, 

Mr. WIL A. STONE. I will admit that up along the 
line of the State of New York they deal in that sort of obligations, 
but not down our way. 

Mr. RAY. They deal in them all through the Statgof Penn- 
sylvania to my personal knowledge. Those judgmenf notes pre- 
vail everywhere. When credit is given, the creditor wants that 
kind of a note. When such a note is given, the creditor goes im- 
mediately to the clerk’s office and enters up judgment against the 
debtor. When that note is due and unpaid, thecreditor can go to 
the sheriff, obtain execution, and gobble up all the 1 that 
the debtor has. Now, I ask the gentleman, are not the laws of 
the State of Pennsylvania under that system not only tenfold but 
a hundredfold more severe than any provision that you can spell 
out of this bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In reply to the gentleman I will 
say that the laws of the State of Pennsylvania are entirely satis- 
factory to the people of Pennsylvania. They are not asking a 


3 law. 
Mr. RAY. Have I not stated the reason why you, coming from 
the State of Pennsylvania, are opposed to this bill and its provi- 
sions—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No. 

Mr. RAY. Because you do not want anything that shall be 
„ and more in the interest of the debtor than what you 
now have. 


Of course 


1896. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me answer the gentleman. I 
will state my reasons for opposing this bill. Under the old bank- 
ruptey law I had my share of the practice; I was brought face to 
face every day with its hardships as well as its benefits. The 
knowledge I obtained from my practice and experience under that 
law leads me, as a representative of the people who sent me here 
and in the discharge of my duty as I understand it, to oppose these 

Biers and Iam going to do so. If I were speaking for the 

Mr. RAY. Ihave the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; you have not. 

a The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
oor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I wanted to answer the ques- 
tion which the gentleman asked me. 

; The CHAIR The gentleman from New York has the 
oor. 

Mr. RAY. Nearly all the other Representatives of the State of 
Pennsylvania are in favor of a bankruptcy bill; they are in favor 
of this bill, as I understand it, and have been heretofore; but it 
does seem to me (and that is the reason I propounded my inter- 
rogatory to the gentleman) that he has got this judgment-note 
business into his head; it is a bee in his bonnet; and he does not 
want to surrender the advantage that creditors obtain under that 
system. 

Sie WILLIAM A. STONE. Ihave answered 

Mr. RAY. Ido not believe for a single moment that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is really opposed in his heart to these in- 
voluntary features on the ground that they are harsh. They can 
not be regarded as harsh. Under this bill a man can be forced 
into bankruptcy when he is absolutely insolvent—in a condition 
where he has stopped paying and is unable to pay—and also where 
he has committed a fraud. In addition to those two cases there is 
only one that can be made the ground of objection, and that is 
where for thirty days a man has ceased to honor his commercial 
paper. It is commercial paper and commercial paper only, mind 


ou. 
7 Now, if he can not pay his debts, if he is insolvent, if for thirty 
days he has been unable to renew the note, he may be forced into 
bankruptcy, and why? In order to prevent his going out toa 
few of his intimate associates and friends and saying, Here, I 
have got to give up; I can not continue business any longer. You 
sue me, pat your claims in the shape of a judgment, and then 
come and levy on my property.” We try to prevent that, which 
would be a detriment and an injury to the rights of all the other 
creditors. Such action if permitted would result in unjust pref- 
erences under forms of law and work great hardship and injustice. 

5 5 the hammer fell.] 

. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to be 
permitted to proceed for ten minutes, if that much time is neces- 
sary to conclude what I desire to say. 

r. HENDERSON. I hope that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY . Chairman, I perfectly understand that a 
member of this House is engaged in a very small business when 
heis calling attention to the inadvertent misstatements of a fellow- 
member. But it sometimes happens that it is due to truth that 
we shall point out an error; and we always owe it to ourselves to 
correct such a misrepresentation as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray] made of me in the speech which he delivered yesterday. 

In the very beginning of that speech he congratulated himself 
and my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] that 
they had changed their minds on this question, and then straight- 
way proceeded to complain at me because he seemed to think that 
I hea been undergoing the same mental operation. In order that 
there may be no mistake as to what was said I read the exact lan- 
guage of the gentleman from New York. He said: 
eee VVV 
for within the last three months he has presented either to the House or to 
the Judiciary Committee, or will present before this subject is dropped, five 
6 embodying essential features radically differing m 


I interposed with the statement: 

Since the gentleman from New York has seen proper to refer to me, I will 
simply tell him that that is not the truth. 

He rejoined: 

I say it on and I have the bills before me at this moment, and have been ex- 

g them. 

The gentleman from New York has admitted that he misrepre- 
sented me, because I find in this morning’s RECORD his printed 
2 changing the words five different measures” to“ four 

erent measures,” and changing the words three months” to 


* 


“a few months. 

Mr. Chairman, even with these changes, and admitting that the 
bill, the report, and the substitute are all as different as he says 
they are, he is still 25 per cent short of the truth, because they 
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will constitute only three, while he said I had presented five, and 
printed that I had presented four. Those who know the gentle- 
man from New York will regard it as a remarkable approach to 
accuracy that he should come within 25 per cent of the fact. 

But, Mr. Chairman, he has given his own testimony against his 
statement. After having declared in the very beginning of his 
speech that these measures were radically different from each 
other, he concludes the speech with this statement: 

Mr. Chair Tadd as a part of my remarks some of the comments of Mr. 
Wolverton, an able Democrat from Pennsylvania, made by him on the Bailey 
bill H. R. 4609, in the Fifty-third Congress. (See et 206, part 3.) That 
bill was virtually the same as the Bailey bill H. R. 259, the ley till H.R. 
6234, and the Bailey bill (no number), all of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


In one of his h he says that these measures are radi- 
cally different from each other, and in another part of the same 
speech he affirms that they are virtually the same” as the bill 
which was passed in the Fifty-third Congress. 

Therefore I refute the gentleman’s first assertion hy invoking 
the old mathematical axiom, that things which are equal to the 
same things must be equal to each other. If these three meas- 
ures are virtually the same as the bill introduced by meand passed 
in the last House, then necessarily they must be virtually the same 
as each other. 

But I have a better refutation of the gentleman's assertion than 
that. I have here the three propositions to which reference is 
made. The first is the bill introduced early in this session and 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. That bill with other bills 
on the same general subject were referred to a subcommittee. 
with special and positive instructions that it should report back 
a measure providing for both voluntary and involuntary bank- 
ruptey. As a member of the subcommittee, I could not agree to 
the pending bill when it was to be reported, and therefore framed 
and submitted to the full committee a minority report. 

The minority report is practically the bill which I had origi- 
nally introduced, with an involuntary provision, and that invol- 
untary provision was i upon it in conformity with the. 
instructions of the committee. The gentleman from New York 
3 Rax] knows, or if he does not know every other member of 

he Judiciary Committee does know, that when I submitted that 
report I distinctly stated to the committee that I had incorpo- 
rated the provision for involuntary bankrupte puey and onl 
because I was instructed to do so, and that it did not meet wi 
my approval. But when that minority report was voted down, I 
was perfectly free to prepare such substitute as my judgment. 
might approve, and I have here the substitute, numbered 8234, 
which is identical, line for line, word for word, and letter for let- 
ter, with the report thatI made as a member of the subcommittee 
to the full committee, save and except that I have eliminated the 
involuntary feature, which was incorporated under an instruc- 
tion. á 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I refute the charge of personal inconsist- 
ency. Why it was made I leave the House to judge, but as it 
had no pertinency to the ar ent, I concluded that it was in- 
tended as a criticism personally against me, and I felt that I was 
justified in e 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] seems to bear me personal ill will. I have nothing 
against him. I forgive him. I can remember what a fight we 
had in the last Congress over his bill, which I referred to in the 
RECORD of this morning and my remarks yesterday. I do not 
think he was very angry yesterday; but when he sees in the 
RECORD of this morning the unmerciful criticism and castigation 
of. his bill introduced in the Fifty-third Congress, made and ad- 
ministered by Judge Wolverton, of the State of Pennsylvania, 
his wrath is stirred from the very foundation; and as that excel- 
lent and able Democrat is not now here where the gentleman from 
Texas can pour upon him his vials of wrath, he turns mightily’ 
and grandiloquently apon the young and inexperienced and inno- 
cent gentleman from New York. gaanu] I trust pnus 
men of this House will examine the RECORD; t they will read 
the criticisms of the Bailey bill contained in the report of ex- 
Judge Wolverton, one of the ablest lawyers in the United 
States. He denounced the Bailey bill as unconstitutional. incom- 
plete, and imperfect; an eee productive of litigation and 
needless costs; one that will destroy credit, etc. My argument 
adopted the facts and ran in the same line. 

Gentlemen of this House will remember that on yesterday, 
when Ladverted to Mr. BAILkx's numerous bills simply for the 
purpose of making the argument that the gentleman from Texas 
ee BAILEY] is nota safe guide in an important matter like this, 

or the reason he had introduced so many different, conflict- 
ing bills, 9 a changing, unsettled mind, I asked him if 
the bill introduced by him into this Congress, or the substitute, 
Was the same as his bill introduced into and put through the last 
House, and he answered No.“ Therefore, between the last Con- 
gress and this he has changed his mind. So much is admitted. 
es 8 the attention of gentlemen in this House to his bill 
0. : : 
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Mr. BATLEY introduced the following bill— 

Read it. 

I ask your attention to the bill (H. R. 8234) introduced by Mr. 
BAILEY, or proposed by him as a substitute. Read that. 

I call the attention of members of the House to the report, 
unnumbered: é 

Mr. BAILEY submits as his report from the subcommittee the folowing 


Read that. 

Read the three, and then read the Bailey bill of the Fifty-third 
Congress and compare the batch; then . the gentle- 
man has changed his mind on the subject of ptcy laws; then 
determine whether or not he has adhered to a settled policy and 
Iine of legislation; then determine whether or not I did him in- 
oe yesterday. He has claimed that he acted under instruc- 

ons. 

He never was instructed by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to submit any report. It never gave him any 
directions. We permitted him to act his own sweet will. We 
permitted him to submit such views as he had, or desired to sub- 
mit, or might obtain. He was pinced upon the subcommittee of 
the Judiciary Committee in order that he might be heard. He 
stateđ in the very beginning that he did not desire to participate 
in our deliberations or bea to our transactions, and he did 
not; but at a later date he stated that he submitted his views on 
the subject. We did not instruct him. The full committee never 
instructed him. Neither did the full subcommittee ever instruct 
him. And when he came in with that proposition, which is in 
print and to which I have referred, he said: 

Mr. BAILEY submits as his report— 

What does he mean by his report“? I ask the gentleman from 
Texas, if it was not your report why did you entitle it— 

Mr. BAILEY submits as his report from the subcommittee— 

So and so, printing it in full? Why not say— 

Mr. BAILEY submits as the views of the minority of the subcommittee the 
following? 

But the gentleman from Texas entitled it his views,” a propo- 
sition emanating from himself, because of the title, and I acted in 
perfect good faith in referring to it yesterday as his views.” Of 
course, I had before me yesterday afternoon, when I made my re- 
marks, five different bills. One of them was from the Senate. I 
had supposed, and been informed, that Mr. BAILEY was the author 
of that, and only when he disaffirmed it did I understand the con- 
trary. Of course, when I found myself in error in that regard, I 
was very willing to be corrected and to reduce my statement from 
fivetofour. Iso corrected my remarks, as I had a perfect right to 
do. It matters little whether the gentleman has changed his mind 
four times or five times in three months,” or a few months.” 
He does not deny, and can not successfully deny, that he has pre- 
sented these four differing bills within a year—three since the 
convening of this Congress. I do not know but there are “ more 
to follow of his views.” 

Having called your attention to these various propositions of the 
gentleman from Texas, I repeat my assertion that no two of them 
are alike in all their essential features. I call attention to the fur- 
ther fact that all of them are alike in one essential feature, the 
main feature, the leading feature, which feature I took occasion 

esterday to criticise, and which Judge Wolverton, in the last 

ngress, took occasion to criticise. I repeat again that notwith- 
standing all the remarks made by the gentleman in his charge of 
inaccuracy—and perhaps he would have it understood that I was 
willfully misrepresenting him, although I expressly stated that I 
had no such desire—I harbor no harsh feeling. I beg the gentle- 
man’s pardon most abjectly and humbly if I have offended him; 
but I take occasion to reassert, and to repeat, that to be a safe 
guide in matters of legislation as important as this a gentleman 
of this House should have a plan and a policy of legislation and 
should adhere to it. Ihave not varied the line, pan, and 
policy that I had in my mind when, in the Fifty-second Congress, 
‘we considered the bills then presented. 1 followed in the same 
line in the Fifty-third Congress; I stand there now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, there is one question between 
the gentleman from New York and myself, and I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa if it is not true that when the subcommittee 
Was appointed the full committee instructed them to prepare a 
—— for voluntary bankruptcy and one for involuntary bank- 
Tuptcy 

r. HENDERSON. The instruction of the full committee to 
the subcommittee was to prepare a bill with provisions for both 
voluntary and involuntary uptey, and not one for volun- 
tary bankruptcy. I can answer that question very promptly. 

- BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words 
in reference to the amendment I have submitted. I think it is 
clear from the discussion that has been had upon this bill that a 
majority of the members want some bankruptcy legislation. I 
think it is also clear that there are many of them who arein favor 
only of a voluntary bankruptcy law, but who would be willing, 


rather than have a law fail, to vote for a bill containing some 
involuntary provisions. Now, it was said during the argument 
here that this bill that was presented to the House is stripped of 
the severity of the old law and that it is much more liberal. 
That is true in reference to some of its provisions. I concede that 
it is true in reference to many of the provisions of this bill; butit 
is not true, as I understand—and I have made an examination of 
the matter—with reference to the so-called acts of bankruptcy. 

The great objection to the old law was that it was abused—that 
under its provisions men were forced into bankruptcy. when, if 
they had been permitted to. go on with their business and struggle 
along, they would have succeeded and recovered from their embar- 
rassments. That was one of the chief objections; and on com- 
paring the old law with this bill I find that the acts of bankruptcy 
are very nearly the same. There are slight changes in the phrase- 
ology, but they cover substantially the same ground. Now, what 
we desire, if this bill is to be made the law of the land and be 
accepted by the people as a settlement of this question, is tostrip 
it of the severity of the old law. There are in this bill nine acts 
of bankruptcy, and some of them contain more than one cause; 
they areso phrased that they can be construed to embrace many 
more grounds. I apprehend that it will be found that some mer- 
chants who are embarrassed would hardly know how to keep out 
of bankruptcy if this bill should become law. 

Now, I am willing that bill should embrace acts of frand— 
purely fraudulent transactions. I am willing that actual fraud 
should be cause for involuntary bankruptcy, and the amendment 
I have submitted provides a remedy for this class of cases. Firs 
5 of the property by an insolvent, and that wi 
embrace all the purchases under misrepresentation as to ability 
to pay. Second. fraudulent transfer of the property; and that 
would, by the dictionary in this bill, embrace every sort of lien or 
mortgage and every sort of fraudulent action had to defeat cred- 
itors. The third is the debtor concealing himself to defeat the 
service of a summons upon him and thus uding his creditors, 

_Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will on me, I would like a 
little further explanation of the second reason—the fraudulent 
transfer of 4 75 

Mr. BRO 10 If the gentleman will refer to the diction- 
ary in this bill—I do not know whether it is in the copy you have, 
but it is in the large bill—— 

Mr. MOODY. H have it here before me. 

Mr. BRODERICK. You will see that transfer means sale, 
mortgage, and every sort of lien given to defeat or defrand cred- 
itors. : 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, the question is, What is a fraud- 
ulent transfer? Now, I assume the preference of one creditor over 
another is not frandulent, except it be so stated in a bankruptcy 
law. A debtor has the right under the common law to include 
a preferred creditor, Does this include the preferred creditor, or 
does the gentleman exclude him? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I intend to include every fraudulent act 
which it is necessary to prohibit in a bankruptcy act, and I believe 
that the three grounds set ont in my amen nt embrace every 
sort of fraudulent purchase or fraudulent conveyance of property 
that should be specified. 

3 MILLER of Kansas. Either by way of preference or other- 
wise 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that his amend- 
ment does not do that, whatever his purpose may be. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is a difference of opinion. I think it 
does, It goes as far as I think the law should. 

The C . The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I think I can see in the provi- 
sions of this bill as they now stand, should it become a law, an 
almost if not an absolutely endless continuance of vexatious pro- 
ceedings against men who are unfortunate but not dishonest. A 
number of the acts of bankruptcy that are specified in section 2 
involve as a matter of course insolvency as a condition precedent 
to an assignmentin bankruptcy. That condition is in itself a fact 
to be inquired into and determined by a jury. 

Now, suppose that under the second paragraph of the bill an 
allegation should be made against a debtor living in a Western 
town involving the question of bankruptcy, citing him, for the 
pape of determining whether or not he was insolvent. to appear 
at the next term of the district court of the United States to be 
held in the district of which the debtor wasaresident. The public 
notoriety of the proceeding against him would in itself become 
vexatious, and then when the question came to be tried before the 
court the inquisitorial character of the proceedings, involving, as 
it necessarily would, an inquiry into every act he had done, into 
every sale he had made, into every purchase he had made, for 
months preceding the filing of the petition, in order to determine 
whether or not he was insolvent, in order to determine whether or 
not he had assets sufficient to meet his liabilities, because that is 
what settles the question of insolyency—all this would subject him 
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to great annoyance and injury. All these things would be inquired 
into, and I undertake to say that, without the commission of any 
dishonest act on his part, a condition of affairs would be brought 
about under the operation of this bill which would bring down 
upon it the righteous indignation of four-fifths of the people of this 
country and would compel Congress to wipe it from the pages of 
the statute book. I do not think there is any question about that. 
Hence I believe that if we have any bankruptcy legislation at all 
beyond a voluntary bankrupt law, if anything is to be added to its 
voluntary features, the provisions that are added should apply 
only to cases of actual fraud on the part of the debtor. That of 
course would stamp him as a dishonest man and put him outside 
the pale of consideration in the enactment of law. I hope the 
amendment of the tleman from Kansas will be adopted. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment and for the amendment to the amendment, 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


respondent or . eee in defend- 
pean titioners 8 enses 
counsel fees as allowed by the court as well asthe cost of gs. 
And provided further, t within five da; 

petition is filed in court the petitioner or petitioners shall file a bond in the 
same court where the 


sufficient sureties, to 3 by the said court, in such sum as court 


until after a bond has 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the paner to which this proposed substitute applies has not 
yet been read. 

Mr. MAHON, Well, leave it pending and I will offer it at the 


time. 
. Ir. MILLER of Kansas. Would not the gentleman accept an 
amendment inserting the word damages in connection with 
costs and expenses? : 

Mr. MAHON. I think that if they pay him all reasonable ex- 

ses and costs that is sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, the only 
ae feature about the involuntary provision of the bill will be 
obviated if that amendment is adopted, because creditors will be 
very careful before they undertake to put a man in bankrupicy. 
This ought to be like any other ing in court; if the party 
who institutes the ing fails he ought to make the defend- 
ant whole. I think that with that proviso in the bill no man can 
make a reasonable objection to it. 

Now, as to my State and my district; the great State of Penn- 
sylvania does a very large amount of business, and in answer to 
my colleague [Mr. Wim A. STONE] I want to say that the 
business men of Pennsylvania are in favor of this bill. Ihave not 
received a solitary protest against it, and I do not believe a pro- 
test has come here from the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Has my colleaguereceivedany let- 
ters or petitions in favor of the bill, or asking for its passage? - 

Mr. ON. Yes; I have received letter after letter from 
merchants, the very men who would be affected by this bill, ask- 
ing me to supportit. I understand, too, that the tleman who 
represents the giest city of Pittsburg is in favor of this bill. and, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to make the prediction that when the yea- 
and-nay vote is taken upon this bill my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE] will find seven-eighths of the Pennsylvania delegation 


lined up in favor of it. 
Mr WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me say at this point, Mr. 


Chairman, that I have never received a petition. a postal card, or 
any other commnnication from anybody in my district asking me 
to support this bill. I did receive a letter from one man, who 
— to be appointed a referee under the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I will not vote for this bill with 
the involuntary provision struck out, for this reason: It is a 
very nice thing to pass a law here to allow a man to go into volun- 
tary bankruptcy. After a man has gone into the market and 
purchased goods running up into thousands of dollars and has 
got possession of those goods, has got all his matters arranged, 
and has in some manner made away with the goods to his kindred 
or to some other person, it is a very nice thing to let him then 
come in and take the benefit of a voluntary — — law and get 
a discharge, and so swindle his creditors. There are scoundrels 
in the United States who go into the market and puy goode upon 
their own credit, and they would be the men to take advantage of 
such a law. They show that they have so many farms, or so 
much real estate, or so much personal property, and on that basis 
they get credit for goods to the extent of thousands of dollars, 
which they carry out of the State; and it is my experience as a 
lawyer that this class of persons, after they have purchased goods 
in that way—many of them with the intention to defraud their 
creditors—acknowledge judgment to a wife, or a brother, or a 


daughter, or some personal friend; execution is issued upon that 
judgment, the property of the debtor is swept away by execution, 
and when the merchants in the large cities from whom the goods 
were bought seek payment, they find that the man’s property has 


all been swept away and that they have no redress. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the men we ought to catch. I say that 
when a man is in fact a bankrupt it does not matter whether he 
goes into bankruptcy voluntarily or involuntarily; the bank- 
ruptey court is the place for him. I am in favor of involuntary 
provisions in a bankrupt law, becanse under them debtors will be 
1 from giving preferences; or if they do, they can be 

orced into bankruptcy and the preferences set aside. 
I venture the assertion—and my colleague from Pennsylvania 
Ee WILLIAM A. STONE] knows it to be true-—that merchants of 
hiladelphia, New York, and other large cities are robbed in our 
State to the extent of millions of dollars by men who go to the 
great commercial centers, purchase goods with which they stock 
their stores, and then confess judgment or give preferences, have 
executions issued by creditors with whom they are in collusion, 
and thus defraud the great mass of their creditors. If you will 
read the records of the mercantile business of our great c:ties you 
will find that this country is fullof such scoundrels; I am willing 
to say it is teeming with them. 
If the provision for involuntary bankruptcy be accompanied 
with provisions for giving a bond such as my amendment pro 
a bond under which a creditor engages to indemnify the debtor, if 
he does not sustain the ing which he institutes—there can 
be no 7 to a 1 855 De kind, Under my amend 
ment, if a man against whom ptey proceedings are begun 
is in fact nota bankrupt, if he has committed no act of bank- 
ruptcy, if he has not undertaken to defraud his creditors, then he 
will be indemnified and made whole. if, onthe other hand, after 
hearing and examination by the court, it is found that he has 
undertaken to defraud his creditors, or has been guilty of other 
eee then the bankruptcy court is just where he 
ought . 
Sir, I would not give a baubee for a bankrupt law containing 
only provisions for voluntary bankruptcy, because such a law 
simply allows all the scoundrels who are robbing the merchants of 
our great cities to go free; it simply opens the way for thein, after 
they have ererything arranged, to step into the United States 
court with a voluntary petition for R Sea to obtain a dis- 
charge, and thereby swindle their creditors. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MAHON. I would like three minutes more. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I hope my colleague's time will be 
extended. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, under the bankrupt law of 1867 
I was a register for seven years, and my practice as such covered 
a large pari of the State of Pennsylvania, From my experience 
under that law I am willing to say that no injustice was done to 
the people of our State—nobody who was honest suffered under 
thatlaw. Under its administration by the j of the district 
court at Pittsburg and by Judge Cadwalader in elphia the 
estates of bankrupts were settled promptly. Let my colleague 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] point out, if he can, any instances in which 
estates of bankrupts in Pennsylvania were squandered under the 
act of 1867. Sir, there was no demand from our State for the re- 
peal of that law. x 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
estates which were thrown into 
closed up. 
Mr. MAHON. Then that is the fault of the registers, 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. If no injustice was done under that law, 
why was there such a pressure to wipe it from the statute book? 
Mr. MAHON. I do not think there was any such pressure. 
The law had served its purpose, 
Mr. TRACEY. I wish to ask the pen laman this question: If 
section 2 of this bill, pror ama or involuntary bankruptcy, should 
be stricken out and the bill enacted into law without those 
provisions, how would a dishonest debtor under its provisions get 
his discharge? 
Mr. MAHON. If you pass such a law, I could in my State 
into debt for $25,000, and, if I were a business man, I could in the 
course of a year fix up my affairs so that I could go into bank- 
ruptcy and get my discharge in spite of anyone. 
. TRACEY. I do not see how you could do it. 
Mr.MAHON. IwouldshowyouhowIcoulddoit. [Laughter. 
Mr. POWERS. Itseems to me, Mr. Chairman, that section 
of this bill, which I understand is now under consideration, is 
the very section of all others that ought to commend itself to the 
best judgment of this House. A bill framed solely for the benefit 
of the voluntary bankrupt threatens more fraud, threatens more 
danger tenfold over, so far as my experience under the old law 

oes, than a bill that embodies both features, as this bill does. 

nder the law of 1867, which was repealed because it bore heavily 


Why, my dear sir, one-half of the 
eet as have never yet been 
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upon bankrupt estates, the only instances of fraud that came un- 
der my observation—and I had quite an extended experience under 
the law—were frauds which were practiced, not by creditors, but 
by the bankrupt himself. Knowing the relief that was afforded 
him under the bill, by taking this step, as suggested by my friend 
from Pennsylvania HON], he was enabled to smuggle 
syay his property and defeat the creditor and yet get his dis- 
charge. 

Now, as a practical fact in business, Mr. Chairman, I think this 
proposition is a sound one: That the creditors of the poor debtor 
are interested, and will follow that interest to protect. the cred- 
itor. Just so long as the debtor can struggle along and hold out 
to his creditors any hope of future payment they are interested in 
having his property and his business well conducted and taken 
care of; and they are interested to protect him and let him alone 
and let him preserve the property and make it as valuable as possi- 
ble, giving him abundant opportunity to work out his own salva- 
tion, and in the working out of his salvation to save them from 
certain loss. There is no danger as a practical fact of any oppres- 
sion on the part of the creditor toward the poor debtor as a gen- 
eral rule. 

Men, Mr. Chairman, act as a general bein 77 05 motives of self- 
interest. The creditors could have no possible interest in oppress- 
ing the debtor and destroying his property. Their interest is 
directly the reverse. They are interested in protecting his prop- 
erty to keep him along until he can work out and pay off even a 
small fraction of the claims to which they are entitled. 

Before I come to this section of the bill, however, I wish to an- 
swer a question that is propounded by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FarrcHILp], who asked if the act of 1867 was not op- 
pressive upon the poor debtor, why it was repealed? Ican answer 
the question. It was repealed because of the excessive fees that 
were taken by the clerk, the marshal, and other officials called 
upon to execute the law. This act is guarded in that the fees are 
limited. The clerk of the court can only get $10, no matter how 
long the litigation is pending The other officials charged with 
the ađministration of the law get small fees. The bulk of the 
estate is therefore available for the benefit of the creditors, and of 
course to the same extent available for the debtor, for he wants to 
be able to pay as much on his accounts as he can. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, with his consent. 


Mr, POWERS. Certainly. 
Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman says he understands that 
the law of 1867 was repealed use the officials charged with its 


execution had been in the habit of extorting exorbitant fees. I 
ask if he has examined the debate in the two Houses upon that 
question for the purpose of discovering what were the real objec- 
tions to the law? 

Mr. POWERS.’ I have not examined the debate, I will say in 
answer to my friend from Kansas. I came into this discussion 
but a few moments ago, and have not had an opportunity to deter- 
mine what the debates show. I only speak from the standpoint 
of my own experience and the complaints that have originated in 
my own locality. I know that clerks of the United States court 
made very comfortable fortunes out of the business, and that the 
other officials got well off out of the administration of the law. I 
assume that these officials in every State, having the same oppor- 
tunities, probably availed themselves of it and made good pay out 
of the law while it was in existence. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If the gentleman will it me, I will 
suggest thatif he examines the debates he will ascertain that there 
were other objections. ; 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. And more pertinent ones. 

Mr. BRODERICK. For instance, Senator Conkling, of New 
York, who was himself in favor of a bankrupt law, said that there 
were serious objections to the law because of the oppression some- 
times practiced upon the debtor under its operation. 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Vermont be permitted to have five minutes’ extension. 

There was no objection. N 

Mr. POWERS. As I was saying, Mr. Chairman, this section 2 
is the section, of all others, that commends the bill to my mind. 
It has been said by gentlemen who favor a voluntary bankrupt 
law that they are willing to incorporate in it cases of fraud. I 
wish to call attention to this fact, that you in substance provide 
for thatin this section 2, and if gentlemen will give me their atten- 
tion for a little while they will see that such is the case. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield tome? Have 
you examined the list of grounds in the second section upon which 
a state of bankruptcy may be declared? 


Mr. POWERS. I will call attention to them in order. I have 


examined them, and gentlemen will please excuse me,as I have 
but a very limited time. À 

The first act of bankruptcy committed by a person is the con- 
cealing of himself, departing, or remaining away from his place 


of business, and so on, with intent to avoid the service of civil 


process and to defeat his creditors, Now, that is a fraud. All 
Will agree to that. Being a fraud, it becomes an act of bankruptcy. 
The second is a failure for thirty days, and until a petition is filed 
while insolvent, to secure the release of any property levied upon 
for $500 or over. Now, then, that does not necessarily establish or 
imply a fraud, unless it be argued that his failure to release the 
property is done on purpose to put it through the mill and grind 
it up. e third cause is the making of a transfer of any of his 
property with intent to defeat his creditors. Is that not a fraud? 
Fourth, the making of an assignment for the benefit of his credit- 
ors, or having filed in court a written statement admitting his 
inability to pay his debts. Now, that is sometimes, and doubtless 
would be ordinarily, an honest procedure. Fifth, having made, 
while insolvent, a transfer of his property, or suffered any of it to 
be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise, for the 
potpore of giving a preference. Is that nota fraud? The policy 
of the law is to provide for an equal distribution of the property 
among all of the creditors; and if a man gives a preference to one 
creditor, does he not commit a fraud against all the rest of them? 

(6) Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with 
intent to defeat his creditors and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten 
days before the filing of a petition in iis par provided that a payment 
or satisfaction of such a judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's get pends d 

sur 


or from the p s of such a sale shall not be deemed a paymen 
judgment under the provisions of this section— 


Another rank fraud, on purpose to defraud the creditor— 


(7) Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered 
en Pro, erty to vec. legal process at least ten days before the filing of a po- 

ion in ruptey 


Another instance of rank fraud. 

That might be an honest transaction 

(8) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of 
executions aggregating such amount, against himself to be returned no prop- 
erty found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions be 
paid before a petition is filed. 

Now, that might or might not be fraudulent; but every one of 
these propositions, with possibly one or two exceptions, goes upon 
the 1 it will be noticed, of a legal or moral fraud, and, 
whether it be legal or moral, it is just as disastrous to the creditor, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
him a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Turn to clause 4— 

(4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors, 

I want to ask the gentleman if this should become a law does 
not the existence of a general bankrupt law suspend the opera- 
tions of the assignment laws of the States? 

Mr. POWERS. Of course. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio, Then how can a man make an assign- 
ment if the State assignment laws are suspended? 

Mr. KNOX. There might be a common-law assignment. 

Mr. POWERS. A man might make acommon-law assignment 
to his creditors. An assignment to his creditors may or may not 
be a fraud. It may be an honest transaction. The debtor may 
say, “ I will assign my property to a trustee for the benefit of my 
creditors,” and that may be honestly done, or, as I have already 
said, it may be done for a fraudulent purpose; and judging by my 
own observation of the old law of 1867—— 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. How can you make an assignment if 
this law suspends the assignment statute? 

Mr. POWERS. It suspends our State assignment statutes, but 
the act can be done. A man has the right to make an assignment 
at common law without any statute, and he might make an as- 
signment in that way. But without stopping to cover these 
points, because my time is so limited, I will say that we have in 
a large proportion of our States an insolvency law which has been 
upon the statute books for a good many years. Ithink every one 
of the New England States has such a law. They have itin New 
Hampshire, in Vermont, and so forth. Undertheoperations of that 
law the property of debtors is distributed more fairly, more equi- 
tably, and more satisfactorily to the whole community, both to 
debtors and creditors, than it was administered before we had 
any of those laws. Of course the passage of a national bank- 
ruptcy law will supersede the operation of these State insolvency 
aot bait here is the trouble witha State law: It is limited to State 

ines. 

The CHAL RMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has expired. 

Mr. POWERS. I will ask for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Pow- 
ERS] asks for three minutes more. Is there objection? 

r. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman. I object. 
fen 5 We will have that delegation go against you. 
aughter. | 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. While I feel very friendly toward Ver- 
mont just at this time, I do not want her to take all the time, I 
object simply because I think gentlemen who desire to discuss the 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
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merits of this bill should have availed themselves of the time we 
have had heretofore. 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowErs] has undertaken to 
say that this bill is substantially the bill 5 by the gentle- 
man from Kansas. If the friends of the bill will strike out of it 
those provisions of the bill which will leave it as the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas proposes to make it, I shall very 
heartily 2 rae this bill. But if it is intended that every man 
who is in debt, and against whom a judgment for $500 has been 
rendered, and who is unable to pay it for thirty days, shall become 
a bankrupt I am not in favor of that proposition. 

I am not in favor of the proposition that the man who owes $500 
and can not pay it for thirty days shall be thrown into bankruptcy 
by his creditors. But every man who commits a fraud, every dis- 
honest man, such as the gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks of, 
should be subjected to the very closest scrutiny through a bank- 
ruptcy court, and every dollar of his estate subjected to the pay- 
ment of his debts ought to be handed over entirely to his creditors. 

Further than this there ought to benoinvoluntary bankruptcy. 
Hold the line to fraud and fraudulent conveyances. Protect the 
oppressed debtor against these unjust prosecutions and save the 
people who are suffering on account of the times; save 
the people from being thrown into bankruptcy and let all honest 


men to their debts in the usual way. I hope the amend- | kind 
‘okere T 


ment y 1 from Kansas will be adopted and 
that then this bill will become a law. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words with 
reference to the amendment which the gentleman from Kansas has 
been kind 3 to hand to me for the 5 of examination. 

But before I do that I want to say that I indorse every word of 
the statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] who last spoke upon this subject. It seems to me that 
however much this country wants a bankruptcy bill, it is not 
simply a voluntary bankru bill which is sought. However 
much I desire to vote for a ptcy bill at this session of Con- 

ess, I believe I can do no greater harm to the great commercial 

nterests of this country than by voting for a bankruptcy bill 
which contains the voluntary feature alone. It is nothing but an 
encouragement to fraud. I would no quicker vote for such a bill 
than I would vote for a bill which provided for inyoluntary bank- 
ruptcy alone. Justice requires that the interests of both debtor 
and creditor should be cared for. 

Under the present existing system of State insolvency laws, 
which will be suspended by the passage of a voluntary bankruptcy 
act, there is something which stands in the way of a man enter- 
ing upon the course of conduct which has been described by the 
3 from ee bore Pass this law, which will strike 

own the provisions of the State law and eliminate its involun- 
tary features, and you encourage every dishonest man to incur 
debt fraudulently, to prefer one creditor above all others, and to 
delay his settlement with his creditors until the time shall have 
when his transactions can be inquired into. Then he will 

go into bankruptcy and take the benefit of the law. : 

Iam op to that, Mr. Chairman. I believe the people of 
my State who want a bankruptcy law, and want it badly, are o 
posed to the enactment of a 8 5 8 law that shall include 
only voluntary 3 They desire a national law which 
will operate for the benefit of both debtors and creditors. They 
do not want to strike down their own law, which has worked so 
satisfactorily now for about half a century, until something better 
is provided in its stead. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas has offered 
us an amendment, and I desire to ask the careful attention of the 
committee to his amendment. He proposes to provide that an act 
of bankruptcy shall be, in the first place, the act of one who has 
fraudulently contracted a debt. Now, that ought not to be an act 
of bankruptcy—that alone. Where a man has fraudulently con- 
tracted a debt and is op g Slane to pay it, it ought not to be in 
the power of any one man to put him into 3 to the det- 
riment of the rest of his creditors. And if that shall be made an 
act of bankruptcy, I most respectfully suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas that it should read in this way: Being insolvent, 
has fraudulently contracted a debt,” which is the subject of proof 
in a bankruptcy 8 It would be worse than any provi- 
sion now in this bill if op creditor holding a claim that He 


alogos has been contracted udulently could put a debtor into 
bankruptcy, destroy his property, and injure the interests of every 
other creditor. 


The second provision of the amendment is that it shall be con- 
sidered an act of baomer if a person has sold or transferred 
his property or some part thereof with intent to defeat his cred- 
itors. Certainly, I differ entirely with the construction of the 
learned gentleman from Kansas. This language can not possibly 
include a preference. It is not fraudulent for a debtor to prefer 
one creditor over another. He has a right to do it, unless forbid- 
den by statute. He can not be said to transfer his property with 
intent to defeat his creditors” if he simply prefers one to another, 
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The words of this amendment refer only to a common-law fraud, 
the transfer from the debtor of his 5 to some third persons, 


to hold it upon some secret trust for him. That is an old fraud- 
ulent transfer which has been known ever since the statute of 
Elizabeth. Under this amendment a preference would not be an 
act of bankruptcy. 

A transfer of property by a man who is in debt to one of his 
creditors in preference to all others is not such a transfer as is de- 
scribed by the language of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas. His amendment would leave all the evils described b 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania in full force and effect. It 
would allow a man to contract debts to any amount whatever, 
then to suffer judgment upon the debt, and allow his property to 
be swept away and his honest creditors left without anything to 
pay their claims. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

after a 1 of that kind had been had and execution pro- 
ceedings had taken and the property taken away from the 
debtor whether there is any provision in the law of Pennsylvania 
by which honest creditors can find out whether the judgment is 
upon a genuine debt or not? 

Mr. ON. Not unless it has become a matter of record. 
Then they have a right to inquire into it. 

_Now, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any proceedings of that 


The CHAIRMAN. Thetimeof the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

On motion of Mr. KNOX, by unanimous consent, the time of 
Mr. Moopy was extended for minutes. 

Mr. MOODY. There is only one other thought that I wanted 
to present to the committee, and it is this: I have been in and out 
here for several 2 have heard a good deal about the poor 
debtor class, but I have not heard much about the poor creditor 
class. I for one have something to say for the creditor class. I 
was surprised when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE] got up here and condemned this bill because, as 
he said, it was simply ‘‘for the p of facilitating the collec- 
tion of debts.” In the name of God, gentlemen, why should you 
not facilitate the collection of debts? Is there anything wrong 
about that? Is it any objection to this bill that it will facilitate 
the collection of debts? Who are the people who own the debts? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not any creditor class. Every 
man who is a creditor, who is in business and whose business 
affairs this bill will touch, is a debtor as well. Who are the cred- 
itor class that are asking for this legislation? They are the great 
commercial bodies throughout this couniry, who are composed of 
men who are creditors and debtors at the same time. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania says there is no demand for the enact- 
ment of this bill. Where has he been during this session of Con- 
gress that he has not heard the demand that is coming up from 
all parts of the country, from those who are en, in commer- 
cial transactions, for the passage of a bankruptcy bill like this, 
and in opposition to the p: of a bill containing the volun 
provision alone? I have heard nothing on this subject except pe- 
titions for the passage of this bill. 

In whose interest are those petitions? In whose interest is the 
poster of this bill asked? It is asked in the interest of the manu- 

acturers, not the great capitalists, but the men who make the 
goods that are distributed throughout this country, the shoes, the 
cotton and woolen goods, the manufactured products of all kinds 
that our people buy and use, They ask for this bill, and all they 
ask is that when a man arrives at a position where he can not 
pay his debts in full, they, as creditors, shall be allowed to share 
equally with every other creditor. They ask nothing more than 
that. Is not that just? Who else is asking for this bill? The 
banks of the country. I am speaking to practical men. What 
interest have the banks of the country in this measure? There is 
no man who has been a director of a bank who has not had the 
experience of going into the directors’ room upon every directors’ 
day and negotiating the discount of pieces of commercial paper 
coming from all parts of this country. 

At the very last meeting I attended I remember discounting two 
or three 1 pieces of paper from concerns in the State of the 

ntleman from Minnesota who sits before me. Any bank, at 

east any bank in the Eastern sections of the country, has in its 
drawer at any given time pieces of commercial paper that have 
been issued in almost every State in the Union. The banks are 
getting upon those loans less than 6 per cent on the average. 
hey are lending that money to our friends in the West. Why? 
Because they can lend it cheaper than local capitalists there can 
lend it. Are gentleman not willing to pay them? Are they not 
willing, when they are lending them money at less than 6 per cent, 
to pay them? Are they not ing to give these banks, which have 
taken the capital from where it is plentiful and distributed it in 
those portions of the country where it is needed, the right to 
share equally in the assets of the debtor when misfortune over- 
takes ce (to use the expression of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania) to help the banks to collect their debts? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Speaking for Minnesota, I say that we are. 
Mr. MOODY. Iam glad to say that we have never had experi- 
ence of any other kind with Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, all 
Twant to add is that this bill ought to be defeated or else it ought 
to be passed with the involuntary provision in it. If it is to be 
made a mere voluntary ba: t law it is worse than nothing, 
and I hope, if it comes to that, t the bill will be rejected. 
| Mr. Rof Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it gives me the utmost 
gratification to see at last that the advocates of this bill have 
come out of the brush and have announced its true pi . The 
‘gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], whose people own, 
‘perhaps, more claims against poor debtors than the people of any 
| in this Union—— 
| Mr. MOODY. I have not beenin the brush,” so the gentleman 
will please not talk about my coming out of it. [La ag E 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. tleman comes from a State 
where more of these claims 


The gen 
perhaps are owned than in any other 
State in this Union, and he has now, for the first time, announced 
that this is a bill for the purpose of collecting debts, and that is 
the reason and the sole reason he advocates it. 

Now, Mr. i on the day when this discussion first 

ed the gentleman from Iowa . HENDERSON], with trem- 
voice and with tears in his eyes, said that this bill was for 
the purpose of letting those poor men who had been unfortunate 
escape the burden of their debts. And that was followed 
up by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], whose only 
d for advocating the bill was that by the laws of various 
States there is placed in the hands of a single creditor the means 
of sees an attachment against a debtor and taking all his prop- 
erty. Those were the two grounds on which this bill was advo- 
cated. Yet we find now that the true secret of the bill is that it 
is a bill for the collection of debts. 

In this bill there are provisions under which every merchant in 
Kansas City (in which I reside) can be placed in bankruptcy. 
There are provisions in this bill by which a man having any 
amount of property may be placed in bankruptcy because subse- 
quently to the time of the commission of the acts named or within 
six months accident may happen to him so that at the time of 
the 1 ia the petition he may not have sufficient property to 

ebts. 
2 . MOODY. Let me ask the gentleman what provision of the 
bill does that? What provision puts a man into bankruptcy under 
such circumstances? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Section 2—the very provision we are 
now discussing. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me point out to the gentleman that he is 
mistaken. That section provides that a man shall be put into 
bankruptcy only when he is insolvent; and then if the gentleman 
Will turn to the definition of an insolvent in this bill—the most 
liberal definition that has ever been embraced in any bill—he will 
find that if upon a fair valuation of his property debtor can 
pay all he owes he is not to be regarded as insolvent. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Les; but that matter is determined 
at the time when the petition is filed; and if at any time within 
six months previous he has permitted an attachment to remain on 
his property, however san igri it may have been issued, however 
iniquitous the claim may be on which itis founded—if that attach- 
ment is allowed to remain ni his for thirty days with- 
out his obtaining a release he is as having committed 
an act of bankruptcy and may be wn into the bankruptcy 
court. Isay that under that of a provision the most iniqui- 
tous claim on earth may be used tothrow a maninto toy, 
because there is not one case in a million where an attachment 
could be released within the thirty days. In this way, then, a 
man may under such a provision be thrown into bankruptcy and 


unjustl: pressed. 

But — is the situation in regard to a man's property so far 
as the determination of the question of his insolvency is concerned? 
When the petition is filed, an assessment is made of the value of 
the debtor’s property, based upon its value upon a forced sale 
under bankruptcy proceedings, and though the man’s property 
fairly valued might be three times what would be required to pay 

Bis debts, yet when you estimate it upon the basis of a forced sale, 
that pro might be adjudged insufficient to meet the indebted- 
ness, although under ordinary circumstances and with i 
business management it might be more than three times enoug 
to pay the man’s indebtedness. I say, then, that under the pro- 
visions of this bill any man, however honest, may be thrown into 
bankruptcy by an accident, because forsooth his paper is not paid 
7777... 8 
or o ise, to remain unpaid for thi ys he may 

— teary and that too, not by the man whose 


thrown into 

paper is unpaid, but by any creditor, even though that creditor’s 
claim may be but $10. Such a creditor, because of the debtor's 
default 


noe another man’s paper, may throw him into bank- 
great majority of the man's creditor's may not wish 


ruptcy. 


him to go into But here comes along a Jew clothing 
merchant oar or New York or Bottan E * 
Here the hammer fell 


-] 
Mr. BRODERICK. I ask that my colleague be allowed five 
minutes more. 
There was no objection. 
Paik MOODY. Win the gentleman from Kansas allow me a 
e on? 
Mr. of Kansas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MOODY. The gentleman has just stated thatan accidental 


failure to pay a promissory note may be a cause of bankruptcy. 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas i = 


“ Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOODY. Now, let me call the gentleman’s attention to 
this language of section 2, which defines acts of ptey: 

8 od and not for i 
wha aaant ths payment of he cathet papot T petition dred 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But I say that, in the administration 
of this bill,if a man’s property, when the petition in bankruptcy 
is filed, is not three times enough to pay his debts he will be re- 

as insolvent, because the value of his property is estimated 

at what it would bring at a forced sale by order of a bankruptcy 


Now, I say, there may come along a man whose claim amounts 
to but $10; other creditors, whose claims may amount to a hun- 
dred thousand dollars, may beanxiousthat a debtor shall continue 
in business; but that man whose claim amounts to but $10 may, 
under this bill, put the debtor into bankruptcy. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, no; it requires three 
creditors, and the indebtedness must amount to $500. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Where is there any such provision in 
the bill? Lask the gentleman to look it up. 

Mr. GILLETT of usetts. I can turn to it in a moment. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. One man can do it. Let gentlemen 
turn to section 12. 

Mr. RAY. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Kansas 
to this provision of the bill: 


have vable claims against any person 
in . the value of securities bald by 


Now, let the gentleman withdraw his statement about a creditor 


with a claim of 3 

Mr. MILLER of . I will admit that in stating the sum 
of $10 I was not gae accurate. 

Mr. RAY (continuing to read)— 
or ifall of the creditors of such person are less than twelve in number, then one 
of such creditors whose claim equals such amount may file a petition to have 
him adjudged a bankrupt. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. So far as my statement is concerned 
that a creditor to the amount of 810 might put a man in bank- 
mpe it is wrong; but so far as it relates to the five-hundred- 
2 G No one can dispute 

t . 
5 of Massachusetts. If there are less than twelve 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Now, if the desire of the people fram- 
ing this bill is, as stated, just to relieve the em „ honest 
debtor, and second, to protect the creditors from having the prop- 
erty of the debtor taken away by attachment, why are they not 

illing to strike out from the the drastic isions to which 
I have —— m zoem only mining an sre in Peat niau are 
supposed to be capable of accomplishi object they have in 
view—the provisions under which an attachment can be issued in 
a State court; that is, in cases of fraud? If what yon claim is true, 
that the groundwork of the bill is to provide that one creditor 
shall not step in and by attachment absorb all of the estate to the 
exclusion of all others, Why not leave the voluntary provision in 
the bill and restrict the involuntary provision to acts of fraud, on 
which the attachment a issue, just as it would issue in a State 


court? That would, in effect, meet every provision that 8 
man from Iowa in of the bill, the gentleman from IIlinois, 
and others claim the bill was intended to accomplish. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, we recognize that it might help some 
manufacturer in Massachusetts with that out. You would not be 
ee to anything of that kind. 

Mr. of Kansas. . Chairman, I wish to say to the 
gentleman from lowa that I was born in Maine; my people lived 
in Maine; they are New England people, and I have no prejudices 

inst Massachusetts, such as he seems to think in his assertion. 
I have no prejudice against Massachusetts as a State, or against 
any other State or any other part of New land; but I do say 
that no bill should be here by this House which is an 
instrument of oppression and an engine in the hands of the cred- 
itors of this country in addition to those already given by the 
States to oppress the people of the Western country, who, forsooth, 
happen to be in debt. 
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The e of the West are as honorable, as ht, and as cor- 
rect in their business transactions as any other people in the United 
States or in the world. But unfortunately they have become in- 
volved in debt to some extent, and it is not right that under those 
conditions which exist among them an additional burden of oppres- 
sion or an engine of oppression shall be given into the hands of the 
ey e the country to harass and oppress our people in 

I say that this bill, in all of its features, is a bill for the pur- 
poe, and that alone, that was announced here by the gentleman 

Massachusetts a few moments ago; and if the House 2 
it it will never become a law; but even if it should pass and it 
ever becomes a law, it will be one of the most unpopular acts that 
ever emanated from a Republican House, and for that I shall be 
exceedingly sorry. 5 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a bankruptcy bill, both volun- 
tary and involuntary, but I want the bill to be just in its terms. 
I want the involuntary sections declaring acts of bankruptcy to 
be limited to acts of fraud, such as might be grounds for attach- 
ment. By the terms of this bill as it now stands innocent men, 
who in the ordi course of business might pay every dollar of 
their debts, may be thrown into tey and irretrievably 
ruined ; and worse than all, under its provisions, ee es man 
may have acted honestly, notably in the matter of erences, 
after he has been ruined and his p taken he can not be dis- 
charged from his debts under the provisions, of this bill unless the 
bill is 5 ee e 1 pasate = justice my poopie sup- 
port it, and I sincerely hope it will not pass in its present form. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. e I am quite sure that it was not 
the purpose of my colleague from Massachusetts, who addressed 
the committee a few moments ago, to convey the impression that 
the only purpose of this bill was the of It was, 
I am quite sure, his purpose to say that it should not operate 
against this bill, in effect, that under it the honest creditor might 
be able to collect his debts which otherwise would be lost to him. 
The honest man who owns the debt has the same right before the 
courts, and should have before all courts, as the honest debtor that 
owes the debt. 

This law has but a single interest in view, and that is that the 
honest debtor who shall honestly surrender his to be 
divided among his creditors shall be discharged from the obliga- 
tions of indebtedness, and that the honest creditor who has the 
debt shall receive his due and fair proportion of the estate, and 
take, with all others, exactly his proportion on a fair division of 


the estate. 

There is in this bill, con’ to the assertion of the gentleman 
from Kansas, no question afiecting the North, East, South, or 
West, but it is a bill of beneficence throughout the whole 
borders of the country. It deals equally with all men. And let 
me say to the gentleman from Kansas, or anyone else from that 
locality who attacks the bill on the ground that it may be oppress- 
ive to them, that when this bill e eee the great 
East will again flow to the West, to be loaned there, to be invested 
there, to build up industries there, and start men in business, to 
build houses, found banks, and organize new industries just as it 
did in the past. There can be no ide grat ee eee 
that would add so materially to the interests of the country, 
or that will aid so thoroughly the debtor people of the West as 
this very bill, which will assure those who have money to invest 
that if they make their investment they shall share equally with 
all others in the property of a debtor who fails to comply with his 
obligations, and that there is a law to protect them from the oper- 
ation of fraud. 

Now, I beg of the committee and the House to consider what 
would be the effect of ap voluntary bill. All the 
laws in Massachusetts, the laws in nearly all the great Common- 
wealths of this country, which prona against fraudulent prefer- 
ences on the part of debtors, which provide against the transfer 
of property for the purpose of hindering, d. , or defrauding 
creditors, are contained in the insolvent laws of the various States. 
And the moment you pass a bill here, even if it provides that noth- 
ing but voluntary bankruptcy shall be the rule, when it goes into 

tion it supersedes the insolvent laws of the States, and we 
should in these great commercial States be deprived of any law 
which operates against commercial frauds. And I agree full 
with my col e that it is far better no law should be p 2 
that the laws should remain as they are, rather than that a purely 
voluntary bill should pass. 

Now, as to the oppression which may prevail under this bill. 
The law of 1867 went into operation at about the time I came to 
the bar. I was familiar with the practice under it. I never knew 
of a case where a creditor employed the provisions of the law of 
1867 to oppress an honest debtor, and I never heard of one in my 
. tg atanena : 

T. s ill you it a question 
Mr. KNOX. — ä 
Mr. TAWNEY. Are you aware of the fact that President Grant, 


d th tit v x sed for the £ ? 
und that it was u ‘or of oppression’ 
1 Tead fro 


the repeal of the act of 1867, put it 


posed to be a portion of the annual message of President 
Grant. President Grant was a a general, the greatest that the 
country ever saw. We all worship him; but he was nota lawyer 
and ably had no experience under the bankruptcy act of 
1867. I am Ee stating what my ience and my knowl- 
edge were, and I was about to say that I never heard of a dozen 
cases tried by a j where the issue of insolvency set up by the 
creditors was denied. There were no such trials. They were the 
rarest, which — „F that pe pm 
were not using provisions w for urpose of op- 
pressing their debtors. If a man can pay his 3 should pay 
them. he can not pay them, his property should be divid 
among his creditors equally. If he surrenders his pro to be 
divided, he should be disc god, The right of the creditors to 
have the property equally divided is no less sacred and important 
than that of the debtor to be di ; and to deny that must 


amount to a denial of justice, and nothing else. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that the tle- 
man who has just taken his seat [Mr. Knox] is well q ed to 


speak for his own State. I have some doubts as to whether he is 
as well qualified to speak for the West as are some tlemen who 
reside Perhaps none of us are so well qualified as those 
who will be affected by this bill. I have just received a telegram 
from some gentlemen representing very heavy business interests 
in the State of Indiana. I send it to the Clerk’s desk and ask that 
it be read at the conclusion of my remarks, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TERRE. HAUTE, IND., May 1, 1898. 


Hon. Benson Woon, House of Representatives; 


bankru 
failures and up, but it means confiscation of a 
8.000. Ont of a total number of failures in the United States and Canada 
(1895) of 14,874, 12,986 employed a capital of less than $5,000each. We Pps great 
S ene EiS te EE TA the interest of all the 


HAVENS & GEDDES COMPANY. 
TERRE HAUTE SHOE COMPANY, 
E. H. BINDLEY & CO, 
BEMENT, REA & CO. 

HULMAN & CO. 


Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, on the 4th day of March, 1893, 
the Democratic came into power in this country. Since 
that time the f and the shrinkages of value in . and 
property in this country have been greater in number an ye Ps 
in amount than in any other like period in the history of thi 
country or any other country. In view of the thousands and tens 
of thousands of men who have been broken up and reduced to 
poverty during that time, I should be glad to-day to vote for a 
voluntary sine, Reel bill, with 5 restrictions, limited in its 
operation to one or two years. e existing business interests of 
the country that have not been utterly destroyed by the accession 
to power of this old Democratic party are standing now tottering 
upon their weakened legs, and now you are here proposing an 
involuntary bankruptcy bill to complete the work that the united 
2 ose ey beenunabletoaccomplish. [Laugh- 

and applause, 

I should fayor a voluntary bankruptcy bill, in order that the 
thousands and tens of thousands of good, straight, honest men in 
this country who have gone down under this political cyclone that 
has struck the country—I would favor a voluntary bankruptcy bill 
that would enable them to wipe out = scores and start anew in 
the battle of life, but I would not put it in the power of the great, 
the powerful, and the strong to wreck the i business in- 
terests of the country that are struggling with all their might and 
main to keep their heads above water until the glorious day, which 
is not far hence, when the friends of the American working men 
and women and the friends of American industries will resume 
Bae of the country again. [Applause on the Republican 
Side. 


Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time to whoever may 

— Watsow dorf Jun Mr. Chairman, I strik 
> 0 0. z i move to e out 
the last word. 

Upon the whole, Mr. Chairman, I am im favor of this bill; but 
that the involuntary features of it are subject to t ob- 
jection can not, in my mind, be doubted. Let me atten- 
tion of the House again to section 59 and give you two or three 
illustrations under that section. It provides that— 

Three or more creditors who have provable claims against any which 
amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of securities by them, if 
any, to $500 or over— 
may force a debtor into bankruptcy. Now, I ask the calm and 
deliberate judgment of this House with regard to this provision. 
What are we about to do? It makes no difference how much 
money a man owes, it makes no difference how many people a 
man owes, it makes no difference what the great majority of his 
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creditors desire, if three of his creditors only, representing $500, 


wish it, they can force him into bankruptcy, against the desire 
and consent of every other creditor. Lap to the common, fair 
sense ie this Houseif thatis plain, straightforward, average Ameri- 
can justice, 

To go on: The real y and iniquity of this section comes 
now, if I may use such language in reference to it. The section 
continues: 

If all the creditors of such person are less than twelve in number, then on 
of such creditors whose claim equals $500 may force him into bankruptcy. 

To illustrate: I owe 11 men. I owe 10 of them $1,000 each 
They are satisfied that I can pay them in time. They have no 
desire to oppress me. They are notasking for their money. They 
tell me to go on and work out this indebtedness. They have con- 
fidence in my ability to do so, and confidence in my integrity, but 
one man, to whom I owe the pitiful sum of $500, forces me into 
bankruptcy, inst my will, and against the will of the 10 credi- 
tors to whom I owe $1,000 each. 

Mr. RAY. May I make a suggestion there? 
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5 . Suppose you do not permi uppose he is no 
permitted to force a man into bankruptcy? What will be the 
result? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Ido not know what you mean, 

Mr. RAY. He can bring a suit and obtain his judgment in 
twenty days in my State, and I suppose that is about the time in 
nearly all the States. He would obtain his judgment, issue his 
execution, levy upon and sell the pr of this man, and ruin 
him in his business. Well, stop all of this business. Now, there 
can be ne question about the fact that he has the right under the 
State laws to enforce the Si fiers of the contract. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Les; if it is due. 

Mr. RAY. Why not permit one in this case that you mention 
and three in the other cases mentioned here to put him into bank- 
ruptey when he gets where he can not pay, does not pay, and is 


unable to pay? 
Well, Ido not want all of this to come 


Mr. WA N of Ohio. 
out of my time. 8 
Mr. RAY. I will ask that you have further time, because this 
is not a matter that is to be rushed, A fair discussion should be 
given, and I am delighted, so far as I am concerned, to hear an 
expression of opinion. Now, I want right there to say that in 
a case of that kind, where there is only one, and they want to give 
this man further time, if they desire him to go on and pursue his 
business, let them raise the money. ughter.] Let them buy 
up this claim, and that will prevent forcing the man into bank- 


ruptcy. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


ired. 
2 RAY. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
five minutes further time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr FAIRCHILD and Mr. Ray rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio 

ield? 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York hoe FAIRCHILD] to ask a question. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I want to ask my colleague from New York 
what would be done in the case if the defendant had a defense to 
the piece of paper? Would it not compel such a defendant to fight 
out that defense in bankruptcy proceedings, when otherwise he 
could fight it out under the 8 statutes? 

Mr. RAY. What is the difference, whether you fight out your 
defense in the State court 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I do not want a controversy between 
the gentlemen in my time. 

Mr. . Or whether you fight out your defense 
in the United States courts under this provision? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I think the difference is yery olea: 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I must decline to yield er. Iwill 
undertake to answer the gentleman's question, as I now recollect 
it. He asks what evil effect would result when a is thrown 
into bankruptcy. I want to call his attention to the fact that in 
the commercial world the moment a charge of bankruptcy is made 
against a debtor he is gone. If his paper is worth 75 cents on the 
dollar to-day, and you charge him by petition as being a bank- 
rupt, to-morrow it is not worth 40 cents on the dollar, notwith- 
standing the fact that he may prove in court that your char, 
against him is not true, and that he be restored as far as ble 
to his position before the oe was made. The shadow that will 
follow him and ultimately drive him to poverty is the result of 
the first step you took. And this t and cruel power you pro- 
pose to place in one creditor to whom the debtor owes the pitiful 
sum of j Reyes the rest of his creditors are not seeking to ac- 
complish such a purpose. 2 

Mr. RAY. Ts it not true in practice that when a man is in fail- 
ing circumstances and unable to pay his debts, if one creditor 


mune the bie goes out and everybody sues, and the man has to 
go down 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That may beso in any given case, but 
it is not necessarily so, or 8 80. 

Mr. RAY. Now, then, is there any greater injury or hardship 

by reason of having a petition filed against a man in bankruptcy 
than there is, under like circumstances,in having a suit brought 
against him in the State court and judgment rendered? 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. There is. If a suit is brought and 
judgment rendered, hemay pay the judgment; butif you file your 
petition throwing him into ptcy, you cast a cloud upon him 
which hangs over him forever. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I want 
to say that under the old act of 1867 I had considerable practice 
in bankruptcy, and I believe that many beneficent results follow 
such a law, and I believe that this country demands, for its com- 
mercial interests, a universal bankrap, law. Iam not especially 
opposed to an involuntary bankrupt law, but I am opposed to an 
involuntary pt law, that gives such power, such cruel 
power, to one creditor as this bill does. 

_ Again, turn to 3 of the bill. The fourth ground for throw- 
ing a man into iptcy is that he has made an assi ent. 
Think about that a moment. Here is Mr. A. He says: I can not 
pay my debts; my assets are $15,000; I can not pay all that I owe; 

will make an assignment for the benefit of my creditors.” He 
makes an assignment. There is no preference about it; there is no 
fraud about it. He says: I want every creditor I have to get 15 
cents or 20 cents or 60 cents on the dollar.“ Now, the very mo- 
ment that man makes an assignment under the State law, you 
come in by this law and adjudge him a bankrupt. Is that just? 
He is doing the very best he can for his creditors; he has put all 
his property into the hands of an assignee for their benefit. for the 
purpose of paying his debts. Yet the moment he does that, along 
comes your act of Congress and says that he has committed an 
act of 5 

Mr. NORT AY. The case the gentleman iy Sipe would 
be after the passage of this law, so that there woul two laws 
between which to choose, this law and the State law. Now, to 
which would the gentleman give the preference? Under the as- 
signment the man’s property would be taken and distributed 
among his creditors, and under this bankruptcy law also his 
property would be taken and distributed among his creditors; 

ut the difference is that when the distribution was made under 
the bankrupt law he would get a discharge, while under the State 
law he would not, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Butsuppose he prefers the other course. 
Suppose he prefers to make an ent under the State law and 
pay 50 cents on the dollar, or whatever his estate can pay, toevery 
creditor, and have the estate administered upon Dy Bomp man that 
he chooses to ađminister it. The very moment that he says: “I 
will be honest; I will make an assignment of all my estate for the 
benefit of my creditors; Ichoose my neighbor, whom I have known 
all my life and in whom I have perfect confidence, to administer 
the estate so that it may pay 50 cents on the dollar, or the highest 
amount it will pay ;” the moment he says that, this act of Congress 
comes along and tells him: You have committed an act of bank- 


ru 5 8 Bi 
e . The time of the gentleman has expired, 


The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, after listening to the criti- 
cisms that have been made upon my amendment by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and others, and on further reflection, I will 
ask consent to modify the amendment by inserting in the fifth 
line, after the word having,” the words“ while insolvent”; and 
also by changing the word of to in.“ 

There was no objection, and the amendment was so modified. 

A MEMBER. Let the Clerk read the amendment as it will stand 
in its modified form. 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK, as printed above, was read 
with these modifications. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania . WILLIAM 
A. STONE]. The effect of that amendment is easi A 
It is to strike out the involuntary features of this bill. That is 


the sole and only purpose of the amendment. 

Now, I want to say to my friend from Kansas that I live in the 
West, and I lived there, I guess, along time before his feet touched 
Western soil. Iwentthere when a child, and I expect to be buried 
in the West—and not buried by my efforts in behalf of a bank- 
ruptcy bill either. The people in the West are honest, and they 
want an honest, complete law. I think that, although a West- 
ern man, I am big enough to see this whole country and not to be 
influenced by soy yey. demagogen (and I am not referring to 
the 5 t may be thrust into this debate. I do not in- 
tend that any arguments for this bill shall be good in Massachu- 
setts which are not good in Iowa and in Kansas and Louisiana. 

The gentlemen entering into this debate to-day in support of the 
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amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania forget all the while 


what can be done and is done under State law. e only gentle- 
man who has struck the keynote of thought on this question is the 
tleman in front of me, my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ox), who has said truthfully, as I believe, that the passage of 
this bill with theinvoluntary provisions will let Eastern money flow 
into the West and give us credit there. Sir, I favor this bill be- 
cause it will bring peace and confidence throughout the entire 
country to business and industrial circles. When the men selling 
goods and lending money know that there is a method for reaching 
what belongs to them, based on high equitable grounds—that the 
grabber abate not get ahead—that the man ‘‘on the spot” shall not 
t ahead, but that all shall share aay, whether the creditor 
ives at the Golden Gate or in the Pine State of Maine, then the 
debtor will have peace and there will be norushing and grabbing 
among creditors. 8 
Ah, gentlemen, there are men like those signing the telegram 
read to-day, presented by my friend from Ilinois [Mr. Woop], 
who have got, as I said in my opening remarks, their line of ar- 
rangements made through attorneys at every town; they have got 
a trap set by which, if possible, they shall first the victim catch; 
there are large jobbing houses in the cities who are opposed to 
this bill because they think they can get under present State laws 
an advantage over their fellow-men; and there are in some little 
towns and county seats lawyers who think they can do better 
without a bankrupt law because they may slip in ahead with 
some State writ and take care of their creditor clients. But, my 
fellow-countrymen, that is not a consideration on which to rest a 
question of this kind. i 
Pertinent to what came from Indiana, I holdin my hand a letter 
from a distinguished citizen of that State, received by me this 
morning. I will read the closing paragraph: 
I think the impression of some of our Western boards of trade upon the 
bankruptcy question was that by reason of the nearness of our merchants 
to their customers they had an advantage with a failing debtor over the 


distant creditor, and that this would be surrendered under a bankrupt bill. 
It seems to me to be a short-sighted view of the question. 


That letter is written by a no less distinguished man than Ben- 
jamin Harrison [applause], who in a Presidential message recom- 
mended a comprehensive bankruptcy bill, and who, whether 
President or private citizen, stands for every part of this country 
and all its great interests. 

Some of our friends here favor bankruptcy ene which 
shallr ize only the debtor class. It is my judgment that such 
a bill 3 do irreparable damage to all debtors Who wish to ob- 
tain credit. I am in favor of fully protecting the rights of that 
class. Its interests are perfectly cared for in this b Not with 
a tear in my eye,” as sneeringly remarked by the gentleman from 
Kansas—as far from a tear when I opened this debate as I am 


now—— 

Mr. BRODERICK. To what ‘‘gentleman from Kansas” does 
my friend refer? 

8 7 HENDERSON. Not you; no sneer ever came from your 
ip to me. 

Alx. MILLER of Kansas. There is no gentleman in this House 
whom I desire to treat with more consideration than the gentle- 
man from Iowa. : 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is all right. Just drop the tear“ 
when you are striking at this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


ired. ° 
oun HENDERSON. I should like to occupy five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to impress upon the minds of gen- 
tlemen here what I said in the opening of the debate, and what 
several of you were not here to listen to—that I do not think it is 
proper to pass such a law as will say that when a man is in faili 
circumstances, and there is a citizen from whom he has borrow 
money or received goods on credit, the debtor should be allowed 
to have the whole say-so in respect to hisestate. If any man lends 
me $10,000 worth of assets, which go into my business and which 
I allow to run down to $5,000, am I, the debtor, the only one who 
should say what should be done with what remains? Shall the 
creditor who trusted me with that property upon which I have 
been living for years, upon which I have been feeding myself, my 
wife and children, be debarred from coming in and having some- 
thing to say as to when and how the assets should be distributed? 

Gentlemen, there is an old Scotch proverb, Fair play at the 
teetotum”; and this idea of fair play runs entirely through this 125 
eral bankruptcy bill. I do not want partisan speeches here; I do 
not want sectionali here. I want broad Americanism, upon 
which we can all stand. I donot want any bankruptcy bill which 
is not for the interest alike of the East and the West and the 
North and the South, and I shall be disappointed if the final vote 
shows that this House does not occupy the same position. 


The amendment offered by my friend from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] is infinitely better than the one-sided, jug-handled propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which I thank God 
does not come from the wild and woolly West.” Iam, for good 
reasons, opposed to them both. The amendment of my colleague 
on the committee from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] has the merit 
of giving both sides something to say about these things. He 
limits it to three reasons or grounds. 

This bill, as you well know, has nine grounds. Now, his first 
ground is new and is not in the bill under consideration. The 
second proposition of the gentleman from Kansas is substan- 
tially the same as clause 3 of section 2 of our bill. That ground 
is in most the same as ours. The third is in hæc verba 
the first section of our bill. The first ground that was in the bill 
has been adopted verbatim et literatim by my friend from Kan- 
sas; so we have two of our grounds, one of them absolutely and 
the other nearly so, em ed in his amendment, and one new 
one. But he leaves out six. 

Now, let us pause for a moment and examine these six and see 
what they are. No. 1 of the bill is in the Broderick amendment, 
if he will allow me to so designate it. No. 2, which we would 
include as an act of bankruptcy—let us examine it and see what 
it is: 

If he (the debtor) fails for thirty days, and until a petition is filed, while 
insolvent, to secure the release of any property levied upon under process of 
law for or over, or if such Poey is to be sold wit! such time under 
such process, then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

If a man has reached that condition where his property is levied 
on by process of law, which property is held in the court for the 
benefit of some of his creditors under the said law who are going 
to ride roughshod over the rights of the other creditors and secure 
a preference for particular claims, I ask if it is not time that the 
law should step in and say, Unloose your hands; let us all divide 
ratably”? I say that it is an essential element of a sound bill. 

The third ground has been adopted, as I have already said, b 
my friend from Kansas in his amendment. The fourth groun 
he leaves out. What is it? 


Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors, or filed in courta 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 


Gentlemen, when a debtor voluntarily lays aside the robes of 
business, when he locks the store door and says, I quit; I throw 
up the sponge; I can not fight the battle any longer,” and goes 
yoluntarily and makes an assignment for the benefit of his credit- 
ors, are we not justified in stepping into the court of bankruptcy 
and saying: We take you at your word, but your own picked 
assignee, let us inform you, shall not have the whole say-so in 
regard to the matter.” We say, We will tear up your assign- 
ment giving preference to anyone or putting the property into 
the hands of some member of your family to be distributed ac- 
cording to 2 own judgment and discretion, so that all of your 
creditors shall have the benefit of their proportionate share of 
your pro S 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Rightthere, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, in response to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Watson] let me say that in the State of Ohio, as soon as an assign- 
ment is made, the creditors can get together and take the property 
out of the hands of the assignee and put it in the hand of one of 
beard own number or a person of their own selection, for distri- 

ution. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And a wise provision of law. 

. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Iowa may be permitted to conclude his 
remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit 
me, I would like to say that under the law of Ohio, which the 
gentleman from Iowa compliments, the first proposition that fol- 
lows the assignment is the selection ee of some friend of 
the debtor, perhaps his wife or some near relative, to administer 
the estate; but the creditors come together, and by a vote of the 
majority take the property out of the hands of the assignee and 


place it in ion of a trustee for distribution. 
Mr. WA N of Ohio. Then that must be the case only in 
your district. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; that is the law of the State. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I have never known it done. 

5 GROSVENOR. That makes no difference. That is the law 
0 0. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is not the operation of the law 
5 the State. 

Mr. DERSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I shall resume the 
floor, with the consent of these 3 for a few moments. 
I would like very much to hear these distinguished doctors fight 
out the argument on their own ground, because it is a very inter- 
esting question, if I had the time; but it is very limited. 


Now, the fifth ground of bankruptcy in the bill is that the 
debtor has— 


Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his or suffered any of it 
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rence, e 0 or 
creditors shall he 


transfer of his property, and gives a preference to A, B, or C as 

against the er Gaimsof D, E or F, do you think it an un- 

2 that steps in and says. “No; we will have fair play. 
must be a ratable distribution; a fair divide.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. If my colleague will permit me a moment, I 
would like to ask him a question. 

In this section of the bill, section 2, the act of bankruptcy in the 
second provision is in the following words: 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent, tosecure 
22 — 3 
until three days before tho time fixed for such sale. 

And the fifth is: 


ve msfer of of his property, or suffered 
arn 8 or levied upon by — — of law or otherwise for the 
purpose of giving a preference, e 
Now, suppose an attachment runs against the property of an 
individual, and he releases it by a transfer of a portion of his 
roperty. He avoids the second ground of bankruptcy, but does 
e not come within the provisions of the fifth by that very act of 
attem to save the estate? 

Mr. ERSON. I think he would be ripped up in both, 
and ought tobe. That would be my interpretation of t. Now 
I come to the sixth ground of bankruptcy: 

Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself— 

How? 
with intent to defraud his creditors. 

And under section 1 of the dictionary which we have passed 
that includes the element of fraud; so that this must be interpreted 
to mean who fraudulently intending to defeat his itors” 
has done this. : 

Oh, gentlemen, are you defending that sort of a proceeding? 
Are you attacking a law that will bring a man up into court for 
fair treatment who fraudulently is g to defeat his creditors 
by these operations? 

I pass to the seventh ground: 

Secreted— 

The sneak, the thief, from honest creditors— 


Secre of his to avoid its being levied u under legal 
Lu. „ and to defeat i padie yra jpop n raii Senedd anen 
them. 


I implore my technical brethren of the law who are infiuenced 
by memories of old laws to see how we have guarded this, so that 
only those who should be proceeded against are brought within 
Soe ne stig arene ene SA Now let me pass to the eighth 
ground: 


Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of exe- 
amount „„ 0 
5 orn) to be due by such executions shall be paid 
before a petition is filed. 

Creditors are not very apt to move hastily, even in bankruptcy, 
where an execution is returned no property found.” the 
sheriff under the wide and fine-tooth-comb proceedings of the 
State law, and with all the whips and spurs that creditors put into 
the hands of the sheriff, is compelled to return a writ ‘‘no prop- 
erty found,” I think it will be well to see if a trustee can not find 
some property. NowIcometotheninth aud last ground of bank- 
ruptcy: 

ed and not resumed for days and until a petition is filed, 
Pn merc the payment of Mapa — paper for — $500 
or over. 

Mr. GRAFF. I should like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether he thinks that the simple fact that an execution is re- 
turned no property found” indicates that a man has no real 
estate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will ask the gentleman from Ilinois if 
that is not prima facie evidence of it? 

Mr. GRAFF. Not at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. GRAFF. Under the State law of Illinois one of the ways 
of preserving a judgment lien upon real estate is to have an execu- 
tion taken out and returned no property found.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. If that is so, the only way to set aside those 
liens is under a general bankruptcy law.. 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not agree with the gentleman. A man may 
have thousands of acres of real estate, and an execution may be 
returned no property found ” for the very purpose of preserving 
a lien of a judgment which the judgment creditor may not wish 
to immediately enforce. ; 

Mr. HENDERSO Then it only increases the weight of the 
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argument; because here is the only remedy that will set aside 
such a lien. 


May 1, 


Now let me come to the ninth and last ground of bankruptcy, 
the one which disturbs some of our friends, I think, more than 


anything else and which disturbs me the least. One gentleman 
said yesterday that he ee this as dious,” and that if 
the ninth ground should be left in, he co not vote for the bill; 


but I notice that he has been obstructing the bill at every stage of 
the proceeding, so I think he has other objections to the bill out- 
side of this one ground. Now let me ask these gentlemen in all 
candor, if a merchant or a man giving commercial paper lets it 

0 . e for thirty days and does not renew it—which will save 
5 want to know if his condition is much worse than it will 
be after proceedings are commenced in a bankruptcy court? 

Why, my fellow-citizens and countrymen and legislators, there 
is nothing so dear to the heart of the manin the commercial 
world as the mesting of his commercial Le gr Let his commer- 
cial paper go to protest for an hour, and the fine edge of his 
ambition is gone. Every lawyer and 5 citizen of 
this country knows that. Do you tell me that it is worse to bring 
him 3 where ea i erie done oa 8 have 
some r go to wor suit on the unpaid paper, 
which he can readily do? And he can do so at once. No; thirty 
daye of , pert is given him under State law. 

ow, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Watson] to the fact that in the case of a man whose note 
goa paie roe to thirty days the man to whom the note is 
ue can go ahead and sue on it without consulting anybody,” 
to use his own words. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio, May I interrupt the tleman? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I can not yield now. I am calling the 

ntleman’s attention to the fact that ‘‘ one” fellow whose note 

due from one to thirty days and unpaid, and when the 

r is not able to pay it—the creditor can go ahead under State 
laws and bring suit on ees single pra zo what is regs ina 
bankruptcy pr es it worse? Bankruptcy is sim- 
ply insolvency or wicked rascality. That is all. It is simply a 
me for the pets of = pisar e — Se! the 55 

en you gen en Who are or a volun 
bill my elo quent and delightful friend from Illinois [Mr. Mint, 
whose voice always thrills me with pleasure and e 
for a voluntary bill; and my friend from Ohio [Mr. Warson] 
complains because involuntary bankruptcy will write disgrace on 
a man, and yet he pleads for voluntary bankruptcy. 

Is it any more for the creditors to put it on him than 
for hi to do so? In fact, it seems to me a little worse where 
a fellow goes into the courts of his country and says, I am a 
bankrupt.” That is what he says. Ah, gentlemen, these are dif- 
ferences with which it is unworthy to disturb our minds if a man 
is insolyent—and that is what he must be—if he has commercial 
paper going for thirty days that he can not meet—and remember. 
too, that he must be i vent. Gentlemen f t, I fear, what i 
pointed out in the opening discussion, that anaes the act of 1867 
the fraudulent suspension for a single moment gives right of ac- 
tion. Suspension of co: ial paper for fourteen days, whether 
aman was solvent or insolvent, under the act of 1867, gave the right 
of action. This we have . We have extended the four- 
teen days to thirty or and in addition to that there must in 
fact be insolvency, and the amount of the default must be at least 
$500. No such limitation as to amount was in the. act of 1867. 

Now is that terribly harsh? Anyone who can shuffle around 
among his friends, if he has any recuperative powers in himself or 
standing in the business world, will have that paper paid or re- 
newed. Butif in thirty days he is not able to renew or pay that 
paper, the very best possible course, not only in his interest butin 
that of his creditors, is to bring him where there can be a fair dis- 
tribution or amicable settlement, and let him start de novo. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman a question, 
and under that leave I wantto print in the Recorp section 6338 
of the revised statutes of Ohio, providing the means for the re- 
moval of any trustee previously appoin in the case of an insol- 
vent and the appointment of ano by a board of commission- 
ers, who hold an election for that purpose. That statute has been 
in force in one form or another in the State of Ohio for more than 
twenty years. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does anybody deny it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the judge can determine who are 
creditors and the amount of their claims, but that has no effect 
= to the validity of their claims except for the purpose of the 
election. 

The section is as follows: 

5 a on Shall be Fry se oa signed by creditors of 

S validity of euch debts is shown by the schedule of debts. On file in the 

à ise established to the satisfaction of the court, Lew army, 8 
rmission to elect a trustee or trustees, the court shall, by its order. fixa 
ion. and cause notices to be sent by mail or otherwise to 

each of the creditors of the assignor, ifying the time when the creditors 
shall meet at the court room for the Glection 8 trustee or trustees; and at 


ge 
18 
de 
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several votes, be out secreta: 
of the meeting and filed with the court; if the court approve the choice 
and the with ten days and 


trustee or trustees, 
and remove the 8 peg oa or trustee: Provided, That the summary 
determination of the court as 
claims in this section provided shall have no effect as to the validity of such 
claims except for the purpose of such election. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The only other amendment is that of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. In expressingmy oppo 
sition to it I desire to call his attention to the fact that this 
has what has never been in any bankruptcy bill. He will find on 
pago, 19, clause 17, the powers conferred upon the bankrupt 
court to— 


Tax costs and render jndgments therefor against the unsuccessful party, or 
the successful party for cause, or in part against each of the parties, and 
against the estates, in proceedings in bankruptcy. 


Mr. MAHON. Then, if he will read my amendment, it says 
that they shall pay, if they are defeated, reasonable counsel fees, 
and the officers’ fees; and they ought to pay if they fail. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I say we have provided for taxing the 
costs against the losing party; but we also provide that the title 
shall not pass to the trustee until after the adjudication. And it 
is just the same in to ordinary suits under State law. 
The party keeps possession of the property until the final adjudi- 
cation. So that if any damages or attorney fees are to be taxed, 
as suggested, against the plaintiff in the bankruptcy proceeding, 
then it should also be done in suits in the Statecourts. It would 
be equally just to do that under the State law. There is no 
practical distinction. Ido not think it should be done in either 
case 


I wanted to touch upon these three pending amendments. I 
have covered the ground as well as I could in this hasty taik, and 
as I talked for two hours at the opening I feel like apologizing 
for having taken this much time now, and I want to express my 
sincere appreciation to the committee for having given time to 
me so generously at this time. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask my friend 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. use 9, section 2, of the acts of 
bankruptcy provides that in the event of failure to meet commer- 
cial paper in thirty days that is an act of bankruptcy. Will that 
apply to the indorser 9 

. HENDERSON. Certainly; if the maker fails to meet it, 
then the sureties are liable, provided that they too are insolvent 
and the amount is $500 or over. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The maker's liability is fixed. 
Now, will the time run as to the indorser just the same as it does 
to the debtor? He is not always prepared to meet an obligation 


on which he is surety. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the maker defaults, the surety can pay 
and save all trouble. If this bill becomes a law, persons becom- 
ing sureties must understand all gag cape that they assume. 
Demen, also, that under State law the surety must respond 
at once. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. But the indorser is not always 
prepared on an emergency to make a payment of that kind under 


those circumstances. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Every must consider that when he 
signs as such. But remember that under bankru and State 
laws creditors are not interested in rushing in, and prefer to se- 
cure their money without litigation. Now I yield to the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Instead of detaining the committee, I will 
confer with the gentleman. 4 

Mr. HENDERSON. I thank the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is almost the time to take a recess under 
the rule, and I was about to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 


tee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee of the ole, 


orted that they had had under consideration the bankruptcy 
bill (H. R. 8110) and had come to no resolution thereon. 
PASSENGER RATES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, the bill 
AE R. 4585) to regulate passenger rates on railroads in the Indian 
tory was recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


RECESS. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speak: 


er, I ask unanimous consent that 
the recess be taken until half past 7 o’clock, and that the time for 
the evening session be continued until 11 p. m. 
Mr. ERDMAN and Mr. TALBERT objected. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. Bunt, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
on account of important business. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 


unanimous consent, obtained an order for 
the reprint of the bill (H. R. 8271) relating to pensions as the same 
pi the House. 


The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the Speaker declared the 
Honse in recess until 8 p. m., and announced that at the evening 
session Mr. PAYNE would preside as Speaker pro tempore, 


EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m., 
Mr. Payne in the chair as Speaker 12 tempore, who directed the 
zeædiog of the special order, which was read by the Clerk, as 

ollows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 tease m. take a recess until S o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension „ bills for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, and bills removing cha: of desertion only shall be consid- 
ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the 
pension of Josephine Glover. 

Mr. CRO . Lobject. 

Mr. WOOD. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 
This is a 55 bill, and ought to be considered. 

Mr. CRO .I withdraw the objection, Mr. S z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to present 
consideration of this bill? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
Lo consid eration of bills on the Private Calendar under the spe- 
cial order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 
Speaker tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TATE. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and the ayes were 57, noes none. 

So the motion was to; and the House accordingly re- 
= itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the 
chair. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the 
special order. The Clerk will read the first bill. 


MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS. y 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs, widow of 
Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. 

H. late lientenant-colonel of the Fifth ent of West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-gene 
Volunteers, and the same is . from $20 per month to $50 
. —— boll as thee els or OOF oer 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. <n 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I believe that we had this bill 
under discussion when the House adjourned on last Friday even- 
ing. Itisa propaan to increase the pension of the widow of a 
general, and I desire to move an amendment, which [hope will be 
sustained by this committee. I move to strike out “ and 
insert in lieu thereof “forty”; so as to make this pension 840 a 
month. I do this, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of attempting 
to arrive at some common grade or standard for the pensions to 
be paid to officers and their widows. 

he CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof “forty.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, as bearing on this sub- 
ject I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter which I 
received some days agofrom an old soldier—the second letter that 
I have received from the same gentleman, Captain Cochennour— 
to 3 reported the 1 of 3 his previous letter, 
whic: in giving him a pension of $50a month. I ask 
to have the letter read in my time. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Mr. PICKLER, 


OLNEY, ILL., April 19, 1396. 


DEAR Sir: In answer to yours ot recent date, allow me to thank you for 
your effort in my behalf. Tam frank to admit that I did not ex: favor- 
able ts so soon, but it seems that your plan was successf I would 
much rather have seen a general bill | that would reach all one-legged 
sol than a vate I have received quite a number of letters 
thanking me for stirring up on the subject of giving officera’ 


— 
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wives big pensions. Inotice that the committee in making up their report 
make no account of my three months“ service in Company I of the Eighth 
Illinois age gh eN Itisa great wonder some one did not criticise my letter 
on account of t sening 3 statement, but I suppose it is on 
account of the kindly feeling that the 
Inotice also that some gentleman spoke something about a lunatic asylum. 
I have noticed recently that Eastern men talk quite often about “lunatics” 
8 of people out here in the West who differ with them on the finan- 
juestion. 

Wow. I have one thing to say emphatically to these Lebe If they 
think they can put a Cleveland gold collar on the Republicans of Illinois they 
are making a m 

(Laughter. ] 
Neither can they build <p a pensioned aristocracy of generals’ widows. We 
are perfectly willing that a general's widow shall have all she can get when 
it goes as charity, but when it comes to a question of pensions, that is differ- 
ent. Pensions are just as much a legal obligation against this Government 
as the payment of bonds and interest on the debt that was contracted to put 
down the late rebellion. The Government paid us our poor stipend of $13 
per month in depreciated currency, but the bondholders must have gold. We 
are going to pay them their bonds in coin as the contract says, if we can get 
you fellows to throw away your free-trade foolishness— 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

mit following after Cleveland and Carlisle and help us elect CAMERON and 
Faer on a protective tariff and free-silver platform— 

[Laughter.] 

Any tariff that will furnish funds enough will have to be protective, so you 
had just as well give up old Grover's free-trade and gold-standard ideas and 
help us get clear of Eastern domination. Thanking youagain for your kind- 


ness, I am 
Truly, yours, JOHN S. COCHENNOUR. 


Hon. JASPER W. TALBERT, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ihave nocomment to make upon that letter. 
It speaks for itself. Iwill merely remark that the writer is one 
of Mr. Grsson’s “lunatics.” [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the bíll of fare 
that you have before you on this Private Calendar. Ihave hur- 
riedly gone over it, and I wish to call attention to at least 19 or 20 
bills to pension generals and their widows at amounts ranging 
from $56 up to $100 a month. None of the 19 cases that I have 
examined is below $50 per month. i 

We begin with the one that has just been read, a bill to increase 
the ion of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs. I notice that the majority 
of these officers whose widows are seeking pensions were only 
brevet generals, showing that they never really served as generals. 
Most of them were only majors and colonels, and would only be 
entitled to the rank of general if opportunity should be offered. 
The first of these bills, as I have said, is a bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs to $50 a month. The second is a 
bill to pension Harriet C. Gregg, widow of a major-general. The 
third is to give an increased pension to Gen. James C. Parrott. 
The fourth is a bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 
Army. 

Now, it seems to me that that is an entirely new departure, 
giving a pension to the daughter of an officer, however distin- 

ished. That is a new element in the bill of fare to which you are 
invited on this Private Calendar. The fifth is an act granting a 
pension to Matilda Gresham, widow, I believe, of the late Walter Q. 

resham, at the rate of $100 per month. Thesixth is a bill gran 

ing a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Bvt. 
Brig. Gen. Joseph B. Carr. He was not a general; he never acted 
in that capacity; he was a 1 only by brevet. The next is a 
bill granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. 
Thomas Ewing, at the rate of $75 a month. The next is à bill 
granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow of a brevet major 
of volunteers. The next is a bill nting a pension to Minnie 
Parker, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United 
States Army, at the rate of $75 a month, I think. 

Tenth. A bill granting a pension to the widow of Gen. John 
Newton. 

Eleventh. An act A an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
Boughton, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton. i 

Twelfth. An act granting a pension to Joseph R. West, briga- 
dier and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers. 

peg of these bills propose to grant pensions of $75 to 8100 a 
month. 

Thirteenth. A bill to 1 a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve. z : 

Fourteenth. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 
McKibben. ) 8 

Fifteenth. A bill to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 


Stahel. 
Sixteenth. An act ting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Dun- 
can, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan. 

This is another brevet general. 8 7 

Seventeenth. A bill aonga paano to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman. A pr 

Eighteenth. A bill to pension Mary Elizabeth Hieskell, widow 
of the late Pay Director H. M. Hieskell, on the pension rolls. 

Nineteenth. An act entitled “An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Clifford Neff Fyffe.” 

I could go on with this recital; there are numbers of other 


ngressinen have for the old soldier. 


e— 


bills of the same kind, but those I have named are the most promi- 
nent. My object to-night in calling attention to this matter is to 
see whether we can not agree 8 some common grade upon which 
to place the pensions of these distinguished officers and their wid - 
ows so as to do away with this everlasting harangue here on Friday 
nights about the discrimination between the wives of common 
soldiers and the wives of officers. I offer this amendment in good 
faith. I hope it will be adopted, and may be a precedent, so that 
when we come to these other bills we may in every case fix the 
penkion at $40 a month, and do away with the wrangling over this 
matter, 

Lam sorry I do not see on the front benches here to-night some 
of the new conyerts to the doctrine of reducing the pensions of 
officers and their widows. Asa general thing, when a man is con- 
verted he comes forward and sits upon thefront bench. I see that 
some of these gentlemen have to-night taken back seats. I ho 
toy have not backslidden, but will come to my assistance TAES 
and will help me to establish a common grade for these pensions 
by the adoption of this amendment. I trust the amendment will 
be adopted unanimously, and that in doing so we may establish a 
precedent which shall govern us hereafter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I trust that before I pro- 
ceed we may have order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not very often I have to ask for order. 
There are reasons why this Committee of the Whole endeavors at 
times not to hear what is going on; and I sympathize with the 
committee in that respect. 

General Enochs was brevetted; that is true; but the gentleman 

from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] I think has not quite gotten 
at the facts in regard to the service of this officer when he says 
that the fact of his having been a brevet brigadier-general shows 
that he never served as a brigadier-general. Now, it is within 
my knowledge that General Enochs commanded troops beyond 
e prede 8 nearly the whole of the latter half of the war. 
r. TALBERT. at I said was that the word “brevet” 
seemed to signify that, while these officers may have deserved to 
serve in a higher rank when opportunity should offer, they possi- 
bly never had done so. 

-GROSVENOR. ‘Possiblynever had done so!” I presume 
that 99 out of 100 who were brevetted as brigadier-generals served 
beyond their actual rank. They were given their brevet for that 
very purpose. But I do not want to speak further upon that 
Gaugbte I have some modesty in regard to that question. 

aughter. 

Mr. TALBERT, I 0 7 the gentleman was brevetted himself, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I had two brevets before I was colonel, 
and I commanded a brigade for a long time while my actual rank 
was that of lieutenant-colonel. 

Now, General Enochs was a distinguished, a specially distin- 
guished soldier. He suffered for years from a wound or injury 
that he received during the war. For thirty-odd years while he 
was struggling to make a living he carried with him the seeds of 
death, received in the Army. e told me many a time that from 
this cause his death would some time come suddenly—instanta- 
neously. And so the fact turned out. He went to bed one night 
in apparently good health and in the morning was found dead, 
having died doubtless by reason of the very injury which he had 
received in the line of duty while in actual service in the Army. 
Since his death his wife has been struggling to make a living. 
She has taken up the study of the law, and has been admitted to 
practice 
Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman will allow me to say that my 
remarks were not intended to have any personal application to 
this officer. I do not wish to be understood as having intended 
any attackon General Enochs. My remarks were made generally 
in regard to this class of officers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope that this amendment will be de- 
feated, and that this House will not be afraid to testify its appre- 
ciation of a man who was a splendid soldier and a good citizen, 
and of the worthy family that he has left behind him. 

Sir, I have no sympathy for these hy itical croakings. I do 
not believe they are in good faith. And when I examine the votes 
that are being taken here in this House of Representatives I have 
no fear that that sort of talk will make any impression on the 
intelligent soldiers of the country. The people of this country 
are willing that the widow of this distinguished officer should be 
pensioned a little above the rate that is allowed to the eofa 
private soldier. There is nothing in it but the same stock in trade 
of the arrant de gue. That and nothing more. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina to strike out fifty” 
and insert ‘‘forty.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 14, noes 75. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is raised that no quorum has 
voted. The Chair will count the committee, 
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One hundred and eleven members are present in their seats. A 
quorum is present, and the amendment is rejected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BYRON COTTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior is directed and em- 
po to place upon the pension roll the name of Byron Cotton, late of 
y A, Twenty-fourth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $72 a 

month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton, late of Company A, Twenty- 
fourth Iowa 3 Volunteers, to $72 per month, having carefully consid- 
ered all the facts and circumstances in evidence, recommend that the bill be 


amended by striking out the words “seventy-two,” in the sixth line, and 
inserting fed wora “thi in lieu thereof, and as amended recommend the 
of the 


The bill was favorably reported by the committee in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, but the bill died on the Calendar. 
Your committee adopt the report made by Mr. LACEY on February 19, 1895, 


as follows: 

* Cotton, of Company A, Twenty-fourth Iowa Ea onn on 
the 8th day of August, 1862, and served until the 27th day of y, 1865. He 
applied for a Aaa en under the general laws and was placed upon the rollsat 

, which was afterwards increased to $12, for gunshot wound of left 1 

to face and right eye, and resulting disease of eyes and im; 


ing of both ears. 
He is now drawing a pension of $12 a month under the general law for 
those disabilities. 

The soldier is totally blind, and has been for several years. 

“The evidence on file in the claims (certificate No. ) in the Pension 
Bureau shows that the soldier's eyes were injured in the service, and the 
evidence also tends strongly to show that his present blindness is the result 
of his army service. The evidence upon this question is not sufficient to sat- 
isfy the Pension Bureau that the blindness is the result of his army service. 
Mr. Hayes, of Iowa, appeared before the committee, explaining the helpless 
condition of the soldier and the esteem in which he was held while living in 
Clinton, and Mr. Long, of lowa, making like statements as to the said soldier 


while li at Ottumwa. 
in of the blindness is very voluminous, and we 


The evidence as to the ori; 
therefore do not set it out fully herein, but the evidence is quite strong, 
his army service and wasa 


tending to show that the blindness was due to 
result of his pensionable disease of the eyes. The Pension Bureau, on 
poan satisfactory to the medical officers, do not accept the blindness as 
he result of army service, but there is no evidence tending to show that the 

blindness is due to any vice or fault of the soldier. 2 
“The soldier is r and is supported by his wife, who keeps a boarding 
rmanently blind, and if the evidence of army 


house. He is totally and 
origin of his blindness had n accepted he would be entitled to $72 a mont 


under the general laws. But inasmuch as he not made his title clear to 
the full rate of pension due to total blindness, and in view of the fact that 
the evidence does strongly show that his blindness is due to army service, 
we think that it would bea proper case for Congress to grant some assistance 
to this blind and helpless veteran.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, now I want to say a word or 
two just here on this question. 

As far as the insinuation of the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in regard to hypocrites with reference to 
pension cases is concerned, I do not care anything. He may have 
alluded to me and he may not have done so. I have too much 
respect for the distinguished-looking gentleman from Ohio to 
retort anything unkind against him. I admire him too much for 
that, and I admire him especially in view of the fact that the 
children have a great deal of respect for him because he looks so 
much like old Santa Claus, and so I will let it go along. 

But if you want a sample of hypocrisy, if you want a sample of 
inconsistency, if you want a sample of discrimination against the 
good soldier, the old soldier, you need not go any further than the 
consideration of the present bill. You will find it right here. 
Here is a soldier against whom nothing can be brought, true and 
brave and loyal. He received a disability in the Army from 
which he is still suffering, and from the result of which he lost 
his eyesight. He is totally blind and helpless, and with a help- 
less wife on his hands to sapport and yet gentlemen stand up 
here to advocate $50 a month for the widow of a general officer, 
and have not a word to say when this poor soldier’s claim is reduced 
from $72 dollars a month that the law would give him and is cut 
down to $30 a month. : 

I call the attention of the House to this unadulterated specimen 
of hypocrisy on the part of gentlemen who prate of their love 
for the old soldiers on every Friday night here, the old soldiers 
who stood by the flag. This same spirit of hypocrisy which has 
been manifested on so many occasions heretofore will & right 
straight along; and this bill, like others, will be reduced to the 
minimum amount, while the widows of the general officers and the 
= of high grade in the Army will receive the bounty of 


mgress. 
Mr. Chairman, why are there none to raise their voices here to 
carry this old soldier up to $72 or even $50 a month, where he 
roperly belongs? Why are they willing to leave it at the sum of 
B50. and make this discrimination in favor of men who happened 
to hold a little higher rank? I leave the matter to the distin- 
guished line of hypocrites on the other side. ; 


and 
ear- 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by 
striking out “thirty,” and inserting fifty.“ 

Mr. TALBERT. Thank God for onesinnersaved. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, one moment, if you please. If 
this applicant is entitled to anything, he is entitled to $72 a month. 
Thirty dollars is a wobble and a straddle. Fifty dollars is the 
same; and $72 is what he is entitled to, if anything is due to him. 

Mr. MILNES. Does the gentleman desire to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment by inserting ‘‘seventy-two”? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I Have not examined the bill. I only wished 
to say that if he was entitled to anything he was entitled to $72, 
and that the proposition here is a mere straddle. 

Mr. BAKER of Mr. Chairman, I had the honer to 
report the bill in question, and we endeavored to get at all the 
facts, as far as it was possible to reach them. 

That this man’s eyes were affected while he was in the Army I 
think there can be no question. That he has gradually grown 
worse until he has lost his sight entirely is undou y true. 
Under the old law he would be entitled to $30 a month for total dis- 
ability. There is no positive evidence, however, on file that I could 
get possession of to show that the disability was absolutely the 
direct result of army service. But there is a strong presump- 
tion that it was due to his army service. Had it been traced 
clearly to army service he would receive $72 a month; but it was 
not. To-day he isin a condition of total 3 There is no 

uestion about that, and there is no question about this other 
act, that his total disability had its commencement in the army 
service. 

I want the committee to distinctly understand that while I have 
not been voting for the pensions of $50 and $75 and $100 a month, 
I stand ready not only to vote, but by voice and influence to 
favor a pension for every man who faithfully served his country 
in the hour of its peril and is to-day totally disabled, to give him 
not less than 830 a month. In view of that sentiment in my own 
breast, and in view of the evidence before the committee, I have 
no hesitation in recommending $30 a month in this case. 

Mr. PICKLER. If my colleague will allow me, this man is 
only entitled to $12 a month under the general law, and this raises 
it from $12 to $30. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions if he does not think that this 
soldier is as much entitled to $50 a month as the widow of a gen- 
eral, whose pension has just been allowed? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman remembers that the Presi- 
dent of the United States vetoed a bill the other day because he 
said the soldier did not neate his disability in the service. 

Now, General Enochs, whose widow we pensioned, was wounded, 
as has already been said, in the service and died from that wound. 
In this case there is nothing to show that this disease was con- 
tracted in the service. Now, we have increased the pension of 
this soldier from $12 month, the amount to which he is enti- 
tled under the general law, to two and one-half times that amount. 
We have put it at 830, and that is more advance than ever was 

iven to a eral’s widow since I have been here in Congress. 
{Cries of Vote!” „Vote!“ 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I beg your pardon 

Mr. KEM. The answer of the gentleman from South Dakota 
is no answer at all. It is plain that if this man is entitled to any 
pension at all under the law he is entitled to $72 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; that is not true, and whoever says that is 
ignorant of the law. 

Mr. If he is not entitled to a pension at all he ought not 
to have a pension. The plea of the gentleman that his pension 
has been increased at a greater ratio than that of the widow of 
any officer falls to the ground upon that proposition. [Cries of 
„Vote!“ “oe Vote!“ 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota say 
that if he is totally disabled from a wound received, or from dis- 
ability incurred in the service, if he is now blind, that he is not 
entitled to $72 a month? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not unless it was incurred in the service. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman say it was not incurredin 
the service? 

Mr. PICKLER, This report does not say that it was. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does not the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BAKER] who reported the bill, and who has just spoken on the 


bill, say that it was thus incurred? 

Mr. PICKLER. He says that that is his mron. It is not 
clearly proven. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 1 
3 knows just as much about this case as any man here 

oes. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SOPHRONIA S. STOWELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5996) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it en etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to the name of 


autho: to place . 8 a the 
voll en iho enrviving widow of Mad. David P. Stowell, late of 
% Cavalry. 


Mr. ERDMAN, Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee = Invalid oe to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9 hronia S. Stowell, submit the following report: 
vid P. Stowell was mustered in as major of First Maine Cavalry October 
ais Wa. He was granted leave of . 18, 1862, for thirty da a 
surgeon's certificate of disability, on account of inflammation of liver and kid- 
On November 25, L ve was extended for thirty days on another 
cal certificate, which s . . sufferin ron ce 
tion of liver and gi ahn w 4,1862, before 
furnish no further 
at for disease of kidne 


2 when it was made to 
= —— died Jay 1884, and his widow, the Meme sg i of this bill, 
February 25. vist whi ject: the 


filed a claim hich — been re} Pension Office 
and rej y the 5 of the Interior on the 
ground that soldier's death x ted foam chronic tis, not due to cause 

and of disease of kid- 


as follows: 
after discharge, FTT or 
Stowell and found him suff from stomach trouble, with much Ari 


His đeath, in my Lag ng Bande 


I have no * but Bong | the with 


climate an 9 first an 8 culties that 
DOF yee enth.“ 

r. Coo 7... weaning tain that his chronic 
3 es have borne upon him wi the 


and he is now in a critical situation.” Br. K 
knows soldier's death was caused Haney disease, eee y gas- 
tritis. Dr. C. B. eS testifies that soldier first — a ae 
ment in 1869, with nephritis and d ‘or him 


every til his death; for two years death was his attend: 
ing Veen that disense of stomach 5 increased, resulting in 
The arte Bi! adverse the claim is that of Dr. „Who 


pene ry a 
e impression that soldier's death was due to intemper- 
to such an extent that the widow's claim was 


rejected on et it was proved on special examination be- 
nd the shadow of & on the testimon ee eee 
ene . 


The amendment recommended w the committee, set forth in 
pe mi was agreed to. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill ought to be 

than we are considering it. Here isa 

at the magnificent sum of $6.25. month 


considered more carefull 
soldier who was pension 


by a Republican administration. In 1881, under a ublican 
Administration, even that was cut off. It wasnotonly reduced but 


cut off, and I am surprised that in this report there is no reflec- 
against the Administration of that day on account of that 


tion 
fact. The sum of $6.25 per month is what the soldier got. The 
gentleman making this report says that the soldier ered con- 


tinuously with a of the stomach and kidneys until his 
death, from disease contracted in the line of duty in the service; 
but the Republican Administrators of the Pension Bureau in 1881 
said no, that the disabilities disa and, having refused to 
pension this man for more than $6.25 per month, apd then took 
that away entirely. Now these gentlemen come in ap — — 
the widow at $25 month on that sort of testimony. 
“Vote!” “ Vote!” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be 8 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JULIA H. H. CROSBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
446) to pace the name of Julia H. H. Crosby, widow of Freeman 
E. Crosby, late lieutenant, United States Navy, on the sion roll 
at the rate of $50 per month, and her two children at the rate 
of $5 per month. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on roll, subject_to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, = H. H. Crosby, 


widow of Freeman E. Crosby, deceased. 
Navy, commanding the U. „S. McArth ur, at the rate of $50 per month ena 
$5 per month for each of her two children, in lieu of the pension which she is 
now receiving. 
A ae amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Ollows: 
the title so as to read: ee nsion of Julia H. H. 

o e aoe the oe in the d pe ki officer er's name, 
e out the word “fifty,” in line 
in the -five”; strike out all after the 
Word- month,“ inl line 9, to and wont ihi the word children,” in line 10. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

= TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the report 
rea 


The report (by Mr. STRODE of Nebraska) was read, as follows: 


ag legge ees, whom was referred the bill (H. R. 446) in- 
creasing the of Julia HH Crosby. widow of Freeman E. Crosby, 
late lieutenant, United States Navy. have 5 p same, and re : 
Mrs. Crosby is the widow of Freeman H. Crosby, late Heutenant United 
States Navy. who was drowned in * „ß 
FFF 18, 1804. 
While attached to the U. S. S. McA Lieutenant — See of 
the whaleboat, attem chington, to paid ahydrographio: miles no’ of 


5 July 27, 1 
puen ie vy July 866, 
perf 


the 
FF. othe ACON officer on 
that voyage, an a states tins the loss to his Saree to the naval service 
eveT when Lieutenant Crosby met so terrible a fate in the breakers 


ofa of m 
tional Der month each for het her 0 fell 
years old and the other 8. 


Lieutenant Crosby at his Jieath left nothing for the ace, and ehe whole wc 


— — before your 
ble woman, and that ets she has absolutely nothing now aside from 
m with which to maintain herself . and educate her 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ARMSTEAD M. RAWLINGS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1062) The bl eas teak a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, of Arkansas. 
read, as follows: 
— etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll, at the rate of T 
al ue a of 5 3 who pe — private trem 
tember March Captain compan: 

Moun kansas Volunteers, in the Sabine war. d 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the report will be read. 
I would like to understand about that Sabine war. 

The report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred ef generac 
ES SS eS oe have considered the same, 


oe cated was a private in Ca) Bateman's com jttalion, Seco of — a — 
Arkansas Volunteers (subsequentl paya First Ba on my 
ment Arkansas Moun Gunmen), Sabine Indian war, ani 

ber 80, 1838, until March 30, 1837, when — — oct: 

The service is ot record at the ——ů— and it is shown in the 
8 bounty: land papers on file at the Pension 

wlings is now over 76 years old and in 

His identit with et ee who rendered the is shown by the testi- 

3 Ball and Warren G. 1 old wine — of Sing re tn ee 

and his financial condition is certified to hades tie: 


t resides, 
Seine ah AA thes DAL th Coe Toca, ee NETES soe known the pit 
Sant for je many Tears. 
The Sa dian disturbances were inadvertently omitted from the list 


of Indian wars named in the Indian war pension act of Jul oie and 
5 in the Sabine war are obliged for 


relief upon acts 
This case J 
bill is respectfully recommended. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, is this bill within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is reported by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendations 
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MISS JULIETTE BETTS. 


The was read, as follows 
it etc., That of be. and he hereby is, 
suthorised and directed to upon the pension roll of the United States, 
subject to the provisions. —r.. namo deJa or need 
da ot Hezekiah Betts, a olutionary soldier, said woman being now 
91 years old and dependent. 


not a copy of the report on my desk. 
The report (by Mr. HALTERMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4395) 
grinting apasi to Juliette Betts, have considered the same report: 

The clai t is the daughter of Hezekiah Betts, a Revolutionary soldier, 
whose service is shown in following statement from the Pension Bureau: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, D. C., February 1, 1896. 
“Srr: In response to your request of the 29th ultimo, herewith returned, 
for of the service of Hezekiah Betts, Capt. Stephen Betts's company, 
Connecticut 3 of the Revolution, I have to report that the 


son H. C. LouDENSLAG: 
3252 7 — ow Pensions, House of Representatives.” 


From tement of Miss Betts it a that she is 91 years old. 
1 “survi e soldier, who dica in 1837, 


t further appears 
and 


volu fully 
soldier, age, and her 
allegations are also corroborated by the certificate of 
ort First of Norwalk. 
and in view of 
— of the claim- 
the of Wever, 
the words suf ect to the provisions of the — in tine: 6, 
. Nat the rate of $12 per month.” 
Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ > 
e amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


WS: 


Strike out the words subject to the provisions of the pension laws,” in 
line 5, and substitute therefor the pai Ks the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ord to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY CRAY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Infantry, and tha after the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the read, 

The report (by Mr. Pool) was read, as follows: 


10) granting n pension to Mary Gray st Tait tie ollowing repack: 
a su o ng 3 

i Cra widow of Michaol Gray, — of sna agg | G, One hun- 
dared and fifth New York, and * , Ninety-f h New York In- 
— 2 enlisted November 9, and July 18, and 
who 


was 

December 6, 1874, of cancer of the neck. The evidence shows that 
the soldier received a gunshot wound in the neck at the battle of Antietam, 
tered the shoulder 


hear the top and making its exit through the shoulder 

0. 

Dr. James M. One hundred and fifth New York 
try, testifies that he dressed the wound at the time of the battle, and 


tify to Cray’s complaining 

time of hisdeath. Dr. Charles Backley, a well-known ph 
N. Y., testifies that he was well ted with the 
scribed for him for a swelling on right side of neck 
behind the carotid artery. 


was found to bea gro’ of a malignant character, 


of shoulder was not the cause of cancer of the neck, from w. dier died. 
ection was affirmed January 4, 1895. 
refuses to accept cancer as re- 


the medical refe: who never saw the soldier, but 
ry, ‘amined 


should. be set aside 
on only on a theory, while 
opinions ona condition which they found upon i 
that the evidence is very conclusive an. 
mmend the passage of this bill 
with an amendment, out all after the word “month,” in last line, 
and adding in lieu of all other pension.” 
exten of Vote!“ yer 
amendment recommen by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word “month,” in last line, and add in lieu of all 
other pension. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the House to this remarkable change or ersion in the human 
anatomy in order that it might a hat this soldier died from 
the effects of a wound received in battle. The evidence shows 
that the ball entered the right shoulder and passed through the 
shoulder blade. The gentleman drawing the report says the sol- 
dier received a gunshot wound in the neck. Now, it was, of 
course, within 8 or 4, or perh 4 or 5, inches of the neck; but 
that the wound was in the neck nowhere appears. And then that 
cancer followed from the wound in the shoulder. This aggrega- 
tion of statesmen is to set itself up as a medical congress and 
declare and determine that cancer behind the ear follows from a 
wound down in the arm or shoulder. 

Mr. PICKLER. Where do you want him to have the cancer 
located in order to get a pension? 

Mr. ERDMAN. the gentleman desires to address me, I wish 
= oe rise in his place and address me in a tone of voice that 

can hear. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Where would you have it located for the 
convenience of your ent? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ERD Well, the convenience of gentlemenis not con- 
sidered in locating wounds. I am not disposed to treat this mat- 
ter as lightly as some gentlemen are. I donot want to stand here 
and have it said that I, without objection, consent to have it said 
of a body of which I am a member that we declared and deter- 
mined such a foolish thing as that. If you want to determine it 
and assume the responsibility for blazing to the world in all these 
cases the ridiculous thi upon which you pass bills granting 
pensions, say it out so that the world may see it, and then lam 
content. Putit in the report, spread it on the record, and I will 
say nothing more about it. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

e amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


the doctors who ex: 


DAVID MOSTEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3 to remove the charge of desertion standing against David 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
and direc to remove of desertion ey — against the 
vid Mosten as 


a 
rivate in Com Nineteenth Regiment United States Infantry; 
Ri ed, and isted : 2 — 


ree in tho same and regiment; was absent 
without leave from said Comyn A Nine th United States try. 
ber 27, 1881, and w. 80 absent enlisted 8383 

and served until March i 


the 
from his original Com A, Nineteenth United States Infantry, and sen- 
tenced; before the expirat of of imprisonment was pardoned b 
the President of the United Sta ion granted to reenlist, an 
is now of Battery I, Second United States Artillery, having served eleven 
years of faithful service since his absence without leave under his original 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman in charge 
of this bill to allow it to be passed over for the present and let us 
on with the consideration of other measures. Here is a bill for 

e relief of a deserter, and I do not think we ought to take it up 
in view of the fact that there are cases of merit on the Calendar 
which ought to be considered ahead of such a bill as this. I ask 
the gentleman to let it be laid aside, in order that we may save 
time and with the consideration of more meritorious bills. 
Mr. R. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman’s re- 
quest, I beg to say to him that ifhe would let this bill come im- 
mediately before this committee for consideration he would save 
more time than 3 to delay it. Ishall press for the pas- 
sage of the bill. simple reading of the report shows that this 
is a meritorious case. It is not a pansion case. It is a bill for the 
rpose of removing a di ban which rests upon a soldier 
who is now servi 


of War to reenlist. 


He has already reached the grade of cor- 
by 3 


A700 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 1, 


After his punishment for desertion, or rather for changing from 
one company to another, he was allowed to enlist again in the 
Army of the United States, and it would be a disgrace to that 
Army to allow a soldier to remain in its ranks with this ban upon 
him. [Cries of ‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I hope this bill will not receive 
a favorable re from this committee. I amastonished to hear 
gentlemen crying Vote!” Vote!“ on a bill like this 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the pointof order that 
the gentleman from South Carolina is not entitled to the floor, 
having spoken once on this bill. = 

The C RMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. TALBERT. What is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof is that the gentleman has once 
addressed the House on this bill and therefore is not entitled to 
be heard a second time. : 

Mr. TALBERT. I have not addressed the House upon this bill. 
I have only made a few remarks. [Laughter.] And I submit to 


the Chairman that the point of order is not well taken. 
The CHAIRMAN, e Chair has ruled that the point of order 
is well taken. 


Mr, TALBERT. Then do I understand the Chair to say that a 
gentleman has no right to address the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply holds that the rule pro- 
vides that a member shall not more than once upon the 
same question if objection is made. 

Mr TALBERT, That is, if somebody else wants to speak. If 
anybody else wants to speak on this bill I will yield to him and 


wait until he gets through. 
3 The gentleman from South Carolina is not 


The CHAIR 
in order. > 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the rule is different 
from what the Chairman holds. The rule, as I understand it, is 
that if no other member desires to k, a gentleman may address 
the committee more than once on the same subject. However, I 
yield to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has no time to yield. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would be glad if the gentleman [Mr. PICK- 
LER] would take a quart i 5 8 will not do him. I want to say 
to the gentleman that I will talk, and he can not prevent me. 
[Laughter.] You may try to apply the gag rule, but you can 


not stop my mouth. se, © 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is not 
in order, and he will take his seat. 

Mr. TALBERT. The Chair can rule to suit himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not violate the rules of 
the House in that 0 6 

Mr. TALBERT. All right. I will come again. [Laughter.] 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


NANCY GENTRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the penso. roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Nancy Gentry, widow 
of John A. Gentry, at the rate of $$ per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us hear the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5175) 
granting a pension to Nancy Gentry, have considered the same, and report: 
Nancy Gentry is the widow of John A. Gentry, who served as a private in 
Captain Jetton’s com y of Tennessee Mounted Volunteers from May 19, 
18%, to June 16, 1838, Cherokee Indian war. This service, which covered a 
riod of twenty-nine days, is a matter of record at the War and ury 


partment. 
It is also alleged that he served from June 26, 1836, to December 28, 1836, in 
Captain Fletcher's company of cavalry, but no record of this service can be 


found. 
In her application to the Pension Bureau under the Indian war service- 
pinson act of July 27, 1892, the claimant has shown that she married the sol- 
ier in 1845 and remained his wife up to his disappearance from home in 1857; 
that he has not since been seen or heard from, and that she has never remar- 


ried. 
The claim was rejected on the ground that the service of the soldier, so far 
as it is shown by the records, was one day short of the time required to give 


title under the law. 

The claimant is about 71 years old, a t sufferer from rheumatism, and 
with no means of support excepta mountain farm worth not more than 
$200. She is now nabis to do any work andis obliged to rely upon the assist- 
ance of others. These facts are shown by the sworn statements of L. C. 
Farmer and W. J. Kerley, residents of County, Tenn. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommend 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, as a good deal has been said 
upon this floor about my position in d to deserters, coffee 
coolers, camp followers, and bummers, I want to say that the 
word ‘‘ coffee cooler,” as I understand, is a word that was coined by 
one of the most ished Union generals in the Federal Army, 
General Bragg, of W: in, who commanded what was known 


as the Iron Brigade, and who performed distinguished service 
throughout the war, and I want to have read, in my own time, an 
extract from a speech made by that distinguished Union general 
in the Forty-ninth Congress on the subject of pensions. It was 
made, I believe, when the pauper pension bill was under discus- 
sion after it had been vetoed by the President. 

Lask that this portion of the speech of General Bragg be 
as it will throw some light upon this question of bummers an 
deserters, coffee coolers and camp followers. I hope gentlemen 
will listen to thereading of a of the speech of as distinguished 
a man as belonged to the Federal Army. Especially do I ask for 
it the attention of the distinguished chairman of this committee, 
who is so anxious for order.“ I ask him to listen to this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; not now. There were 140 regiments and a number 
of battalions, in all, of colored troops raised during the war. A large por- 
tion of these troops were in guarding railway stations in the rear; 
and a few regiments, three or four, were regiments of heavy artillery. 
This pension clause opens the door for a pension to every one of the soldiers 
of the seven regiments that were org: into battalions for the pu of 
caring for them, men picked out as being physically unable to do soldier's 
duty. It opens the opportunity to place upon the roll, out of the whole 130 
regin ents, every single man and nt that was not engaged in vo 
service in the presence of the enemy. It permits a on for every hundred- 

y man who came out to havea pleasant and jaunty excursion when he 
thought that if the “rebs” only heard that he was coming they would run 
away from Bull Run. 

It places or gives an opportunity to place upon the pension roll the hun- 
dred-day men who cl the war with a blaze of glory in April, May, and 
June, 1865. It permits an ey, to & upon the roll 302,000 men, 11,000 
of whom afterwards were deserters—202,000 men that were organized under 
the call of the President in December, 1864. Only three mon before the 
factacall came, and under that call during the months 
of January and February there were organized, in response to it, troops con- 
sisting of 000. Some 13,000 of these were discharged, even at the original 
camp of rendezvous, because there was no occasion to demand the assign- 
ment of them to any regiment. Now, who were these men? 

I say to gentlemen who talk about soldiers, who were these men? Do not 
stand here in your place and talk about the deyotion of the country to its 
defenders, to the men who heard the shriek of the bullet and shot and shell 
and battle, and covered with blood and carnage carried the to victory. 
Who were the majority of those men that found themselves in the service of 
the United States from December, 1864, to February, 1865, that Congress 
should sit u ‘hts to pass pensions to provide for them? They were thescum 
of the en ey were men who would not enlist and were not drafted. 
They were men who stayed until those who did not want to go to the front 
raised money by vote and taxation upon the property in the municipalities 
and counties had funds p) in their hands to hire and buy things to go 
that could fill the quota and enable them to escape the draft. They were, I 
said, the scum; yes, and thedregs. They stood in their holesuntil they were 
bou, eanan jor by substitute brokers, bought by men who were speculating 
in blood, paid from $100 to $800 apiece, feeling assured that they were physic- 
ally so defective that all they had todo was go to a hospital and there was 
no danger to their precious carcasses, so that they could pocket their $100 and 
go without fear of any injury befalling them. 

There are gentlemen on the other side of the House who I trust are with 
me on this question, and who know just as well as I do that the prisons were 
pea peg that the rhouses were emptied, that the slums were all emptied 
by the proffer of at the door to b out the inmates that they might 
be put as a paper credit on the army roll of the United States, and the men 
who brought this about pocketed the difference made in the trade. Ihave 
seen them co! g down with ambulances in the rear by scores trying to get 
pen le of that class, called soldiers, to march from the shores of the Potomac 

ot e of the Rappahannock, and the attempt to get them to the front 
was a failure. 

There is another class. And I might say in that connection when "ten talk 
about poorhouses the men you find there as arule are the men who came 
from the poorhouses to g tothe Army, and when they came back they lapsed 
into their natural condition. No genuine soldier in any patriotic communit; 
that I have ever seen ever needed to go to the poorhouse to be provided wit 
all that was necessary to care for him. We know, Mr. Speaker, that it is not 
in that way that the patriotic people of the North treat their soldiers. 
These men that go to the poorhouse go because ge A native there; they 
are drones; they have lived from hand to mouth. ey have got no enter- 

rise; they have got no self-respect; they have got nocharacter. They lie 

own and open their mouths for a teat to suck, and it does not make much 
matter what animal has the teat so long as they can suck anything from it. 


war was terminated in 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey ‘ore the reading was con- 
cluded). I ask unanimous consent that the further g of this 
be ag arg with. 13 

Mr. TALBERT. IJ ask that the clerk read on. Ihave the floor, 
and this is being read in my time. I hope gentlemen will not 
get uneasy. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr i , that speaks for itself. 


I only want to put on record what that distinguished soldier 
thought of these camp followers,” coffee coolers,” and bum- 
Mr. PICKLER. Let it be understood that it was a member on 
that side of the House who made that speech. 7 
The question being put, the bill was ordered to be laid aside to 
be favorably reported to the House. 


ELIZABETH T. BEALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, widow of Ben- 
jamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States Cavalry. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

B TTT and he is hereby, 
— . . directed to increase the ef Elie, bei f. Beall. widow 
of L. late colonel of the t United States Cavalry, whois 
now on the rolls, to per month. 


1896. 
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The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words one hundred” and insert “fifty "; so as to make the 
pension $50 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. STRODE of Nebraska) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3033) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth T. Beall, have considered the 
same, and report as follows: 

It is shown by a report of the adjutant-general, United States Army, that 
the deceased soldier, Benjamin L. Beall, entered the service of the United 
States June 8, 1836, as captain of the Second Dragoons; was su W 
moted to be colonel, and retired from active service 5 1 tog B 1 for 

e died 


inca: ty 8 from long and faithful service. H city of 
Baltimore August 16, 1863. 
Mrs. Beall is now pensioned at $30 per month under the general law, and 


rs. 
her petition for an increase of the same is as follows: 

“BALTIMORE, February 27, 1894. 
“To the Senate and United States House of Representatives. 

“GENTLEMEN: I beg leave most che se rer to petition to you for an in- 
crease of my pension. I have arrived at that age (now. in may ninety-third 
year) muera I 8 uire o suor 5 rege hte gti that my present pension of $30 

r mont who. ua supply. 

Darf am the widow of the late Col. Benjamin L. Beall, of the First United 
Stopes 1 who, during a long life, rendered distinguished services to 
country. 

_ Through the influence of Hon. Lewis Cass and Daniel Webster he was 
appointed captainin the Seco: 


promotion for su contests with the Indians. 
In said recommendation General Worth says: Capt. B. L. Beall has met 


services 
“ Ordered to the In 
afort. Established Fort 


to New Mexico; there served as civil and 
Calif 


d war he was ordered 
vernor. From there 


from 1800 to 1801. 


© 
From th d East, oor th . 
m there was ordere e y, an 
died at the city of Baltimore in the month of August, 1863. 4 
NTE i ve this Danna 4a be, tick OOII pore ODALI KATER 
ve the honor „m your o nt servan 
2 WELA BTH T BEALL.” 


The claimantꝰs all 
the testimony of Dr. Y. S. Marriott, Dr. H. M 
residents of the city of Baltimore; and it is further shown that by reason of 


ence are borne out 


failing eyesight and other ailments incident to her great age she has for a 
long @ past n e services of an attendant. 

Ita further that she has had dependent upon her an invalid d- 
Qaughter. and this, ther with the requirements of her own conditi 
have long since exhausted all her means except the pension referred to above. 
She was married to the soldier in 1824. 


There are several precedents for the allowance of $50 per month to the 
widows of soldiers who attained the rank held by the claimant's husband, and 
in view of her extreme and the necessities of her condition your commit- 
tee believe that she should be allowed such a sum as will provide her neces- 
sary attendance and care during the remaining days of her life, which must 
of necessity be very few. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it be amended 
b striking out the words “one hundred,” in line6, and substituting therefor 
fhe word “fifty”; so as to allow a pension of $50 per month, and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of privilege. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question of 


rivilege. 
5 Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, when the bill before that last 

i d of was under discussion I made a few remarks upon it, 
and after I sat down another gentleman made some remarks 
upon thesame bill. When he took his seat I got up to make other 
remarks, The gentleman from South Dakota e the point that 
I had spoken once, and had no right to speak again. I desired to 

eak, provided no one else wished to speak. And I submit, sir, 

that the rule would have permitted me to speak, as no one else 
wanted the floor. ButI was denied the privilege of expressing 
my views, and I think, sir, that I have been wrongly treated by 
the Chair. I believe the Chair has misconstrued therule. Upon 
the top of that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN 
took the floor and yielded to me, but notwithstanding all this 
was denied the privilege of seirena myself before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I think, sir, that I have been unjustly treated 
by the Chair. Icall attention to the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to occupy any of the 
time of the Committee of the Whole; but the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], in asking for the reading of a 
speech made by General Bragg in the Forty-ninth Congress, has 
recalled to my mind a scene which will never be from it. 
The question then before the House was whether a pension bill 
which had been vetoed by a gentleman who was then and is now 
the President of the United States should pass notwithstanding 
his objections. It was about the close of that Congress, when sev- 
eral eminent gentlemen were about to retire. Among them was 
General Bragg, of Wisconsin, who had stood here during all that 

as the special sponsor for the soldier. 
en that veto came in there was a c of front; and the 
speech which has just been read to the committee at the instance 


General 
Bragg. There followed him, upon this side of the ber, a 
gentleman who is this evening the chairman of this Committee of 
the Whole. It will take but a moment to read, as of the his- 
tory of that occasion, the remarks then made by the gentleman 
som Iowa, which the Clerk now has before him. I ask that they 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HEPBURN. Of all the gentlemen that have spoken in opposition to the 

passage of this bill every one save one voted for it. There is some reason for 

of front, Mr. S. er. A number of those gentlemen like myself 

te te their official life on the 4th of next March. And a large number 
of them, unlike myself, are now mendicants about the White House— 


Crooking the t hinges of the knee 
That thrift may follow fawning.” [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I deny the right of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER} 
or the e . BRAGG] to speak for the Grand Army 
of the Republic of this country. I tell you, sir, that while those gentlemen 

| Der army, and were every where esteemed, 

yet song 3 are looked upon by the Grand Army to-day, when they rise in their 
ere eir old comrades as vagabonds and scamps and 
perjurers and the scum of humanity, as Benedict Arnold was after his trea- 


of the gentleman from South Carolina was made b 


Con days of the Revolution thought of him—what would 
they do with him should they meet him? The reply was: They would cut off 
your leg that was wounded at Saratoga and bury it with the honors of war, 
and the rest of your carcass they would hang upon a gibbet.” 


[Applause.] 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire only to add that v. 
shortly after that h was made the name of the distinguish 
poeman from Wisconsin, General , was sent to the Senate 

y the President for confirmation as minister to Mexico. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] And the name of an- 
other distin gania soldier, whom I will not mention here to-night, 
who also changed front in view of the Presidential veto, was 
N sent to the Senate for confirmation to an office at a salary 
of $7,500 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment rted by the committee. 

r i , I see that the bill now under con- 
sideration has been reported by the committee with an amend- 
ment reducing the proposed pension from $100 a month to $50 a 
month. Iamglad tosee that. It seems that the opposition which 
has been made in this House to this unjust discrimination in favor 
of officers and the widows of officers as sgala ivate soldiers 
and their widows is having some effect. d in hope that there 
may be additional good along this line, and that gentlemen on the 
other side of the House mAg bo brought to see more fully the 
error of their way, I desire to send to the desk and ask to have 
read in my time a letter 

eh HARDY. You say “gentlemen on the other side.“ What 
side 


Mr. KEM. That side [rotering to the Republican side]. 

I ask to have read a letter which I have just received from the 
adjutant of U. S. Grant Post, No. 12, Department of the Potomac, 
Grand Army of the ublic, Washington, D. C. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 29, 1898. 


Sır: I have the pleasure of inclosing herewith copy of resolution unani- 
mously adopted by this post, heartily indorsing the sentiment expressed and 
action taken by you upon the nonpensioning of officers or their widows ata 
rate ter than that of the private soldier, whose valor or patriotism was 
equal, if not greater, than those who wore the shoulder straps. 

Very respectfully, 


HORACE H. BROWER, Adjutant. 


Hon. OMER M. Kem, 
House of Representatives. 
_Mr. KEM. In addition to that, I ask to have read the resolu- 
tions passed by that post in connection with this matter. 
The resolutions were read by the Clerk, as follows: 
At a regular mee of U. S. Grant Post, No. 12. Grand Army of the Re- 
pani Department of the Potomac, held on the lith day of April, 1896, the 
8 resolutions were ow Hace Seto a 
“Whereas the members of this ve with sorrow observed that the 
present Con with a la hand, increased the 


th d. 
oy of ce) officers of high rank far beyond the rates 
w: 


and 
“ Whereas, this Congress 


msions of the wid- 
owed by the general 


me Whereas, the ee ting of la: in f pension by special th 
s gran of large increases oi on acts to the 
widows of officers of h rank, while the wilcws of rien of humbler rank, 
who were none the less ve. and whose lives were none the less precious, are 
ignored, is a great injustice, which every patriot should protest; and 
“ Whereas recently certain honorable members of the House of Representa 
tives have earnestly protested against this Den discrimination and de- 
clared their determined opposition to such l tion: Therefore 
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He it resolved, That the members of this post hereby express their - 


tude to the Hon. HENRY M. BAKER, the Hon. JAMES A. ‘AY, the Hon, 
Omer M. Kem, and the Hon. Joun E. MOCALL for the words en and the 
attitude assumed by them on that occasion, and for which veterans of 
U. S. Grant Post, No. 12, will ever hold them in tender remembrance; and 

“ Be it further resolved, That these resolutions be made a part of the records 
of this and that a copy thereof be forwarded to each of the said mem- 
bers of House of Representatives.” 

A true copy. 
CHAS. S. HERRON, 
Commander U. S. Grant Post, No. 12. 
Attest: 
Horace H. Brower, Adjutant. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the committee by striking out fifty“ and making it 
“forty.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Imovetoamend the amendment by add- 
ing to that communication which has just been read the name of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, as he seems to have been 
omitted by the writers of it for some reason. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope 2 will npuy mein, but simply put 
in the name of Santa Claus. That will do as well. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwould like to ask who signs that letter which 
Bas just been read? 

Mr. KEM. It is from the U. S. Grant Post, No. 12, of the De- 
partment of the Potomac. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me that the Grand Army posts of 
W are not likely to know more of our constituents and 
their needs than we ourselves do; and that they are hardly in a 
8 = be able to instruct the representatives of the people as 

their duty. 

Mr. KEM. I presume that the Grand Army post in Washing- 
ton is as capable ai ing whether the action of Congressis just 
or unjust as anybody in the country. 

Mr. PIC And I think they show very bad taste in mak- 
ing such comments. 

— They are men who as fully understand this ques- 
on as 


anybody else. 

The MAN The question is on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

‘The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 5, noes 78. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who makes the point of no quorum against 
this old widow of the Mexican war, 93 or 94 years old? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to state to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that I made it and am entirely responsible for it, and I 
did not do it in a whisper, either. It was not made against this 
widow, but some of the deserters and bummers who are to come 
3 on this Calendar. I have to make a fight all along 
the line. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hun- 
dred and nine members are in the Hall—a quorum. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 255 to; |. 


and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to 
with a favorable recommendation. 
THERESA PEEBLES, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4855) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, of Jefferson 
County, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enac etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase eg mae of Theresa Peebles, of Jeffer- 
may gens , Ga., a widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, from $12 to $20 per 
mon 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. BLACK of Georgia) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4355 
granting an increase 3 —— to Theresa Peebles, ha ve considered the ane 

ort: 
he laimant is the widow of Henry Peebles, who served as a private in 
t. John P. 3 8 Georgia Volunteers from August 24, 1813, 
to March 12, 1814, in the war of 1812. 

The soldier died September 21, 1880, and his widow (the claimant) has since 
been nted the pension of 812 p month allowed by the general pension 
laws ko the widows of soldiers of the war of 1812. 

Mrs. Peebles married the soldier in 1864, and she is now. about 66 years old. 

The above facts are shown by the pa on file at the Pension Bureau, an 
ita from an affidavit signed by Joshua F. Denton, J. T. Glover, James 
Stapleton, and E. N. Stapleton that the claimant is very feeble and aiflicted, 
and that she has but little-means aside from her pension. She has been liv- 
ing alone until recently, her condition becoming such that she has been 
o r.. PR EENE ra: i 3 

veral e posed „an wo 
the 88 eet Trepa 5 . — — sags Tospocttully rece recommend the pas- 
wane ot the bill with an amendment fixing rate of pension at 818 per 
mon 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, if I under- 
stood the reading of that report correctly, this lady is to be pen- 
sioned because she is the widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, 
and the report shows that she was married to him in 1864. If 
that is a correct statement of the facts, I would like the gentleman 


who introduced the bill to explain to the House exactly what loss 
this lady ever incurred because of his service in the war of 1812, 
and here pores what pensionable disability is in the case at all. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I introduced the bill, I will state to 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, and the facts are stated in 
the report of the committee. The report and the bill are in the 
line of precedents heretofore established by the House. The bene- 
ficiary of this bill is old and feeble. Her physical condition re- 
quires the attendance of anurse. She has practically no means 
except the pension she is now receiving, 812 a month, and this 
bill increases it to $18. 

4 BAKER of er ees: Does the 5 propose 

every person who does not have property enough to support 
her, no matter what time she was married to an old 3 
be rane Spgs by the Government of the United States? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. No; the gentleman does not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampatize. ‘Then, ander what rule does 
he cuppen this bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I support it because of her helpless, 
dependent condition, because she is the widow of an old soldier 


and because it is in the line of a ꝓrecedent already established. 1 


will state to the gentleman very frankly that if this was an original 

question, I think there might be more merit in his objection; but 

inasmuch as it seems to be the policy of the Government to grant 

peen to this class of persons, I seenoreason why others should 
sioned.and this applicant denied. 

BAKER of New Hampshire. But I presume the tle- 
man does not intend to say that a bad precedent makes a right bill; 
and if there is any reason for this pension, it is because the lady 
is now old, and, as the gentleman says, penniless; but she is not 
old because of the service of her husband some forty years prior 
to the time of her i to him, and she is not penniless be- 
cause of that service. Now, if the gentleman can tell why she 
should be pensioned, except on the ground of a bad precedent, I 
should like to know the particular reason. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. This old lady is already pensioned, 
and this is an application to increase her pension from $12 to 818 
per month on account of her helpless physical condition. It is a 
small sum, smaller than has been reported in other bills which 
have passed the committee and the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then receiving a pension 
under a law which does not debar her on account of her late mar- 
riage to the soldier is in the gentleman's mind a justification for 
e separ e her at a greater rate over c's years after tho 
soldier rendered his service, she having married him ‘about fifty 
years after the war? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I am willing to let the committee 
pass upon that question, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ADA J. SCHWATKA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 710) 
granting u pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. 

erick Schwatka. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ada J. Schwatka, widow o 
the late Frederick Schwatka, late first lieutenant, Third Cavalry, United 
States Army, at the rate of $3) per month. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment strik- 
oS thirty“ and inserting seventeen.“ 
. ERD Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. CoLsOoN) was read, as follows: 


lieutenant, Third Cavalry, U; 


States Army, have considered the same, 
and respectfully report: 


Said bill is accompanied by Senate No. 55, this session, and the same, 
fully setting forth the facts, is ad by your committee as their report, 
and the bill ia returned with the recommendation that it be amended so as 


to fix the rate of pension at $17 per month, in with the rank held 
by the deceased officer, and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 65, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 710) grant- 
9 to Ada J. Schwat ka. ha ve examined the same, and report: 

milar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third reforred to the 

favorably, and the Senate. 
The military record of Lieutenant Schwatka is fully set forth in the follow- 
ing communication from the War Department: 
“WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, June 16, 189l. 
“Statement of the military service of Frederick Schwatka, late of the United 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office. 


„March 20, 1879; 
“He poa his reginent November 28, 1571, and served with it in Arizona 
and Ne 
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for the purpose of ta command of the expedition to Lady Franklin 
for the papers rien ig a eee, „and was 
ex ae — ti e was on special duty 


in New York City from that date until Jam „1881; 
of ä 1 — 


su leave of ; 
served as aid-de-camp to General Miles until 3 in the mean- 
time, while on General Miles's staff, was in command of an 1 expe- 
dition in Alaska from May 20 to October 12, 1883. He regiment 
in Arizona 1 1884, and was on leave 6, 1884, until his 


tion effect, J. 
re Puring his service ho Was on Javo of absence for the following periods 
ese a E y 
From Se 24, 187 to March 24,1876, and from February 28 to Sep- 


“J. CG. GILMORE; 
“Assistant Adjutant-General.” 


It will be remembered that in addition to his 
Schwatka rendered the Government. 


anuary 31, 1885. 


F. — who while on a whali 
7; in 1871-1873, Neee y wwhod 
sil other relics 
found, Lieutenant determined to search for traces of Sir 
John Franklin's party. 
‘tion on the 19th of June, 1878. 
command, 


and, accom ed by William H. Gilder as sec- 
‘ond lieutenant in he-sailed in tho athen tor King ‘Williams Land. 
September, 1880, having discovered and 


‘uly, 1884. In August of that 
tenant, Third Cavalry, to w 
“He 


the geograhical 
He A the author of Along Alaska's Great 
See Schwatka's Search, Alder New a 
1886). watka' 2 2 
1881) The Franklin Search under Lieutenant Schwatka (Edin hand Lon- 
ER 1881) and Als Eskimo unter den Eskimo, by Henry Klutsc (Leipsic, 
> Fs 


antenan watka died three oat Portland, Oreg., 1 
2 veenas pont tr 1 i mitet — Mrs. Ha Rak tan 
father for support. Since then her father has deceased, and is left with- 
out any means whatever for the support of child. This fully ap- 
pears by affidavits on file with your ; 

In view ot all the ces, your committee report back the bill, 
recommending its passage. 

The amendment par e be the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

JOSEPH s. BUNKER. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up a bill which 
was left in rather an indefinite condition in the House the other 
day. It is the case of an old man 80 years of age. The bill is 
No. 649, granting a pension to Joseph 8. Bunker It is away down 
ae Calendas, and I ask for the present consideration of the 


and 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill out of its 
order. Is there objection? 


Mr. MAHON and Mr. BROMWELL objected. 
JACOB TAYLOR. 2 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
713) for the relief of Jacob Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted,etc., That . avey bosal Soe here directed 

8 Jacob Taylor as a member of Company K, First By, it of 

x valry, and grant him an honorable discharge as of date February 
, 1864. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, that bill does not come under 
the rule. It is not a desertion case; it is to correct a record. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill is not in order to-night. 

Mr. WOOD. I think it is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a bill to restore the applicant to some 


rank. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is not a case of deser- 
tion, and that the bill is not in order under the rule under which 
the House is now proceeding. 

JAMES M'GOWAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


“ren for the relief of James McGowan from the charge of deser- 


„and, obtaining leave of absence, fitted out an expedi- state 


The bill Was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the of War or other official be, 
and is hereby, authorized to remove the charge of desertion 
James McGowan, late of Company F, Eighty-second Ohio 


Gowan to have been honorably sery- 
ice of the United States. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 


The report (by Mr. TRACEY) Was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili. Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3524) for the relief of James McGowan, beg leave to ort: 
It is shown by the records that James McGowan, 19 years, was enrolled 


February 21 and mustered into service February 23, 1865, to Serve one year. 
He was forwarded March 2, 1865, to the Sixty-first New York Volunteers, but 
his mame was not taken up on the rolls of either company of that regiment. 
He was transferred upon some date, not shown on the record, to Company F. 

Kighty-second Ohio Infantry. Ita th said 


rs that he served faithfully 
cony until July 6, 1865. On this latter date he is re’ asa deserter. 
mna tion tothe War. or the rem: of the charge of de- 
sertion he stated that the co: ped at Louisville, Ky., at the 


mmand was encam 
time, and was ordered to Cincinnati, Ohio, to be mustered out; tha 
to Cincinnati they would pass by his homeat Madison, Ind., and that he, 
asevere diarrhea, 


ing 


long after the 
in view the 
the 


ent had mustered out. 
relief which he could not obi 


committee also makes note of the historic fact that at the time the 
the war had ended and hostiliti 


soldieris rere e with desertion es had ceased, 
which is an additional and very strong y co. the soldier's 


ment. 
He is further corroborated by the statement of his sister, Anna McGowan, 
who testified, on the 28th day of November, 1892, that upon his return home 
her brother James was suffering from el bles, and that two physi- 
cians (both of them since dead) were called to attend him; that he was con- 


fined to his and was at no time able to rejoin his regiment until after 
Jul 20 ses 5 


His brother, Thomas McGowan, testified to the same effect November 20,1892. 

J. B. Baldwin, a sergeant in the soldier's company, testified that he knew 
that he was sick in Marior June, 1885. 

Maggie Dixon, a neighbor, testified, March 13, 1893, that she had known the 
soldier for thirty years and knew. that he was sick when he arrived home, 
rejoining his regiment by reason of such sickness. 


home he only had 
he remained with 


cGowan co he was a 
3 health since he came home from 
the Army. That he and his sister live near him and have done so for twenty- 
five years, and that he knows from that he has not been 


N rsonal knowledge 
a well man during that time. That he had been and was atthat time a mero 
repeatedly 


„looking so weak and bad that he had been work 
because it was apparent that he could not do it. 

His-enfee B aner beskinaa To tiy Jiho witmeenes amit roar 

committee believe, from the evidence presented, that the soldier did not in- 


tend to desert his company and 
home; that he went home to o 
from rejo; 

Because of 


ent at the time he left them and went 

relief, and was prevented by sickness 

— facts, — ap 5 — r fficientl 
wi appear to your su 

proven, and the additional fact that hostilities had ceased before the 6th das 

of July, the day 5 which the soldier is with desertion, your com- 

mittee recommend that the accompanying bill do pass. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear from the 


gentleman in c of this bill more 1 some informa- 
tion in regard to the result of the application by this petitioner 
to the War Department to have the ¢ of desertion removed, 


why it was not, and the particulars in the case. 

r. TRACEY. The oo to the War Department was 
refused on the ground t the testimony was not sufficiently 
clear as to the inability of the soldier to return to his command 
in time to be mustered out. 

Cries of: Vote!“ ‘* Vote!’ 
Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman 
Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Sonth Carolina has spoken once on this bill. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he only rose for the pur- 
pose of asking a i 


question. 

Mr. PICKLER. He said he wanted to ask the gentleman a 
question, and on that he got the floor and spoke on this bill, I 
oo es of order that he has spoken on this bill. 

The . The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Chair thinks the gentleman proposed to do no more than sim- 


e. TRACES 
. TRACEY. If the gentleman-wants to make any further 
TTT 

. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to state that it 


seems to me that this is going a little too far for this committee 
to take in charge the business of the War rtment, where th 
haye, or ought to have, all the official of the soldier, 


where the record of every soldier, if he has any record at all, can 
be looked up. 

Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that it is going too far if this appli- 
cant can not go to the War Department and find sufficient evi- 
dence to remove the suspicion or charge of desertion as a soldier. 
[Cries of Vote!“ Vote a He is claiming here that he deserted 
after the war had closed. It seems to me that the whole report of 
the committee is contradictory, and it also seems to me that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions are very careful here not to bring 
= „ ee À that would seem in the least — 

i sion to a itioner. i 
“Vote!” Votel⸗ 5 = [ 


„ 
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Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman had 
better strike that out of the record. This bill does not come from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but comes from the Commit- 
tee on 1 

Mr. TALBERT, My remarks are in a general way. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should say they are. 

Mr. TALBERT, And if they happen to hit such a bird as the 

mtlemen from South Dakota and he flutters I can not help it. 

e gentleman seems to anticipate that something was going to be 
said about his attempting to smother evidence and not bring it 
before this House as chai of the committee. [Cries of 
“ Vote!” oe goat | 

It does not make any difference, Mr. Chairman, where this re- 
port comes from; there is nothing in this report that will lead me 

vote for the removal of the charge of desertion from this sol- 
dier, if soldier he was, coming as he does under the head of a 
number of those mentioned by the distinguished gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. Bragg) thirty-one years after the war ended—to 
come up and hunt for a pension, and I am astonished at the 
rapidity with which gentlemen want to hurry up here voting 
pensions to such a class of citizens as this. [Cries of Vote!” 
“ Votel”] I want to say again that I propose to 5 2 
test against the peeee of any such measure as this, and if they 
will pass them, why, the responsibility must rest where it properly 
belongs. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The MAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 3. 

So Abe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EDWARD H. MUNSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. Munson, late a 
rivate in Company H, Thirty-second New York Regiment In- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secre 


of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove the charge of dese 


on now standing against the mili 


record of Edward H. Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-secon 
New York Regiment of Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 


“Vote!” 
The C MAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. No one has demanded theread- 

of the report. 

es HENRY of Connecticut. I can explain this bill. 
Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
report. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. TRACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Mili 
4199) for the relief of Edwar 


ere ap be some 
— and the testimony submitted, as follows: The records of the War 


in 


listed for nine months; by Jane oe od who lived a neighbor and knew the 
family intimately, and who says that at the time of his enlistment he was 
about 16 years o and a mere schoolboy, and by a D taken about 
the time of his enlistment and which gives him a very youthful appearance. 
It is shown by the record that Munson rendered faithful service as a soldier 
from the time of his enlistment until the 28th of May. 
of service of the 
was mustered out, and the remnant, a 
wee eee with han pas hund as 5 4 v Tor 

an unson was Com 0 regimen 
orously —— at the time, claiming that — aes 


Munson ed col Gettys- 
burg, but became separated therefrom and fell in with a Vermont regiment 
and participated in the battle, but of this there is no other proof. 

The facts which appear to be fairly well established by the testimony pre- 


sented are: z 
1. That Patrick Stanley, first lieutenant of Company „ New 

Vork eg? and W. Evans, second sergeant of Company H, Thirty- 

second New York Infantry, were detailed by Colonel Matterson and given a 


furlough to go home as recruiting officers to enlist men to fill up the regi- 


ment. This is testified to by Alfred Lawrence, who was first lieutenant of 
88 H, Thirty-second New York Infantry, the company to which Mun- 
son belon, 


resented that they were enlisting men 

ent, which was a two years’ or; 
tment had about nine months to serve. 
him and as 


1 
and toa number of others that he had enlisted for nine months. 
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5. That he was a good and faithful soldier from the time of his enlistm 
paul the expiration of term of service of the Thirty-second New Norte in. 


‘antry. 

The father of the boy makes a statement which, although not sworn 1 
strongly corroborated, that his boy enlisted for the unexpired term of the 
regiment, and that he was so told by the recruiting officer, Patrick Stanley, 
on the day of the enlistment. 

Aletha A. Munson testifies to the same facts. 

Edward O. Jones testified to his uaintance with the boy, to his enlist- 
ment, and says he verily believes that Edward H. Munson was deceived by 
the e officer as to his term of enlistment. The affant was hag, Pace of 

unson 


Com , Thirty-second New York Infan to which 
belonged, and Alfred — jet —.— testified 


Lawrence, ad lieutenant of same company, 
rsonal knowledge of the th of the captain's statements. Both 
testify to the faithful and reliable service of the soldier during his service 
Feed he Cpe henceeh ease ean oe Ter sete tne aa 
e e One hun: and twenty- ew Yor! fantry on the 
that his term of enlistment had expired. xsd es 

Lieutenant Lawrence further testifies that in conversation with General 

ek the general said that Munson and others should be discharged with 

the ent, as they had been deceived and would not make soldiers; 

that the said Edward H. Munson was a and faithful soldier during the 

time he was a member of N 5 H, ty-second New York Infantry; 
that he served until about the Ist of June, 1 when he was t erred 

pe on — an and a — ae Infantry, . — om the 13th 

jay of June Company H an whole “secon ent was mus- 
Pe a ie pees 

ex pro e e ve his age e recrui officer 

as 20in order t he might be as a large number of boys of ex- 

treme youth are known to have done. 

A careful consideration of all the testimony leads to the conclusion that the 
bryos deceived as to his term of enlistment, and fully believed that he had 
enlisted for the unexpired term of nine months of the Thirty-second Regi- 
ment New York Infantry. 

In view of all the facts, his faithful service during the term for which he 
believed he had enlisted, and his extreme youth at the time, your committee 
report favorably and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. Was there any 
i sh vote? If there was no negative vote, a vote can not now 

taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it can. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 2. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of no quorum is made. [After 
acount.] One hundred and thirteen members are in the House. 
On this question the ayes are 92, the noes 2; and the bill is ordered 
to be laid aside with a favorable recommendation, 


MRS. ELIZABETH M. WILLIAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, of Monroe 
County, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho and directed to piace on the pension roll at the rate of $8 per mon 
the name of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, widow of William W: ms, late a 
pave in Captain Weir's Company, Tennessee Volunteers, Florida war of 


Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on rn ag Ih whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7 50 
granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Williams, have considered the same ani 
Tespectfully report as follows: 
e 


claimant is the widow of William Williams, who served asa private in 
Meg pe Wear's Company of Tennessee Volunteers in the Florida Indian war 
of 1836. The records show that he was paid for twenty-five and one- days’ 
service, and it also ap’ that he was a pensioner his lifetime at 
r month under certificate No. 7477, on account of a 10t wound of left 
eg received in said service. After the soldier's death, which occurred No- 
vember. 10, 1876, his widow, the claimant, made an application for pension 
under the general law, alle; that his death was due to causes o nating 
in the service, but owing to the long time which had elapsed since the war 
she was unable to fu the necessary proof in sw of her claim. 
1892, she filed a under the 


ve title. 

o at the Pension Bureau that the claimant 
ied and it is shown by the affidavits of S. V. Minnis 

J. H. Kelso, sr., dents of Monroe Coynty, Tenn., that she is about 75 

years old, in very feeble health, and 9 upon her children for support. 
It may be added that the records of the ry E show that 

the soldier's enrollment took place June 30, 1836, and discharge July 31, 


1836, a period of thirty-two days; but as other records show payment for 
twenty-five and one- days only, it was held that the claim did not come 
the scope of the service act. 


The of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
hanging the spelling of the captain's name, in line 7, to Ware.“ 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
port was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HANNAH YAZELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 

1171) to sion Hannah Yazell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and ted to place on the pension rolls, subject. to the pro ie 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Hannah Yazell, 
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Hardin County, Ohio, as the widow of James Yazell, deceased, late of Com- 
pany G, Bighty-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. > 
The report (by Mr. LAxTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1171) to pension Hannah Yazell, having carefully examined all the evidence 
in the case, report as follows: 

James Y. who was the husband of this claimant, served from October 
31, 1851, to July 34,1865. He died October 26 


that 
wife 
and bore him six > 
but the evidence shows that after the divorce both the soldier and his former 
wife remarried, the soldier having procured a license, which he could not 
have done where all the parties were known without satisfactory evidence 
of the dissolution of the prior ma mds. 
The soldier and this claimant, as well as his former wife and her husband, 
a) to have lived in the same community, respected by all. 
our committee are satisfied from the evidence that the soldier was di- 
vorced from his former wife, and that his marriage to the claimant was! 15 


The former wife of soldier died five or six years ago, so there is no äl- 
ity of her filing ac as widow. 
The bill, in the opinion of the committee, is a meritorious one and should 


pass, and the committee so recommend. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill give us some further explanation of 
it. The report is so brief that it is impossible to gather from it 
anything satisfactory as to the merits of the bill. If these parties, 
as the report says, ‘‘lived in the same community and were re- 

by all” theirneighbors, the fact of their divorce ought not 
to be an obscure fact, but ought to be easily ascertained. If we 
do not have that fact established, or do not have some explanation 
or thecase, weare simply voting another pension without knowing 


why we are doing it. : i 
The question was taken on laying the bill aside with a favora- 
airman declared that the ayes 


ble recommendation, and the 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. ERDMAN. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes none. 
So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM W. FRENCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 137) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. French. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension e Nae name of William W. French, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment New pshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now recei i 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOwWay) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pennoni to whom was referred the bill (S. 137) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. French, quote from the report 
ne Senate Committee on Pensions the following, which they adopt as 

eir o 


wn: 
“Claimant enlisted in the Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volanteer In- 
fantry on the Lith day of October, 1861, to serve three 8 He was en a 
in the battle at Camden, N. C., April 19, 1862; Chantilly, Mä., September 1, 
1802; South Mountain, Maryland ptember 13, 1862; Antietam, Md., Sep- 
tember 17, 1862, and was wounded in the thigh at the battle of Fredericks- 
burg, Va., December 13, 1862. He was discha: on the 2d day of Septem- 
ber, 1863, for total disability, the manget certi (almost a year after the 
wound was received) that soldier not the sligh use of his limb, from 
which the ball has never been extracted. From the day he received the 
wound until the present soldier has been a t sufferer, and is now a com- 
plete physical and mental wreck. He was first ioned at $6 per Lng — 


* was in to $8, $15, $18, $24, $30, and sion grante 
for Eames wound of left h, causing nervous prostration. 
95 has been confined to his bed for over five years, uiring the con- 
He has been e: ed 


stant attendance of another person. many pare: 
s and medical boards, and has almost uniformly been rated at 8 per 
At three different times the medical at White River Junc- 


ous prostrati 
sioned for nervous p tion, this same ph: 
with his associates on the board zing nervous prostrat 
of the wound, the value of his adverse testimony can easily ted. 
“Dr. James A. Davis, of Lebanon, N. H.,askillfuland experienced physician, 
certifies that the nervous eee was constantly increasing, and that it 
undoubtedly arose from the gunshot wound. 
Dr. James A. Leeb, of Canaan, N. H., gave an affidavit in the case, in which 


he said: 

IJ have practiced medicine for more than 5 and have been at- 
tending physician to the applicant since August, 188. He was at that time 
suffering from nervous on, which was so severe as to produce mania 
ina mild form, and has a constant sufferer ever since I first saw him. 
At times ee petn is intense, In consequence of this nervous prostration he 
has ned to his bed more than four years, and has not been dressed 
since May 16, 1891, and therefore * ah the constant aid and attendance of 
another „and has for more five years. This condition of help- 

ess I believe to be wholly due to the nervous prostration caused by gun- 
shot wound in left thigh, received at the battle of Fredericksburg, as Stated 
in my ous affidavits, and for which applicant is now ioned. This 
affidavit is written by me from my own examination, and was not 
prepared or dictated by any other person.” 


XX VITI—295 


“In A soldier applied for in that the examination be 
nutes pe boy aa but hobwithstanding the history of the case and the con- 
usiye 


opinions of physicians and medical boards who had examined this 
. medical examiner of the Pension Bureau disposed 
words: 


The evidence mentioned does not warrant another medical examination 
looking to increase from $36 to $50 or $72 per month for gunshot wound of 
left tnah erasing nervous prostration, for the reason that it does not show 
that t's helplessness is due Snura to said wound. He is shown by 
said testimony and medical certificates in the case to be suffering from men- 
tal impairment, which can not be accepted as a result of pensioned wound 
and results. Any, nervous prostration arising from the wound appears to 


the case in these 


have disa 

“Asa result of this eae an examination was denied by the Bureau, under 
date of September 13, 1895. 

“Comment is unn: on the medical statement upon which the action 
of the Bureau was based. It is weil known to medi men of experience 
that mania frequently results from protracted nervous prostration, and 
thera is not in the en case a word ora sentence which justifies the state- 


ment that “any nervous prostration arising from the wound a to have 
ad peared." On the contrary, it is conclusively shown that the nervous 


isa 
condition has steadily and is now more severe than ever before. 


“ Your committee are of the opinion that this case belongs to the class which, 

under the general laws, are entitled to $72 per month. ‘This bill asks that the 

nsion be increased from $35 to $50, and we therefore report the bill back 
avorably, with a recommendation that it pass.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word. I 
want this bill to pass. It is very strange to me, considering the 
condition of this old soldier, a private, perfectly helpless, with a 
helpless family around him, that these gentlemen come in and cut 
him down $22 below what the law would allow him. I can not 
understand these things, but this simply shows again the hypoc- 
risy of gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Weare not doing that. Thegentleman states 
what is not true. [Cries of Vote!” oe 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation thatit do pass. . 

THOMAS M. SCOTT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of tne pension laws, the name of Thomas M. Scott, late 
ony, H. Seventy-eighth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hima 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6152), grant: an increase Sco! 

Seventy-eigh 
report: 
and was honor- 


ably disc! d. He was virt y in command of his company as captain 
ra September 20, 1863, to February 15, 1865, but could not muster for want 
of men. 


The prisoner-of-war records show that he was captured February 15, 1865, 
at Seneca, S. C.; that he was Fg ae March 1, 1 and 7 s at College 
Green Barracks, Md., March 7, 1865; that he was sent to Benton Barracks, 
ms Merai 8, — aoa re a 8 14. 1865. ad i 3 Aih 

nder the provisions m. approv ‘une 3, 1884, and the 
acts — thereof, he is 9 the War Department as com- 
missioned to the grade of ca 20, 1865. le drew 

pay as captain from that date to June 17, 1865. 
th feet and ankles were seriously injured while he was a paroled pris: 
before he was mustered as captain, as per dates indi- 


oner, but a few ag 

cated above. He is now pensioned for those injuries at $8 per month, but 

would have received $20 per month if he had been muste as captain. 
Your committee believe that his service, the nature o injuries, and his 


resent physical and i from 
8 to $20 per month, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. s 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, Imove that the committee rise, 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having re- 
sumed the chair as S pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN, from the 
Committee of the Whole, By eae that they had had under con- 
sideration sundry bills upon the Private Calendar and had directed 
him to report the same with various recommendations. 

The hour of 10.30 p. m. having arrived, the Speaker pro tempore 
declared the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, with recommendations in regard thereto, 
the draft of an act to amend the act excluding Chinese from this 


country, was taken from the S er's table and referred to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

_Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8532) to 
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establish certain harbor regulations for the District of Columbia, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied ays report 


0. See) which said bill and report were referred to 
endar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred House bill No. 4074, reported in lieu thereof a 
bill (H. R. 8616) for the relief of settlers on certain lands in 
Oklahoma, accompanied by a report (No. 1581); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the Senate (S. 2816) granting land to the Nashville Presbyterian 
Church, of Nashville, S. Dak., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1586); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.6891) to amend section 1 
of un act entitled An act granting pensions to army nurses,” 
approved August 5, 1892, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1585); which said bill and report 
were referred to,the ittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MAHANY, from the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8474) for the necessary and better protection of American labor 
and the enforcement of the law of domicile and the restriction of 
immigration to such a degree as will serve that end, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a zapory (No. 1589); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2708) to constitute a 
new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to pro- 
vide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for 
the appointment of a clerk for said court, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a or (No. 1590); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


e House 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 935) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters. (Re- 

No. 1568.) 

The bill (H. R. 3325) to remove the e of desertion from 
thé service record of Alexander Warren. (Report No. 1569.) 

The bill (H. R.-710) to remove charge of desertion against 
James A. Crouch. (Report No. 1570.) 

The bill (H. R. 4742) removing the charge of desertion from 


the military record of James Murphy, (Report No. 1571.) 
The bill (H. R. 936) for the relief of Henry Korzendorfer. (Re- 
port No. 1572. 


By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 6009) to remove the aay of desertion from the 
military record of John D. Anderson. (Report No. 1573.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 3717) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Peter Guia. (Report No. 1574.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 6385) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, Wis. (Report No. 1575.) 

The bill (H. R. 4943) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing inst the name of Patrick Dougherty, Company A, Thir- 
teenth New York Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1576.) 

The bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of Dewitt Eastman. (Re- 
port No. 1577. : 

By Mr. SON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 589) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph G. March, of U. S. S. Galena. 
(Report No. 1579.) : $ j 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
pill (H. R. 4379) for therelief of John H. Willis. (Report No. 1582.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bil! (S. 2045) entitled An act granting a pension to Harriet 
R. Matlack.” (Report No. 1583.) : 

By Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 836) entitled An act for the relief of William J. Mur- 
ray.“ (Report No. 1584.) : : 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
1 5 R. 3898) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach. (Report 

9. 1587. 

By M BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emily E. 
Cash. (Report No. 1588.) 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
PES an * R. 1793) for the relief of Michael Bassett. (Report 
0. 8 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MADDOX, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 1580) the bill 
(H. R. 5) to pay to holders of Kaw or Kansas Indian scrip the 
bance 2 upon said scrip; which said bill and report were laid 
on the 2, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

oe following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8612) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint and confer the rank of 
lieutenant, junior class, upon the instructor in swordsmanship at 
ves United States Naval Academy—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8613) to amend chapter 67 of 
volume 23 of the Statutes at e of the United States—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8614) donating condemned 
cannon and balls to the Department of the Grand Army of the 
Republic of South Dakota—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr, CATRON: A bill (H. R. 8615) to amend an act entitled 
An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories 
to American citizens,” etc., approved March 3, 1887—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8617) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Warrior River by the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 8618) for 
raising additional revenue; for reestablishing, in the distribution 
of the burdens and benefits of government among the people, a 
condition of equity in its complex relation to the citizens and their 
prosperity; for creating a fund for the payment of pensions, and 
for setting our army of idle laborers at work on extensive public 
improvements; for removing the strongest incentive to crime 
among the poor and to vice among the rich; for protecting the 
American from the influx of undue alien vee ee and for 
other aad eg the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 8619) for the establishment of a 
soldiers’ home at Southern Pinés, N. C.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) for the reestablishment of the United 
States Arsenal at Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8622) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Alabama River by the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A concurrent resolution 
(House Con. Res. No. 45) providing for an investigation of the 
late purchase of seeds by the Department of Agriculture and of 
certain alleged statements of the Secretary and Assistant Secre- 
tary of that Department in regard to the conduct of Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to the Committee on Agriculture, 


— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8623) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Funk, late of Company C, One 
hundred and forty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8624) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the name of James Eagan, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 8625) to relieve Samuel Schmitz 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


airs. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8626) to increase the pension of Col. H. N. 
Whitbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8627) for increase of pension to Mrs. Esta 
Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. PA to relieve William H. Taylor from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R.8629) to remove the charge 
of desertion against of John De Witt, late of Company D, Fifty- 
second Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and grant him an honckabis 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 8630) to correct the military 
record of Nathaniel L. Lightfoot—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 5 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8631) for the benefit of George 
W. Jolly—to the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8632) granting restoration of pension to George 
J. Polston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, 
Ms Manchester, Clay County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 8634) granting a pension to Mary 
Jane Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension 
of 820 per month to Eleanor M. Laise—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of Al- 


phonso M. Potvin, late of Colon, Republic of Colombia—to the |. 


Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8637) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth B. Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 8638) for the relief of Pat- 
rick G. Meath—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8639) granting a pension to 
Matilda A. Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 8640) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Rebecca S. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8641) to pension Michael McAndrew—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 8642) for the relief of H. R. 

Bryan, of Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 


ims. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 8648) to increase the pension of 
Capt. Hiram S. McNair, Third Maryland Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8644) for the relief 
of Waller R. Staples, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8645) to refer the claim of 
Kennon H. Steger to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 3 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8646) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Andrew 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following e and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Lock 
Haven, Pa., to accompany House bill No. 7935, for the relief of 
Capt. C. Wilson Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of H. P. Proctor and 20 others, of 
Viroqua, Wis., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of Percy Daniels, of Craw- 
fordsville, Ind., to aecompaniy House bill for raising additional 
revenue, for reestablishing the distribution of the burdeus and 
benefits of government, and other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. Š 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of citizens of Providence, R. I., in fayor 
of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, paper to accompany House concurrent resolution No. 44, 
to print 5,000 copies of the report on The proposed American 
interoceanic canal in its commercial aspects "—to the Committee 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition and remonstrance of 
citizens of Kenosha County, Wis., against the statue of Pére 
1 remaining in Statuary Hall to the Committee on the 

ib 8 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Rev. John W. Young and 
others, of the State of Ohio, for the passage of House bill No. 6831, 
appropriating unclaimed pension and bounty money due theestates 
of deceased colored soldiers to military and educational purposes 
for the colored people—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of G. W. MeMurch, J. & H. Glas- 
cens, and other citizens of New Richmond, Ohio, asking for the 
pene? of the pending bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lebanon, Ohio, in favor of the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter 
and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of 3.049 citizens 
of the State of North Dakota, in favor of the Denny bill or some 
similar measure forbidding the issuance of Federal licensesin pro- 
hibition States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of citizens of Cartersville, Ga., for 


favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
poser to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Remonstrances and petitions of Charles Ploetz 
and 15 other citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., regarding the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Council, No. 6, 
Union Veteran Protective Association, of New York; also petition 
of John E. Land and others, of New York City, praying for the 
passage of a law giving $8 pa month to every soldier who served 
ninety days in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Michael McAndrew, late of the United States 
Navy on board of the Wamsutta, Merccdita, Chenango, and Ban- 
shee, for pension by special act, to accompany House bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the i pontion of 
Mrs. Rebecca S. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of L. Franc & Co. and several 
other business firms of Toledo, Ohio, asking for the passage of a 
joint resolution of Hon. J. H. BRoMWELL, relative to shortening 
Mae nee period on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: Preamble and resolutions of a 
town meeting at Dublin, Ga., of which W. S. Ramsey was chair- 
man and F. C. Black secretary, relating to the case of A. J. Diaz, 
of Habana—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 2, 1896. 


Prayer Dy 5 Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The VIC PRESIDEN T resumed the chair. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
55 
Mr. re I ask that the further reading of the Journal be 


arpea with, 
e VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I will take this occasion to state that in view of 
the agreement which was made yesterday that to-day should be 
devoted to finishing the naval appropriation bill, and as there 
are several Senators who desire to submit amendments and make 
remarks upon them, I shall be obliged to resist any request for 
unanimous consent to take up other measures, and immediately 
after the routine morning business is disposed of I shall ask the 
Senate to proceed with the naval 8 bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? a 

Mr. PEFFER. Whatis the request of the Senator from Maine? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To dispense with the further reading 
of the Journal. The Chair hears no objection, and the further 
reading is dispensed with. 

EMPLOYEES OF THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Public Printer, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of April 20, 1896, a statement of the amount of leave money 
claimed to be due to employees of the Government Printing Office 
for the fiscal year 1892 and 1893; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 7668) to establish a term of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, Va., in the western 
district of Virginia, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. : 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of John A. Wineberger 
and 12 other citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that an 
appropriation be made for grading and regulating Illinois avenue, 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Ap 5 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of J. H. Danseur Post, 
No. 104, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, o 

ge, Ind., signed by J. J. Cookingham. commander, E. M. 
Hutchinson, adjutant, and H. M. Kromer, senior vice-commander, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was or- 

ered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Local Union, No. 2, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 
que for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the 

o. 
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Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, praying for the establishment of 
a department of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH ee a petition of the members of 


the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians of North Dakota, 

raying for a speedy ratification of the agreement entered into 
Betober 22, 1892, between them and the commissioners appointed 
under the Indian appropriation act of July 13, 1892; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. CALL. I present a paper addressed to me in the nature of 
a petition by the Fort Brook Cooperative Association of Tampa, 
Fh. , relative to their claims as settlers upon the abandoned Fort 
Brook Military Reservation. I ask that the substance of the peti- 
tion and the names attached to it may be inserted in the RECORD, 
and that the paper may be referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Will the Senator from Florida state how long 


the is? k 

Mr ALL. It is very short. It refers to a question of the 
right of certain settlers 1 what were public lands immediately 
adjacent to the town of Tampa. 

Ir. HAWLEY. I do not see why on earth that should pad the 
Record, which is already so big that it takes a pair of oxen to 
carry away the bound volumes at the end of a Congress. 

Mr. CALL. I will not occupy time further than to state thata 
large number of very poor people are greatly concerned in this 
matter, and they would be very much gratified if the facts in the 
case could be made known to Senators by having them appear in 
the Recorp. That is all there is about it. 3 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will be cheaper to print 500 copies of the 
paper as a document than to print it in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Chair understands objection 
is made to the request of the Senator from Florida by the Senator 
from Connecticut. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not object to printing the paper as a 
document for distribution. 7 

Mr. CALL. Then I ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous 
document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. The petition will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bnowxrixd, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: A A 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge across 
the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State Missis- 
sippi, a lawful structure; and 

joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tannese Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their 
respective countries for the p of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 


tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition to be 
imported free of dus under regulations prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the 5 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene.C. Baugh- 
man to lay pi in a certain street in the city of Washington, 

i ith a amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2778) to grant permits for the laying of pipe lines for com- 
mercial pores in the District of Columbia, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 3 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 3011) for 
the relief of Nicolai Bros.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported an amendment, authorizing the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to permit the erection of telephone poles 
in the public streets, etc., in the District of Columbia, outside of 
the city of Washington, intended to be proposed to the District of 


Columbia appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2626) to amend the laws relating to American 
pamen, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
hereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2898) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River from the city of McKeesport to the 
township of Mifflin, Allegheny County, Pa., reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 
from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair County, 
III., and the southwest line of said county, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3012) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or any 
court in said District having general equity jurisdiction, to decree 
a sale of real estate in said District, belonging to insane persons, 
for purpose of reinvestment, and for other purposes; which was 
saad twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3013) to change the 
pay and rating of machinists in the United States Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3014) for the establish- 
ment of a soldiers’ home at Southern Pines, N. C.; which was 
1 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs, 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3015) for the relief of Henry’ 
F. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying poner: referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3016) for the 
relief of Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, retired; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3017) granting a pension to Re- 
becca Waldron; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3018) for the relief of Benjamin F, 
Smoot; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3019) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of George W. Adams; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S, 3020) granting a ee to 
W. L. Faxon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
8 rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCO introduced a bill (S. 3021) granting a pension 
to Henry Walters; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced_a bill (S. 3022) granting a pension to Philan- 
der Samples; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3023) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Isaac E. Boothe; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3024) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Wood; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3025) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John C. Mitchel; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3026) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Marshall H. Blodgett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3027) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Dudley Ashton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3028) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry J. Huston; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3029) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Erastus C. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3030) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Erastus F. Phelps; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3031) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gerhard Shoemaker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 108) di- 
recting the President of the United States to request the Govern- 
ment of Spain to grant to the people of Cuba the power of local 
self-government, and in case the Government of Spain shall re- 
fuse, to take possession of the Island of Cuba and hold it until its 
inhabitants can institute such government as they may wish, and 
organize and arm such forces as may be n to support it, 
introduced by me March 23,1896, be taken from the Calendar and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRICES OF ARMOR FOR NAVAL VESSELS, 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on redken 


Affairs 100 copies of the testimony taken by that committee in 
prices paid for armor for vessels of the Navy. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge 
across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of 
Mississippi, a lawful structure, was read twice by its title, and 
refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors 
at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition to be held in Nashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from 
their respective countries for the p of preparing for and 
making their exhibits, and allowing articles im m for- 
eign countries for the sole Far of exhibition at said exposi- 
tion to be imported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on International itions. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I have no morning business to 
present, but if the morning business is over I ask the Senate —— 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Georgia and to 
other Senators that yesterday by unanimous consent it was 
agreed that immediately after the routine business was concluded 
this morning the naval appropriation bill should be taken up. 

Mr. GORDON. I beg pardon, I was not aware of it. 

Mr. HALE. I have not any right to yield. I ask that the 
naval appropriation bill be laid before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R.7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine, as I may be 
called away from the Senate, if there is any objection to allowing 
the amendment to be voted on which I offered the other day about 
the examination of a system of propulsion? p 

Mr. HALE. Notin the least. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave one other amendment that perhaps 
may be best disposed of at this time. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill, as 
an additional section: 

Src. —. That the Secre of the Navy is hereby directed to examine, 
through a board composed of line and officers, into the merits of any 
system presented for the propulsion of vessels by direct action against the 
water without the use of screws, in comparison with the steam engine and 
the propeller, and into the relative efficiency of the two methods as todis- 

lacement, waste of fuel, liability to accidents, and speed endurance, and also 

to the applicability and special advantages of the direct system in connec- 
tion with torpedo boats and coast-defense vessels. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not a new idea, Actual experiments 
have been made and deliberate conclusions published. I should 
like to know from the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
there is any new light, any invention that promises any improve- 


ment in that process. 

Mr. CHAN BIER. Such has been called to my attention, other- 
wise I would not have offered the amendment. The dream, I sup- 
pose, of marine architects is to have some method of propulsion 
without engines and propellers. Thisis a plan for exploding 
combustible material in cylinders located lengthwise on the ship 
directly against the water. Very remarkable results haye been 
produced by various methods of applying that principle. One 
that was called to my attention certainly gives great promise of 


success. I can hardly conceive that there can be any objection to 
calling the attention of the Secretary specially to the 


matter. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not, then, the old scheme of projecting 
steam eae 2 the water? 
Mr. D . Not with steam, but the process is more 


like the use of a 28 engine. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Throwing the gas against the water? 

Mr. CHANDLER. By the explosion of gas at the end of cylin- 
ders against the water in the stern of the ship, and sending the 
ship ahead in that way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not worth while to say nowadays that 


anything can not be done. It can do no hurt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLan} and the Committee on Naval Affairs, I offer the clause 
I send to the desk as a substitute for the present provision in the 
bill as to the Naval Militia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

oes ne . What has become of the amendment already 
pending 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine is allowing me to 
offer these amendments while we are waiting. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from New Hampshire stated that he 
wanted action on the amendment which has just been adopted, 
I did not know he had more than one amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment I now propose be read, 
if the Senator has no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the general agreement debate closes at 
2 or half past 2; I see it is 2 by the RECORD, and there are at 
least two important amendments to be acted upon, on which there 


will be debate. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is t force in what the Senator 
from Maryland says. There will be an opportunity for putting in 
amendments under the five-minute rule, and I do not thi that 
Senators ought to consume the time before 2 o’clock upon matters 
of that sort. The Senator from New Hampshire will be back in 
time, I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would not have asked it if I had supposed 
that any one was ready to speak. I withdraw the amendment for 
the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. I think we can now dispose of the torpedo amend- 
ment, and then the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
ening? Sal have an Rp ney. to address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
which was ding at the time of adjournment yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On 50, after line 24, strike out all of the 
bill down to and including the word “dollars,” in line 4, on page 
51, and insert: 

o mboats 
2... Secreta are Sh 
to cost in all, exclusive of nt, not exceeding $4,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this amendment will 
not be to. The bill as it came from the other House pro- 
vided for 5 torpedo boats, the speed not to be less than 26 knots, 
for which there was appropriated $875,000, and 10 torpedo boats, 
not to exceed in all $800,000. The Senate committee proposed 
to strike out the 5 torpedo boats of 26 knots, and insert 3 tor- 
pedo boats of not less than 30 knots, and 10 torpedo boats the 
cost in all not to exceed $500,000. In addition to that there is a 
provision for 2 submarine torpedo boats known as the Holland 
type, pro by the Committee on Appropriations, the cost not 
to exe $175,000 each. This would make in the aggregate 
about $1,500,000 for to o boats, as the Committee on Appro- 
priations reported the bill, giving the Navy vessels of faster speed 
and larger than those proposed in the bill as it came from the other 
House. I think under the present condition of affairs this is am- 
ple. Six months ago nobody in this country would have pro- 
posed constructing one of these torpedo boats to run 30 knots an 
hour, and it is only a suggestion now, or an offer by the builders 
that possibly they can accomplishit. As to the boats of 25 or 26 
knots, they may be of use, an Roe will be useful, but at the 
same time if we can construct them at 30 and 32 knots hereafter, 
the 25 or 26 knot boats will be of comparatively little use. 

The amount involved in this appropriation, 84,000, 000, as is 
proposed by the Senator from New pshire, if the Department 
sees proper to do so, would be expended within one year and a 
hał, for probably it would not require longer than eighteen 
months to construct these torpedo boats. So the direct charge on 
the Treasury by the amendment proposed by the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire would be greater than if we appro- 
priated $4,000,000 for another battle ship. 

In addition to that, these boats can be used practically, as the 
Secretary of the Navy says, only for harbor alone and near the 
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harbor. They can not go to sea. On the other side they have 
tried the experiment, and found that men could not live very well 
on board of them when they were out. I think we have made an 
ample provision, probably greater than the requirements of the 
service. In fact, the Secretary of the Navy only estimated for 10 
or 12. By the bill as reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions it is proposed to give all in number that the Secretary has 
himself i ages 

Besides, the boat that is being constructed of the Holland type, 
of which we have provided that he may contract for two more at 
$175,000 if the one that is now being built is a success, and only on 
that condition, will in all probability revolutionize the whole con- 
struction of these boats not only here, but all over the world. As 
the Secretary and other officers of the Department stated to the 
committee, it isa boat that goes under the water. They believe 
that they have about perfected an arrangement by which, while 
they are down under the water 10 or 12 feet, by two small instru- 
ments run up from the boat, they can not only ascertain their 
bearings, but actually see whatever war vessel is in front of theim, 
It is in the experimental stage yet, but they have confidence in 

roducing that result, and if they do, then there is an entire reyo- 
ution in the whole construction of these vessels, and the type 
that is now talked about would be obsolete and of no use. 

I think we have given the Department a sufficient amount of 
money for this purpose. As I said before on the main amend- 
ment, I do not believe that the condition of the Treasury is such 
as to warrant this expenditure. I think it is all wrong to place 
so much money in the hands of any officer of the Government 
when we are in this experimental stage. 

It is a fact stated by the Secretary that no torpedo boat yet has 
ever sunk a great war ship except when she was at anchor. I 
have no doubt of the utility and the necessity of having some 
torpedo boats, but I suggest to the Senate that we are going too 
rapidly in this matter, more rapidly than the service demands or 
than prudence demands. 

I therefore trust that the amendment will not be adopted. I 
shall call for the yeas and nays apon agreeing to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret that the distin- 
guished Senator from Maryland, who has never shown any un- 
willingness to make reasonable progress in the construction of 
the new Navy, should oppose the provision for additional torpedo 
boats, made advisable, as I think, because the provision for two 
of the battle ships has been stricken out. There has been saved, 
by striking out the two battle ships, $10,600,000. The bill as it 
came from the Committee on Appropriations provided for 5 tor- 
pedo boats at $875,000, and 10 to o boats at $800,000, at a total 
cost for torpedo boats of $1,675,000. Those provisions are stricken 
out by my amendment and 20 torpedo boats substituted. There 
is a saving by striking out the 2 battle ships and the 15 torpedo 
boats of $12,275,000, and there is substituted 20 torpedo boats of 
the two classes, at $4,000,000, making a net saving of $8,275,000. I 
submit to the Senator from Maryland that he ought to be satisfied 
with that. I suppose the Senator from Maryland has not over- 
looked the fact that my amendment only increases the number of 

o boats over that provided by the House from 15 to 20. It 
increases the number only 5. But it does increase, and here is 
the point, the discretion in the Sec: of the Navy to build 
larger boats, by giving him an appropriation of $4,000,000. 

. President, I am not in favor of limiting the head of the 
Navy Department (acting 1 in questions of this great 
moment by the advice of the President) too much in matters of 
detail. I think we have been in the habit of too strictly defining 
what the Navy and Army expenditures shall be. I for one have 
been at all times ready to appropriate $10,000,000 a year for im- 
proving the fortifications of the country in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Endicott Board, and I have been willing to 
appropriate money by the millions, not exceeding eight or ten mil- 
lion dollars a year, for new constructions, to be expended largely in 
the discretion of the executive officers of the Government, for the 
increase of the Navy. I believe that is the practice in Englund. 
When additional na 5 are called for a credit is 
asked for the navy. Undoubtedly the law indicates in a general 
way what the expenditures are to be for, but a very much larger 
discretion is given to the executive officers engaged in the con- 
struction of the vessels of foreign countries than we have been in 
the habit of giving here. 

I do not sympathize with the feeling of the Senator from Mary- 
land that too much discretion is about to be given by this bill to 
the present Secretary of the Navy. He is not the Secretary of my 
party; I have had no relations with him other than those of a for- 
mal character; but I am prepared to bear testimony in a general 
way to his ability, fidelity, zeal, and discretion as Secretary of the 
Navy during the last three years. I have very little criticism to 
make of his conduct of the Navy Department. I am glad to say 
that with one or two exceptions there has been nonpartisanship 
manifested during the last twelve years in the reconstruction 
of the Navy. 
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I do not even consider the Senator from Maryland to blame for 
the introduction of so much political-financial discussion as has 
been introduced in the debate upon this bill at the present session, 
but I think that, dealing generally with this subject, we ought 
to give the Secretary of the Navy $4,000,000 with which to build 
torpedo gunboats, or pedo pont destroyers, and torpedo boats. I 
think, instead of the House provision, we had better say to him, 
Take $4,000,000 and bnild 20 torpedo gunboats, torpedo-boat de- 
stroyers, and torpedo boats, and so apportion the price as to get 
20 boats for that money; but in all cases get vessels of the larger 
size that are capable of 30 knots’ speed, and vessels of the smaller 
size that are capable of 26 knots’ speed.” 

If the amendment is not properly drawn, if it needs to be altered 
in any way, the alteration can be made in the committee of con- 
ference, which of necessity must revise the language of all the 
various amendments that are made in the Senate in connection 
with the text of the bill as it ops the other House. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from New Hampshire takes 
his seat I desire to make an inquiry of him for the information of 
myself and of the Senate. On page 52 there is provision made for 
the construction of certain submarine torpedo boats of the Hol- 
land type, if the one now being constructed in Baltimore shall 
prove to be a success. The question that I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire is, whether, in case the submarine boat 
of the Holland type shall prove to be a success, it will supersede 
the torpedo boats of the type of the 20 which are included in his 
amendment, or whether it is true that, even if the submarine tor- 
pedo boat of the Holland type shall prove to be a success, there 
will still be need for both the type of boats provided for in his 
amendment and also for boats of the Holland type? 

I make the 89 because it is a matter upon which I myself 
am not informed, and I think, in view of the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maryland, it is a point on which the Senate should 
be definitely informed. If itis true that the success of the torpedo 
boat of the Holland type will cause the torpedo boat of the present 

to be superseded, to be obsolete, to be of no value, then I think 
the point made by the Senator from Maryland is welltaken. But 
if, on the contrary, there is still an office for each to perform, we 
„I think, without fear of overdoing the matter. 
. The Senator from Georgia was present in 
the room of the Committee on Naval Affairs when the parties 
interested in and familiar with the Holland boat were before the 
committee. He knows all about it that I know. The nations of 
the world are ing to devise a submarine boat, a to: o boat 
that can dive under water and approach the great battle ships of 
an enemy and destroy them. The whole business is experimental, 
as the Senator knows very well, and it is a matter of very great 
doubt whether a submarine torpedd boat can be made a success. 
If it could be made a success and be put into use within a certain 
sphere it does not by any means follow that it will supersede the 
torpedo boats, especially the larger-sized torpedo boats. If the 
Senator asks for my opinion I should say that even if we are to 
have the three to o boats of the Holland type we still ought 
to have the 20 Mid gay gunboats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and 
torpedo boats not of the submarine type, proposed by my amend- 
ment, and even more of them. That is my judgment. 

Senators will notice that the two additional boats are not to be 
built unless the Holland boat now under construction proves an 
unqualified success. I very much doubt whether those two boats 
will be built, but 1 do not think that from the authorization given 
for them any argument is to be derived against the construction 
of the regular torpedo boats to move above water, such as are now 
being constructed by all the nations of the world. 

Mr. BACON. I was, as the Senator has suggested, present 
when the plan of the Holland torpedo boat was explained to the 
committee. I believe I am correct in the recollection that there 
was no Claim for it that it was or to secure for that boat any 
such speed as is provided shall be one of the features of these pro 
posed torpedo boats. 

Mr. NDLER. I thank the Senator from Georgia for call- 
ing that fact to my attention. But the Senator will remember 
the point was also developed that if you can get a torpedo boat 
which can go down under water and move without the enemy dis- 
covering it, it is not material whether when under water it moves 
8 or 10 knots an hour or 20 knots an hour, it will move stealthily 
and it will reach the battle ship without being discovered, while 
if it is above water it is liable to be discovered, and therefore 
it should be so fleet that not even a battle ship should be able to 
escape from it, 

Mr. President, I do not intend to speak on this subject at great 
length, but I do intend to call the attention of Senators to the 
fact that a battle ship costs $5,300,000 according to the present 
estimates, and we can build 20 torpedo boats for less than the cost 
of one battle ship. One of the battle ships involves a vast amount 
of money. When she goes to sea she carries four or five hundred 
lives on her, and by striking a rock or by coming in contact with 
a torpedo of the enemy she is liable to wholly disappear and be 
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lost to the Government, whereas for this sum of money we can 
pat four or five torpedo boats into each one of the principal har- 

rs of the country; we can do it within a year and a half or two 
years, and then, I say, we shall have secured better harbor de- 
fense, harbor defense more to be feared, for a smaller sum of 
money than we can possibly obtain in any other way. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish toask the Senator a question before he 
sits down, if he peue If these boats are provided for in the 
55 suppose the building of them must be let to the lowest 

idder? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatis the intention. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose they should all be contracted for on the 
Atlantic Coast, then there would be no torpedo boats for the Pacific 
Coast at all, and the Pacific Coast certainly needs some as much 
as the Atlantic Coast. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 
me, I will state that it is proposed, if this provision goes through, 
that other amendments will be put in afterwards covering that 

int. 

x Mr. FRYE, So that a portion shall be built on the Pacific 
oast? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is such an amendment now pending 
(I do not know whether it has been to or not), providing 
that a certain portion shall be built on the Pacific Coast. It is to 
come in on page 51. 

3 FRYE. That is all right, then. That is what I wanted to 
ow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The idea of propelling offensive boats under 
water and out of sight is by no means new. A young graduate of 
Yale College, Connecticut, during the Revolution, Mr. Bushnell, 
committed his own life to one ononeoccasion. The boat was used, 
and in one case it hit not theshipaimed at but destroyeda transport 
somewhere in the rear. Other experiments were afterwards made 
abroad and here, and it has been a dream of inventors from that 
time to this day. Perhaps we have found it now; I do not know. 
I have my serious doubts as to the speed and efficacy of that class 
of boats. The Senator from New Hampshire will perhaps correct 
me, for he may have looked at the facts more recently, but I think 
the Holland boat does not entirely disappear. I observe in the 
drawings of it a smokestack standing at some distance above the 
water. That can not be a picture of the boat when it is supposed 
to be submerged. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itcan becompletely submerged. The tube 
of which the Senator remains above water for a time, but 
it can be submerged and the boat, supplied with air for a certain 
time, can move entirely under water. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But how is the escape of gas or air or steam 
to be kept from the sight of the enemy as it bubbles up? It would 
be a small yoleano. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the boat takes a complete dive and 
disappears the fires are all put out; it is propelled by compressed 
air, and the crew breathe from air reservoirs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the fires can not well be put out without 
makin Mop anced trouble on board the boat. 

Mr. LER. If the Senator had seen the diagram and 
heard the el sat pe he would have found that all the points he 
is anxious about are carefully covered and with success, as the 
builders of the boat contend. They are so far solved that we are 
already paying for the construction of the Holland boat. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make no objection. I hope the 8 
succeed, But the other kinds 3 can be built. ere 
is pee no method by which an equal quantity of offensive 
and defensive force can be so speedily supplied as by the building 
of these torpedo boats. I think the Senator’s amendment is a 
perfectly wise one, especially after the immense reduction of 812, 
000,000 by reducing the number of battle ships. . 

The example of Great Britain in building a navy is not referred 
to with the idea of carseat it entirely to us, for Great 
Britain’s problem is very different from ours. She has an unceas- 
ing and eternal policy of aggression, and is also under the neces- 
sity of immense expenditures to defend what she has already 
seized in all quarters of the globe. An enormous fleet, such as 
she is now struggling to maintain and to create in addition, are 
a life necessity for her. We are aiming only at a reasonable 
policy of self-defense, for we do not contemplate aggression upon 
warlike neighbors or upon peaceful countries for the purpose of 
possession. 

It is instructive as to what the opinion of the wisest men in this 
matter is as shown by Great Britain. She has 189 torpedo boats in 
service and is building 62 more. This shows that the nation whose 
absolute existence depends upon naval power thinks it wise to 
supply a very large number of these boats. I am willing to vote 
for at least 20 or 30 now, and for more next year. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I have ceased to be surprised 
at the scope and character of the amendments which have been 
made respecting this bill and the suggestions which have been 


made in connection with it. I therefore failed to be somewhat 
astounded, as I ordinarily would be, at the indorsement which the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] gives to the present 
Secretary of the Navy. It follows very close upon the indorse- 
ment by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and it looks as if we were about to have the spec- 
tacle presented of an indorsement by this side of the Chamber of 
the members of the existing Cabinet and their repudiation by the 
Senators on the other side. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will pardon me one remark, in 
indorsing the policy of the present Secretary of the Navy it is an 
indorsement of the Republican policy. It was begun years ago 
under Republican administration. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The amendment suggested by the Senator 
from New Hampshire certainly seems to me rather curiously pre- 

ared. I do not wish to suggest that it has been prepared in undue 
baste, but it certainly does not seem to me to present an intelli- 
gent problem to the Senate. We have a Secretary of the Navy 
who estimated and recommended 13 additional torpedo boats, 3 
to have a maximum speed of 30 miles, 10 without a maximum 
speed designated, and 2 submarine torpedo boats, if submarine 
torpedo boats should be a success. The Secretary estimated that 
the 3 torpedo boats which should have the maximum speed of 80 
miles, or practically beyond which, I take it, we can not hope to 
go as present inventions stand, were to cost $175,000 each. The 
10 torpedo boats to be constructed in such manner as to the De- 
partment should seem wise were to cost $80,000 each. The 2 
additional submarine torpedo boats, if submarine to o boats 
should be a success, were to cost $175,000 each. at makes 
$1,675,000 for 15 torpedo boats. 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire comes in and yesterda 
morning he had an amendment to appropriate four and a half mil- 
lion do for 30 boats in all, which would add 15. He changed it 
in the twinkling of an eye yesterday to $4,000,000 for 20 boats alto- 
gether, so that, without an estimate, without a careful investigation 
by any committee here, we are asked to appropriate $2,325,000 for 5 
to o boats, provided the estimate of the Secretary of the Navy 
was intelligently made. He wanted 10 boats, to cost $80,000 
apiece, to have such speed as he should think best. He wanted 
3 torpedo boats that would cost $175,000 each, to have a max- 


imum oar of 30 knots. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s mistake is here. The origi- 
nal bill provided for a speed of only 26 knots for the 3 boats. 
Thirty knots is the proposition proposed to be inserted by the 
committee. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not wish to do me an in- 


justice—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The point is that the original boats were 
not sufficiently large and had not sufficient speed, and the addi- 
tional money is necessary to cover the increase in those respects. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from New Hampshire knows 
very well that I do not wish for a moment to misquote him, but 
he must assume that the Secretary of the Navy knew what he was 
about; and he wanted 10 boats to cost $80,000 apiece, and he wanted 
3 boats to cost $175,000 each; he wanted 2 submarine boats to 
cost $175,000 each. 

Nowcomes the Senator from New Hampshire, and he says,. We 
know a great deal better than the Secretary of the Navy what he 
wants. This is not what he wants at all. What he wants is 20 
boats, to build them as he likes.” And although the Secretary of 
the Navy has put himself on record as wanting these boats at this 
speed, now the Senator from New Hampshire proposes to pour 
into his lap during this rier condition of our country an ad- 
ditional $2,325,000 with which he is authorized to build 5 addi- 
tional torpedo boats. I do not wish to stand in the way—there is 
no Senator on this floor who does—of any legitimate and necessary 
appropriation. Iwas very much impressed by the argument of 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who showed us yes- 
terday and the day before that this country is gradually drifting 
into a condition of insolvency. Iwas impressed by the warning 
words on this side of the Chamber that every instinct of patriot- 
ism should prompt us to limit the expenses of the Government to 
its absolute necessities until we have reyenue enough to pay its 
running expenses, 

The Senator from New Hampshire says to the Senator from 
Maryland, It is true you have made a great saving; you have 
saved us $10,000,000.” We are already spending lavishly. We 
are building two battle ships, which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire tells us are liable to be run into and sunk any day by tor- 
pedo boats. Nevertheless, we are building two, and now we are 
asked, in the face of our present financial condition, to appro- 
priate $4,000,000 for additional torpedo boats, with seven torpedo 
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boats now on the stocks and not yet launched. And the Senator 
from New Hampshire says to the Senator from Maryland, ‘‘ You 
have saved us $10,000,000.” Now, we will just take out $2,000,000, 


$4,000,000 in all for torpedo boats; and then the delightful spec- 
tacle is presented to the country of the Senator from Maryland 
having saved us $8,000,000. 

If it be a fact that the Government during the present Admin- 
istration has issued $262,000,000 of its obligations; if it is true, 
and no Senator on this floor has presumed to deny it, that the 
Government has run behind in its expenditures over its receipts 
during this Administration $139,000,000; if it be true, and no Sen- 
ator has ventured to dispute it, that this country is ing on 
to the issue of additional bonds and that no power under heaven 
can stop it, then I ask what spirit of patriotism can animate us if 
we put upon the necks of the people interest-bearing securities that 
we may, uild 20 additional torpedo boats to cruise around our 

bors? 

Mr. President, if bonds are to be issued year after year what 
need have we of torpedo boats? Our country will present no 
glittering attractions to other countries. We will have enough 
to do to sustain the people, overtaxed and overburdened, who live 
within our own boundaries. No, Mr. President, our love of dis- 

lay and the spiris of competition will not justify this expendi- 
toe for which the people must pay in added burdens year after 
year. If any Senator will tell me that every dollar we put into 
new ships does not mean the absolute certainty of additional 
bonds saddled on the people of the United States, I shall be glad 
to sink my individual judgment and to vote for additional boats. 
But if that be a fact, Mr. President, then I say that every in- 
stinct of patriotism as well as every duty of sta ip re- 
quires us to forego something of our national vanity and to let 
our ships, already creditable, stand as a sufficient Navy until the 
Government is put back upon a paying basis where its receipts 

ual its expenditures. 

. President, this country is reasonably safe. We have been 
indulging in great hopes of conquest and, it inevitably follows, 
the construction of an enormous Navy. It was the theory of this 
Government that we were strong in peace; that we were a united 
and a happy and a us people; that we interfered not in 
the affairs of our neighbors; that we proposed to protect our own 
integrity and our own autonomy at all hazards and under all cir- 
cumstances, but that we would not interfere in the concerns of 
our neighbors. Our ships were to be used for pu of dis- 
covery and for the spread of peaceful commerce. was the 
theory upon which our Navy was constructed. Every additional 
warship, every additional cruiser, every additional battle ship but 
inspires the natural and inevitable love of competition in the 
minds of a free and progressive people, and is sure to instill the 
desire that we engage in some war of conquest or aggression in 
order that we may show that our ships are as strong and as able 
and our seamen as brave as those of any other nation whose ships 
sail the sea. 

The unfortunate incident as to Venezuela seems for the moment 
to promise peaceful solution. The wise policy which the Admin- 
istration appears to have pursued up to this time has apparently 
avoided the danger of any immediate collision with Spain. The 
Maybrick incident revived by a resolution solemnly offered in this 
Senate calling for her release seems to have passed without threat- 
ening danger of war, and under these circumstances it occurs to 
me that with 2 battle ships appropriated for, 7 to o boats on 
the stocks that have not yet been launched, and a bill reported by 
the committee containing provision for Ii additional to o boats, 
we can get along without 5 additional torpedo boats which are to 
require the issuance of Government bonds to the extent of $4,000,- 
000 to pay for them. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President, I think there is no danger that 
this nation will embark on a policy of aggression and conquest. I 
do not recall a single person entitled to be called a statesman or 
ambitious to be a statesman who supposes it to be possible to lead 
our le into such a course of action. There is no country which 
we desire to seize and annex. A large part of what we have an- 
nexed from foreign countries gurine oar history has been paid for 
in hard cash, even though we had first whipped the enemy. 

But it is absolutely ludicrous to talk about our undertaking a 
war of ion against naval powers, either with the Navy we 
have now or with one that is proposed by anybody. It is because 
we wish to make a reasonable attempt to guard our own shores, 
and to be able to repel, to delay, attack by hostile fleets that we 
desire a Navy, for the Navy is the outer guard that can delay the 
advance of transports and other ships coming to us until the 
various forts can be put in the best possible condition of defense. 

Just now I say we are shamefully deficient in that which be- 
longs to a nation of our power and with our enormous seacoast. 
I hear again and again the idea advanced that we are under no 
necessity whatever of providing ourselves with additional defenses, 
or that “an expenditure of five or ten or fifteen million dollars is 
foolishly extravagant.” It is said that nobody wants to attack 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. i 


May 2, 


us. Nobody will make war on us. We are safe. Our defense is in 
the hearts of the ple,” as if the heart were not an organ par- 
ticularly susceptible to injury. The good will, the valor of a mil- 
lion unarmed, untrained men without great guns on the coasts 
and without fleets are nothing. I repeat, as 1 have quoted here- 
tofore, what Wellington said, that such a people are only food for 
cannon. The Senator says are we going on for a series of years 
with a deficient revenue and continually running in debt and 
issuing bonds. He seems to contemplate a continuance of Demo- 
cratic Administration. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No. Let me tell the Senator what I do fear, 
a continuance of gold monometallism, which is even more disas- 
trous to the country. I should like to ask the Senator while he is 
on his feet if he knows how many millions this bill appropriates, 
and if in his opinion additional torpedo boats will not require the 
issuance and sale of Government bonds to pay for them? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know just how soon they may be 
built or when the Secretary of the Navy may think it wise to avail 
himself of the power to make the contracts and payments. But 
if he will make the day of payment some eighteen months hence 
I have strong hopes that we will have laws that will soon provide 
a surplus and a reduction of the debts we have already incurred. 

The pretense that we are in no danger is provoking and aggra- 
vating. You gentlemen know that eighty-four years ago to-day 
a British admiral and a British general took seats in the House of 
Representatives and put to a vote before a mob of British soldiers 
the question whether this harbor of Yankee democracy should not 
be burned, and the Capitol was burned and many other buildings— 
indeed, all the 5 offices of the Government. The dock- 
yea was burned to save it from the enemy. The navy-yard was 

rned, the War Office was burned, the Treasury was burned, the 
White House was burned, the zopewaik was burned, and various 
buildings that might be supposed to be useful and many private 
houses were burned. The “hearts” of the people that were to 
defend the country ran through this town, as ordered by the gen- 
eral commanding—before firing a shot in the suburbs of the city— 
and retreated through Washington and Georgetown; and the best 
that General Winder, in command of the forces, could do was to 
suggest that they should fill the windows of the Capitol with rifle- 
men, and the others should stand out and shoot a while. But he 
got scared before the firing and ordered a retreat. 

Just where the President of the United States spent that day 
history does not tell us; but at night his wife, who almost alone 
of all the poopie in Washington gained real glory on that day, 
met him on the shore of the river, where a boat was ready, and it 
took them over to Virginia. They found a refuge in some country 
hotel. They abandoned that and hidin the woods. Is it possible 
for imagination to conceive of deeper national degradation than 
all that? And yet three or four or five days before the troops 
were here 5 of the Cabinet said there was no danger, that 
Cockburn and his officers were not after Washington, which was 
a nere provincial village, and that Baltimore was the object of 
attack. 

I do not dwell upon the details. A half hour might profitably 
be spent in showing the gentlemen who think we are always 
ready to repulse any enemy how wretchedly and ignominiously 
we failed then. Four thousand regular troops would have pre- 
vented that calamity. We had 6,000 troops here, of whom 2,300 
were Maryland militia, and Maryland militia have been capable, 
after training, of performing some of the most brilliant deeds of 
valorin the Revolution and afterwards. But the President or the 
Secretary of War forbade calling them into service before they 
should appear. 

The whole chapter exhibits idiotic management. We shall not 
repeat it; at least I hops not. We had only 300 regular troops 
and several hundred of ey’s sailors and marines, who made a 
gallant defense at one time against the 9 of the enemy. 
Four thousand regular troops, I say, would have saved us that 
chapter. There were 4,000 against us, many of whom were vet- 
erans of Wellington’s command. 

I forbear to dwell upon it, but I say that the supreme duty of 
an American Congress is to put the nation in a reasonable condi- 
tion of defense. By improving the fortifications and enlarging 
the fleet I know—I say I know it as much as any man can know 
such a thing—that this Congress will touch the hearts of the 
American people. They are American all over, in their pride, in 
their desire that our honor shall be maintained under all circum- 
stances, and the persons who evade our duty—I make no specific 
charges—but the people who show timidity, who refuse to come 
up to this popular sentiment, will find that the people of the 
country are chilled toward them. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I know that the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wo.cort], who always desires accurate informa- 
tion, did not mean to mislead the Senate in regard to what he said 
about the torpedo boats. There are no estimates from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy with regard to to o boats. Estimates, I think, 
are never given for propositions of authorization. The Secretary 
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recommends what he thinks ought to be authorized; but when he 
requests authorization he does not furnish an estimate. I have 
his recommendation before me; and, as Senators well know, it is 
for 2 battle ships and 12torpedo boats. In the hearing before the 
House committee the Secre may have made a statement as to 
the cost of torpedo boats, but he furnished no estimate. Since 
the Secretary made that statement—since his 1 . certainly 
the English torpedo boat Desperate has reached the high speed of 
over 30 knots; and it becomes necessary for us to attain with our 
boats the same mpe Sacer That necessarily increases the nse. 

Mr. President, ed attention yesterday to the sudden explo- 
sion of economy directed against the Navy. We have passed a 
good many appropriation bills here. There are millions in the 
Indian bill for land, and in other bills millions to build public 
buildings. We have a river and harbor bill here with millions 
more, not for national defense, but for national improvement and 
comfort. The river and harbor bill as reported by the Senate 
committee has been raised a couple of million dollars, I think. I 
notice an increase of $400,000 for the harbor of Baltimore alone. 
But the explosion of economy was against the Navy, against the 
defense of the country, and not against these other less imperative 
expenditures. We are told that we must not have ships because 
we shall be obliged to borrow money. 

Mr. President, when we were engaged in defending the country 
in its great struggle for existence we borrowed every dollar for 
ships and men. National defense has never been placed on the 
same level with other expenditures; and yet here it is made the 
one and only subject for economy. Millions after millions go 
through, and we have to wait until we come to the ships of the 
American Navy to learn that we must not spend so much money. 
This great deficit is to be met, how? It is to be met by cutting off 
2 battle ships. A deficit of $130,000,000, or whatever it is, as the 
Senator from Maryland stated it, is to be met by cutting off 5 
torpedo boats and 2 battle ships. 

As I said yesterday, it seems to me this is the one place where 
we should never consider economy. All that we need consider, 
all that the American Congress should regard in dealing with the 

uestion of national defense, is what is required for the proper 
ER of the nation, both by land and by sea. Wedo not require 
a great navy for aggression. No one pr that this country 
should enter on a career of a ion or of conquest, but we do 
need a navy and we do need national coast defenses that shall act 
as a sure ty of peace. When the difficulty as to Venezuela 
was at a crisis in this country some people were crying out that 
we should not stand up for the rights of the United States because 
we were not in a position to resist aggression, because New York 
was not fortified, because we had not ships enough in case Eng- 
land made war upon us; and now the very same people who used 
that argument against our . proper American ground in 
regard to Venezuela come forward and oppose anything looking 
toa suitable national defense. It is an argument that can not 
work both ways. But it is used because these people wish us to 
be defenseless before foreign nations. That is not the way to 
maintain peace. Proper national defense is the greatest assur- 
ance and guaranty of peace that can be made. 

But, Mr. President, as the debate has gone on we have got 
through the apparent economical opposition and come to the real 
resistance behind it. The economical o ‘ition is not serious. 
Every Senator realizes, I know, that this is not a point at which 
to begin to save money. Behind the economical opposition comes 
the real opposition, resting on the general policy of not allowing the 
United States to be piacon in a position to take the part that she 
ought to take in all foreign questions affecting her interests. We 
are going to settle the Venezuelan question, but surely the lesson 
which that situation taught us should not be lost. e are also 
told now that there is no danger of war with Spain. I hope and 
trust not; but let me say that the Cuban question will not down 
because gentlemen dislike to epee of it. Everyone reads day 
after day in the newspapers the hideous atrocities going on in that 
island. They pile up and pile up from disinterested witnesses, 
and we sit here with folded hands, while having ample strength 
to put a stop to it, and yet do nothing. 

ere are many questions outside the borders of the United 
States affecting us nearly. There are questions of national de- 
fense, like the Isthmian Canal, where we must have a naval force 
to secure the interests of the United States. If we desire, as I 
believe we all do, that the United States should take a position 
becoming a great people in international affairs which concern us 
closely, and should be able to maintain peace in the Western 
Hemisphere, which I regard as one great duty of this Republic, I 
think that the best guardian of peace, the greatest assurance of 
peace, lies in our being sufficiently defended and protected. With 
our coast properly defended, with a suitable navy, we need never 
have a war, and we can control the policy of the two Americas 
with regard to other nations. It is because a strong navy and 


suitable coast defenses guarantee the peace of the United States 
that I favor these appropriations. 


Mr. President, after voting millions of appropriations in the 
other bills, here we are disputing over a Sone of million dollars to 


be devoted to the defense of the country. t me say that how- 
ever much the peuple may deplore a deficit caused by the existing 
revenue laws, however much they may criticise some of the 
expenditures made by Congress, the American people, with hardly 
an exception, will never criticise proper appropriations to defen 
their cities and to build their fleets. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have before in the course of 
my life heard practically the same speeches as those which have 
been made by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Loba] and the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Haw ey]. I have seen the flag waved all around the Capitol and 
fiying over all the works of industry in the country; and the de- 
mands for these appropriations as a matter of course constituted 
the substantial thing behind the flag on all those occasions. 

The Senator from Massachusetts is the foremost statesman in 
thisline. By A aera at least he is in favor of the most aggressive 
policy for the United States. He has announced to-day that he 
wants a navy and an army so strong that we may become the 

ardian of all the 3 south of us. He complains that we 

ve attempted to enforce economy upon the naval bill, on an 
appropriation where he seems to think the honor and the interest 
and the protection of the country are at stake, and he intimates 
that those of us on this side of the Chamber who are appealing 
for economy have permitted large appropriations on other bilis to 
pass without a word. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts is not accurate. 
He is so absorbed in what is termed the jingo policy that he has 
failed to look at the Treasury or the condition of the appropria- 
tion bills, There has not been an appropriation bill that has 
passed the Senate so far where the appropriations are not neces- 
sary to pay the current expenses of the Government under exist- 
ing law, with the possible exception of the Indian bill. There is 
not an item in any of them so far as I know that has passed the 
Senate that is not absolutely necessary for the support of the 
Government under present laws. Here is the first opportunity 
for the exercise of economy, where an diture is pro that 
is not necessary for the support of the Government. Here is the 
first proposition tomo out of the usual line and to increase the ap- 
propriations, to e them greater than they have been made at 
any time since we began the construction of the Navy. Here is a 
bill containing $51,000,000 as it came to us to punters and maintain 
the Navy, greater by millions than the amount which we appropri- 
ated during President Cleveland's first term, when we had no navy 
and were about to construct one. At that time it was necess: 
to be liberal in order to enable the Bethlehem Works to establi 
their great plant and Mr. Carnegie to establish his near Pittsburg. 
Then we not a built-up gun of steelin the United States. We 
could not make a tube for a 6-inch gun or a shaftfor avessel. We 
were compelled to go abroad to buy all those necessary things. 
Yet, in building up that magnificent structure, which we created 
under Harrison’s Administration and under Cleveland's Adminis- 
tration, no Secretary of the Navy, no President of the United 
States, and no man who felt his responsibility to the taxpayers of 
the Union ever suggested such an appropriation as is contained 
in the pending bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts complains that we begin to 
exercise economy here. Here is the first great extravagance that 
has occurred in this Congress. Here is the first great useless ap- 
propriation which has been attempted to be made, running far in 
advance of the requirements of the country. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] twits us 
on this side with the fact, or rather intimates, that there is a Sec- 
retary of the Navy who is not of his party whom we criticise, and 
that we want to limit him as to what he should do with the 
$4,000,000. I know how sensitive the Secretary of the Navy is 
upon this point. I know he feels as if he has been too carefully 
dealt with. I know 3 that he has resented the same 
course which I pursued a year ago as to the limitation of his power 
in the amount of money to be expended by him. Weak men, Mr. 
President, always want power; weak men always want to have both 
money and men at their command and to deal with them as in 
their opinion may seem proper. I have deait, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire, with 
this Secretary of the Navy precisely as I dealt with Mr. Whitney 
when he was Secretary of the Navy and with Mr. Tracy when he 
was the Republican Secre of the Navy. There never was an 
item of appropriation as to which Congress did not determine how 
much money he should spend for a cruiser or a battle ship. We 
limited the amount, as we ought to limit it, as to all these items. 
We limited the amount he was to expend for armor and for guns; 
we limited the number of men he was to command and to have in 
service. I haye applied this same rule to the present Secretary of 
the Navy, observing his e to that policy with regret, with 
great regret; for personally I have a high r d for him, he hay- 
ing served upon the Appropriations Committee when he was in 
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the other House. As to his integrity and honesty of purpose I 
never have had a doubt; but I recognize that when placed in that 
high position because of the success of the Democratic party, 
under the rule which has governed that party in its councils in 
Congress, and in its action as to the Executive branch, there must 
be some limitation, always a strict limitation, upon the amount 


of moner, laced in the hands of any public officer for expenditure. 
a Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 


Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to know if the Secretary of the Navy 
has complained that a greater restraint has been placed on him 
ran has been placed upon other Secretaries of the Navy hereto- 

ore? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; to an extent that is true, He hasin a 
statement before the Committee on Appropriations on this very 
item asked Congress to give him a lump appropriation to do as he 
pleased with, without regard to the types of torpedo boats to be 
constructed. I say to my distinguished friend from Mississippi 
that one year ago, when I stood in this Chamber trying to limit 
the 5 on account of the Navy, and when we had suc- 
ceeded in doing it, in striking off one battle ship, and limiting the 
other e for the construction of gone in the navy- 
yards, ad every reason to believe that the Secretary himself, 
or his assistant, by means of the newspapers, denounced me per- 
sonally for it. It may have been because some of the officers of 
the Administration at that time were supposed to be trying to 
affect the elections in Maryland, that that was the motive for doing 
it; but the fact remains that no such criticism, to my knowledge, 
of the action of Senators in attempting to limit appropriations and 
pone expenditures has ever occurred under any previous Admin- 

tration. 

Now, we find the spectacle of our friends on the other side of this 
Chamber, the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] and the distinguished Senators from Massachusetts Be. 
LopGE] and from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], coming here 
to pour out the public treasure and put in the hands of the re- 
tary of the Navy the amount of 84,000,000, without a limit as to 
what he shall expend on either one of the boats. I should oppo 
5 whether he were a Democratic or a Republican Secretary of the 

avy. 

The only time an act of the sort has been done of which I know 
since I have had the honor of a seat on this floor was when Secre- 
tary Tracy came in the last hours of a session and said to the 
committees, It is necessary to give me $1,000,000 to enable me to 
use nickel in the manufacture of steel.” There were circum- 
stances connected with that transaction which did not confine his 
negotiations to our own country; and, as in the case where an 
appropriation is made for the State Department for foreign pur- 
poses, no question was then raised regarding it; but Congress 
afterwards required and had from the etary of the Navy an 
account of what he did with that million dollars. Otherwise we 
have limited every Secretary in his expenditures, providing that 
this vessel should cost so much, or not more than so much, and 
the other vessel so much, and that the types of boats should 
such and such. = 

What is the reason for it, Mr. President? It is because the 
naval board af the Navy Department and the great naval officers— 
for they are great—deserve the thanks of the people of the Union 
for the skill and enterprise and honesty with which they have con- 
ducted that Department. There is a contest between the branches 
of this service now as to the types of these vessels, and while I am 
talking a naval board is considering what changes should be made 
in the plans for the construction of the vessels provided for by this 
bill. It was only at the last session of Congress that the distin- 

ished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], in charge of a similar 

ill, myself, and others in the ate had inserted a clause, with- 
out the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy and that of 
the skillful constructors of the Navy, to substitute for these great 
vessels six composite boats, with sail and with steam, and whilst 
there was opposition to it by the head of the Navy and whilst some 
of the bureaus disagreed to it, I venture to say that the action of 
the National Congress in that matter will save the Government 
millions of dollars. There is no controversy now as to the wisdom 
of that action. That was a limitation against the opinion of the head 
of the ar peng and against that of the constructors and the great 
naval officers who sail these ships. The result is that these vessels 
can be sent to all the coasts south of us, wherever you please, to 
look after our commerce. They are not vessels of war in the sense 
of great battle ships, but they can be sailed cheaply and will en- 
able the young men from Annapolis to go on board of them and 
learn the art of running a vessel under sail without steam power, 
so that if we capture in time of war a vessel of commerce with sail 
they can understand the matter of navigation. They were cheap 
in construction, they are cheap in the cost of maintenance, and 


will protect our commerce and carry our flag wherever we desire. | certain it will astonish every Senator here when it is stated. 


is a desire on my part or, so far as I know, on the part of anybody 
on this side of the Chamber, to unduly hamper this Secretary of 
the Navy, or if he thinks so, it is not true. We have placed the 
same limitations upon his predecessors. Congress has been more 
liberal with this Secretary of the Navy than with any of his pre- 
decessors. He has had the opportunity to make greater contracts 
and build more ships. Whether he has in all these cases acted 
wisely remains to be seen. I hope he has. I believe he has been 
as honest as any of his predecessors. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that the first question is as to whether this Government desires to 
have torpedo boats and torpedo destroyers built on a scale com- 
patible with the pretensions of our Government as to its present 
and prospective naval organization. If thatis to be done, then we 
should exercise proper discretion in doing it. 

It appears that the new conditions which exist in great foreign 
navies, such as the English navy, are now so clear in respect to 
the character of torpedo-boat destroyers and of the superior class 
of torpedo boats that we have to meet them, and it is not clear 
yet at what prices torpedo-boat destroyers having a speed of 30 
knots can be constructed in this country. Weallsawthe statement 
made A Jaques in his letter to the Senator from Connecticut 
Pr \WLEY], which was quoted by the Senator from New 

ampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], as to the cost of these new torpedo- 
boat destroyers and the new torpedo boats in England. e all 
realize that we can not construct vessels in the United States so 
ciny as they can be constructed in England, where the trade of 
building this class of vessels has been learned, where the Thorny- 
crofts and that class of people are engaged and have been engaged 
for many years in constructing a superior class of vessels of the 


torpedo order, 
It ap s to me that this Congress should allow the Secretary 
of the Navy some latitude, some discretion. You do that in regard 


to your battle ships. As was explained the other day, the amount 
3 to be appropriated, $3,750,000, was not necessarily all to 

e used, but it was to be the extreme limit of cost. Perhaps there 
might be saved $200,000 or $300,000 of that amount, as was the 
case with the ships contracted to be built at Newport News, and 
it may be the same as regards these torpedo boats. But in the 
present condition of the art of constructing torpedo boats, there 
never having been a single one of the torpedo-boat destroyers con- 
structed or contracted for in this country; there never having been 
a boat built for torpedo purposes having a record speed of over 24 
knots; there never having m one contracted for by the Navy 
Department upor the plans and specifications of the Department 
requiring a speed of over 26 knots, and even in the case of the 
Herreshoff contract, in which that firm has such a large liberty as 
to drawings and plans, there being a guaranty of only 274 knots— 
I say under these circumstances it is right and proper to give to 
the Secretary of the Navy some discretionary authority, so that 
if needful to pay $300,000 for a 30-knot torpedo-boat destroyer he 
can do so under the law. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree, of course, that when- 
ever the torpedo boats are ordered that is the effect. The amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations limits the amount; but 
we say to the Secretary of the Navy, “ You may construct three 
of a certain class and the cost per boat shall not exceed a given 
sum;” and the sum given is more than the Secretary himself esti- 
mates. So it is with every other appropriation for every class of 
vessels contained in this bill. 

I am not going to detain the Senate but fora moment. The 
Senator from Connecticut says we shall have money enough later 
on; that a year from now we shall probably have another law 

roviding revenue sufficient to support the Government. Mr. 
President we have never had a law from the date of the passage 
of the McKinley bill until now which has given the Government 
enough money to pay its current expenses and to meet the extraor- 
dinary appropriations which have been made by Congress. 

I said a few days ago that the Republican party, in control of 
the other branch of Congress and of the machinery, so far as the 
committees are concerned, of this body, have permitted these ap- 
propriation bills to stand as they came to us, and increased them 
by inserting items in addition to what we were bound to place 
upon them for the current expenses of the Government, thereby 
laying the foundation for and making further increased taxa- 
tion absolutely necessary, not to meet the deficit of 830,000,000 
caused by the decision of the Supreme Court in striking from the 
last tariff act the tax on incomes, but an increased levy of from 
sixty to one hundred million doilars a year necessary on account 
of these extravagant appropriations. When I made the state- 
ment as to the amount going ont of the Government, which is a 
charge against the $170,000,000 which is in the Treasury, it was 

uestioned, and it was supposed that possibly I had gone too 
ar. So as to be perfectly accurate about it I have gone to the 
fountain head to ascertain just what that balance is, and I am 
On 


The Senator from New Hampshire, when he intimates that there | the Ist day of January of this year, just past, without taking into 
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account the 8100, 000,000 which is due the sinking fund, if it had 
been kept up from Harrison’s time down to now at the rate of 
forty-nine to fifty million dollars—leaying that matter as not 
necessary to be accounted for—I will read the balances that have 
been appropriated for, which are charges upon the Government 
and which will come against it at some time. I stated a portion 
of it may lapse into the Treasury, but only a comparatively small 
amount, Here is the statement: 

Statement of balances of appropriations and expenditures (not including the 

sinking fund) on January 1, 1896. 


Civil establinhment 5 ascii cece wcrc omnvaoemepeestesnesaese-= 5 
Military establishment — at 
Naval establishment 
Indian service 


COPA SOI gag iene ence caopa sana a n ewaded 


Mr. GEORGE. On the ist day of January? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the Ist day of January, 1896. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the balance in the Treasury then? 

Mr. GORMAN. About $160,000,000, as I recall it. I have not 
the figures before me, but it was, I think, less than $150,000,000 at 
that time. It is between $160,000,000 and $170,000,000 now. 

Mr. President, part of that money will never be paid out. Part 
of it is the Indian trust fund, which will be held and the interest 

id upon it, and a portion of it on account of pensions will proba- 
5 be paid out; but I say, beyond perad venture, $160,000,090 
of it must sooner or later go out of the Treasury, whatever may 
be its condition. Add to that the appropriations we are making 
here of $520,000,000, with only an estimated revenue of $450,000,000, 
and then $84,000,000 of contracts, and I leave it to Senators to de- 
termine whether or not it is wise to make this 2 at 
this time. If you do make it, I can predict that the statement of 
the Senator from Connecticut will be more than verified, that one 
year from now you must tax the people of this country $100,000,000 
a year in addition to that which they are now paying or issue 
more Government bonds. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
make a hn eee before he goes on? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has been agreed that at 2 o’clock we 
should proceed under the five-minute rule. Fifteen minutes have 
been accorded to my colleague . GALLINGER] to speak upon a 

ial subject, and it has also n agreed that we should close 
this bill to-day. Mr. President, I hope that Senators will confine 
themselves hereafter, as far as possible, to the discussion of the 
particular amendments which may be pending to the bill; other- 
wise we shall find ourselves lacking in time and heavily burdened 
at the close of the day. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest, as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire pr GALLINGER] has a special interest in his amendment, 
that the pending amendment be laid aside temporarily, and then 
the Senator can introduce his amendment and make his fifteen- 
minute speech upon it. Then, if we can get a vote upon his 
amendment, we will get it or debate will go on under the five- 
minute rule after that. That will enable the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who last night waived his objection to the unanimous 
agreement, to get the fifteen minutes he desires, as I said to him 
that I would try to get him the opportunity to speak before 2 
o'clock. That will give any Senator the opportunity afterwards 
of 8 ing under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hitt in the chair). Is that 

ble to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CALL, I have but very few words to say, and then I will 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. What I have to say 
will Do cause him any serious delay, probably not more than five 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] has the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I can not take the Senator from the 


floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that 
my colleague go on after the Senator from Florida finishes. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Maine thinks it is very im- 
portant to have his fifteen minutes I will accord it to him. 

Mr. HALE. It is not I. I do not want it. It is the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CALL. Or the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. I would like the Senator from New Hampshire to 
ere an opportunity of making his remarks, as I promised it last 

t. 


r. CALL. I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
for fifteen minutes. it is understood that I shall have the floor 
again, is it not? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmit the aməndment which I send to 
the desk, and ask to have it read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 19, on page 21, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Dry dock, Portsmouth, N. H.: For construction of a dry dock at the Ports- 
mouth Nayy-Yard of such size. design, and material as may be determined by 
Sie Berney of the Navy, $609,000, $100,000 of which shall be immediately 
av . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the amendment that I have 
offered is in these words: ; 

For construction of a dry dock at the Portsmouth Nayy-Yard, of such 
size, design, and material as may be determined by the Secretary of the 
Navy, $800,000, of which $100,000 shall be immediately available. 

To that amendment I desire to speak briefly. 

Mr. President, I have listened attentively to the discussion con- 
cerning the building of battle ships, and while I have always 
cheerfully voted for liberal appropriations for increasing the Navy 
I am strongly of the opinion that it is of far greater consequence 
that we have additional dry docks than additional battle ships. 
The bill we are considering, as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, provides for four new battle ships, the cost of which 
will be about $25,000,000. The Senate has voted to reduce the 
number to two; but he would be a rash man indeed who flattered 
himself that the amendment will be adhered to in conference. 
These large appropriations are being made for battle ships in face 
of the fact that there are only three dry docks in the entire coun- 
try in which our largest vessels can be accommodated. The 
simple statement of that fact ought to be sufficient to turn the 
attention of Congress in the direction of making liberal appro- 
BERNE for the immediate construction of one or more modern 

ocks of sufficient capacity to meet the requirements of the largest 
vessels of our Navy. Believing this, I propose to make a brief 
appeal for the construction of a dock at the Portsmouth Navy- 
Yard, the most northerly naval statien on the Atlantic coast. 
Such a dock will cost only about one-tenth that of a modern bat- 
tle ship, and yet in this bill it is proposed to appropriate money 
for four huge battle ships, while no provision is for 
bnilding of a dry dock in any part of the country. 

Mr. President, twice or three times since I have been a member 
of this body an amendment providing for the construction of a 
dry dock at the Portsmouth Navy-Yard has been added by the 
Senate to a similar bill to the one now under consideration only 
to meet a coup de grâce at the hands of the conference committee, 
and now it is suggested that the amendment which I have just 
offered will be ruled out on a point of order. It is quite as well 
that it should be disposed of in that way as to be killed by the 
Senate conferees tamely agreeing to drop it from the bill in con- 
ference; so that it really matters little to me howit is . eye of 
if, as I understand, the Committee on Naval Affairs and the Com- 
mittee on 5 have determined that no appropriations 
for new dry docks shall be made this year. 

This determination I greatly regret, believing, as I do, that every 
consideration of wise public policy demands that a modern 
dock be immediately constructed at the Portsmouth Navy-Yar 
It strikes me that there is no excuse for longer delaying this work; 
the only reason for which that I have heard advanced, except that 
the Treasury is practically bankrupt, being that as certain other 
points are clamoring for SE anes for the same purpose, there 
must be an adjustment of the rival claims before anything can be 
done for any one of them. This argument if persisted in will 
inevitably result in the abandonment of Portsmouth as a naval 
station, as it is quite improbable that an agreement outside of 
Congress will ever be reached as to where dry docks shall be lo- 
cated. For instance, our neighboring State of Massachusetts not 
only asks and will receive a million and a quarter of dollars or 
thereabouts to improve the harbor of Boston, but she also insists 
that the Portsmouth Navy-Yard shall be neglected until a large 
sum of money shall be expended on the dry dock at Charlestown. 
New Hampshire approves of and will aid to secure the appropria- 
tion for Boston Harbor, but New Hampshire will never agree that 
the Charlestown Navy-Yard shall be built up by appropriations 


from the public Treasury at the expense of the Portsmouth Yard. 
Mr. President, on the 21st day of January, 1892, I spoke at con- 
siderable length on the subject of a dry dock at Portsmouth, 


dwelling especially on the fact that the old floating dry dock at 
that station, which was built in 1851, was going to decay, and that 
it ought to be replaced by a modern dock, To-day I will briefly 
give the reasons why this much-needed improvement should be 
orovided for at once, and be built at the earliest possible day. 
Well did the Portsmouth Daily Evening Post of March 24, 1892, 
editorially say, and I commend the utterance to my associates 
here to-day: 


There is here no natural obstacle to the fulfillment of every requirement 
of a first-class yard, while there are scores of reasons why it should rank, in 
extent and quality of equipment, with the best in the land. It is landlocked, 
and approached through a By harbor of refuge. It has an inshore 
depth of water at all points, and at all tides and seasons, wherein any ship in 
the world may ride at will. Its waters have never frozen and are freer from 


destructive effect upon wood or metal than any other maritime waters in 
the world. 
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naval station on the Atlantic Coast; its climate has 
ealth the most pronounced invalid and crushed out infection 


It is the northermost 
restored to h 


from fever-laden ships from southern stations times without number. Its 
mechanics are am the first in the land, and their handiwork has challenged 
and does challenge that of the civilized world. 

It stands to-day a monumental interrogation point before the honorable 
Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled, demanding a recog- 
nition of its unparalleled advantages. 

Mr. President, the a of providing sufficient docking 
facilities for the ships of our new Navy is one which has not re- 
ceived anything like the attention and consideration which would 
seem necessary when .its vital importance is fully understood. 
We have built during the last twelve years, or have in process of 
construction, counting all classes, large and small, excepting g- 
boats, 61 vessels, and only six docks have been built to provide 
for their necessary zopar and preservation, and the four docks 
(not counting the old floating dock at Portsmouth) which we poe: 
sessed previous to that time are only available for the er 
classes of our modern ships. All of these ships, except the six 
small gunboats recently contracted for, have unsheathed steel bot- 
toms, and it is absolutely necessary for their preservation that 
they shall be docked for cleaning and painting at stated intervals, 
besides which it frequently becomes necessary to make repairs to 

the under-water portions of a thus occupying the docks for 
considerable periods of time to the exclusion of other ships which 
may need cleaning and painting only. 

All maritime nations in modern times have recognized this 
necessity. England and France, with their limited coast line, pos- 
sess, tively, 43 and 34 dry docks, and both nations are con- 
stantly adding to the number. There are now completed at the 

Portsmouth (England) dock yard 18 docks, and several more are 
in process of construction or projected. They range from 200 to 

feet in length, andsome of them are capable of accommodating 
ships drawing 40 feet of water—a contingency which may easily 
arise in the case of ships in action. Only two of our 
naval stations are provided with more than one dock—Norfolk 
having two and New York three, one of which is still uncompleted. 
One of our important naval stations has no docking facilities at 
all worthy of the name, for the antiquated wooden- nce dock 
at Portsmouth is long past its usefulness, and, while it was large 
enough for the majority of the ships of its day, it would accom- 
modate very few of our modern ships, even if it were service- 
able. Considering the natural advanta which this station 
possesses for the construction of basin docks, it seems strange 
indeed that the construction of one at least has yet to be authorized. 
An old waterway exists between the two portions of the yard, 
which is too ow to float any ships in its present condition and 
has to be bridged over for communication. This could be closed 
and the entire length of it occupied by basin docks. The existing 
channel would largely reduce the amount and cost of excavation 
necessary, and there would be ample depth of water at the 
entrance to accommodate the ships. 

The Portsmouth Yard is the oldest of our building naval stations. 
Its natural advantages for this e attracted attention almost 
with the first settlement of the country, and as <= as 1690 the 
frigate Falkland, of 54 guns, was built here for the British navy. 
The sloop of war Bedford followed in 1697, and the frigate America 
in 1749. At the break cing out of the Revolutionary war the site 
of the present DAVIT was tendered to the Continental Con- 

by its owner for naval p „and as early as March, 
7770. the construction was commenced of the frigate Raleigh, of 
32 guns. 80 samay was the work carried on that she was launched 
on the 21st of May, in just sixty days from the time her keel was 
laid. She was built under the act of Congress of December 13, 1775, 
authorizing the building of ‘‘13 sail of cruisers,” and she rendered 
distinguished and brilliant service during the naval operations of 
the Revolutionary war. The next ship built here was the sloop 
of war Ranger, which was probably the first ship which bore the 
new national ensign to Europe. The next ship to be built here 
was the 74-gun ship America, which was, in her time, the heaviest 
ship yet laid down on the continent after which she was named. 
She was presented to the French Government before she was 
launched as a token of gratitude, to replace the French 74-gun 
ship Magnifique, which was lost by an accident in Boston Har- 
bo 


r. 

The site of the navy-yard was purchased by the Government 
for naval ses October 1, 1800, and work was at once com- 
menced on its development. Thefirstcommandant was Capt. Isaac 
Hull, who took command of the navy-yard April 3, 1813. In 
March, 1814, the keel of the 74-gun ship Washington was laid here, 
the port being closely blockaded by the British at the time. She 
was launched in July, 1815, shortly after the conclusion of peace. 
From this time until the 14th of June, 1839, when the sloop of 
war Preble was launched from the new ship house, little of any 
importance was done in the way of shipbuilding, but prepara- 
tions in the way of facilities for future shipbuilding were actively 
under way and began to show a result. The Preble, which did 
good ce until she was burned by the Confederates at_Pensa- 
cola, was followed immediately by the frigate Congress, the keel 


of which snip was laid August 16, 1841. This was a tine ship of 
1,867 tons; 190 feetlong by 50 feet beam; a very large ship for her 
day. She had a fine record, having made six long cruises in most 
of the waters of the world between 1842 and 1859. Her career 
was ended in Hampton Roads March 8, 1862, when she was burned 
in action with the Confederate ironclad Merrimac. The sloop of 
war Portsmouth, a fine ship, which was in service until very re- 
cently, was built and launched here in 1843. The first steam ves- 
sel built at the yard was the side-wheel steamer Saranac, the keel 
of which ship was laid in May, 1847. She was in active service 
throughout the civil war, and was finally sunk June 1, 1875, by 
striking a sunken rock near Vancouvers nd. The keel of the 
steam frigate Franklin was laid in 1855, and the old Mohican was 
launched in February of the same year. In 1861 the Kearsarge 
and Ossipee were built here, the former being launched October 
5, 1861. She sailed from the yard on her first cruise February 5, 
1862, having been fitted out to search for and destroy the Confed- 
erate cruiser Alabama, which duty she finally performed more 
than two years later. 

9 the war the yard was very active, and the list of ships 
built and fitted out there is a long one. In the years following 
the war little was done, as at other places. The nation was resting. 
On the 14th of A t, 1870, Admiral t, who was visitin, 
thecommandantof the yard, died there. In 1873 work wasresum 
by the construction of the Enterprise and Essex, but the long 
building record of the yard closed with them, for no ship has been 
launched there since, though many have been repaired and re- 
fitted. Why thes h facilities of this station have been neg- 
lected is a question to solve. With a harbor among the best, 
having water enongh for the deepest ships and being never closed 
by ice, a climate favorable to work at times of the year, sur- 
rounded bya 8 famed for mechanical ability of the high- 
est order, and with a past shipbuilding record second to none, it 
would seem as though all the elements existed for the establish- 
ment of a great naval station, and it is to be hoped that the 
nation’s opportunity in this regata will not much longer be neg- 
lected. But whether shipbuilding is resumed there or not, ship 
repairing is carried on there, and a suitable dry dock is urgently 
needed. The old dock has served its purpose and repaid its cost. 
It was suited to its day, but its day is past. 

It should be borne in mind that when the emergency comes the 
nation will need dry docks and that badly. The lack of them in 
an emergency will cost us more than the construction of a hun- 
dred docks, and in no place can a dock do better service and be 
more economically constructed than in the time-honored Ports- 
mouth Navy- „for it must be remembered that in event of 
war the larger portion of our fleet would be concentrated on the 
coast from Virginia to Maine, the territory 5 all the 
larger cities, which would become the objective point of the en- 
emy. Dry docks are therefore necessary in the vicinity in order 
that vessels can be immediately repaired. 

In this connection I wish to refer to the opinion of Chief Con- 
structor Philip Hichborn, United States Navy, as contained in 
his report for the year 1895. He says: 

From experience it is fully realized that steel ships must be frequently 
docked in order that their bottom plating may be preserved from deteriora- 
tion, and that the rapid fouling of the bottom may not entail a wasteful ex- 

nditure of coal to maintain a moderate rate of t on account of 


Kocks being occupied for a long time by vessels wader repair, it is sometimes 
impracticable to dock our cruising vessels as promptly as experience has 


shown to be advisable. 

If sucha condition confronts a De ent in time of peace, it is easil, 
realized how serious a defect it would prove in time of war, when the casual- 
ties of battle and necessity for keeping the bottoms of vessels in such condi- 
tion that they might develop their highest speed would largely increase the 
demands on our dockin; ties. 

The navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., is y lac in docking facil- 
ities, and at the present time is the only Government ae uilding or repair 
establishment which is not provided with a — —. equ pped dry dock. In 
the opinion of this Bureau this is a serious deficiency and should be rectified 
at an early date. The balanced floating dock at this station has been in serv- 
ice for nearly half a century, and is now not only obsolete, but in such a con- 
dition as 3 it inadvisable to use it in docking a vi of even moderate 

lacemen 

ere are unusual natural advantages of location at this yard which would 


greatly reduce the cost of construction of a dock, and the machinery plant in 
the construction and re 8 has been en and modernized, 
so thatallordinary re of l vessels can now be satisfactorily executed. 


The climatic advan of this station deserve serious consideration in 
fitting out or repairing vessels which have had a long tour of duty in south- 
ern or tropical watersand constitute another ar; ent for the proper equip- 
as of ares amen for making all ordinary re due to the wear and tear 
and casu 

For the above reasons the attention of the Department is respectfully in- 
vited to the necessity of providing adequate d facilities at the Ports- 
mouth (N. H.) Navy-Yard. 

Although all the other Government shipbuilding and repair yards are pro- 
vided with at least one dry dock, they are hardly equal to the present neces- 
sities of the service, and must surely prove equate to meet the rapidly 
increasing demands of the flee account of the vessels in reserve as 
well as those in active service. 

The Bureau is much impressed with the needs of the service in this most 
important element in the efficiency of our Navy, and begs to urge upon the 
Department the necessity for Immediate action. 


That opinion of Constructor Hichborn, admittedly one of the 
ablest naval officers of the Government, is in the same line of the 
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The balance dry dock at this station requires extensive repairs. It is of yard with its fine climate is a sanitarium for ships to goafter a cruise in 
wood and has been in constant use for forty years, but as its cw is not | the tropics to refit, it is recommended that steps he taken to construct thig 
beyond 3,500 tons it is useless for the larger vessels, and therefore I do not | dock by appropriating $100,000 to commence, 
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5 1 dock, which is persistently, if not contemptuously, denied 
er! 

Mr. President, I need not say much more. Congress has hereto- 
fore been deaf to the pleas that have been made in behalf of Ports- 
mouth, and the indications are that Congress will be equally deaf 
to-day. It may be that there will be an awakened interest some 
time in this historic old town, and that its advantages as a naval 
station will again attract the attention of our legislators. If an 
word that I have ever uttered will contribute to that result I wi 
be content, as I am still hopeful that I may live to see the time 
when New Hampshire's only seaport will again receive the foster- 
ing care of the Government, to the end that her mechanics may 
be employed and the unsurpassed facilities of her sora bya be 
utilized in the great and necessarily increasing work of shi 
repairing and shipbuilding. In my judgment we can not afford 
to do otherwise than build up this important station, the first 

uisite of which is a first-class modern dry dock. 
conclusion, let me recapitulate, even at the risk of repetition: 

1. The largest and deepest dry dock on the eastern coast of the 
United States ought to be at Portsmouth, for the depth of water 
at the entrance to the dock would be no less than 5} fathoms (33 
feet) at low water, and at any other place in its approaches not 
less than 6} fathoms, with an average rise of tide of about 8 feet; 
and there is no bar to delay the entrance of a deep-draft ship 
atany time. This might be of vital importance in time of war, 
for a difference of five or six hours mink provon: the sinking of 
one of our battle ships when wounded, if it could be p in 
dock immediately. 

2. This yard is the only Government shipbuilding and repair 
establishment which is not provided with a properly equipped 
dry dock. This is a serious deficiency, and should be rectified at 
once. The floating dock at this station is nearly fifty years old, 
and is only safe for a vessel of about 1,200 tons displacement, and 
it would be of no use for any of our large new vessels. 

8. From its geographical situation it would be an important 

int in a defensive war with another nation possessing a stronger 
Reet than our own, and every means for quick repairs should be 
provided there, as well as means of defense to make it a harbor of 


4. There are natural advantages of location there which would 
reduce the cost of construction. The excavation for the dock is 
partly made, and the débris excavated could be utilized in filling 
up the rest of the channel near the dock to make the necessary 
roadways. instead of carting it away to a distance. 

5. The foundation is rock and would never be subjected to the 
danger of sin king from insecure foundations. 

6. The machinery plant in the construction and repair depart- 
ment has been enlarged and modernized, so that all ordinary re- 
pairs to steel vessels can be properly executed. 

7. The climatic advantages of this station deserve consideration 
in fitting out or repairing vessels which have had tours of duty in 
tropical waters or which might unfortunately be stricken with 
yellow fever. An epidemic could much more easily be mana 
at Portsmouth than in one of our large cities like Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, or Norfolk. 

8. One of our largest vessels if chased by an enemy’s fleet could 
enter the lower harbor at any time, while at New York or Boston 
it might be delayed at the entrance of the harbor by lack of water, 
and while so waiting be cap 8 

9. Portsmouth can be entered at all seasons of the year, while 
all of the other navy-yards, down to and including Norfolk, may 
be closed by ice, but Portsmouth never is so closed. 

10. At all the other navy-yards it is necessary to dock large 
vessels at about the point of high water; at Portsmouth a dock 
could be constructed to dock vessels at half tide or with less water 
even than that. a g 

Mr. President, New Hampshire gets practically nothing out 
of the vast sums distributed throughout the country by the river 
and harbor bill. The ten millions directly appropriated and the 
sixty millions prospectively appropriated in the river and harbor 
bill of this Congress will go elsewhere than to New Hampshire. 
Of this we do not complain. We have few streams to improve, 
but we have a harbor—one of the best in the world—for which 
we plead, and for which we have pleaded in vain for many long 
years. Can it be that a plant that has cost $4,000,000 will be per- 
mitted to go to decay for want of an appropriation smaller than 
is frequently made for a public building in some city of the 
country? 2 

My colleague and I recently made a visit to the Portsmouth 
Navy- Yard and carefully inspected the plant, taking especial pains 
to examine the site for the proposed dry dock. As a result of our 
examination, and believing that it will be valuable for future ref- 
erence, we have had a diagram made of Portsmouth Harbor, show- 

the location of the contemplated dock and its surroundings; 
which, in the absence of objection, £ will have inserted in the 
REcorD in connection with my remarks. 


Mr. President, I trust that the point of order will not be made 
against the amendment, but that it will be allowed to become a 
part of the bill, and that the Senate conferees may see their way 
clear to insist that it shall remain, to the end that this long- 
delayed and much-needed improvement may be speedily under- 
taken. Let us give Portsmouth a dry dock this year, and in the 
near future Charlestown and Algiers can be provided for. This 
is a plain business proposition which ought to commend itself to 
every member of this honorable body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to raise a A ound of order upon the 
. unless the Senator from New Hampshire desires to 

uss it. 

ur CHANDLER, I wish to say a word on the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve the right to make a point of order 
on the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say that I concur fully in all 
that has been said by my coll e [Mr. GALLINGER] in behalf of 
an appropriation for a dry dock at Portsmouth, N H. I thank 
my colleague for having so carefully investigated the question 
and for the full and complete and, as I think, conclusive exposition 
which he has made, 

I regret, Mr. President, that a controversy between localities as 
to the erection at those localities of additional docks and an 
assumed necessity growing out of the condition of the Treasur 
are likely to preyent an appropriation for a dock at the Portsmou 
yard at the present session. I hope that at no 5 period 
an appropriation may be made and the Portsmouth yard may be 
given a dock which will make that yard one of the finest and best 
yards in the world. 

I ask that there may be inserted in ä the joint resolu- 
tion of the city councils of the city of Portsmouth, passed on the 
26th day of March, 1896, setting out the desire of Portsmouth for 
the construction of a dock and the advantages to the public to be 
gained by such construction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). In the 
absence of objection, the paper will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

In the year 1896, Joint resolution of _ city councils of the city of Ports- 
mouth. 


0 
Whereas Portsmouth Harbor and the Piscataqua River seem to have been 
designed and created by nature for the a of commerce, navigation, 
and as a birthplace fora mighty navy; an 
Whereas, by the entire f om, even in the severest winters, from ice 
which the Piscataqua River and Portsmouth Harbor enjoy, free in; to 
and egress from said harbor and river are to be had at all seasonsof the year; 


and 
Whereas said river and harbor are broad, 88 navigable, and afford 
ample shelter fora — — fleet of battle ships, where the anchorage and hold- 
in unds are perfect; and 
ereas the water in the harbor and in the river to the United States 
navy-yard at Kittery, and for miles in the river above the navy-yard, is deep 
— 8 at every stage of the tide and at all seasons of the year, to float the 
largest ships ever constructed: It is therefore 
Resolved by the city councils 8 8 city of Portsmouth, That the Senators 
and Representatives represent the State of New Hampshire in the na- 
tional Co: be, and hereby are, invited and requested to use their utmost 
influence tosecure the passage of the bill now pen appropriating a sum of 
money for the construction, by the Government of the United States, of a 
dry dock at the Portsmouth Navy-Yard. 
eg bed, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the city clerk 
to each Senator and Representative from New Hampshire. 
Passed 26, 1896. 


the common council March 5 
JOHN K. BATES, President. 
Passed the board of mayor and aldermen March 26, 1896. 
WILLIAM O. JUNKINS, Mayor. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order that the pro 
appropriation is not estimated for by any Department and not 
recommended by any committee. It would place the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate in conference in a very bad posi- 
tion. It would be impossible to hold an amendment so 
upon the bill against the objections of the members of the con- 
ference on the part of the other House. I hope the point of order 
will be sustained. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Chair rules upon the point of 
order, I desire raid to state that in two previous Congresses the 
Committee on Naval Affairs have repo: an amendment recom- 
mending an appropriation for a dry dock at Portsmouth. It is 
true that in the present Con the amendment, which was sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, has not been reported 
back, and I do not contend that the amendment is in order under 
the rules of the Senate. I had, however, hoped that the point of 
order would not be made against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Weare forced to do it aup because there 
are a number of other applications for dry docks, and we could 
not possibly discriminate, as the Committee on Naval Affairs had 
made no recommendation in regard to any of them, and we simply 
excluded them all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ground upon which the point 
of order is made being admitted, the Chair sustains it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if I may be permitted a moment, 
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I will state that I had d ee offering an amendment to the 
bill requiring one of the battle ships to be built at Portsmouth, 
Va., where there is not only a dry dock, but where there are most 
ample facilities for constructing almost any work that the Govern- 
ment might desire. I doubt very much the policy which predom- 
inates in the pending bill of giving out those vessels to private 
contracts. In fact, I think it would be better if a portion of them 
at least were built at the navy-yards which the Government has 
constructed at such great expense. But I have not thought it ad- 
visable to attempt to put an amendment upon the bill, because I 
have been advised by those who have it in charge of the objections 
which would be urged to it, and I did not wish to consume the 
time of the Senate in what seemed to me to be a vain and useless 
endeavor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I wish to make the same 
statement as has just been made by the Senator from Virginia in 
r t to the dry dock at Algiers, in the State of Louisiana. Sev- 
8 commissions of naval offlcers have heretofore reported in favor 
of Algiers as the pon place for the erection of a dry dock for 
the conyenience of the Gulf coast; but having understood that it 
was the policy of those in charge of the appropriation bills in the 
Senate that none of the propositions for dry docks would be per- 
mitted to go upon the naval appropriation bill, my colleague [Mr. 
Carrery] and myself have not thought p to make the vain 
attempt of having an amendment to that effect adopted on the 
pending bill. However, we wish now to give notice that at the 
next session we intend to press the appropriation for the construc- 


tion of a ory oook at Algiers, in Louisiana. 
Mr. CHANDLER. . President, reverting now to the amend- 
ment proposin. ,000,000 for 20 torpedo gunboats, torpedo-boat 


destroyers, and torpedo boats 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 2 o’clock p. m.). The Chair will 
state, before the Senator from New Hampshire proceeds, that by 
agreement yesterday the bill will now open to amendment 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that from this time on the 
debate is to proceed under the five-minute rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire oblige me 
by stating how long it requires to build one of these torpedo 
boats? ithin what time under a fair exigency could one be 
constructed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. I can answer the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise to a question of order. I ask that the 
unfinished business Be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PEFFER, providing for a 
committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. PEFFER. Lask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside in order that we may proceed with the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE PR SIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Lask the Chair, 2 o’clock having arrived, to enforce 
the rule which was established by the agreement yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has announced that the 
debate will now proceed in accordance with the agreement of yes- 
terday, and the Chair has recognized the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. CHANDLER] under the five-minute rule. 

- Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to undertake to answer technical 
questions of the kind asked me by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Viias], because I may be much out of the way. My impres- 
sion is that any one of these 5 might be built by 
contract in a ha or a year and a Some of the smaller boats 
might be built in less than a year. I su there are half a 
dozen or perhaps ten establishments in the United States that can 
compete in public competition for the construction of these 20 
boats. The more establishments there are tocompete and to build 
the more rapidly I assume the torpedo boats could be constructed. 

I would not be unwilling to be put in the attitude of voting to 
intrust more discretion tothe Secretary of the Navy in the build- 
ing of torpedo boats than the Senator from Marylandis. Itwould 
be perhaps a singular sight to see the Senator from Maryland, a 
distinguished leader of the political party which has placed the 
Secretary of the Navy in his present position, showing distrust of 
that officer. It might be equally surprising to see a radical Re- 
publican Senator willing to give him more discretion. How that 
comes about I will not undertake to say; but I say in reply to the 
Senator from Maryland that I do not think he will conceive that 
too much discretion is given to the Secretary. Under the bill as 
it comes from the House of Representatives there are to be 5 boats 
at a speed of 26 knots, to cost in all not exceeding $800,000, and 10 
other boats to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of 


their class, to cost not exceeding $500,000. There is the limit as 
to the 15 boats that we find in the bill as it was passed by the 
other House. i 

The limitation which I put in my amendment is simply that the 


Secretary of the Navy s take $4,000,000; that with that $4,009,- 
000 he shall construct 20 torpedo boats or torpedo gunboats—that 
is to say, at an average price of $200,000; and that the larger 
boats shall attain a speed of 30 knots and the smaller boats attain 
a speed of 26 knots. It seems to me that here are sufficient limi- 
tations. Here are all the limitations which ought to be im E 
Senators ought to be willing to intrust that much discretion to 
the Secre of the Navy. If there was no provision as to the 
number of ships and no condition as to the speed of the torpedo 
boats there might be objection. It would not do, I admit, to say 
to the Secretary of the Navy, Take $4,000,000 and build as many 
torpedo boats as you choose, and build them with just such speed, 
high or low, as you choose.” But here is a safe, proper, judicious, 
and effective limitation, and I can not conceive that any Senator 
who is willing to vote to increase the authority to build torpedo 
boats will be unwilling to vote for the amendment as thus limited. 

In reply to the Senator from Colorado pr Wotcott], who 
said certain estimates had been made by the etary of the Navy 
which were not being conformed to by the committee, the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has shown that no estimates 
have been submitted by the Secretary of the Navy. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy simply recommended the construction of 2 bat- 
tle ships and at least 12 torpedo boats. The House of Representa- 
tives concluded to appropriate for 4 battle ships and 15 torpedo 
boats. The Senate has stricken out 2 batile ships, bringing the 
appropriation down to the number recommended by the Secretary 
of the Navy, and it is now proposed by this amendment to con- 
aoe instead of 15 torpedo boats, 20 torpedo boats. But, Mr. 

resident 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. CHAND One word, by unanimous consent. The ap- 
propriation is increased in order t 
ter torpedo boats. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to say afew words upon the 
pending amendment. 

The arguments of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] demand that we 
shall reduce all the appropriations, ge Bg public buildings, cut 
off the salaries, stop everything. If this country is bankrupt, if 
it is in serious financial distress, the proposition to cut off two or 
four million dollars upon the arguments made is insignificant, and 
is a conclusion that does not result. 

Again, the proposition that there is no form of the public credit 
that can be properly used except bonds with interest porate in 
gold is another untenable proposition. Are we to stop the employ- 
ment of labor? Is the public credit, which is the most important 
factor in the whole world in all financial enterprises, to be used 
only in the form of gold-interest bonds? I heard the other day 
that in the New York World recently there was a statement that 
the Rothschilds—less than 40 men— accumulated within the 
last few years over $20,000,000,000. Did they have it? We know 
that was a myth. We know it was the public credit of the nations 
of 5 and the pledged taxpaying power in bonds drawing 
in > 

Mr. President, if we need any measures for the public interest, 
if we need public buildings, if we need a navy, if we need an 
army—if these are objects of public utility the proposition that 
this country is bankrupt is entirely untenable. Tt is the richest 
country in the world, whether in accumulated wealth or in the 
wealth that belongs to the people generally. 

If the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Colorado 
desire to lessen the burden of Operae taxation, let them stop 
taxation by corporate powers, by trusts and syndicates, which, 
where there is one dollar collected by the Government, collect 
ten from the people, 

That is the point of viewin which the policy of taxation should 
be attacked, not that which looks to the preservation of the Gov- 
ment and the public defense. This country is the richest coun 
in the world, and if the Senator from Maryland is right he shoul 
be here demanding that Congress shall prolong its session that 
revenue may be supplied. Where is the trouble with a tax on 
beer, a tax on spirits, a tax on tobacco, a tax on luxuries, on 
accumulated wealth? The resources of the United States are 
unlimited, and if there are errors of public policy, itis the business 
of Congress to correct them. If there are errors in the existing 
law, it is the business of the Senator from Maryland and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado to propose to correct them, not to speak of 
financial embarrassments which are the result of our own negli- 
gence and our own fault. 

Mr. President, if I had it in my power I would issue the public 
credit of the United States in the form of Treasury notes or silver 
coin, and I am confident that ay bg Hostal eh pti in the pendi 
bill would be gladly accepted in the form of the public credit 


t we may get larger and bet- 
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the United States in the shape of circulating notes payable at the 
will of the Government. y should it not be so? Why, sir, 
the credit of this country is the most valuable property in the 
world. It is the niost secure Government in the world. The 

roposition of the Senator from Colorado is that the people of the 
Enited States are to take no part in the great measures of public 
policies that look to the advancement of the people, the comfort 
of the great masses of the people, the employment of the unem- 
ployed, the general distribution of comfort and prosperity, but 
that we are to be confined to the mere question whether some 
Administration has administered the finances of the Government 
in the wisest manner, and whether it is subject to the severest 
censure and condemnation. This is not a question for the Sen- 
ate, but it is a subject which imperatively demands our attention, 
not only that we shall supply adequate volume, but also that we 
shall not stifle and embarrass and hinder the enterprise and en- 
ergy and thrift of the people, and also that we shall not fail to use 
the public credit in such method as will least injure and benefit 

largely the people. 
con V. rea ENT. The time of the Senator from Florida 
ired. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the little I have to say, perhaps, 
can be better said at this point than at another during the discus- 
sion of the bill. 

Iam opposed to the increase of our Navy beyond what is pro- 
vided for under existing laws. I think that the true policy of the 
United States is to maintain peaceful relations with all its neigh- 
bors beyond the sea as well as with those immediately adjoining 
us. I do not believe that we are in danger of collision with any 
nation in any part of the world either now or in time to come, 
and that the only danger with which we are threatened is in our 
own midst, if there be any danger. f , 

Iam willing to make large appropriations for the improvement 
of our harbors and our rivers and the opening up of our public 
lands, the building of highways, rai , reservoirs for storing 
water, canals and aqueducts for the transportation of water, and 
the division of public lands into small geographical areas in order 
to make homes for the people; in other words, to develop our 
latent resources, to get the people at work at home, to build school- 
houses and churches and railways, and inall other respects develop 
the resources with which a bountiful Providence has blessed us. 

In addition to that, I do not believe that the millennium has 
quite reached us, or that it has even approached within sight. The 
war spirit among nations has not entirely subsided, There may 

ibly be danger in the future; we do not know what will arise. 
i would have no objection to the construction of coast defenses 
and the manning and equipping of them for the purpose of defend- 
ing our interior. 

e interests of the American Republic are all bound up in the 
little word „peace“; peace with all the world, peace among our- 
selves. With our Northern neighbors, our Canadian friends, we 
shall some day be united in eternal wedlock. Our railways now 

across both of the countries; their people are becoming assimi- 
fated. Some of ours are going beyond the borderand some of theirs 
are coming to this side in order to help one another. Our rail- 
ways are now piercing the Mexican Republic, and it will not be 
many years until Canada and Mexico and the United States of 
America will be one great nation, if we will only pursue a peace- 
ful policy among ourselves. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 
suggest to him that the exception he makes in connection with 
the proper defense of the country ought to induce him to vote for 
the 20 to o boats, for they are purely defensive? 

Mr. PEFFER. Oh, Mr. President, torpedo boats are made for 
the p of running out into the waters on the outside and 
destroying the commerce of the enemy, if we should happen to 
have any—— 

Mr. C DLER. They are for defense. : 

Mr. PEFFER. Or the battle ships of the enemy. It is in the 
line of war spirit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is purely defensive. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Iam influenced in the vote I 
shall give on this question not by any want of confidence in the 
Secre of the Navy, but solely by the fact that we are in no 
condition to build any greater number of vessels than are actually 
demanded by the exigencies of the country. I do not anticipate 
any war, and I am decidedly in favor of a strong, comparatively 
small increase of the ont Hag proposition now made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], it seems to me, 
ought not to be suppo at thistime. The House of Represent- 
atives have provided in the bill for the increase of the Navy to 
the extent of 5 torpedo boats, 4 nese coal battle ships, 
and 10 torpedo boats, the 10 torpedo boats to cost $500,000. 

It seems to me we ought to go nofurther. There is no occasion 
for entering upon the enlargement of the Navy to any undue ex- 
tent. There is nothing in the signs of the times, there is nothing 
in the condition of our foreign and domestic relations, that de- 


mands any haste. There is no danger of a war with any country 
at present; and although the increase of the Navy might be con- 
ducted properly-and efficiently, so as to have.a navy strong enough 
to defend our coasts, I would not now enter upon that course 
further than is absolutely necessary. 

Since the Committee on Appropriations have provided for a 
reduction of the number of torpedo boats (and the Senate has al- 
ready determined upon building only two seagoing coast-line battle 
ships) I think we ought to stand bythe Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I shall therefore vote for no increase whatever that is pro- 
poen in respect to the Navy beyond the limits fixed in the bill. 

think the Committee on Appropriations were very wise in re- 
ducing the number of to: o boats. They can be easily and 
quickly built in case of exigency. They can be built within a 
year, according to the statement of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. There is, therefore, no pressing necessity 
for entering upon their construction now. I am always reminded 
that we have an i ient revenue to carry on the Government. 
It has been shown by the vote already taken in the Senate that 
this body is opposed to any additional taxes. It is opposed to an 
increase of public revenue in that way, while it is conceded on all 
hands, by the Secretary of the Treasury as well as others who 
took a more hopeful view of it a while ago, that there will be a 
deficiency in the revenues this reg) of about $31,000,000. In that 
condition of affairs it is not right, it is not just, for the Senate of 
the United States to provide for greater increase in the Navy. 
This is a merely permissive authority. It says, The President is 
hereby authorized to have constructed by contract,” etc. It is 
not mandatory, and in my judgment, if the President acts wisely, 
he will not exercise the power already given here to build boats 
unless the signs of the times are more favorable to an increase of 
revenue, 

I think the next Administration to be elected this fall had better 
be intrusted with any measures that are necessary to enlarge the 
Navy, and it will also be prepared, no doubt, whatever party may 

revail in this country, to provide additional revenue. Until that 
is done I think all works of any kind or any description whatever, 
all the appropriations contained in the river and harbor bill, all 
the appropriations that depend upon the discretion of the Execu- 
tive authority ought to be limited, and that we ought not in any 
case to extend the amount of the appropriations beyond the 
amount of current revenue. I shall therefore vote against any 
proposition to increase the number of vessels of any kind what- 
ever to be built. I voted yesterday for the reduction of the 
number of seagoing coast-line battle ships to 2. I did it entirely 
for that reason. I should like to see the 4 built, but this is not 
the time to do it. We should wait until our revenues are sufficient 
to justify the ä 

Mr. HALE. r. President, I propose to take very little of the 
time of the Committee of the ole, as there are many amend- 
ments to be offered; and I have not, by the way, although the bill 
has been before the Senate for a full week, taken in all of the time 
of the committee over twenty minutes. 

The other House sends to us a provision for two classes of these 
boats, in number 15, at a cost of 81, 675,000. There are no limita- 
tions except as provided in the clause. The last appropriation of 
$800,000 under the bill as it comes from the House is to be devoted 
to 10 torpedo boats. That would authorize what I believe would 
be practically the 9 this money. It would build 
little torpedo boats that are obsolete and for nothing. No 
other powers build them. In that regard the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is much better, 
and it increases the appropriation, not in the large sum that has 
been stated, but, to be exact, $2,325,000 over the House appro- 
priations, the $4,000,000 being that much more than the House 
provision. 

The amendment sets out each class, into the type of torpedo 
boats that are now being built 9 Sa great nations of the world, 
with a minimum of 28 or of 30 knots. I doubt whether the 20 
boats can be obtained for the $4,000,000, but they can pretty nearly. 
I do not see any objection if any Senator proposes to say that no 
one of these boats shall cost more than $375,000. I give that figure 
because a singularly competent man who has been enga: in the 
building of n&val ships and has had the run lately of the French 
and English yards informs me that it is these large to: 0 boats 
alone that are being built now. The others are considered crea- 
tions of the past. I should hope, as the amendment increases the 
pe let renga above the House provision for this class of vessels 
only $2,825,000, that with some limitation of that kind the amend- 
ment would pass. But I do not pro to take any more of the 
time of the Committee of the Whole, being very desirous that a 
vote shall be taken, and as other important amendments, in the 
discussion of which Senators desire to participate, are coming up. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I should like to make a few re- 
marks in respect to this matter. My theory of the true course 
for the Government to pursue in respect to the Navy is to build 
such ships as it would require a long time to build, to make such 
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provision as it might in the case of exigency be impossible to make 
within a limited time, and to leave to the arising of the exigency 


such action in repara to other matters useful to the Navy as can 
be thus properly left. What is the object of our now expending 
millions on smaller vessels like these torpedo boats that can be 
built in a short time? Before they are built there will be some- 
thing better devised, and they will be useless. The Government 
never built a ship which has not become somewhat obsolete. As 
was stated by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] the other 
day, not a vessel which has been constructed in our new Navy is 
now up to date except the very last ones. It seems to me that the 
course of wisdom is to provide those things for the Navy which can 
not be done ina h and to leave those things which can be done 
quickly to the occurring of the exigency for them. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] informs me that 
under one contract for constructing a torpedo boat only ten 
months are required to build it. I have no doubt such boats could 
be built, if the occasion required, in four months. If that be true, 
why butt a large number of vessels which may become entirely 
useless when the occasion arises for them? This is the only sug- 
gestion I desire to make. I do not understand that the American 
people are striving to build a 5 go a-jingoing with, as the 

tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] substantially put it this 
morning—to equip ourselves with a whinger, in order to become a 
national swashbuckler in the world. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following proviso: 

Provided, That not more than $375,000 shall be expended in the construc- 
tion of any one of said torpedo boats. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read once more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allen, N. 


Coe! 
Allison, Daniel, Kyle, 
Bacon, Davis, Sherman, 
Baker, Dubois, McMillan, Shoup, 
Bate, Elkins, Martin. uire, 
ena Galli eet We Tees” 
8 nger, che ‘eller, 

Burrow 88 1 Turpi 

urrows, rire, Lelson, urpie, 
Butler, Gibson, ¥ Vv 
Caffery, Gordon, Peffer, Walt 
Call, Gorman, Perkins, Warren, 
Cannon, Hale, Pettigrew, White, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Platt, Wolcott. 
Chandler, arris, Pritchard, 
Clark. Hawley, Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as amended, upon which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“each,” in line 24, page 50, down to and including the word , dol- 
lars,” in line 4, page 51, and insert: 

T r 
wo S at E EAEE EA 
to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not to exceed $4,000,000: Provided, That 
not more than $375,000 be expended in the construction of any one of 
said torpedo boats. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secreta roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFE (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Michigan Mr. Burrows]. Not know- 
Sg Pa he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am pai with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. iff 
I am informed that he would vote “ nay,” if present, and I wi 
therefore vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
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senior Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar]. I transfer m 
pair to the junior senator from Ohio . BRICE] and vote ES 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. T. enhi name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. As he is not pres- 
ent. I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that the senior Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired on this question 
with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. I ask 
that this announcement may apply to all yea-and-nay votes taken 
during the foe 

Mr. CAFFERY, I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHIL- 
TON] and will vote. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. BACON. Ihavea general with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. Under our agreement either of 
us is authorized to vote on a question nonpolitical, and I will 
therefore cast my vote on this question. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Lask the Senator from Georgia to transfer his 
pe to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smir]. The Senator 

om Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has voted anyhow, and it will make 
no difference. 

Mr. BACON. I transfer my pair to the Senator from New Jer- 


ax Fe 300 U 
. PASCO (after having voted in the negative). I notice that 
the Senator from Washington fa Witson], with whom I am 
generally paired, has not voted. Ipro a transfer of pairs with 
the Senator from New Hampshire . GALLINGER], so that the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILsox] and the ator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] will stand paired, and in that way I will let 
my vote stand. That arrangement will leave the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] free to vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative), 
That will permit ny vote to stand. I have already voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. am paired with the Senator from 
[Mr. MCBRIDE]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 39; as follows: 


8 YEAS—23, 
Brown Dubais, Hawi Be kins, 
rown, wle T 
nnon, 3 c: 
Carter, Gibson, Mantle, Squire.’ 
er, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. 
NAYS—39. 
Allen, Cockrell, Ne Stewart, 
Allison, Daniel, Palmer, Teller, 
Baker, Gear, Pasco, Turpie, 
ee Hansbrough, Pettigı Vilas 
rry, et W, 
Blackburn, Peitebard. Walt 
Blanchard. Hill. Pugh, Warren, 
Butler, 2 Roach, W nite, 
Caffery, artin, Sherman, W 
Clark, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smit! 
Brice, George, McBride, Thu 
Burrows, Gray, Mills, s 
a poets oe, 8 
Shilton, V. ar ‘tmore, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark, 5 bi Wilson. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Sewell, 


So the amendment as amended was rejected. 
Mr. GEORGE. Ioffertheamendment which I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. After line 18, page 7, it is proposed to inserts 


The Secre of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to pay, im- 
mediately, to patentee the $25,000 appropriated in tho act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal 7 —. ending June 3), 1896, Ped ¢ for 


Lact providing “ for the exclusive 

ces now in use on naval and pro- 
533171, said patent being embraced in a con- 
January 23, 1893, and signed by the Secretary of the Navy and the 


other purposes, approved March 2, 1895. Sai 
rights to and for o ce u 
tected and covered by patent No. 
tract dated 
patentee.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
a submitted by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EORGE]. 
Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask who the patentee is and what 
the payment is for. We are to be economical. 
ae SHERMAN. What is the amount, and for what is it to be 
aid? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be read. 
The Secretary again read the amendment. 

„Mr. TELLER I would say that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions examined that matter, but not in time to put it on the bill 
before it was reported. It was submitted to the Senator from 
Maine and myself, and we decided to let it go on. 

Mr. HALE, It is to carry out a contract, 
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Mr. TELLER. It is to carry out a contract made with the 
Government, and to carry out a law of last year. 


Mr. HALE. This was a provision made in last year’s appro- 
priation act, which has not been paid. The Senator from Colo- 
rado and I looked the matter over, and made up our minds that, 
under the circumstances, the man was entitled to his pay. Let 
the Secretary read the provision in the last naval appropriation 


act. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay, should he consider such pay- 
ment desirable, for the exclusive rights to and for ordnance gy now 
in use on naval vessels and protected and covered by patent No. 535171, said 

tent being embraced in a contract dated January 28, 1893, and signed by 
fhe Secretary of the Navy and the patentee and authorized in the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 90. 
1803, Sun for other 23 $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be immediately available. 


Mr. TELLER. I would say that the patentee is a young man 
of the name of H. B. Hurst, who is a resident of the State of Mis- 
sissippi when he is at home. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that a provision of this kind 
ought to be reported from the Committee on Claims or some com- 
mittee which immediate charge of such 5 It seems 
this was appropriated for last year and that the Secretary of the 
Navy did not hold it to be binding upon the Government; at least 
that is the inference. I think, under the circumstances, we ought 
not to put a claim of this kind upon an appropriation bill. It is a 
private claim and could be objected to upon that ground, without 
putting it upon the broad ground that the money had not been 
paid by the executive authority, they deciding it not to be a just 
claim, or at least not paying it. I think we ought not to put it on 
here. Let it stand like any other private claim, to be referred to 
the proper committee, reported by them, and then acted upon by 
the Banate. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think it is a private claim. It was on the 
appropriation bill of last year, and the Secre „acting in his 
discretion, did not pay it. The ground taken by the Department, 
I understand, is that it was discovered, as claimed by the Depart- 
ment, that certain inventions covering the same principle had 
been made by officers of the Navy Department. and that there- 
fore this was not needed, and was superfluous. The Senator from 
Colorado and myself did not believe that that was sufficient 
ground, but the Department thought it sufficient to prevent this 
man who got the appropriation last year from being paid the 
money. The whole consideration now about it being a private 
claim ended last year when Congress adopted it, and we have rec- 
ommended that it be paid now in accordance with the action of 
last year. The Senate, of course, will do as it pleases about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I notice the phraseology of the statute of 
last year reads: 

To enable the Secretary to pay, should he consider such payment desirable. 

It seems he did not considér such payment desirable; at least he 
did not pay it. There are thousands of meritorious claims against 
the Government. New Hampshire has several, but I do not ex- 
pect to live to see the time when they will be appropriated for on 
a naval appropriation bill or any other bill. It does seem to me, 
when this claimant has a right before Congress to ask that his 
claim shall be adjudicated and the Court of Claims is open to him, 
that we ought not, certainly without a very full consideration of 
this matter, to-cause the Government to pay $25,000 for a claim 
which, I take it, is in controversy. I think there are very grave 
reasons why this amendment should not go upon the present bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government of the United States made a 
contract with this young man for these patented articles. They 
have had the use of them and they are using them now. The 
question is whether they shall pay for them. That is the whole 
matter. It was considered by the committee last year, and has 
been reconsidered by the committee at this session, and we be- 
lieve he ought to be paid. There is not any time under the five- 
minute rule to go into any very extended explanation of thecase, 
and it would be quite impossible to make the proper statement 
of itin that time, but it has been twice before the Cominittee 
on Appropriations, twice thoroughly considered, and itis to carry 
out a contract contained in the law of last year. 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave no doubt the claim is a very good one, but 
there are a great many good claims against the United States to 
carry out contracts which are not paid, and which are delayed 
year after year. This bill, as I understand, is for the support of 
the Navy, and it seems to me the proper place for a claim of this 
kind is not on the naval bill, but on the general deficiency bill, 
where payments of that sort are made. It is rather unusual to 
pay a private claim on a naval appropriation bill, and it seems to 
me — the deficiency bill is up, and we shall not be under the 
five-minute rule, there will be an opportunity to understand the 
claim. I have no desire to oppose an honest claim unreasonably, 
but all we know about this is that the Secretary of the Navy, on 
its being left to him, did not think it a good claim and refused to 


pay it. That is really all we know aboutit. It seems to me that 
it would be better to allow it to come up on the general deficiency 
bill. Then it can be explained, and I have no doubt, if it bea 
proper claim, as I suppose it is, it will be passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not concerned whether this amendment 
goes on this bill or not. Ido not see why it can not be paid on 
this bill, if it ought to be paid at all. just as well as to be paid on 
any other bill; but I rose for the purpose of inquiring from some 
person who knows, presumably the Senator having this bill in 
charge, as to what it is 3 we shall pay for? The amend- 
ment itself does not disclose anything. We are paying for some 
patented articles, and the amendment does not disclose what. 
The act read a moment ago gives us to understand that we are 
paying for some patented articles; but we are not told what those 
articles are, nor what title we are obtaining to them. 

T rose, in the second place, to ask the attention of the Senator 
from Maine to a statement that he made a moment ago, thatnaval 
officers are engaged in patenting certain articles which are used 
by the Navy. I should like to know if that be true. 

Mr. HALE. It appears every now and then that officers in the 
Navy and the Army get out patents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Maine mean to say that 
officers who are in the service of this Government and who have 
been educated by the Government are taking advantage of their 
education and their experience as naval officers by patenting 
articles and selling them to the Government? 

Mr. HALE. That raises another question about selling them 
to a Government. They generally give them to the Govern- 
ment. 

—.— ALLEN. Still they get money out of the Government for 
em : 

Mr. HALE. They do not get any money generally. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not speaking generally. Are there patents 
in existence of that kind? 

Mr. HALE. I donot think, unless there has been a special pro- 
vision authorized by Congress, that there is any case on record 
where army or navy officers getting out patents have received 
money for them. Sometimes 1 have known of cases so remark- 
able, so meritorious, that Congress has authorized some recogni- 
tion of such patents by giving some small sum to the patentee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weare taling about a patent. hat is this 
patent? .What does it consist o 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. The officers do not get royalties. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. Hurst patented certain improvements in 
cartridges and breech-loading guns. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is this gentleman an officer of the Army? 

Mr. TELLER. No; he is a private citizen. His patents also 
cover the use of a practice rifle inside of a large gun. It is taking 
a large gun and putting inside of it another gun, taking out the 
breech lock and using it for practice purposes, for training men, 
etc., and there is a recoil to prevent the smaller gun from injuring 
the larger gun. He has invented various kinds of machinery of 
that sort, which are complicated and difficult to understand. 
Having made these patents, he went to the Navy Department and 
made a contract with Mr. Tracy, who was then Secretary of the 
Navy. Thereupon inquiries were made—and I have a letter here 
owns that they inquired of the Navy Department—to know if 
he could get these patents and whether they were interfering with 
anything else, and also as to whether he made any assignment. 
Then he entered into a contract with the Government that it 
might use these appliances, and the Government has used them. 
Afterwards the Department said that somebody else had made the 
discovery simultaneously with him, although aoao else had got 
a patent, and no patent had been taken out for such appliances. 

nereupon they declined to pay him. Thecommittee, after investi- 
gating, believed that Mr. Hurst was the original inventor, and as 
the Government had had the use of his inventions, and is now using 
them, they could see no reason why the contract should not be 
carried out and why the money which was appropriated last year 
should not be paid. 

I can say to the Senator that we have given some attention to 
this matter, and I have had some knowledge myself regarding it, 
because when the contracts were made by this young man I went 
with him and introduced him to the Secretary of the Navy, so 
that he might be able to make the contracts. e has made them. 
I believe his appliances are valuable, and after examining the sub- 
ject last year and examining it again we think this amount onght 
to be paid him. It would take an hour or two to read the docu- 
ments which the young man has left with me or with the Senator 
from Mississippi to be presented to the Senate. That can not be 
done under the five-minute rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator’s remarks will not be taken 
out of my time. 

Mr. TELLER. Lask the Senator to pardon me. I did not sup- 
pose that my remarks would come out of his time. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I will make this inquiry. I want information. 
The Senator from Colorado has not yet disclosed what we have 
bought from this man or what we are to get from him/ 

Mr. TELLER. We have the right to use this patent. If the 
Senator wants to go into a careful statement of it I have the docu- 
ment here, but it would take some time for him to understand 
the matter, and unless he is a better machinist than the average 
Senator he would not be able to understand it. 

Mr. ALLEN, Do we get the exclusive right to the invention, 
or the right to use it? 

Mr. TELLER We get the exclusive and absolute right. Itis 
good for Feed except the Government of the United States. 

Mr. ALLE Then we are the assignees of the patentee? 

Mr. TELLER. We are, if we pay the money. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do we have anyin tg to pay after this 1 

Mr. TELLER. We have no gy ie pay, no it hh SF he Gov- 
ernment is going to use it, and use it whether it is paid for 
or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order that it is a private 
claim and not in order on an appropriation bill 


ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. HALE. All there is in 8 law on that rinas 
is found in clause 4 of Rule X Undoubtedly no private claim 


can be put upon a general AAE pi bill unless it is under 
= agit —— which are prescribed in clause 4. 
T. Read the rule. 
Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first read the 
amendment. 
The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. GEORGE, 
as follows: 


The Secretary of the Navy is pareve. authorized and required to pay, im- 
mediately, to the patentee the $25,000 ropriated in the = makin; ro- 
tions for the na val service for the ii ear . June 30. and 

or other p approved March ca year “for theexclu- 


„ß eet Bue on paral 8 
and cove nm 0. 

bontract dated January 38, 1883. signed by the 85 . 
the patentee.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the fourth 
clause of Rule XVI. 

The Secretary read clause 4 of Rule XVI, as follows: 

No amendment the object of which = to paea for a 8 claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation unless it be to carry out the 
ponas = an 5 ora treaty stipulation, which shall be ci 

Mr. LODGE. On that point the existing law does not corre- 
spond with this amendment. The existing law is that the Secre- 
tary shall pay the amount at his discretion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the anf. Ihe Chale Smendment by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 


on 


has caused to be read the rule, which is famil- 
iar to the Senate, and the Chair is of the opinion that the amend- 
ment does not carry out existing law, as it is not mandatory, but 
is discretionary with the Secre of the Navy. For that reason 
the Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. I hope, Mr. Président, we shall now proceed with 
the reserved items. I ask the Secretary to read the f first amend- 
menl which has not been acted upon, at the bottom of page 50, 

ine 25. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendments of the 
Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. line 25, on page 50, before the word *‘ tor- 
pao a proposed to strike out “ five” and insert “ three”; ; 50 
as to rea 


And three torpedo boats, 6777 E of ciok Loner thei 


Mr. HALE. This is a committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next reserved amendment was, on page 51, line 1, before 
the word “knots,” to strike out 267 and insert 30”; in line 2, 
before the word“ thousand,” to strike out “and seventy-five”; in 
the same line, after the word “ and,” to strike out not to exceed”; 
in line 3, after the word ‘‘ten,” to strike out or more”; and in 
the same line, after the word exceeding,” to strike out “ eight” 
and insert five“; so as to read: 

And three torpedo boats, to have a maximum of not less than 30 
knots, to cost in all not exceeding $500,000; and not to exceed ten torpedo 


boats to cost in all not exceeding ,000, and to have the highest practicable 
speed for vessels of their class. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, on page 51, line 5, after the word class,“ to insert: 


And not more than two of said battle ships and not more than three of said 
torpedo boats shall be built in one yard or by one contracting party, and in 
each case the contract shall be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the 
lowest best responsible bidder. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next reserved amendment was, on page 51, line 21, after the 


words “battle ship,” tostrike ont ‘‘and oneof said torpedo boats”; 
so as to read: 


And, subject to the provisions hereinafter made, one scagoing battle ship 
shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or in the waters con- 
necting therewith, eto. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

say about that. 
r. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I propose to substitute the word “three” for 
the word one); so as to have it read: 

And three of — torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the 

cific an, or in the waters connecting therewith, provided that said bat- 
tle ship and torpedo boats can be constructed at an additional cost not exceed- 
ing ö per cent, ete. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In other words, the Senator from 
Washin oposes to amend the amendment of the committee, 

The [CE PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated from the desk. 

aS HALE. That goes back to the amendment on lines 21 
and 22. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. SQUIRE. In that connection I have dispatches from the 
Navy Department which I wish to submit to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I will agree to the Senator’s amendment rather 
than have them read. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask that these dispatches be printed in the 
RECORD as part of my remarks, 

The dispatches referred to are as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, April 28, 1896. 


We want to have something to 


Hon. Watson C. SQUIRE: 
In the naval appropriation bill, as now before the Sena 
5 boats not to cost over $50,000, and to have the Pine highest practicable 
the Department. while adhering to its original view, that it should ba 


en the largest possible discretion in let these boats so as to get the 
given results for the Government, no objection, if the Congress so desires, 
shall be built on the Pa- 


to it being provided that one or more of these boats 
cific Coast, with a proviso regarding cost similar to that with reference to the 


battle shi 
zi W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, April 29, 1896. 
Hon. WATSON C. SQUIRE: 


In reply to your written inquiry of this date, I have to say that if all con- 
ditions as fo Erie oe and the * of the builders be fair, the Department 
would consider it — to 5 shipbuilding, including torpedo 


boats for the Navy, on 
W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, May 1, 1598. 

Hon. W. C. SQUIRE: 


Repl to telegram of A 29, the estimated cost for sen rpedo 
boat tall to 1 m New York nee Francisco, most econou 
10 rate o or and e eer’s stores, wo 

ngine M. RAMSAY, Acting Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Washington 
indicate his amendment? 

Mr. SQUIRE. After the word “ battle ship,” in line 21—— 

OLCOTT. How is the RECORD goe to appear? There 
were no remarks made, as I understand, by the ator from 
Washington. A suggestion was made that some remarks would 
be submitted, whereupon the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
said that rather than have the remarks he would accept the amen 
ment. Now, the Senator from Washington proposes o print some 
telegrams in rè to remarks which were not 

Mr. MITC L of Oregon. The Senator from Washington 
desires to have them En rinted as part of his remarks. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. did not so understand. Ishould be glad to 
have the dispatches printed in connection with the speeches of 
both the Senator from Washington and the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I 1 I had the floor at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
Washington to restate his amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. On page 51, line 21, after the words “battle 
ship,” I move to insert and three of said torpedo boats.” 

. HALE. The Senator does not need to do that. Theamend- 
ment of the committee pro to strike out the words “and 
one of said torpedo boats.” fore the vote is taken on that, the 
Senator can move, as he hasa right to do, to strike out ‘‘one” and 
insert three.“ That is all that he needs to do, and then the vote 
will be taken apon the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. SQUIR I accept that suggestion and will move the 
amendment in that way. 

Mr. HALE. I t it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee, in line 25, on page 51, by striking out the word 
one“ and inserting “ three”; so as to read: 


And three of said torpedo boats shall ba built on or near the coast of the 
Pacific Ocean, or in the waters connecting therewith. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Do J understand the Senator from Maine to 
accept that amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Ido. So far as I am concerned I agree to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not. 

A HALE. Ifthe Senator objects, of course the vote must be 
en. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington. The Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment does not increase the number 
to be built, but it does provide that 3 of the 10 torpedo boats shall 
be constructed in the waters of the Pacific. 

Mr.HALE. Three out of 13. 

Mr. GORMAN. Les; 3 out of 13. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It ought to be 5. 

Mr. * Certainly it ought to be 5. 

Mr. E. I thought it better not to increase from 3 to 5. I 
thought the Senators were getting along pretty well with 3. 

Mr. GORMAN. I always wish to deal, and have always dealt, 
very liberally with the Pacific Coast. They have the t navy- 

ard at San Francisco provided for in this bill, and one of the 
ttle ships is to be constructed there at $500,000, or whatever 
it may cost. As to torpedo boats, you can not compete for them 
on the Pacific Coast, considering, as the aright to 
do, the Cost of rtation of such a boat from this side over 
there. You have in that matter absolutely open competition with 
the balance of the United States, and there is no good and sound 
reason, in my judgment, why such a provision should be placed 
in this bill. I know we haye been in the habit of . 
enterprise of this kind, providing that one shall be constru on 
the Gulf and one on the Pacific Coast, but I think our friends on 
the Pacific Coast ought to be satisfied with this bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to say a word if the Senator from Mary- 
land is 5 

Mr. GOR ._ Iam through. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Last November the Government entered into a 
contract for the construction of one torpedo boat on the Pacific 
Coast, in the waters of Puget Sound, at a cost of $160,000, to be 
completed in fifteen months from the time the contract was let. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And there was sharp competition 
for that boat in three or four different places. 

Mr. 3 Very sharp competition. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator will observe that he proposes 
that three of them are to be built there. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; at various places, if suitable bids are made. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no discretion at all left in the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is only 3 out of 13, and discretion is left 
to the Department. I wish to state further to the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senate that it is the policy of the Government, 
as shown in the dispatches I sent to the desk, to encourage the 
construction of some of these to: o boats on the Pacific Coast. 
There is now a torpedo boat there already established, that 
is, I mean in the hands of a private company, quite equal, if rot 
superior, to any barby of that kind that exists on this side. There 
is only one great battle-ship building concern on the Pacific Coast. 
I mean, as everybody knows, the Union Iron Works, of San Fran- 
cisco. There never has been a to o boat built on the Pacific 
Coast. One has been contracted for, and is to be built on the 
waters of Puget Sound for $160,000. As the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL] just remarked, the bid was accepted by the Gov- 
ernment after very severe competition and at a very low price. 
The law at that time authorized the construction of a boat to cost 
$175,000, and the Department, in the exercise of its discretion, de- 
ducted a small amount covering the cost of the armament, and I 
believe that the Government deducted more than was necessary 
for the cost of the armament, and the Department concluded to 
make this contract $160,000, which was $15,000 less than the amount 
authorized by law. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Washington allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. Sot TRE. Iwould 12 to complete my statement, if the 
Senator from Colorado will allow me. 

It is the policy of the Government to continue the existence of 
the shipbuilding concerns on the Pacific Coast; and when the 
ery at Seattle gets through with building the one boat con- 
tra for they ought to have a chance to build another. They 
can not very well compete with the yards on the Atlantic Coast. 
Tt costs more for wages. They have to get every pound of their 
steel from the Atlantic Coast. lied pous of steel used in the 
construction of the battle ships at San Francisco and all the armor 
plates come from Pittsburg. I am informed that it will be the 
same in regard to the torpedo boats. 

I want to mention one fact before I leave this point. I have 
here a dispatch from the Secretary of the Navy stating that the 
cost of transferring one of the smallest torpedo boats from the 
Atlantic Coast to the Pacific Coast—the Ericsson, for instance, or 
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the Cushing—would be $4,000 just for the expense of the coal and 
the oil and the necessary expenses, without including anything 
for the wages of the officers or crew or any estimate for the cost 
of pilotage or any reference to the question of risk to be encoun- 
tered in going around Dao Bon 

Mr. HALE. Will the ator allow me right there? 

Mr. SQUIRE. In amoment. 

Four thousand dollars is about 5 per cent on the cost of the 
Cushing, which was $82,750. So you can see you must have 
some of your torpedo boats on the Pacific Coast, and it is absurd 
to spend the money to send them around the Horn when you can 
have them built there, and so distribute the money in part upon 
the Pacific Coast in payment for these vessels; besides encourag- 
ing the building up of another important shipyard for the benefit 
of the Government. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Washington if he has any 
objection to having the Gulf of Mexico inserted as one of those 


places? 
Mr. SQUIRE. That is already included. 
Mr. N. The Gulf of Mexico is already included. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to ask the Senator 
and the Committee on Appropriations if this would not be a fair 
proposition all around, that in the bill there should be some limi- 
tation of the percentage of cost over which the Pacific Coast 
should not go? That is to say, in the battle ships, one of them is 
to be built on the Pacific Coast, provided it can be built at the 
price mentioned. That is right; that is reasonable. Now, the 
Senator states, which is probably true, that 5 per cent would not 
be enough perhaps to up the difference of cost in the torpedo 
boats; but if you are to build 3 on the Pacific Slope the United 
States ought to have some sort of a percentage on which it can 
protect itself; because if you have three yards on the Pacific Coast 
capable of building these o boats, the Government will find 
those three yards pooled, and the 3 boats compelled to be built on 
the Pacific Slope will cost the full amount appropriated. If the 
Government is required to build the whole 3 boats on the Pacific 
Coast, I suggest that there should be some measurable limitation, 
that the cost of the to boats should not be more than 5 per 
cent over the cost of building elsewhere. 

Mr. HALE. If the 3 are put in, the clause should read: Pro- 
vided, That said battle ship and torpedo boats can be constructed 
at an additional cost not exceeding 5 per cent of the lowest ac- 
et bid,” eto. 

t me say here that one reason which led me, so far as I was 
concerned, to accept the proposition of 3 out of the 13 was that in 
last year's bill we provided for 3 torpedo boats, and provided that 
1 of the boats should be built on the Pacific Coast. The percent- 
age is not nearly so large this year as it was last, and we consid- 
ered the expense of ing these boatsaround the Horn. We 
have to take into consideration the fact that if we can build tor- 
pedo boats there that was not an unreasonable number, although 
Iwas 2 to agree to 5. For that reason I shall vote for the 
3, and I shall move to insert after the word battle ship,” to which 
the 5 per cent applies, the words and torpedo boats”; so that the 
provision will cover the two. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There will have to be another 
amendment made. 

Mr. HALE. I will move it. 

Mr. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado 
to the proviso on the fifty-second page, which will affect to 0 
boats as well as battle ships. That puts it in the discretion of the 
President to have these vessels constructed elsewhere if, after the 
bids are opened, it is found that they can not be economically con- 
structed on the Pacific Coast. 

Mr. HALE. That is cured by the limitation in line 11, which 
Says: 

Subject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided. 


That was put in in order that the Secretary can not overrule the 
5 per cent. The committee has been very careful about this clause, 
and I think it is very well guarded. 

Mr. CALL. My object was to make it imperative that one of 
these boats should be constructed upon the Gulf of Mexico, and 
I think that ought to be done. I think the laboring people and 
others in that portion of the country ought to have the advantage 
of whatever accrues from the disbursement of this money. Under 
the language of the bill, which I understood to be remedied by 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington, it would not be 
imperative, but under that amendment it is imperative that they 

be constructed there. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will state to the Senator from Florida that the 
provisions which have been su ted or prescribed by the Sena- 
tor from Maine are very clear. 52 it is provided that if 
it shall appear to the complete satisfaction of the President of the 
United States, from the biddings for such contracts, * * * 
that said vessels can not be constructed at a fair cost,” etc. That 
is all very well in the next page. j 


om Washington 
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Mr. CALL. At a fair cost,“ the Senator will observe. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iwish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Florida to the fact that the bill as it is now to be 
amended would provide that three of these boats be built on 
the Pacific Coast, provided, as I understand, that provision is also 
to be put in that the cost does not exceed 5 per cent of those con- 
structed elsewhere. Then follows the provision for one to 0 
boat on the Mississippi River and one torpedo boat on the Gulf of 
Mexico, but there is no 5 per cent limit as to them. 

Mr. CALL. That is what I understood. It is to be left entirely 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, when we provide that any of 
these torpedo boats shall be constructed in a particular place, we 
limit the field of competition, and we run a risk of having to pay 
a larger sum than we would pay with full and complete competi- 
tion. On this proposition I am willing to provide that one of 
these boats shall be built on the Pacific Coast, whatever the cost 
may be, within the limit, but if three are to be built there, Ishould 
likè to be informed how many establishments there are on the 
coast that can bid and what the probabilities are as to competition. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, There are three separate and dis- 
3 eee in the city in which I live, the city of Port- 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Washington has, I know, 
full information concerning the Pacific Coast. Will he tell us 
how many establishments there are on that coast which can build 
one of these torpedo boats? 

Mr. SQUIRE, I think we have as many as six or eight. We 
have at Seattle, Moran Bros, Company, and there is at Port Town- 
send another firm—Heffernan—which has now a contract with the 
Government for the construction of steam launches. We have 
other concerns at Portland, whose names I do not now recall, and 
at San Francisco there are several concerns. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Willamette Iron Works and 
Zwicker Bros. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the junior Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Wi1tson] confirm this statement? 

Mr. WILSON. I do not think the junior Senator from Wash- 
ington” can inform the senior Senator from New Hampshire upon 
* 5 : 

. HALE. I am afraid these inquiries will extend to the 
number being increased to 5or 6. Ishould like to have a vote 


on 3. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. HALE. Les; let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The aoe is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], to 
amend the clause proposed to be stricken out by the committee. 

Mr, ALLEN. r. President, I did not intend to delay the vote 
upon the pending measure, but I have thought, in view of the fact 
that the * aval Committee has been very generous in distributing 
the torpedo boats or locating the places where they shall be con- 
structed, that it would not be improper for me to ask the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine who has the bill in charge to permit 
one of these boats to be constructed on the Missouri River. One 
of them is to be constructed on the Upper Mississippi River, I 
understand, which is not as large nor as important a stream at 
the location of the ba er construction as the Missouri River. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, 
as I hope he will not forget, that the South Fork of the Platte also 
runs through his State? 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 was coming to that, and I hope the five-minute 
rule will not be called upon me in exact time. I was going to 
mention the fact that the Missouri River from its mouth to its 
source is something like 2,700 miles long 2,200 miles of which are 
navigable not only for boots but for boats. It is one of the great 
streams of the United States. One of these vessels is to be con- 
structed on the Upper pepe! River. Iam glad to know that 
it is to be constructed there and to be constructed at a city where 
my honorable friend the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. e 
resides, a city of some 35,000 inhabitants. Nebraska has a city o 
200,000 inhabitants on the navigable waters of the Missouri River; 
and why should not we, who have been drought-stricken there for 
years and have encountered all the hardships of pioneer life, have 
the profits as well as the honors to be derived from the construc- 
tion of one of these torpedo boats? = 

The Senator from Washington wants two or three of these boats 
to patrol the creeks and the ditches and the obscure estuaries of 
the Pacific Slope. Weare citizens of the United States, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and yers. Weare citizens to themanner born. Why 
should we not have a torpedo boat to patrol the Missouri River, 
to patrol the meanderings of the Platte, the meanderings of the 
Republican, the meanderings of the North and South Loup, and 
the many magnificent streams that flow through our State? Why 
should not North and South Dakota have a torpedo boat constructed 
upon the Upper Missouri so that it might patrol and guard the 


commerceof the Jim River, which intersects, or bisects, as my friend 
from Illinois would say, both of those great States? 

Mr. KYLE. IL should like to knowif the Senator refers to the 
rivers that cross my State? 

Mr. I refer to the Jim River, which for some four or 
five hundred miles is one of the great and important streams of the 
West. Do you not want a boat constructed on that river and 
kept there to patrol it? 

r. KYLE. We do; and when we come to the river and har- 
bor bill we shall propose—— 

Mr. ALLEN. know the Senator from South Dakota to be a 
candid man, and I pnt the question squarely to him: Do you not 
ace a orpoan boat to patrol the waters of the Jim River? 


Indeed we do. : 
Mr. ALLEN. On page 52, after the amendment of the Senator 
from Washington, I will attach the language to the amendment 
of the Senator from Washi in addition to what he pro: 


ashington 
I move to so amend the bill that one of 5 boats shall be 
constructed upon the Missouri River and be used to patrol 
the waters of that river. 

Mr. HALE. The best place is in line 9, page 52. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will accept the Senator’s suggestion. I pre- 
sume it is just as well there as any other place. 

Mr. HALE It would come in more properly there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, it would come in more 12 there; and 
if the Senator from South Dakota wants one I am perfectly will- 
ing that he shall amend my amendment. I hope the amendment 
will be voted upon, and that the same reasoning which carries 
through the project of the Senator from Washington will take 
these two propositions through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the first question is as to 
whether it is worth anything at all for this nation to try to defend 
itself anyhow against anybody under any circumstances. If add- 
ing to our force would make us too aggressive, the only way to 
keep us peaceable is to make us utterly defenseless. But I take it 
for granted that is not the wish of Congress and the people. We 
must have something, 

Now, torpedo boats are thought to be worth having by all the 
world except the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. Itisa 
wise and pr: thing, as the Navy Department says, and as we 
all know they have said and all of us have said before, to encour- 
age the building up of yards on the Pacific Coast, in which can be 
built something for national defense, and we have sent some there 
to be built. It is desirable there should be torpedo boats there if 
we haye any anywhere, and we must either build them there or 
take them around the Horn, at a cost of about $4,000 each. If we 
build them over there, we get the advantage of bnilding up an 
industry that is valuable to us, as valuable to us as if we owned 
the shipbuilding establishments there, precisely, because we can 
always avail ourselves of them. I think it is entirely a sensible 
t to let them build two or three over there, that they may 
haye shops which can help us hereafter, under the limitation that 
the cost shall not go above 5 per cent over what they can be built 
for on this coast. A dispatch that the Senator did not read, from 
the Navy Department, says: 

If all conditions as to pries and the capacity of the builders be fair, the De- 
ent would consider it i 
83 boats for the ir it good e e cout cic apap ee ic 


And another di 


process of encouraging the development of industries, and build 
up great works upon the Missouri River, which is the important 
river of the United States, and more important than the Upper 
Mississippi. There is no more reason why we should not encour- 
age the development of one of these great industries by the con- 
struction of a torpedo boat at Omaha, or Kansas City, or some 
other important city along the Missouri River, than that one of the 
boats should be constructed upon the Mississippi River. We pay 
our taxes according to our population, and we pay them promptly. 
Weare citizens of the United States. Why should ten of nes 
boats be constructed here upon the Atlantic Coast, where every- 
thing is pooled, and where there is practically no competition? 
And why should the Senator from Washington be permitted to 
take the other three over upon the Pacific Slope, with the single 
one that has slipped up the waters of the Mississippi River? 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit an in- I am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON]. 


terruption? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to conus Just one moment on that point. 
I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that I would not be 

posed to the construction of one or more of those vessels on the 
Missouri River, or on any other 3 ble river in the 
West. I would not be opposed to it at all. erefore it is use- 
less, in my judgment, in discussing the amendment that I propose, 
to offset anything that was said by me or by other Senators in 
favor of my proposed amendment by the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, because we may be able to vote as he wishes 
when we come to that sae 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Washington, 
then, to accept my amendment as a part of his amendment. 

Mr. SQ E. Ido not understand that the Senator’s amend- 
ment is to come in at this place. I understood him to accept the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine that his amendment should 
come in on page 52, line 9, after the words Gulf of Mexico.” 
That is the proper place for it to come in, and I understood the 
Senator from Nebraska to consent that it should come in there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let it come in there. Ido not care 
where it comes in. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
also if he does not begin to feel out there in Omaha some shiver 
of fear from that attack which is to be delivered upon us when the 
cordon is complete from Halifax, by way of Jamaica, entirely 
around the United States, and the Hawaiian Islands brought into 


the circle? 

Mr. No; I do not feel any fear of that attack, for the 
simple reason that I am satisfied the gentlemen who would make 
the attack, if they had the opportunity would be lost upon the 
great plains of Nebraska, and they would not be furnished with 
any guides to assist them to penetrate our section of country. We 
are a people who have 5 some experience 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Ne- 
braska has ired. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend line 21, p 51, by striking out the 
word “one” and inserting the word three“; so as to read: 


And three of said torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the 
Pacific Ocean. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee to strike out the clause as 
amended. 

Mr. HALE, That is only a formal vote. The expression of the 
Senate already is that there shall be three built on the Pacific 
Coast; but a formal vote should be taken on striking it out. The 
committee rt in favor of striking it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee striking out the provision as amended. 

The question being put, there were, on division—yeas 19, nays 29. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to haye the question stated. 
What is now the 8 before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment, 

The SECRETARY. The committee amendment, in lines 21 and 
22, page 51, is to strike out the words— 

And three of said torpedo boats. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause has been amended by 
striking out ‘‘one” and inserting ‘‘three.” The question now is 
on sere, to the committee amendment, striking out the clause 
as amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The text was amended by chang- 


ing one to three, 
. HALE. That has been passed upon. The committee 
amendment was to strike out one torpedo boat. The Senate has 
ut in three, and the question is, will the Senate now strike those 
ree out. Those in favor of retaining three will vote ‘‘nay.” Of 
course those in favor of striking it out will vote yea.“ 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. I 
understand that he would vote ‘‘nay” upon this question, and I 
will vote. I vote “nay.” f 

` Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
Ishould vote “nay.” 7 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). On this question 


If he were here, I should vote nay” and he would vote yea.“ 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. DUBOIS. With the consent of the Senator from Georgia 
Mr. Bacon], I will announce the pair of the Senator from Rhode 
land [Mr. WETMORE] with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SmirH] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. BACON. Iwill transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] to the junior Senator from 
New York pir. Murray]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 22; nays 41, as follows: 
YEAS—22. 
Allen, Daniel, Mills, 
Bate, George, Palmer, Verb 
Berry, Gorman, Pasco, Vilas 
Blackburn, Hill, Peffer, Walthall. 
Butler. Kyle Pugh, 
Caffery, in, Roac 
NAYS—4L 

Allison, Dayis, Lod Proctor, 
Bacon, Dubois, McBride, Sh 
Baker, Elkins, 0 Shoup, 
Bae Saline Mitchell, Oreg. Ste 

‘own, T, k 
5 pa tchell, Wis. Teller, 

zall, ibson, elson, 

Cannon, Gordon, Per Wilson. 

rter, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, ol 
Clark, Hawley, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—2%. 

Aldri Gra: Morgan, 

2 Tin, Morrill Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hoar, Murphy, Warren, 
Chilton. Irby, y. Wetmore, 
C U. Jones, Ark. we! W. 
Cullom Jones, Ney. Smith, 

Faulkner, Lindsay, Thurston, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Now, in line 24—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope 

Mr. HALE. I am only having this clause perfected before we 
come to the Senator's amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. After the words“ battle ship,” in line 24, page 51, I 
move to insert or torpedo boats“; and on the next page, after 
the word ‘‘ships,” I move to insert the same words. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘ battle ship,” in line 24, 
page 51, it is proposed to insert “or torpedo boats,” and after the 
word “ships,” in line 1, page 52, it is proposed to insert or tor- 
pedo boats”; so as to read: 

Provided, That said battle alip or torpedo boats can be constructed at an 
additional cost not . pr cent of the lowest accepted bid for the 
other battle ships or torpedo provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Before going to the lower part of the bill, there is 
an amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to be considered, 
coming in after the words Gulf of Mexico,” in line 3, page 52. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have the amendment in form here. ji move to 
strike out the word and,“ in line 2, page 52; after the word 
Mexico,“ in line 3, to insert and one torpedo boat on the Mis- 
souri River,” and after the word “ Mississippi,” in line 8, to insert 
“or Missouri.” 

Mr. HALE. All those eee perfect the clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “river,” in line 2, 52, it 
is proposed to strike out the word “and”; after the word “ Mex- 
ico,” in line 3, to insert the words “and one torpedo boat on the 
Missouri River,” and after the word Mississippi,” in line 8, to 
insert the words ‘‘or Missouri”; so as to read: 

And one torpedo boat on the Mississippi River, one torpedo boat on the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico, and one torpedo boat on the Missouri River: Provided, 
‘That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President of the United States 
from the biddings for such contracts when the same are opened and exam- 
ined by him that said vessels can not be constructed at a fair cost on or near 
the coast of the Pacific Ocean, or on the Mississippi or Missouri River, or the 
Gulf of Mexico, he shall authorize the constrastion of said vessels, or either 
of them, elsewhere in the United States, subject to the limitations as to cost 
hereinbefore provided, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not hear the remarks of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I merely wish to inquire whether 
there is any establishment on the Missouri River capable of build- 
ing a torpedo boat. r 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no doubt about it. There is on that river 
Kansas City, Mo., where there are large iron works; there is the 
city of Omaha, Nebr.; the city of Council Bluffs, in Iowa, across 
the river; Sioux City, Iowa, and several important cities. Twoof 
the important capitals of the nation are on the upper Missouri 
River, Pierre and Bismarck. I have not the slightest doubt that 
there is as much capacity at those cities to construct one of these 
torpedo boats as there is at any city on the Mississippi River. We 
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are an industrious people in that section. We can very soon get 
ready to build one of these boats if there is anything lacking. I 
do seriously hope, in view of the fact that these boats are being 
sent around to the different parts of the Union for construction, 
one being sent to the important river, the Mississippi, which I 
heartily approve, that the other one will be located on the Mis- 
souri River, to be let to some contractor for construction on that 
river. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I congratulate the Senator from Nebraska 
upon having made one of his shortest speeches and having gained 
one vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHITE. There is one feature of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska which appeals to me very strongly, 
and that is that the to o boat when built at Omaha wil i at 
least be safe. Admiral Walker in the hearing before the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses was asked by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Gorpon]: 

Under the conditions existing now, what would be the effect if the English 


a e a They would probably capture or destroy our whole 
avy. 

So the element of safety which surrounds this case, as I have 
already stated, appeals to me with much force. I would prefer 
for the same reason that the boat should be built in the Grand 
Sanyon of the Colorado. That I can not get, and I will accept 


a. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NI. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 52, after the word Mexico,” in the third 
line, I ask the Senator from Maine to insert the same provision 
that is to be found on page 51: 

Provided, That said battle ship can be constructed at an additional cost not 


exceeding 5 per cent of the lowest accepted bid for the other battle shi ro- 
vided for in this act. pep: 
Mr. HALE. I could not, of course, to do that. The 


exception was made in the case of the Pacific Coast on account of 
added cost of transportation of materials there and added prices 
and cost generally. But I could not by any means agree to apply 
it, because there would be no end toit. It would want to be ap- 
plied to the Mississippi River and everywhere else, and there is no 
ezpa especially in taking materials to those places or in taking 
a ship from them. The reasons that apply to Čalifornia and the 
Pacific Coast do not apply to these other 2 It never before 
has been asked for by any other place. I hope the Senator from 
Florida will not urge the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. The reasons apply in part to the extent of the dif- 
ference in the distance; that is all. The principal object of the 
clause is to give the people in this portion of the country where 
the ships can be constructed the opportunity to do so. This is an 
absolute discretion in the President and the Secretary. They can 
do as they please about it. There is no use to put a clause in the 
bill providing that one vessel shall be constructed on the Gulf of 
Mexico and say if the Secretary or the President choose to do it. 
That is all I have to say about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is a very meritorious claim, a just claim 

ve the Government, which has been ruled out on the point 
of order. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
complete this clause? 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely want to offer an amendment. Let me 
dispose of it right now. 

Mr. HALE. All right. 

Mr. GEORGE. [I offered the amendment, which was ruled out 
of order by the advice of some of the most experienced parlia- 
mentarians in the Senate. I have now been advised to offer the 
amendment which I hold in my hand, which I presume will not 
be objected to. It may be, upon the ground of order; I do not 
know about that. The object of the amendment now offered is to 
submit to the Court of Claims the question of the right of this 
party against the Government. Certainly there can be no objec- 
tion to that. It has been shown here already by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that the Government made a contract and 
purch this man’s patent and is now using his device. The 
question of payment having been ruled out of order, I hope at 
least that Senators will allow this amendment to go into the bill 
and let the claim be referred to the proper tribunal to decide 
whether or not the Government owes anything—whether or not 
it has taken his patent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 13, on page 7, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is here 


authorized and uired immediately 
to pay to the patentee of the patent ne 5, i 


o. 533171, out of thi 000 appropriated 


- 


for certain rights under 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, the sum of $976.22, the total amountexpended by the patentee at 
the Washington Navy-Yard in 5 and l-bore small-arm experi- 
ments made at said navy-yard. The balance of said $25,000 the Secretary of 
the Navy shall hold subject to the order of the Court of Claims, said court 
being hereby and required to advance and adjudicate this claim un- 
der said act providing for payment for ordnance appliances now in use on 
naval vessels and covered and protected by patent No. 533171." The Court 
of Claims to determine, first, whether the Government has infringed any one 
or more of the claims of patent No. 533171; second, whether said patent was 
covered by the contract by the patentee and the late Secre of the 
Navy and authorized in the act making appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing Jane 30, 1893, and for other purposes; and third, the amount of compensa- 
tion, including reasonable damages and costs, that the patentee is entitled to 
receive under said contract. The Court of Claims to admit as evidence all the 
correspondence and documentary proof in this case. 

pupon judgment for the patentee by said court tho Secretary of the Navy 
8S use the balance of the $25,000 appropriated for patent No. 533171 to sat- 
Sai such * in full or in part, and pay the same to the patentee. 

nd the said Court of Claims may render a separate judgment, including 

reasonable and costs, should infringement be proven by the Govern- 
ment of either of the other inventions covered by said contract, a lications 
filed March 28, 1892, serial No. 426859, and July 28, 1802, serial No. 


Mr. SHERMAN. This ition is subject to the same ob- 
jection that I made heretofore. Besides, this man can sue in the 
Court of Claims. The Court of Claims has jurisdiction of all 
cases of private citizens against the United States, and there is no 
reason why we should give this particular litigant any particular 
favor. I make the point of order against the amendment. It is 
the shortest way to do it. He can sue in the Court of Claims any 
day he chooses. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made inst 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. The Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order 
under the rule. 

Mr. HALE. The next committee amendment is on page 52, 


line 14. Let it be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, line 14, before the word days,” 
it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ninety” and insert one 
hundred and twenty“; so as to read: 

Provided further, That the contracts for the construction of the vessels 
herein provided for shall be made within one hundred and twenty days from 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

. HALE. Now letthe next committee amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, after line 15, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for the build- 
ing of two submarine to: o boats of the Holland type, at a cost not exceed - 
ing $175,000 each, said boats to be constructed and delivered to the Navy De- 

rtment within four months from the date of contract: Provided, That the 

olland boat now being built for the Department shall be accepted by the 
Department as fulfilling all the uirements of the cont: and as Neing 
satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy; but no action be taken 
therein untilsaid Holland boat now being built for the 2 Shall have 
been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of Navy, and there- 
upon accepted. 

The amendment was s arroen to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the Committee on 5 Will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. page 53, line 7, before the word hun- 
. to strike out six and insert three“; so as 
to read: 


tent No. 533171 in the act making appropriations 


Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits of ves- 
sels and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, and of the vessels 
authorized under this act, $7,370,679. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the word ‘‘ seven,” before the word“ million,“ in line 7, and insert- 
meo six”; so as to conform to the action of the Senate in regard 
to battle ships. 

The SkcrETARY. In line 7 it is proposed to strike out seven“ 
and insert six”; so as to read“ $6,370,679.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now let the next clause be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, beginning with line 9, on page 53, to 
the end of line 21, on the same page. 

Mr. HALE. In line 20, on page 53, I move to strike out the 
word eight“ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ three.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, page 53, itis proposed to strike out 
the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof three“; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic man- 
ufacture for the vessels authorized by the act of August 3, 1586; of those 
authorized by the act of June 30. 1899; of those authorized by the act of July 
19, 1892; and of the vessels authorized by the act of March 3, 1893; of the three 
torpedo boats, act of July 26, 1891; of the vessels authorized under the act of 
March 2, 1895, and of the vessels authorized under this act, $4,371,454. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine whether that 
sum can not be further reduced? 

Mr. HALE. No; I am afraid I have proposed to reduce it a 
little too much. There will be very little armor contracted for 
this year, and if a certain amendment—— 
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Mr. GORMAN. All right. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is far enough. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine Gr. HALE]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. H. To come in at what point? 

Mr. SQUIRE, I should like to offer an amendment on page 21. 

Mr. . Will the Senator wait until I can get through with 
the committee amendments? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to know of the Senator from Maine 
whether there was an agreement made to yote on the bill ata 
specific hour? 

Mr. HALE. There was not; but it was agreed that we should 
stay to-night until the bill was finished and passed. I now wish 
the committee would go back to the reserved amendments, as I 
want to have them taken up first. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit one amendment from 
the committee on page 2, as to surgeons of the Navy? 

Mr. I would rather take up the reserved clauses before 
taking up other amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have an amendment to offer, if it is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Maine. Does he intend to proceed with the committee 
amendments and dispose of them first? 

Mr. HALE. I propose first to take up the reserved amendments 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The committee amendments? 

Mr. HALE. They are committee amendments. Then any 
amendments will be in order. The natural order is to take up 
those which have been reserved and passed over. Then the Sena- 
tor, of course—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that. Ido not wish to be 
shut out, however. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the Senator will not be shut out. Lask 
the Secretary to go back and read the committee amendment on 

43 


ge 43. 
Pepe SECRETARY. On page 43, after line 2, it is proposed to strike 
ont: 

Pay of 10 sergeants, 40 corporals, 12 drummers, 12 fifers, and 426 privates, 
to be enlisted in accordance with the proves of section 1506, Revised Stat- 
utes, $71,560, to be immediately available. 
= Mr.HALE. Theseamendments, the amendment on page 45, lines 
19 to 23, the amendment on page 46, lines 3 to 7, inclusive, and the 
amendment on page 50, lines 10 to 15, inclusive, are all one amend- 
ment substantially; that is, they apply tothe Marine Corps. One 
amendment is for pay; another is for articles of furniture; another 
is for proyisions, and they all go together. The committee, I will 
simply say, believing that this could wait and is not so imperative 
as the increase of the force of the Navy, the enlisted men, struck 
it out, thereby saving some three or four hundred thousand dol- 
lars, and it is for the Senate to determine. I should like consent 
to be given that the amendments may be considered all together, 
because one goes with the other. Ido not wish to take up any 
more time. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Maine 
would set forth a little more in detail the reasons why the Marine 
Corps should not be enlarged. I suppose there will be some lar 
vessels going into commission before long with large crews. In 
short, the conditions that require a marine corps are going to be 
very much enlarged. 

“Nobod y thinks of dispensing with such a corps. It has been 
found in the best of navies and in our own from the beginning 
of the Government to be essential to the wise and safe government 
of a ship,and a very valuable instrument in case the necessity is 
ee upon a naval vessel to enter a foreign harbor and protect 
American property and the lives of American citizens, In such 
cases a marine corps, a well-drilled, faithful body of men, is al- 
ways ready to be thrown ashore to protect a consulate or a lega- 
tion, and our Marine Corps has made very honorable records 
during all this time. It has nineteen times been thanked by votes 
of Congress, and I think the wisest and most experienced naval 
officers consider that a certain body guard, a certain reserve of 
pitay 3 force, or nearly so, is essential to the wise conduct 
of the Navy. l 

Mr. HALE. The committee did not think the burden was upon 
it to show why the Marine Corps should not be increased. The 
burden is on the advocates of the increase. The committee did 
not think that under present conditions 500 men, including the 
lower grades of officers, were imperatively needed now by the 
Marine Corps. They did not believe they were so much needed 
as the thousand men for the enlisted part of the Navy given last 

or the thousand men given in the bill for this year. It was 
thought, compari e two together, that this matter could wait. 
The . Was general in the committee in report- 


ing the bill, that the reasons for the increased expense were not 
sufficient to justify us in putting it on. 

Mr. CHAND One presumption in favor of the amend- 
ment is that it has already been adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Not the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The original proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Not the amendment; the original clause. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The provision for the increase comes from the 
other House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proposition to increase the noncom- 
missioned officers and privates in the Marine Corps met the favor 
of the House of Representatives. The Senate committee proposes 
to strike out the increase. The necessity for the increase is proved 
by the increase in the number of our ships. The Marine Co 
are the soldiers of the Navy, and it is important that we should 
haye in every naval station a good strong company of marines, 
Tt is important that we should have upon 5 of the Navy 
a strong, well-filled company of marines. These marines are 
wanted for the battle ships, the large cruisers we have built which 
are going upon the ocean, to be a credit to the country in every 
way. and just as much as we want the increase in seamen so we 
want the increase of 500 marines. The other House and its com- 
mittee have studied this subject carefully, and they believe that 
considering the growth of the Navy this increase in the Marine 
Corps ought to be acceded to. 

No additional officers are provided for. There is no increase of 
captainsand lieutenants, but only of noncommissioned officers and 
privates, The increase of the ships of the Navy is such that if we 
are to man the various vessels which we propose to send out to 
the world to our national credit as they ought to be manned, we 
should have the additional 500 marines. ey are just as much 
a necessity as the increase of the number of seamen of the Navy. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that the Secretary of the Navy in- 
formed the House committee that this is an absolutely essential 
addition; that it is impossible for the present force todo fhe work 
required of the Marine Corps. 

r. HALE. He did not make that statement to the Senate 
committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam informed that the statement was made in 
writing to the House committee. 

Mr. The committee of the Senate asked the Secretary 
which he considered the more essential or the essential thing in 
the force of the Navy, and he said the enlisted men in the line of 
the Navy rather than the Marine Corps. I do not mean by that 
that he was not in favor of an increase of the Marine Corps, but, 
taking the two together, he stated that the essential thing was the 
other and not this. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not mean to moy ai the Secretary did not 
consider the seamen more essential than the Marine Corps, but if 
the Marine Corps is to be maintained, and in his report he argues 
very strongly in favor of maintaining it—I understand he formally 
wrote to the House committee that it was absolutely essential to 
have this addition. 

The Marine Corps is the police of the Navy, both on the ships 
and at the yards. The increase of the Navy necessarily requires 
a larger force of marines. There has been no addition to the force 
since this large increase in the Navy has been made, and they are 
really becoming every day more and more unable to perform the 
necessary work. That is, the Department either have to send ships 
to sea without the marines or they have to leave the Government 

roperty, the yards, unprotected. If the Marine Corps is to be 

ept up atall, and I suppose it is, because all the best judges con- 
cede it to be a very important branch of the Navy, it seems to me 
we ought certainly to make it able to perform the duties which it 
is called upon to perform. 

It may also be said in regard to the Marine Corps that under 
the conditions on the new ships the marines are able to perform 
many duties which they were unable to do upon the old ships. 
The phe and officers of the Marine Corps can be trained to 
handle and work the guns, so that a sufficient force of marines on 
board ships not only supplies the Marine Corps and takes care of 
police duties, but it is also to a certain extent able to perform duties 
of seamen and in that way prevent a further increase in that 
direction. It seems to me that if the Corps is to be kept up at all 
we should follow the provision of the House, made — 5 careful 
deliberation and full hearing of the Secretary and the command- 
ant of the Marine Corps, and give the increase asked for, which is 
not an excessive one. 

Mr. MILLS. Why would it not be a good idea to divide up the 
increase between the seamen and the marines, giving 500 to each? 

Mr. LODGE. We have already given the increase as to seamen. 

Mr. BACON. If Iam not mistaken in my recollection—and if 
I am the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and other members of 
the committee will correct me—the Secretary of the Navy com- 
municated to the Naval Affairs Committee what were the wants 


1896. 
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of the Navy with reference to the increase of seamen. The num- 
bers and the reasons were stated by him, and if I recollect cor- 
rectly there was no statement made by the Secre of the Navy, 
either then or at any other time, to the Naval Affairs Committee 
to the effect that an additional number of marines was desired 
for the service of the Navy. The Senator from Maine . HALE], 
or the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], or the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. PERKINS], all of whom were present at 
the time, will correct me if I am in error about the matter. f 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not hear his 
statement. 

Mr. BACON. I stated to the Senator that the Secretary of the 
Navy had communicated with the Naval Committee upon the 
subject of what increased number of seamen were needed, and 
that while he stated the number of seamen that were needed, he 
did not state that any increased number of marines were required. 

Mr. HALE. The communication the Senator refers to was, as 
I understand, limited to an increase of the enlisted men of the 
Navy, and did not refer to this. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have here a communication 
sent to the House committee by the Secretary of the Navy, in 
which he says: 

Str: I have the honor to forward herewith copy of aletter from the Colonel 
Commandant of the United States Marine Corps, calling attention to his 
statements, and to request, for the therein mentioned, that an appro- 


reasons 
on be made to provide for 500 additional men in the Marine Corps. The 
w already authorizes the enlistment of these men, so that only an appro- 


priation is necessary. 
Very respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 


Hon. ©. A. Bou 


Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

He indorses the report of the commandant, which I have here, 
and this report is at some length. He states, as I have said, that 
it is absolutely essential to have this additional increase of marines, 
and he asks also that some of them be immediately available, as 
the pressure is so great. He gives extracts from some of his pub- 
lished reports, in which he says, among other things: 

The increased demand for sea service has rendered it necessary to so reduce 


the number of men on shore as to make it impossible to furnish sufficient men 
for guard duty at the different navy-yards without a severe strain upon the 
enlisted men. 


Mr. HALE. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam reading from the printed report of the com- 
mandant of the marines, indorsed by the Secretary of the Navy— 

In fact this strain has been so great as to cause considerable dissatisfaction 
and discontent in the ranks, and has resulted in the corps losing many of its 
old soldiers, and to deter others from joining it. It is not an unusual occur- 
rence for the enlisted men to be forty-eight hours on D consecutively, 
with but twenty-four hours off, thus allo them only one night in three 
to sleep in.“ At no army post in this coun! issuch severe guard duty 


performed. 

These men are engaged directly in the protection of Govern- 
ment property at every navy-yard in the country and at every 
naval station. They are the only police to guira that property, 
and when an order comes for them to go on ship, miey have 
to be taken from the yards, and the property of the Government 
is exposed, as there is no other police to protect it. They have 
not got enough to meet the quotas which are required for the new 
ships which are coming into commission every đay. Unless the 
Senate is prepared to enter upon the policy of abolishing the 
Marine Corps, which would be a very violent step, which, I think, 
nobody recommends—if we are going to have the Government 
property properly guarded, we certainly ga to have the addi- 
tion for which the commandant asks, and which the Secretary of 
the Navy has formally indorsed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | POSS! 


submitted by the committee, 

Mr. LODGE. I will merely say in addition that the Secretary 
says—and I call attention to the fact—the-law authorizes now 
3,100 men, and all that is needed is the appropriation. It is not 
to authorize an enlistment of new men, but it is simply to carry 
out SREDE law. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Secretary of the Navy 
stated to us at the last session that he wanted an increase of a 
thousand sailors, which would cost half a million dollars a year. 
In this bill there is provision for an increase of 1,000 sailors in 
addition to those of last year, making the increase of sailors 2,000, 
and there is also an increase of 500 marines, I understand the 
Department prefers the increase of the number of sailors rather 
than of the ine Gorps, if they can not have both; but it is due 
to the Secretary to say that he would like to have 2,000 sailors and 
500 marines, so as to have our Navy on a war footing in a time of 


peace. 

I understand there is very great division of sentiment among 
the officers of the Navy as to the propriety of increasing the sail- 
ors and marines, some holding that the marines on great 
ships are of more use than thesailors. They are certainly cheaper. 
The Committee on Appropriations has not agreed with that recom- 


mendation, and thought it unwise at this time to give 1,500 addi- 
tional men tothe Navy. Therefore I trust that the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER.» There may be some difference of opinion 
among naval officers as to the propriety of standing by the Marine 
Corps, but there seems to be no hesitancy on the part of the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Navy, who at this time is in some disfavor 
with the Senator from Maryland 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As to the wisdom of keeping up the Marine 
Corps. The Secretary devotes a page of his report to the Marine 
Corps, and I will quote only one sentence: 

There has always been more or less objection on the part of some officersof 
the Navy to on board ship, but as marines have constituted a part 
of onr naval establishment both on shore and at sea from its infancy, it ma 
fairly be presumed that experience has, in the opinion of those who contro! 
demo: the wisdom of maintaining this branch of the service. 

Then the Secretary proceeds to argue at length, and says in 
conclusion: 

For these and other reasons the Department decided to put 60 marines and 
2 marine officers on board the Indiana, and it will put marines on the other 
battle ships as they are severally commissioned. 

This country is not reduced, Mr. President, to such a petty 
strait, even under the present Administration of the Government, 
which it seems necessary for the Republicans all the time to de- 
fend from Democratic attacks, that it can not, in connection with 
5 of its Navy, authorize the 500 marines who are now 
needed. 

Mr. President, two-thirds of this country thirty years ago 
expended §6,000,000,000 and ran into debt $2,700,000,000, and 
it did not distress it half so much as the Senator from Mary- 
land seems to be distressed to-day on the question of whether we 
shall expend $1,000,000 or $2,000,000 more or less now because 
we have not money in the Treasury to pay the bills. The conn- 
try expects that Congress will provide for the national defense 
here and now, not extravagantly, not recklessly, but judiciously 
and appropriately; and when appropriations are made, somehow 
or other—either by President Cleveland or Secretary Carlisle or in 
some other way—the money will be provided, and all this discus- 
sion about the condition of the Treasury which has been indulged 
in in connection with this bill seems to me to be out of place. I re- 
peat, it is pitiful to think that we are to be told that we can not give 
500 additional. marines, if they are needed to complete the corps, 
because there is not money enough in the Treasury to do it, when 
the Senator from Maryland is going back to his Republican State 
to tell the people there that he did succeed in saving two battle 
ships—$10,000.000. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply wish to suggest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that we had a very different system of finance at the 
time to which he refers. i 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire, so that we may know about this matter, if 
there is any pressing necessity to increase the Marine Corps until 
the battle ships are constructed? It will take, as I understand, 
some two or three years to construct them and to put them in a 
condition where they will be fit to be armed and manned. Why 
start at this time, three years in advance, to increase the Marine 


I want to observe in connection with this question, so that the 
RecorpD may contain it and it may appear as part of the proveed- 
ings here, that it occurs to me that this is part of the old scheme 
by which the people of this country have been buncoed for the 
last twenty-five or thirty years, of making lavish appropriations 
and lavish contracts for the Army and the Navy, and for other 
Departments of the Government, with the ulterior purpose, and 
ibly with the sole purpose, of laying the foundation to increase 
the burdens of taxation upon the people to neet those obligations. 

I believe there is no necessity for any increase of these marines, 
and I do not think there is the slightest necessity for an increase 
of the Navy at this time—the naval force. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Let that a ply also to the amendment on page 45. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 45, after line 18, to 
strike out down to and including line 23, as follows: 

For 500 noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, to be enlisted in 
accordance with the provisions of section 1596, Rev Statutes, $90,612.75, to 
be immediately a ble. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the amendment after line 2, on page 46, 
be rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 46, after line 2, it is proposed to 
strike out from line 3 to line 7, as follows: 


For 500 noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, to be enlisted 
in accordance with the provisions of sectio Revised Statu T, 
= oe p of section 1506, tes, $17,256, be 


The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. HALE. Now let the amendment on page 50, from line 10 
to line 15, be rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, On page 50, after line9, itis proposed to strike 
out as follows: 


For iron bedsteads, 
and other articles for 500 noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 


mattresses, mattress covers, pillows, clothing boxes, 


to be enlisted in accordance with the provisions of section 1596, Re 
utes, $3,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I believe the Senator from Maryland has a com- 
mittee amendment to offer. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment from the Committee on 
Appr riations, to come in at the end of line 17, on page 2. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, after the word “action,” in line 
17, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That such surgeons in the Navy not in line of promotion 
as may have been appointed to that position in accordance with a special act 
of 8 for meritorious services during yellow-fever epidemics shall 
have all the benefits of their previous service in the same manner asif said 
appointments were a reentry into the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, I offer, by request, the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., On page 50, after line 19, it is proposed to 


Stat- 


The Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War shall first cause to be 
tested the improved battle-ship armor and method of working the guns of 
— . e l, together vom a hg cements apone wod eF iercing igen 

e ~ er guns, which, it appears, he invented and proposed 

1883 and Saat to the Senate Select mittee on Heavy a reported 

them and now adopted in the Navy and Army, the armor to be used in 

of the armor now being made when it proves superior in resistance or 

less in weight of equal resistance; and appoint a of officers and report 

to Congress what is a just compensation tosaid Hubbell for his invention and 

om of said high-power steel guns now used, said armor for battle snipe; 

method of working the guns, and said shells and shot, or either of them, for 
the secret or the public service of the United States Navy and Army. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk, to come in on line 13, page 21, after the words sixty 
thousand dollars.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” in line 13, on page 
21, it is proposed to insert— 

Machinery for said shops, $25,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement 
very briefly on this matter. I suppose a point of order can be 
raised on the amendment. I do not find in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy that there is a 8 recommendation of an 
appropriation for this amount; but I think it is right and proper 

at the statement shonld be made to the Senate, and I hope the 
committee will allow the amendment to come in without raising 
the point of order. I have here a very brief dispatch from the 
Secretary of the Navy, as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, April 20, 1896. 
Hon. WATSON C. SQUIRE: 


In reply to your 1 asking how much it will cost for machinery for 
the new shop provided for in the pening naval appropriation bill at the 
naval station, Port Orchard, Puget Sound, and also if the Department had 
the money, could it equip this shop during the coming fiscal year with such 
machinery, I have to sag tnat it would cost $25,000 to furnish the shop with 
proper machinery, and t the same could be put in there by Department 

the coming fiscal year. 


z W. MCADOO, Acting Secretary. 
I would also, in this connection, by permission of the Senator 


having charge of this bill, present a letter from the Navy Depart- 
ar ee y 1, 1896, which, with the permission of the Senate, 
read: 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 1, 1896. 
Sin: In reply toinquiries of Hon. WATSON C. Squire, United States Sen- 
ator from Washington, the ent telegraphed to him thatif $25,000 was 
appropriated in the present bill for the mon of equipping the new ma- 
0 shop at Port Orchard, Puget Sound, the 8 would be placed in 
there during the coming fiscal year. If the appropriation for the shop now 
in the bill carries work will be immediately commenced on it after the Ist 
of July, and it will be very 5 completed. If the bill also ied an 
3 for machinery the Department would have the same ready for 
e shop when it was completed. > 
An estimate in detail for ship fitters and machine-shop tools, amounting to 
$31,625, is inclosed herewith. As will be seen, the estimate is e by the 
Chief Constractor, the shop in question being for the use of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair. The dock at Port Orchard, now completed, is one 
of the largest and most efficient in possession of the Governmen: 


Very respectfully, 
W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate, 


Here is a list, which I do not suppose it is necessary to read, 
prepared with great care, signed by Philip Hichborn, ef Con- 


structor, United States Navy, which amounts in the total to 
$31,628; which I shall insert in my remarks: 
NAvyY DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, May 1, 1396. 
PRELIMINARY SCHEDULE OF TOOLS FOR PUGET SOUND STATION, 
Ship fitters and machine-shop tools. 
1 drill, 4inch spindle, No. 3 mikes, esse G 


3 


00 
2 upright drills, No. 1, Morse socket — 195.00 
1 radisl drill, ine en — — 1. 125. 00 
116.00 
923. 00 
123.00 
2,000.00 
280.00 
60.00 
1 pipe-cutti chine, No. 1, 95.05 
ing ma e, No. 5 
1 No. 3 bolt 9 inch to 11 380. 00 
1 10-inch slotting machine 835. 00 
2 double No. 2 3 shearing machines, 25-inch throat. 8, 000. 00 
1 open-side planer, size F, 48 p 48 inches by 16 feet 4, 000, 00 
1 self-acting slide lathe, 38 inc es, 22 foot 6} inch bed. complete 2,610, 00 
1 No, 8 secrew-cu machine, with 1 set of box tools, collets, ete. 800. 00 
2 16-inch engine lathes, 8-foot be. — 590,00 
Tenet brass AT SA E T A T 870. 00 
1 self-acting slide lathe, 20-inch, 14 foot 14 inch bed 865.00 
137-inch boring and turning mill, with 2 heads 1,525.00 
1 16-inch traveling head-shaping machine 990. 00 
1, 680.00 
250.00 
24, 305.00 
575.00 
785.00 
175.00 
250.00 
1,785.00 
Wood-working machinery and small tools. 

1 No. 2} 7-inch molding machine to work 4 sides.........-............ $365.00 

1No.4 d resawing machine to resaw material up to 20 inches 
wide and s Inches thick. ooo „ 565.00 


8 


88882 


8 
8888888 888888 


0. 2 
46-inch 


SSE 
S 


The above does not include plumbers’ and 8 appliances, hand 
tools, dry dock, and general outside outfit, etc., these being more in the nature 
of {stores or supplies which would be provided out of the current annual 


appropriation. 
PHILIP HICHBORN, 
Chief Constructor, United States Navy. 

I have here a newspaper, the Post-Intelligencer, printed in 
Seattle April 23, giving an account of the successful testing of 
the great dry dock at Puget Sound, illustrating this great dry 
dock, and showing the dock as it appears with a vessel after it 
enters the dock. Ido not desire to do more than magy call atten- 
tion to the fact that this great dock, which has been the subject of 
appropriations during the past three Congresses, has just been 
completed. Ihave taken the greatest interest in securing the ap- 
propriations for this dry dock from first to last. At last the efforts 
put forth have been cfowned with success, and I have aright to be 
proud of it. Itis the greatest naval dry dockin the United States, 
and one of the two or three greatest inthe world. Atthis juncture 
that dock has been accepted, and it is found to be all right, and yet 
it is without any machinery for its shops. It is provided in the 
present bill—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. Let me finish this sentence, if the Senator please. 

Mr. ALLEN. I make the suggestion of the 8 of the 
Senator sending his documents to the Secretary’s desk and having 
them read. I should like to hear them. 
ae SQUIRE. I do not desire to inflict details of that kind on 

e Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Wash- 
ineton has expired. 

Tr. SQUIRE. I ask unanimous consent to say a word or two 


more. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I will withhold nnanimous consent unless the 
Senator allows me to ask him a question, and if he consents I shall 


aterpe no objection to his going on as many five minutes as he 
8. 


Mr. SQUIRE. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Task the Senator from Washington this ques- 
tion: He says at this juncture itis found that this magnificent 
dock has no machinery. Isee by this bill the Senator gets $101,000 
for the State of Washin Is the Senator not willing to chop off 
$25,000 of the $101,000 he has got, and put that into machinery, so 
that the aggregate appropriation will still be $101,000, and yet he 
will still got $25,000 for machinery? Is not that possible? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thank the Senator from Colorado for his sug- 


gestion. 4 

Mr. WOLCOTT.. Iam in hearty sympathy with what the Sen- 
ator desires. 

Mr. SQUIRE. We wish to have the machinery, but I doubt 
whether it would be wise to diminish the appropriations for other 
p named in the bill. With reference to the naval station 
at Puget Sound, let me call attention to what the Senator from 
Colorado refers. The bill states: 

Dry dock, Puget Sound Naval Station, Wash.: For constructionand repair 
— at dry dock. $00,000; storehouse, $20,000; two steel tanks, $11,980; water 
, and purchase of land adjoining station containing a spring for water 
supply, $4,000; clearing the grounds about the station, $250; in al, $101,230. 

I do not believe it is wise to undertake to change any of the fig- 
ures as they are already in the bill, and it seems very evident to 
me that it is unwise to go without proper machinery for the shops. 
The committee have upon that of the bill which cails 
for the construction of shops to cost „000, and yet this great 
shop erected there is not to have any machinery. It seems very 
strange to me, and I do not understand for what purpose it is 
nece: to build shops andnot put machinery in them. 

I asked of the Chief Naval Constructor what they could do with 
this shop, and they said they could store paint there. What can 
they do with this dry dock which is without any ene. for 
repairing vessels? What can they do with it exoept simply to 
soap E e bottoms of ships and paint them? The Monterey has 
just docked. It is in the dock at present, to remain a few days 
to be painted, and yet nothing can be done without the assistance 
of a private concern if there happens to be anything out of order 
about her machinery, the steering apparatus, or whatnot. It ap- 
pons to me that this matter of an appropriation for machinery 

been unintentionally omitted in the regular estimates of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and I think the estimate now made by the 
Department of $25,000 is so small that I shall ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill not to make the point of order, but to admit the 


amendment. 

Mr. HALE. We could get at it in a way which would be en- 
tirely satisfactory to the Senator if he did not exceed his five 
orn ye though we are always glad to listen to him, no matter 

ow long. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Thank you. 

Mr. HALE. We could take this amount out of the buildings 
provided for. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If you want to have machinery, you require the 
buildings; otherwise you can not have a place wherein to put your 


machinery. 

Mr. FRYE. There is another way, from the success which the 
Senator has had on the river and harbor bill, which I suggest to 
him, which is that he offer his amendment to that bill. e can 
get it in there without the slightest difficulty. 

Mr. HALE. How much has the Senator from Washington got 
in that bill? 

Mr. FRYE. Only two or three million dollars, 

Mr. HALE. For his State? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; that is all. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, does too great honor 
to my humble efforts by his statement in connection with the 
public works in my State; but I think he speaks ina very sportive 
mood when he talks about my having secured so much, because 
no such amount has been secured by mein that bill, althongh 
it is true that two important contracts are provided for, besides 
only about $355,000 in all actually appropriated in the bill ($100,000 
of this amount is conditioned on the right of way being obtained 
free of cost to the United States); and this for a State that has 
many important rivers and harbors; and, having only recently 
come into the Union, it has never hitherto had any large appro- 

riations for river and harbor improvements, and only about 

497,350 in all hitherto for that purpose from the beginning of 
time. Of course this does not include the amounts to be counted 
under the head of Oregon and Washington.” 

I fail to see how anyone can express any jealousy on that point; 
and the little that has been obtained for rivers and harbors ought 
not to affect the question of furnishing machinery for the com- 
pleted dry dock. 

Mr.HALE. Let us have a vote, and dispose of the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 


Very well. 
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The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment, which Isend tothe desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

x Tho SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 50, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That the contracts for the construction of said ships shall be pay- 
able in silver coin of the standard prescribed in the laws or in United States 
Treasury notes of full legal tender, redeemable at the option of the Govern- 
mentin gold or silver coin of the standard now prescribed by law. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, a a deal was said here yester- 
day by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] about the necessity 
of issuing bonds. I have voted for every provision of this bill for 
the increase of the Navy. We have nothing provided for the 
South, not even the building of one ship, for which there isan im- 
perative necessity. We are very unanimously of opinion in all 
that section of the country that it is not necessary to issue bonds 
of the United States bearing interest, but that the silver coin of 
the United States and the Treasury notes should be accepted for 
all contracts which may be required by law. I should like to 
have a vote on that proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Iraise the point of order, of course, that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HALE, It is absolutely new, and very general legislation. 
. 

Mr. CALL. When a proposition is made that contracts shall 
be paid for in lawful money of the United States, it is very singu- 
lar to say that is new legislation. Thatis the law now. Itis no 
change of the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine makes the 
pone of order against the amendment submitted by the Senator 

rom Florida that it is new legislation. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. BACON. There isan amendment which was offered by me 
several days ago by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to come in an pace 52, at the end of line 15, which I ask may be 
now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 15, on page 52, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

And provided further, That in case the Secretary of the Navy shall make 
separate contracts for the armor and armor plate for said battle ships, he 
shall not accept bids at a rate exceeding an average of $350 per ton o 
pounds; and in case thesaid Secre can not make contracts for said armor 


tary 
and armor plate within said limit he shall delay action and report the offers 
made to the next session of Congress 


Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire, with the assent of the Senator in charge 
5 ws bill, to offer an amendment, to come in on page 37, after 
ine 2. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, after line 2, on page 
87, the following: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to transfer to the Enter- 


prise one of the two boilers of the na, now at the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, N. H.: ided, That all expenses incurred in the installation of such 
boiler in the Enterprise shall be borne by the State of Massachusetts. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask an explanation of that 
amendment. I am unfamiliar with its provisions. 

Mr. LODGE. I can state it very easily. The Enterprise is a 
Government ship, lent to the State of e for a nau- 
tical training school by the Government. She is a very old ship, 
and her boilers are entirely worn out. At Portsmouth there are 
lying two old boilers belonging to the Galena or to one of the ves- 
sels of the Galena class. They can not be used in any other ship: 
they are entirely useless to the Government; and all I ask is for 
the Secretary of the Navy to have authority to put this Govern- 
ment boiler in a Government ship at no expense to the Govern- 
ment whatever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was a little suspicions about the amend- 
ment, for the reason that Massachusetts a little while ago under- 
took to take the Constitution from us. I think they ought to have 
these boilers, but we are going to keep the Constitution so long as 
we can. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to be inserted on page 2, after the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] a day or two ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment already adopted on 
page 2, it is proposed to insert: 

But no officer is to be paid fro i 
te retired tt arer sabia or wAn he vaa nace tre hat ca 
whereupon, under his existing commission, he shali resumo duty on the 
active list when the next vacancy occurs in his grade: Provided, That his 


recovery be verified by a board’s examination, and also that he be found to 
haye no other disability. 5 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Ne- 


braska to the fact that here is a very violent change of existing 
law. After a naval officer gets upon the retired list by the various 
processes through which naval officers are retired, he stays there 
so long as he lives, and can not get back upon the active list except 
by 8 act of Congress. 

e the point the Senator presents is worthy of consideration, 
whether some of these retired officers ought to be there, whether 
they may not have recovered from their disabilities, whether they 
might not under proper conditions be restored to the active list, 
yet it is a very radical and, as I have said, a very violent change 
of existing law, and I wish the Senator would withhold his amend- 
ment until it can be taken up as a separate measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will indulge 
me just a moment to make a brief statement about this matter. 
The amendment, in my judgment, is one of very great merit and 
I hope it will not be disposed of upon a mere question of parlia- 
mentary law, as the great question of the free coinage of silver was 
disposed of a moment ago. I have had occasion to talk with some 
of these retired naval officers. and if the statements which have 
been made to me are true—and [have no doubt that many of them 
ae 5 show a singular condition in our naval affairs at 
this time. 

I was talking but a day or two ago with an officer who was re- 
tired as lieutenant-commander, if that is the title, in consequence 
of exhaustion produced by disease before he had fully recovered 
from the disease, and he is now entirely recovered and as strong 
as he ever was. He is a strong, robust man, and yet, in conse- 
quence of that retirement through the action of a retiring board, 
he is unable to get back upon the active list, although he is a vig- 
orous and cone man evidently from his appearance and from 
his apparent education and experience. 

Now, what should be the polioy of the Government in refer- 
ence to this class of officers? I assume that it is the true policy of 
the Government, if it is to be honestly administered, to keep 
these men in active service as long as they are competent to dis- 
charge the duties which are imposed upon them by virtue of their 
official positions, and when a man has been retired by a retiring 
board in consequence of some temporary accident or temporary 
sickness and recovers his health, or recovers from that accident, 
it should not be the policy of Congress or the executive depart- 
ment to keep that man upon the retired list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say that an officer can not be 
retired for temporary sickness, for an acute sickness, He can 
only be retired for a permanent physical disability, a disability 
adjudged to be permanent by the naval surgeons. To be sure, he 
may recover; but there are not many such cases as the Senator 
describes, if there are any. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I observe wherever there is a de- 
sire to do a thing you can always find a way to do it. There is no 
doubt about that. The proposed amendment provides that an 
officer who has been retired by the action of a retiring board, 
whoever he may be—I know nothing about these officers—shail 
be entitled to resume his duties upon the active list when the next 
vacancy occurs in his grade after he has been reexamined and 
passed muster before the retiring board, and only when they pass 
upon the fact and find that heis physically and mentally fit and 
competent to resume his duties. 

Now, let me make the statement about this matter a little more 
complete. These men are met by a certain class of officers called 
juniors, as I am informed, young men who have come into the 
naval service since their retirement, and in consequence of their 
retirement from active duty by the retiring board the juniors 
have been promoted in their places. That class of men are fight- 
ing and antagonizing the reinstatement of the retired officers, so 
as to prevent them from resuming their places in the naval serv- 
ice of the Government of the United States. That influence is to 
be felt here. I was warned of that when I introduced the pro- 

Sed amendment. I knewit would be an mized. I knew tlis 
junior infiuence, as it is called, would make its appearance in this 
Chamber and antagonize the amendment upon a point of order or 
in some other form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that his time has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to finish my statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make an additional statement of infor- 
mation that has come to my attention within the last few aayi 
in reference to this matter, and which I think the country ought 
to know; at least I want the people out in the interior of the 
country to understand it, Many of these junior officers. as they 
are called, who are forcing their superior officers out of the Navy, 
have accepted leaves of absence and are to-day drawing pay from 
the Government and holding their positions in the naval service 
of the country,and are at the same time in the employment of 


great corporations in the country and receiving pay superior to 
their pay as naval officers. They have obtained leaves of absence 
from headquarters, wherever that may be, for an indefinite period 
of time for the express purpose of going into the employment 
of private corporations and receiving salaries from them, draw- 
ing the full pay of a naval officer from the Government of the 
United States and drawing the full pay of an employee of a private 
corporation at the same time, and these men, to hold their posi- 
tions, are keeping retired officers who are competent to reenter the 
active service ont of the naval service. 

Mr. President, this is wrong. Ido not care who practices it, 
it is wrong. It is not only wrong, but it isabsolute and down- 
right dishonesty in any Department that will permit it with a full 
knowledge of its ramifications and its existence. This is all I 
desire to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me this is very general legislation 
and of very sweeping character to put in an amendment without 
more discussion, affecting a whole class of officers. I make the 

oint of order that the amendment is out of order, that it is new 
enan, and that it ch existing law. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the amendment adopted, to fol- 
low line 23, page 2: 

But no officer is to be pai i 
iio retived list atter the disebility for which be was places tines bac ChAT, 
whereupon, under his existing commission. he shall resume duty on the active 
list when the next vacancy occurs in his arate: Provided, That his recovery 
be verified by a board's examination, and also that he be found to have no 
other disability. 

ane VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to give a notice. The hour 
is late, and I have been requested by several Senators to insist 
upon the five-minute rule. shall be obliged to hereafter object 
to any extension of time. 

Mr. HILL. On page 38 I offer an amendment which I ask the 
Secretary to read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert on page 38, line 10, after the word 


And one of English studies, history, and law, after thirty years’ service. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Lask that the amendment be again read. 

fag SECRETARY. Insert in line 10, after the word “ physics,” 
page 38: 

And one of English studies, history, and law, after thirty years’ service. 

So as to read: 

Pay of professors and others, Naval Academy: For one professor of math- 
ematiecs, one of che try, and one of physics, and one of English studies, 
history, and law, after thirty years’ service, at $2,500 each. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. HILL. It simply raises $300 the salary of the professor in 
English studies, history, and law, after thirty years’ service. It 
is a very proper and just amendment, in my judgment, and I 
have investigated the question. 

The amendment was served to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York has 
sent to the desk other amendments, which will be stated in order. 

Mr. HILL. The other amendments are simply to correct the 
number; that is all, 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, strike out “six” and insert “five”; 
so as to read five professors.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, before the words of English 
studies,“ strike out two” and insert one”; so as to read: 

For one 8 of mathematics, one of * and one of physi 
and one of English studies, history, and law after thirty years’ servico, a 
$2,500; five essors, namely, one of French and Spanish, one of English 
studies, history, and law, two of French, and one of drawing, at $2,200 each. 

The amendment was oy ie to. 

Mr. HILL. At the end of the bill I think is a proper place for 
the amendment which I now offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
as an additional section: 

Sec. —. That in grder to provide for the safety of passengers on excursion 
steamers, and for the safety of yachtsmen and oarsmen taking part in re- 
gattas, amateur or professional, that may hereafter be held on navigable 
waters, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authori and 
empowered in his discretion to detail revenue cutters to enforce such rules 
and regulations as may be adopted to insure the safety of 0 3 
par 


i eg steamers and the oarsmen and yachtsmen 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi]. 
The amendment was to. 
HANDLER. I now move the amendment reported by 


Mr. C 


1896. 
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the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], which I submitted 
a on or two ago, and I also move it in be of the Commiitee 
on Naval Affairs. It comes in after the words ‘‘arming and 
uipping Naval Militia,” in line 22. b 
Ahe SECRETARY. Strike ont all after the word !“ militia.” in 
line 22, page 8, down to and including line 2, page 9, and insert: 


For arms, accouterments, signal outfits, boats and their ipments, the 
print of the necessary books of instruction for the Naval tia of the 
various States, and for one clerk, at $1,200 under such regulations 


r annu: 
as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $30,000.” 

Mr. HALE. T ask the Senator to strike out the provision for a 
clerk, and then I will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Senators will notice that the 3 
is now 850,000. There is no change in that. The clause is only 
changed in the language, and gives the authority to the Secretary 
of the Navy which he desires. I ask to have printed in the REC- 
ORD, without reading, two letters from Acting Secre McAdoo, 
one dated March 30, 1896, and the other April 10, 1896, with refer- 


ence to the clerk. 
The letters are as follows: 
MARCH 30, 1896. 
Sin: The De ent begs leave to call attention to the item on page 8, 
line 14, of H. R. 7542, which has been reported to the Senate. As originally 
pr the Department, the ph was to read: 


For arms, accouterments, signal 


outfits, i boats and their i nts, the printing of the necessary 
books of instruction for the Nayal tia of the various States. for one 
as the Secretary of the 


tment. 
nder the law only such boats, ships, their a: land their equipments 
2 aired for i As s 
no 


with 


the co: 
80 A pers thata clerk is now an lute necessity in this office to keep the rec- 
ords straight. The duties of the naval officer attached to this office require 
his absence in and bak perigee with the Naval Militia o: za- 
tions during a considerable portion of his and it is essential for the effi- 
ciency of the administration of the businessof the Department with the Naval 
Militia that a clerk be set aside for the specific purpose. 


Very respectfully, 
x 7 WM. MCADOO, Assistant Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate, 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 10, 1596. 


SIR: The Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the com- 
mittee’s communication of the 9th instant, 3 N an amendment 
Mr. MCMILLAN tothe bill 


and for other p and requesting its views in regard tosaid amendment. 
In reply I have 10 inform you that 


ices of a clerk are 3 to the 
ment ofits duties in connection with tia. 
In this connection the attention of the committee is invited to the Annual 


Report of the tions of the Naval Militia for the year 1895, pages 6 and 
7, 8 copy inclosed herewith. 
Very y, W. MCADOO, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


United States Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the Senators who are upon the Ap- 
propriations Committee would consent to allow the provision for 
an additional clerk to goin. I think it 3 to go in, because a 
special clerk for this work is desirable. If the business is assigned 
to some clerk who now has other duties it will not be done as well 
and as wisely as by a special clerk appointed for this purpose. 

Mr. . I do not think we ought to create an additional 
clerk. I move to strike out that part of the amendment which 
refers to an additional clerk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike ont, on page 2, lines 8 and 9, 
the words one thousand“ and insert five hundred.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, lines 8 and 9, strike out one 
thousand and insert five hundred”; so as to read: 


And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as many addi- 
tional men as in his discretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed 500. 

Mr. LODGE. That,I understand, is to cut down the seamen, 
which we have been told by the Senator in charge of the bill is the 


1 important and essential provision the Secretary of the Navy 
Mr. GORMAN. My reason for doing so is because we have by 


the votes of the Senate this afternoon increased the number of 
marines four or five hundred, and as the marines practically per- 
form the same duties as the seamen, I move to reduce the number 
to 500, so as to make the total increase of the Navy 1,000. I trust 
even the Senator from New Hampshire will agree to this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN. We might as well have the yeas and nays 


upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. MILLS. My coll e [Mr. CHILTON] is paired with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. do not know how 
either Senator would vote. 

Mr. PALMER (after 5 in the affirmative). Iobserve 
that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansprouGH], with 
whom I have a general pair, did not vote. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor]. Ido not know how he would vote on this question. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], 
and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (after having voted in theaffirmative). I notice 
the Senator from Montana . MANTLE] has not voted. I desire 
to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] that he ex pairs with the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. PALMER], so that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] 
will stand paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANS- 
BROUGH]. That will be satisfactory to both Senators. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well; if that transfer is made my vote 
will stand, and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] is at lib- 
erty to vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I vote yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE] to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] 
and vote. I vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allen, Butler, i Pugh, 
Bacon, Daniel, Mills, Roach, 
Baker, Sore Paimer, von 
Rate, rman, Pasco, 
Berry, Hill, Peffer, Walthall 
Blackburn, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, k, pri 
Bian Dubois, McBride, houp, 
BO Mitchell Oreg Tan 
urrows, 7 i ‘eller, 
Cannon, Gibson, Nelson, ite, 
Carter, e, Perkins, i 
C er, Hawley, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—39 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
Brice, Mantle, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Call, Gray, organ, Tillman, 
Chilton,” 8 Aa h F 15 
urphy, oorhees. 
5 anne 
om, 8 etmo 
Davis, p E Sa k 0 “es 
Elki Jones, Nev. Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to reserve the amendments on page 
22 for nt ings votes in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to reserve the amendment on page 2, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. PASCO. I was not in the Senate Chamber when the 
amendment on page 3 was voted on, and I ask for a separate 
vote on baa 75 5 t in*the Senate. It is in reference to an 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Florida will let that go, it can 
be fixed in conference. 

. I would rather have it fixed on the floor of the 

Mr. HALE, If it is fixed wrong here we shall be bound by it, 


4734 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 2, 


Mr. ALLEN. I wish to reserve the right to offer the amend- 
ment heretofore offered by me, on page 2, with reference to retired 
naval officers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole, other than those reserved, 


will be concurred in. They are concurred in. The question now 
is on aig abies in the amendments on page 22, reserved by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland . GORMAN] to the amendments on page 22. The 
first amendment is an appropriation of $8,000 to pave certain 
streets in Annapolis on Si i het Creek, and the second directs 
the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy to inquire into the 
expediency of purchasing certain land moa, aes the Naval Acad- 
emy grounds. Iam not certain that the United States ought not 
to pave those streets in Annapolis, and I am not sure that some 

rovision as to the land, the expediency of acquiring which the 
Board of Visitors are to ascertain, ought not to be made by the 
Senate. But 1 should like to have some explanation of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. 

The Naval Academy at 3 has been maintained at great 
expense to the United States. There has recently been connected 
with the Naval Academy 1 by the purchase of au interven- 
ing piece of ground the Naval Hospital grounds, covering 100 
acres, more or less. I have been warmly in favor of these improve- 
ments as to the Naval Academy. I was earnestly in favor of ac- 

niring the land that connected the Naval Hospital grounds, with 
the Naval Academy grounds. Iam proudof the Naval Academy. 
I am not in favor of removing it to any other point in the United 
States. I should op its removal if it were ever attempted. 
During a short period in the war it was removed to Rhode Island, 
but it been relocated at Annapolis; it is a credit to the nation, 
and I am opposed to removing it. 
The Senator from Maryland also knows that I have been in 
favor of liberal appropriations for the Academy, but here is a 
proposition to pave certain streets in lis which I infer are 
outside of the Naval Academy grounds. Here is also a direction 
to the Board of Visitors to report as to the expediency of acquir- 
ing a certain tract of land that is outside the present precincts of 
the Naval Academy. I hold in reserve the question, whatever 
may be the recommendation of the Board of Visitors, whether or 
not the Government ought to go outside of the present inclosure 
of the Naval Academy and buy this tract of land in the heart of 
the city of Annapolis, and I withhold my opinion upon that sub- 
ject because I do not think Annapolis has done enough for the 

aval Academy. Annapolis is not only the seat of the Naval 
Academy, but it is the capital of the State of Maryland, and it is 
not a capital for which the State of Maryland has done enough. 
It is not a capital for which its own citizens have done enough. 
The streets are all unpaved, and there are not sufficient streets 
for the capital of any State. There is also no hotel in Annapolis 
that is suitable either, I may say, for the accommodation of the 
citizens of the State of Maryland who go there when the legis- 
lature is in session or for the accommodation of visitors from all 
over the United States who go there to visit the Naval Adony: 
Here is a city not sufficiently paved, a city without a suitab. 
hotel, and year after year we are called upon to make additional 
expenditures of the public money to benefit the city of Annapolis 
by increasing and beautifying the grounds and the buildings of 
the Naval Academy. 

Now, at this hour, when the Senator from Maryland has pro- 
claimed to us that of all the hours since the Republic was estab- 
lished we should worship at the shrine of economy, we are called 
upon to pave the streets of Annapolis and to buy a lot of ground 
outside of the walls of the Naval Academy and add it to the 
grounds of the Naval Academy, in order that we may beautify 
the city of Annapolis, which has never done enough for her own 
welfare. which has never had 2 attention given to it by the 
great and prosperous and proud State of Maryland. 

I shall not vote against concurring in these two amendments, 
although it is a singular proposition that we should pave the streets 
of Annapolis outside the walls of the Naval Academy. I shall not 
vote against the inquiry as to whether we need this piece of land, 
but I do say in all sincerity to the Senator from Maryland that 
hard as times are, short as we are of money in nation and in State, 
short as we are to remain of money in State and in nation until 
the Republican party is firmly seated in power both in the United 
States and in the State of Maryland, we ought not to make these 
appropriations unless there are some reasons for it submitted by 

e Senator from Maryland which have not been adduced. If the 
Senator can give good reasons for these clauses I shall vote for 
them. Otherwise I would prefer not to see them in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President. of course the Senate will un- 
derstand that the Senator from Néw Hampshire has raised the 
question pes the purpose of giving me a lecture. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand and appreciate it thoroughly. 
It bas given him an opportunity to call attention to a very small 


matter and to make a very big speech. The appropriation con- 
tained in this item, six or seven thousand dollars, whatever it 
may be, for paving a street adjoining the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis, grows out of a contract between the Secr of the 
Navy and the city of Annapolis, by which that grand old city, a 
city established before the Revolution, around which cluster so 
many memories, in its poverty generously donated to the United 
States a part of the land embraced in this street and which is 
included in the Naval Academy. The Government of the United 
States, in consideration of this gift, contracted to pave the street 
and to make it a public highway leading from the Naval Academy 
proper to the Government property outside, known as the hos- 
pital. It is, therefore, the Government's property under a con- 
tract made without my knowledge, but it was a very generous 
affair on the part of the city of Annapolis. 

As to the second proposition, to authorize the Board of Visitors 
to ascertain whether a certain piece of ground in front of the 
present Naval Academy should be acquired, I will state that it is 
the recommendation of the Department. It happens, as is the 
case with many harbors on the coast, that there have been some 
accretions in front of the Naval Academy, supposed to interfere 
somewhat with health, and the space is utilized by small fishing 
boats. The Government desires to acquire it so that the yard can 
be beautified and utilized tosome extent. It ismerely an inquiry. 

I think the Senator from New Hampshire is aware of the fact 
that citizens of that town, though poor as compared with the 
great cities of the North, have been indeed generous to this Gov- 
ernment. The first Capitol that you had in Washington wascon- 
structed by the money of the citizens of Marylandand of Virginia; 
and it has never been reimbursed, 5 the wealth of 
this great Government. The modesty of the people of Annapolis 
and of Maryland is proverbial. We are not here to ask large ap- 
propriations on any account. While I have no doubt that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is in favor of maintaining the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis, I will state that the Academy has 
had no . compared with West Point. It has been 
sadly neglected, and instead of complaining of a small appropria- 
tion of this sort, if the Academy is to be maintained anywhere in 
the country larger appropriations should be made, and it should 
be improved in avery repect: 

The Senator from New Hampshire twits me with representing 
a State that is now under Republican rule. Itis so temporarily, 
Mr. President, by an accident; and I wish to state to the Senator 
that I can understand perfectly his vote for an increase of the 
Marine 8 1 a part of which is located at Annapolis, for a lar 
number of that force, I think, will be required to keep the Repu 
lican party in Maryland in order in the near future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The question is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole on page 22, which have been reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire on behalf of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] 
to offer an amendment, to come in on page 38, after line 6. Itis 
an amendment which carries no appropriation, and on which I 
trust the Senator from Maine will not make a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 38, after line 6, it is proposed to 

The Secretary of the . authorized and directed to audit and 
adjust the claim of the W. Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine Building 
Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., against the Government of the United States 
for and losses sustained by the said company in the execution of 
the contract to construct and deliver the hull, engines, and machinery 
required for the United States battle ship Indiana, and for placing the 
armor, turrets, and other ordnance work on said battle ship; the said dam- 
ages and losses being caused the delays of the Government and changes 
ot plans of the Government in the construction of the bull, onginta, ma- 
chinery, and placing of the armor and armament of the said battle ship In- 


diana, and to report to Congress at its next session what amount may be 
due to the said company. 


Mr. HALE. The amendment is subject to a point of order, but 
instead of making a point of order I offer as a substitute for ita 
general provision. There is not only this claim, but four or five 
others which stand with it, and if this amendment is offered and 
goes on the others will insist on being treated in the same way. 
By direction of the committee I have prepared a general clause, 
which I move as a substitute for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I presume there will 
be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania it is proposed to insert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to examine 
claims against the Government which may be presented to him by contract- 
ors for the building of the hulls or machinery of naval vessels under con- 


tracts made for the same since January 1, 1891, where it is alleged that such 
contractors have been subjected to loss and damage through delays in the 


work under said contracts which were not the fault of said contractors but 
were the fault of the Government, and to report at the next session of Con- 
gress the result of said invest: 
opinion, subjects for the jurisdi 
Congress upon the same. 


tion, and whether said claims are. in his 
on of the Court of Claims or for the action 
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Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to the substitute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make no objection to the substitute except 
that I would change the phraseology in one place. It says changes 
which are not the fault of the contractors, but the fault of the 
Government. I would suggest the words due to the action of 
the Government.” The Government may have been right. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to that change. Let it read, 
due to the action of the Government.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be modified 
as indicated by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the fact that less than an hour ago a point of order was 
made upon a similar amendment offered by the senior Senator 
from Mississippi lE GEORGE], and it was ruled out. Irefer to 
the claim of Mr. Hurst. 

Mr. HALE. Idid not make the point of order. I voted for 
the claim. But these are very different from that one. I do not 
think these have as much merit. I wasin favor of that claim and 
voted for it. I did not make any point of order on it. In this 
case we are simply giving the discretion or authority to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to report on these claims, that they may come 
in afterwards to Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. So that they may be sent to the Court of Claims 
for examination? 

Mr. HALE. It is in the alternative, either to the Court of 
Claims or to Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply want to ask the Senator from Maine 
why a point of order is made upon similar claims and claims that 
are admitted to be equally, if not more meritorious—— 

Mr. HALE. Of course I can not tell why another Senator 
makes a point of order. I did not make it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator hear me through? And why 
at the same time should the committee refuse to make a point of 
order upon these claims? 

Mr. HALE. I think this is a better way to dispose of all of 
these matters than simply to strike out one of them on a point of 
order. I think it is better to let them all be brought into one 
hopper. 

. ALLEN. This is general legislation upon an appropriation 
bill and vulnerable to Rule XVI. It has not received the sanc- 
tion 1 any committee, either. It is equally objectionable on that 

ound. 

3 The Senator can make the point of order against 
the amendment if he chooses. 

Mr. FR Does the Senator from Nebraska want to make 
the point of order? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will not make the point of order. If I can not 
defeat a man without making a point of order on him I will not 
defeat him at all. That is a good deal like a man going into court 
and making a special appearance and dodging an 5 
avoid litigation. I simply wish to emphasize the fact that the bill 
has been loaded down—and if it does not smell, it will before a 

t while—by amendment after amendment by favoritism. I 

o not, however, charge the committee with anything of that 
kind. I credit the committee with higher motives. But the bill 
reeks with favoritism and with jobbery from top to bottom and 
in the center, from cuticle to core and from core to cuticle. 
Whenever a meritorious claim has been presented, such as the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] presented here, some 
Senator who is seeking to have some ‘advantage on the bill rises 
gravely and calls the attention of the Presiding Officer to the fact 
that it is in violation of Rule XVI, and announces in sepulchral 
tones that he makes the point of order, But whenever a proposed 
amendment comes from some other source that has some interest 
to subserve, the point of order is deftly avoided. Neither the com- 
mittee nor any member of the committee makesit. No Senator 
who seems to be protecting the bill undertakes to make it. The 
bill is permitted to be loaded down by favorite amendments, 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 


Mr. yet My understanding is that the substitute proposed 
by the Senator from Maine comes from the committee. 
Mr. HALE, The substitute was drawn at the suggestion and 


by direction of the committee 

Mr. QUAY. Yes. 

Mr. E. Tobe submitted provided these claims were of- 
fered. We wanted to bring them to a head. 

Mr. QUAY. So the substitute of the Senator from Maine is 
not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has never been passed upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair does not understand 
that the point of order has been raised either against the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] or 
the substitute-proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HALE. No; that is my understanding. 


Mr. ALLEN. I amsimply protesting against the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not raise any point of order. I announced 
that I would not raise the point of order. I think it is absolutely 
cowardly to raise the point of order. It is the part of cowardice. 
A man never raises a point of order unless he is afraid to meet 
the merits of an amendment ora bill. It is a species of crawfish- 
ing so as to get away from something that is meritorious. No 
really brave man ever raised a point of order upon a meritorious 
measure. No generous lawyer or litigant ever came into court 
and said. The process has not been properly served upon me, 
and therefore I appear here for the purpose of saying I do not 
appear.” It is a species of pettifogging that I do not propose 
myself toindulgein. 1 want to emphasize the fact that this point 
of order is continually used at times to pare out obnoxious amend- 
ments and at other times it is not made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
for the amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I reserved an amendment on page 
2, but for reasons which are sufficient for me, while I am very 
greatly 3 to the amendment, I will not insist upon a sepa- 
rate vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment then will be 
concurred in without objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I reserved an amendment on page 2, which I 
send to the desk, and ask that it be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment adopted on page 2, after 
line 23, it is proposed to insert: j- 

But no officer is to be paid from these nor subsequent app 
the retired list, after the disability for which he was placed there has ceased; 


Mr. CHANDLER. That amendment may have been reserved, 
but it was only reserved by the Senator from Nebraska himself, 
It was ruled out on a point of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. How is that, Mr. President? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator’s amendment was 
ruled out of order when moved as in Committee of the Whole on 
a point of order, 

Mr. ALLEN. But J have the right to offer it here. 

m CHANDLER. Certainly; but not as a reserved amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New Hampshire makes the 
point of order on it, I will admit the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does require a good deal of courage to 
make a point of order after the Senator’s disquisition here upon 
that subject. He saidit is cowardly to make a point of order. I 
respectfully differ with the Senator. The rules are made to be 
observed upon the suggestion of any Senator 

Mr. ALLEN. And are constantly violated. 

Mr. CHANDLER, And when any Senator in this body ap- 
peals to the rules, and asks that they may be observed, it is his 
privilege to do so, and it is not cowardly and ought not to be the 
subject of comment at any time or under any circumstances. I 
resent the idea that any Senator should be criticised when he 
appeals for the observance of the rules of this body and refuses 
unanimous consent to have them dispensed with. Therefore, 
having the fear of the Senator’s censure somewhat, but not over- 
whelmingly, in mind, I make the point of order on this amend- 


ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
clerks at the desk that the point of order was made against this 
amendment when offered as in Committee of the Whole, and that 
that point of order was sustained. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the present occupant of the chair feel bound 
by the railing of his predecessor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair does not, but the present occupant of the chair desires to say 
that the clerks at the desk inform him that the point of order was 
made against the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska as in 
Committee of the Whole and was sustained. The Senator from 
Nebraska now renews the amendment in the Senate, and the 
Senator from New Hampshire renews the point of order made 
against it as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair sustains the 
point of order made by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives there was a provision on page 83 for a 
model tank for the use of the Bureau of Construction and Repair 
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of the Navy Department. I ask that the paragraph on page 33 


covering this matter may be read. By an amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations it was stricken out, and I wish 
the matter to be voted upon again in the Senate. After it shall 
have been read, I wish to present a few reasons why I think the 
clause which the Secre will read should be retained in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out the following clause, beginning with line 3, on page 33: 


For making plans, examining and the ground, and other prelim- 
oe toward the construction of a model tank, with all buildings and 
appi to be built upon the grounds of theold Observatory, n, 
which shall conduct therein the work of 8 and rags erie | the 
most suitable and desirable shapes and forms to ited for United States 
naval vessels, N. 500: Provided. upon the authorization of the Secretary 


pbuilder for whom they may be made. 


Mr.GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator that he had better move 
to amend the amendment by striking out that it shall be built 
upon the grounds of the old Observatory and inserting “at the 

ashington Navy-Yard.” If anamendmentof that character can 
be adopted, I should have no objection to the clause remaining in 
the bill It is designed to appropriate the old Naval Observatory 
for a specific purpose; and I suggest that the Senator move, or, if 
he does not, I will move to strike ont of the amendment the words 
providing that it shall be built at the old Naval Observatory and 
insert at the navy-yard at Washington.” 

Mr. PASCO. Of course, Mr. President, it is proper that the 
text should be perfected before the motion to strike out is made. 
I make no objection to the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land, as I do not undertake to determine the best location for the 
tank, but if the amendment be adopted the question of location 
can be settled in conference. I make no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida ac- 
cepts the modification of the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from land. 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave no authority to accept the amendment, but 
I do not object to it. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Whatis the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Florida? 

Mr. PASCO. The bill came here containing the paragraph 
which stands on page 33, which has been read. It was stricken 
out in Committee of the Whole. I desire to restore this para- 

ph from line 3 to line 19. The Senator from Maryland, before 
that motion is put, moves to amend in lines 5; and 6. That amend- 
ment is in order, and I will give way that it may be voted upon. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to understand what the matter pend- 
ing is. Let the Secre state what is the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33 it is proposed to amend the 
amendment of the committee, in line 6, by striking out the words 
“ old Observatory ” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “‘navy- 
yard at”; so as to read: 

To be built upon the grounds of the nayy-yard at Washington, D. G. 


Mr. CALL. What is to be built? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the en- 
tire amendment. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend so as to make the 
clause read: 
maki. lans, examining and preparing the ground and other prelimi- 
5 work toward the 9 t en — with all buildings and 
appliances, to be built upon the grounds of the root ft feck at Washington, 
D the Navy Department, 
es gating and determining the 
adopted for United States 
‘hat upon uie authorization of the Secretary 
e at this 


Mr. CALL. Isit proposed to strike that out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is first upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CALL. To strike that clause out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment is 
to strike out all of those lines which have been read by the Secre- 
tary. ‘The Senator from Maryland offers an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. PASCO. An amendment to the original text of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to the original 
text of the bill to locate the tank at the navy-yard instead of at 
the old Observatory. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. PASCO. No, Mr. President; the question recurs on the mo- 
tion offered by the committee, to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the ole, to strike 
out the entire clause. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment which has been agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole should be nonconcurred in. 

ser PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
men 

Mr. HALE. To strike out the entire clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To strike out the entire clause, 

Mr. HALE.. There is no necessity for reading it in. 

Mr. PASCO. If the amendment is to be rejected I shall have 
nothing further to say, but if it is to be insisted upon I wish to 
occupy the attention of the Senate for a fe minutes. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest, as an amendment has been made in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gorman], that the Senate disagree to the amendment striking out 
the clause, which will leave it in the bill as amended on motion 
of the Senator from land. 

Mr. PASCO. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine 
moves—— 

Mr. HALE. I do not need to move. The question is simply 
upon greene to the amendment to strike out the clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate 
concur in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole to 
strike out the clause as modified by the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland? 
on Ea 2. Tho monon 5 = 3 is to strike 7 — and 

e question is whether or not the paragraph containing ro- 
vision for the model tank shall be stricken ok * 

The PRESIDING QFFICER. The Chair begs leave to repeat 
that the question before the Senate is as to concurring in the com- 
mittee amendment to strike ont. 

Mr. HALE. If we disagree to the amendment that leaves the 
clause in the bill as it is now amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senate shall disagree, the 
act Say will remain in the bill; otherwise it will be stricken out. 

Mr. CALL. I should like the Senator to give us some reason 


for striking out the clause. 

Mr. . Nobody is asking to have it stricken out. 

Mr. PASCO. We propose to yote down the motion to strike 
out. 


a HALE. I suggest that the Senate disagree to the amend- 

men i 

Toy CALL. That would keep the provision for the tank in the 
ill? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to hear some reason why we should 
keep the tankin. Ido notunderstand it, Mr. President, and I do 
not know where this idea comes from, or why it is necessary to 
build a tank to exhibit a little model of a ship. It seems to me 
that this is a very ill-advised idea. What possible use can there 
be for building a great tank to exhibit the models of ships when 
navy-yards all around the country have the ships themselves and 
pol EA There is something to be exhibited in the navy-yards, 
and there is nothing of any value to be exhibited in such a tank, 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. ` 

Mr. PASCO. I will read the concluding sentence of a very 
interesting statement which I have from the chief of the Bureau, 

iving the advantages to result from the construction of this tank, 
will ask that the whole statement be inserted in the RECORD, 
but I will only read the concluding paragraph. It is as follows: 


Many advantages are realized from the results of theseexperiments. The 
most suitable form for a certain speed may be determined and the proper 
adjustment of power to form aes On the other hand, a ship having a 
given form, the most suitable s ean be selected at whichit can be most 
economically propelled, The form and position of the waves created by the 
passage of a ship through the water at any speed may be determined. The 
settling or subsidence of the ship while ranning may be measured, this being 
an important feature in light-draft or low free-board vessels. The 8 at 
which models may be run being relatively great, the performance of ships at 
higher speeds than have been realized may be predicted, and the possibilities 
of further advancement, so far as form is concerned, determined. Much 
power is frequently wasted in driving unsuitable forms at a high rate of 
speed, and waste of power involves both heavier machinery and boilers and 
increased coal consumption over what would be necessary with the proper 


Mr. President, this tank has been recommended twice by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Construction and has been recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy. If the experiments are carried on 
with its aid it will enable the Chief of the Bureau of Construction 
and those working with him to calculate with far greater accuracy 
the speed and performance of the large war vessels which we are 
now preparing to construct, and to make changes in the models 
when the experiments indicate that the speed and power of the 
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vessels can be increased. I hope that the committee amendment 
striking the item ont of the bill will not be con in. 
I now ask leave that the popor from which I have read may be 
inserted in the RECORD in = . Ore 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 
EXPERIMENTAL TANKS. 
e to determine the resistance of ships in advance of construc- 
i propose: mmenced the late 
fon winter p malls 1655 in 5 ai Ra were at Torquay. ns tank 
and in connection with the to 


de in 1872in a tank built 
ity, an 
wi Greyhound certain laws and deductions were 
question. Since the death of Dr. Froude in 1879the work has been on 
by his Mr. R. E. Froude. and many useful and valuable results have been 
obtained. the designs of man 


y. 5 ships having been altered after model 
trials, notably in the case of the popes and the Medway class of gun- 
boats, the deductions being afterwards verified by the the 
——— In 1882 a tank of about the same dim: 


surety of 


ald ha 0. 
ehr. William ‘Denn N 5 and well-informed Scotch 
shipbuilders, in a letter written in 1887 relative to the importance of the 
— that an ex n may render to the naval designer, 


expresses himself as follows: 
Prhe truth is that of all the problems about a 8 the only one at 
the present moment incapable of being solved by a priori methods in extreme 
cases is that of the and power. o ability and no training will enable 
even the most skillful naval architect to overcome the want of an experi- 
mental tank in coping with these questions. My partners are so thoroughly 
convinced of the value of the tank that every one of them regards the large 
amount of money sunk in it in the form of a capital, and the large amount 
still to be sunk in it, as one of our best investments, and have met without 
grudging the annual outlay required for its administration.” 
The establishment of an ene tank would not only benefit the 
naval service, but would greatly promote the shipbuilding interests of the 
country at large, by furnishing reliable information as to the future per- 


tion is available. 
Se ee cah ateity considered / / reanlts Obtxtbed so viivabia thel fn 


A a aA PAPES AA e 
entat w a duplicate o e 
& Haslar, except that the tank is BOO feet —— and 22 feet e. p 


wid 
pparatus constructed is that installed by the Russian Goyera 
cost oi 
would 
tance of the 


000. — 
a ship. 
Froude’s “Law 


t 


uare root of the length and resistance at 
of length. 


hour. Supposing the resistance at this speed is found to be 10 pounds, then 
the resistance of the ship will be 10x25 = 156.250 pounds. To ae the 
effective horsepower required it is only kersa reti to divide the expression 
for the work due to this resistance, given in fı pounds by 83,000; thus, 20 


xi 
knots = 2,026 feet per minute, and 2 33,000 9.303 effective horsepower 


required. This result, after being corrected for density of water, surface 
friction of ship’s skin, friction of engines, and efficiency of propellers, gives 
the actual indicated horsepower necessary to develop the required speed in 
the pro; ship. The experiments may develop the fact that the intended 
lines produce an abnormally high resistance, or are in some other way un- 
suitable, in which case the model is easily altered or a new one made, and the 
ship saved from probable failure. 

In conducting the experiments absolute nicety of observation and meas- 

uire ballasted 


urement are required. The model is carefully to the exact draft 
and trim to co nd with the proposed displacement. These factors are 
observed by. inse: needles at intervals around the water line 
rojecting horizon! 15 and the model is adjusted so the needles just 
Freak the water. In this condition the weight of the model plus the t 
should agree with the calculated ment. In , the change of trim 
is carefully observed and . by the machine, and ex- 
act observation of the currents, caused fts of air and by the movement 
uctions therefor. The 


ship are finished, the material is remelted and used for others. They are cast 
e to cross sections of the pro} lines, allo about a 
quarter of an inch all around for finishing. They are cored to allow a fin- 
ished thickness of about 1 inch. The core is formed of a wooden frame- 
work covered with cloth and coated with a solution of clay to make it imper- 
vious to the melted paraffine, and is filled with water to prevent it being 
floated on the namg wax, which is cast at a temperature of about 160°. After 
sooling, the model is placed in a specially devised machine, by which the 
lines of the half-breadth plan of the proposed ship are automaticaliy copied 
on both sides of the model at their respective heights above the keel. 

The model is rigidly held ina frame capable of vertical adjustment, and 
after being carefully set to the proper height for the line to be cut the 
attendant simply a tracer around the line on the drawing, which is 
placed on an attached drawing board. The cutting is accomplished by two 
rotary cutters, which are run at a high rate of speed and con bya 
3 gear with the tracing arm. In this way the successive lines are 
cut, and the model is then taken from the machine, the material between the 

model faired and by hand. It is then 


lines is removed and the 
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fitted with suitable interior strengthening and carefully weighed and bal- 

lasted. and is then ready to be placed in the dynamiometels towing 

This machine is placed on a truck which moves freely on rails located on the 
of the side walls of the tank, the under side of the machine about 

18 inches ve the water. 

VCCCFCFPCC nae R lateral deviation 

it is free to oscillate vertically and horizontally. The resistance is received 


on the short arm of a bell-crank lever and automatically traced 33 
scale on a sheet of cross-section linder. 
The same cylinder also records 
records half seconds, and the distance 


e e pen 
records intervals of 10 feet, both 
by electric contacts. 


re are also cylinders at each end of 
means of rods free to move 


odel screw ener 
T in diferent positions relative to the hull of the 


0 

erical e e,“ 

having a specially devised k elicate ee ep omn 

to any desired from 50 to 1,000 feet per minute. The models are tested 

at varyin; of small interval between certain fixed limits, and also at 
of water and conditions of trim. 


rected, are platted and curves drawn, 
the completed ship will do in all 
realized 


an 
which models may be run g relatively groat, the 
higher speeds than have been realized may be p: 

of further advancement, so far as form is concerned, determined. 


power is 8 wasted in driving unsuitable forms at a high rate of 
speed, and waste of power involves heavier machinery and boilers and 


increased coal consumption over what would be ni with the 
form. lacement is often sacrificed to attain a certain speed when the 
same ht have been realized with largely in carrying ca- 
pacity: Many other minor advantages leon gti be specified. The time neces- 
sary pare a model from a given set of lines and make a complete record 
of at varying speeds been found to be about two days. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I hope the bill may be passed. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment which was reserved in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, at the end of line 13, on page 7. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 13, on page 7, it is proposed to insert: 

Secre e rized uired 

e g ee 8000 by esac ee Gees making apt rend 
priations for the naval service for the ear ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes, approved March 2, 1895, sald act 9 “for the exclu- 

hts to and for ordnance appliances now in use on naval vessels, and 
protected and covered by patent No. 533171, said patent being embraced in a 
contract dated January 28, 1893, and signed by the Secretary of the Navy and 
the patentee," 

Mr. HALE. This is not a reserved amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state that this is an amendment hereto- 
fore offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and I 
do think it was misunderstood by the Senate at that time. Tt was 
ruled ont under Rule XVI. Clause 4 of that rule is as follows: 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill unless it be to carry out the 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 
the face of the amendment. 

The provisions of an existing law.” The amendment states 
upon its face explicitly that this appropriation was provided for 
by the act of March 2, 1895. It is further stated, I believe, upon 
the face of the amendment that the patent embraces a contract 
made by the Secretary of the Navy January 28, 1893. Therefore 
the appropriation of $25,000 under this amendment is nothing 
more nor less than the carrying out of the contract to which I have 
just referred. It seems to me that the point of order does not lie 
against the amendment as being a private claim. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we discussed this amendment 
while we were acting as in Committee of the Whole. The exist- 
ing law is that the claim is to be paid at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and this amendment proposes to make him 
pay it without discretion. The point of order was made by the 

ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is not here now, and in 
his absence I make the point of order again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts 
makes the point of order against the amendment submitted by 
= Donator from South Dakota, and the Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. GORMAN. I gave notice two or three days since, during 
the discussion of this bill, that before its conclusion I should offer 
an amendment authorizing the Secretary of the to issue 
certificates of indebtedness in denominations of 50s, 100s, and 
1,000s, bearing 3 per cent interest, stating that I believed that the 
appropriations made it absolutely necessary for Congress to au- 
thorize the 3 of the Treasury to issue that class of certifi- 
cates, which would probably prevent the issuing of any more 


4738 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 2, 


bonds to pay current expenses. I fully intended to offer the 
amendment; but after the agreement which was made yesterday, 
that debate should be limited to five minutes on the part of each 
Senator after 2 o'clock to-day, it would be impossible under that 
limitation to properly discuss the proposition; and, therefore, I 
shall reserve it until the fortifications appropriations bill is con- 
sidered by the Senate, when I expect to present it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. If there be no further amendments the 
question is npon the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR NEW ROCHELLE, N. Y. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the indulgenceof the Senate for a moment to 
ass alittle bill to donate condemned cannon to a village in my 
tate. There is to be a celebration at the place next week; where 

the cannon are desired, and to be of any avail the bill should be 
assed at once. It is House bill No. 3544, and I think will take 
ut a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, which will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces 
of condemned cannon to the 19 of New Rochelle, N. V. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not object, provided the bill does not dis- 
place the unfinished business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to give notice that I shall ask the Senate 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine business on Mon- 
day morning to proceed to the consideration of what is known as 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I should be glad to have Senate bill No, 2522, in 
relation to the Alaska Transportation and Trading Company, taken 
up and passed,if there be no objection. It has been heretofore 
read at length. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I think the bill ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. We have had a similar bill before the 
committee. It is quite an important matter, and members of the 
committee have asked me 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock p.m.) 
ei Senate adjourned until Monday, May 4, 1896, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, May 2, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coup. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I call for the regular order, and move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to consider the special order. 

The motion was e to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. PAYNE in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a 
uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 


States. 
Mr. SPALDING. I desire to move an amendment, if it be in 


order. 

ef HENDERSON. I believe there are three amendments now 

nding. 
Nile SPALDING. At any rate, I would like to get this amend- 
ment before the Chair. I wish to move, as an amendment to the 
substitute now pending, to strike out clause 9 of the first para- 
graph of the pending section, in these words: 

Or suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, 
while insolvent, the payment cf his commer. paper for or aggregating $500 
or over. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan pr: SPALDING] to the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON]. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, strike out, in lines 45, 46, and 47. the words “ or suspended and not 
resumed f 


or thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, th: — 
ment of his commercial paper for or aggregating $500 or over.” sed cg 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, it is not an unusnal thing for 
men engaged in business pursuits to have an aggregate of 8500 of 
past-due paper. The filing of a petition to put sucha m into 
insolvency, if he was not in fact insolvent, would tend to bring 
him into disrepute and to ruin his credit. It seems to me that in 
the hands of a creditor dis d to be oppressive such provision 
might do great injury not only to the debtor but to other creditors, 
because under such circumstances a single creditor could file a 
petition in bankruptcy, provided there were not more than twelve 
creditors. For this reason I believe that the provision which my 
amendment proposes to strike out weakens the bill, which in many 
essential particulars is calculated to operate beneficially alike to 
creditor and debtor. I trust my amendment will be adopted. 
Without occupying further time, I am willing to submit it to the 
vote of the House. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SPALDING, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DERSON. I think, Mr. Chairman, we had better have 
the debate limited on this paragraph. As there are other amend- 
ments which tlemen desire to offer, why should we not take a 
vote now on the Tan amendments? 

sade WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to occupy about five 
minutes, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, when the commit- 
tee rose last evening the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, had entertained the 
Committee of the Whole, as he always does, not only in a logical, 
practical way, but with his usual eloquence. He appealed to the 

atriotism of the House. He seems to find some sentiment in a 

ankruptey bill. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no more sentiment 
in a bankruptcy bill than there is in an undertaker's bill. This 
question addresses itself to the legal judgment of the House. 

I call the attention of members to the fact that although we 
have been discussing this bill all this week, scarcely a paragraph 
concerning it has appeared in the newspapers of the day. The 
country is not demanding a bankruptcy bill. Members, if they 
will refer to their own experience, will be unable to say that the 
people in their districts are writing letters or petitioning for the 
passage of such a bill as this. Whatever demand exists for a 
bankruptcy bill to-day is confined to the voluntary features of the 
measure. 

Among the acts for which, under this bill, a man may be put 
into bankruptcy is the making of an assignment under the laws 
of his State. Now, let me briefly refer to the history of that pro- 
vision. Such a provision was in the bankruptcy law of 1867. 
After several years of experience with that provision, Congress, 
in 1874, struck it out of the law. It was found unpopular and 
ill fitted to the wants of the country. Yet after the trial we had 
of such a provision under the law of 1867—a trial which induced 
Congress to amend the law and strike out that provision—we are 
now told that it is wise to readopt it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the features of the old bankruptcy law of 
1867, which became so unpopular in the clap 4 because they 
harassed the poor debtor, were the features defining what are 
known as acts of 85 in other words, the provisions for 
involuntary bankruptcy. Yet with the light of our experience 
under the last bankruptcy law and with the country not demand- 
ing any such law with involuntary features, some gentlemen here 
seem willing to inflict upon the country the sameeyils with which 
it was afflicted under the former law. I beg members to pause 
before they vote against the amendment I have offered and to re- 
call the experience of the country under the old law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I see that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania . WILLIAM A. STONE] has made a profound 
study of this bill, and I should like to put to him a question sug- 
gested to me by a conyersation I have had with another member 
of a House, the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SULLO- 
way]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I yield for the question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose that one man should bor- 
row of another $10,000 for the ostensible purpose of entering into 
a legitimate business with the money, not expressly so stating, 
but that being the understanding. en sup that the bor- 
rower should lose that money by gambling with cards. Could he 
under such circumstances file a petition in voluntary bankruptcy 
and secure his 8 under this bill, if it were to become a law? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that anybody can 
file a petition in voluntary bankruptcy. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ought such a man to be allowed 
to receive his discharge? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As to whether he would get his 
discharge or not, that is another thing; but the gentleman’s ques- 
tion was whether such a man could file a petition. I understand 
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that under this bill anybody can file a petition, no matter what 
may be his indebtedness or how it may have arisen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 


unanimous consent to proceed five minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that I have been informed that under the provisions 
of the former bankrupt law it would have been impossible for 
such a man to secure his discharge in bankruptcy; that is to say, 
if it could be established as a fact that he lost his money in 
gambling. y 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not say that he could be dis- 
charged under this bill, I understood that the question of the 

entleman was whether anything in the bill would exclude him 

om applying. Whether he could be discharged is another 

uestion. 
3 Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will call his attention to the fact that in section 13 of this bill there 
are five explicit acts mentioned, the commission of any one of 
which by the bankrupt is a ground for denying him a discharge. 
Now, if the mention of one thing is to be taken as the exclusion 
of all other things, then the only ground for refusing to allow such 
aman a discharge would be proof of one of the things embraced 
in this section. And the loss of his property through gambling 
not being specified as one of the grounds on which a discharge is 
to be refused, he would still be able to secure a discharge even 
though the borrowed money had been lost in gambling with cards. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, that may be an argument 
against the bill,and I am glad that the gentleman finds additional 
reasons for objecung to its ; = 

Mr. RA. Will the gentleman permit me a moment now, since 
he has an extension of time? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Under the provisions of the bill I do not think such 
aman as that mentioned by the gentleman from Wisconsin could 
possibly obtain a discharge. But, however that may be, if it 
should be made a ground of refusal for granting a discharge, it is 
easy to insert it in the bill. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, we are discussing the pro- 
visions now that apply to the discharge of the wey ded Weare 
considering the amendment which proposes to strike from the bill 
the first paragraph of section 2, which, if adopted, strikes out the 
nine acts of bankruptcy; and T undertake to say that if you are 
to pass a bill at all, a simple bill that permits a man to go into 
bankruptcy is all that you should undertake to pass. You ought 
not at this time, when the country is already disturbed very much 
over public questions, to throw a new element of disturbance into 
the commerce and trade of the country, and in my judgment it 
would be a very great and a very serious mistake not only for this 
Congress, but a great mistake for the party that is behind this 
Congress and responsible for its actions, to undertake to put a 
bankrupt law, especially such a bankrupt law as this, onthe coun- 
try now. Such a law is not popular at any time. Who wants 
engraved on his tombstone, when he has ended his labors here and 
elsewhere, that he is the father of a bankrupt law as a monument? 
It never was and never will be a popular measure, and you can 
not make it so in this country. You can not humbug the people 
of this country with a measure of this character any more; they 
haye had experience, Youcan no more make such a proposition 
suit the people of this country than you can make a suit of clothes 
for a man 5feet high to fit me. The country has grown too large 
for such a thing; it is not adjusted to such a provision; it is too 
diversified in all of its interests. There are 45 States in the Union 
now passing laws each conflicting with each other; and when all 
of these things are considered it is evident that this country is not 
in a condition to adopt a general law upon this subject by which 
a man shall be forced into bankruptcy against his will. You are 
simply putting on the statute books something that will come 
back to plague us in the future, a proposition that will stay the 
era of prosperity which the country so much demands, and which 
it should have, and which we all hope will soon make its appear- 
ance. 

It is a great anda grave mistake to pass such a bill. No man 
ought to vote for such a bill until he has carefully stuđied the his- 
tory of the country under the operation of the old bankrupt laws; 
and no man who will do that will ever give a vote, after impartial 
consideration, for such a measure as this. Any man who will 
yro it a fair and impartial consideration will at least hesitate be- 

ore voting for any bill, especially one that embraces eight or nine 
acts of bankruptcy, whereby a man can be forced against his will 
into the bankrupt court, many of which provisions were stricken 
down by Congress in the old bill, many of which were changed 
and altered, as it was found necessary to change and alter them, 
because of the demand of the people, who were disgusted with 
their operation, 


It is, Mr. Chairman, the old story. It comes up at every Con- 
gress to plague us. Notwithstanding the fact that there are vari- 
ous other matters of Eis importance that ought to receive 
the attention of the House, matters which the whole country is 
demanding as loudly as it can, measures that ought to be consid- 
ered and passed by Congress, measures, for instance, that will 
prevent the coming of the hordes of people that are pouring into 
this country from other lands, people that we do not want, and 
yet, notwithstanding these demands, here in the expiring hours of 
this session of Congress you are wrestling with a bankrupicy bill, 
trying to establish in this country a system that the people do not 
want, and one that if you do pass you will be forced to repeal 
within a very short time after its enactment. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, I have listened with some surprise to the re- 
marks of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE) who has just taken his seat. Iam surprised 
that a tative of so great a State as Pennsylvania, a State 
so vitally interested in this question of bankruptcy, voluntary and 
involuntary, should tell this committee that there is no public 
interest in that State and in this country on this question. 

Now, I can say in behalf of my own State—in behalf of the great 
State of New York—that the citizens of that State, the business 
men of that State, are vitally interested in the measure now pend- 
ing before this committee; and that the feeling in our State, so far 
as I have been able to sound it, is in favor of the enactment of 
just such a bill as that now under consideration. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us that the country is 
too large, too diversified in its interests, to have a uniform bank- 
ruptlaw. I suppose that by and by we shall be told that it is too 
large to have any uniform legislation. If there be any force in 
that argument, then the Congress of the United States should be 
abolished, and all legislation should be referred to the legislatures 
of the several States. 

I believe, sir, that the fathers of the Federal Constitution knew 
what they were about. I believe that when they gave us power 
to enact a eral law on the subject of bankruptcy, they looked 
away ah into the future of this country, and knew that the 
time must come, as it has come in the past, as it comes more im- 
8 to us to-day, when the enactment of a general bankrupt 

w would be a matter of actual pane necessity. 

Now, I have read the report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
upon this bill. I have the bill with at care, have given 
many hours to its examination, have consulted many lawyers and 
many business men as to its provisions, and have examined it cru- 
cially in connection with the former general bankrupt act of 1867. 
I believe that there never has been a general bankrupt law framed 
with greater wisdom and more justice in its scope and plan. I 
congratulate the distinguished chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary for this work which he has now presented to our con- 
sideration. In fact, I believe that it can not be justly criticised. 
I believe that it should be passed unanimously by this committee. 
The Spry m New York is this: If you propose to give us only a 
voluntary bankrupt law, give us none. we can not have a law 
which provides both for voluntary and involun bankruptcy, 
we wish no legislation whatsoever. That is the feeling of our law- 
vers; that is the feeling of our business men in every special avo- 
cation. The State of New York, gentlemen, is somewhat inter- 
ested in this legislation. I call your attention to Schedule A, 
which shows that the greatest number of failures occurred in the 
State of New York during the whole period from 1879 to 1895. I 
will call your attention briefly to these figures. In New York the 
liabilities from 1879 to 1895 were $643,910,228. The total failures 
were 21,938, and the failures in 1895 were 1,940 as compared to 1,304 
in 1879. That demonstrates, gentlemen, that in our State we have 
a practical interest in this proposed legislation, and I call the at- 
tention of the committee also to the fact that for the first three 
months of the year 1896 there have been 229 more failures than in 
the preceding period last year, and that the aggregate of liabili- 
ties amounted to $4,594,000 additional; that is, as compared with 
the same period in the year 1895. 

Now, I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE] that business is in the main paralyzed throughout 
the United States; butif you enactasimple voluntary bankruptcy 
act you will not restore confidence. Confidence restored to the 
debtor alone will not benefit the country. 

5 . The time of the gentleman from New York 

s expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask that the gentleman's time 
be extended five minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr, BARTLETT of New York. All the business interests of 
the country are made up of the interests of the creditor on the one 
hand and of the debtor on the other. A measure for the benefit of 
the debtor alone will not benefit the country. It must also be 
passed with some regard to the interests of the creditor. And, as 
is well pointed out in the very able report which accompanies this 
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bill, a man is sometimes a creditor, or always a creditor, and at 
the same time a debtor, the twofold relation, the reciprocal rela- 


tion, being sustained by every business man, because while he isa 
debtor to some parties he is also a creditor with debts due him 
from other parties. 

Now, what should be the object of this legislation? It should 
be such legislation as would restore confidence to the business 
men of the country. It should be fair and just, and not unduly 
strict to the honest debtor. On the other hand, on behalf of the 
creditor, it should punish fraud and perjury and attempts to de- 
feat the ends of justice. The gentleman complains of the acts 
which constitute involuntary bankruptcy, complains of the pro- 
visions of this section by which a man can be forced into bank- 
ruptcy. Well, now, Mr. i , I have examined each and 
every one of these provisions with t care, and it seems to me 
that if any err in any way they are too lenient. Can it be wrong to 

unish a man for fraud? If a man conceals his cee rgd or trans- 

ers his proport or does any act whatsoever wi e purpose and 
view of defrauding his creditor, is it hard to put him into bink- 
ruptcy? Is it not common fairness and justice to the business 
men of this country? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] 
says that the people take no interest in it. It is true, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is not a matter of sentiment, but it is a matter of 
business and of common honesty; and I call the attention of the 
members of the committee to a few extracts from the letters of 
business men which I will now read. Before reading the extracts 
from the letters of business men I shall read the expert opinion 
of one of the leaders of our bar, a man most familiar with the 
EN workings and operations of the bankruptcy act of 1867. 

e Says: 

New Yo A; 30, 1896. 
Hon. FRANKLIN BARTLETT. APN 


My Dran SIn: I have read with care the admirable report of the House 


Judiciary Committee on the subject of a uniform law of bankruptcy accom- 


ying House bill 8110, and am 8 in favor of the 3 of the 
A uniform system of bankruptcy seems to me most important, and I 
find but few suggestions which I can offer in reference to the bill presented— 


I had asked the distinguished member of the bar to pick out 
some flaw. With his special knowledge and experience, I wanted 
him to place his hand upon some vulnerable point, and, Mr, Chair- 
man, the result of his examination was that he could find nothing 
to criticise in this most admirable bill— 

No bankruptcy act ought to be passed which does not provide for involun- 
tary as well as 5 bankruptcy. The latter without the former seems 
to me an anomalons condition of affairs. Both debtors and creditors should 
be 8 by legislation, and it seems to me that this bill does this with 
great care. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. Now let me give you this question, and make the 
point as clear as you can. Iam not going to take your time ex- 
cept to make the question plain. Suppose a country merchant 
gus his paper, payable in duirty days, and John Smith indorses 

t r. 

Mr BARTLETT of New York. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. COX. And at the maturity of the paper he fails to meet it. 
Now, what position does the indorser occupy in regard to this 
bill? Is he a bankrupt, too? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Thatisall regulated by the pro- 
visions of the bill, Anyone who becomes a surety or guarantor for 
a debt remains still liable although the debtor may be discharged. 

Mr. Cox endeavored to propound another question. 

Mr.BARTLETT of New York. I decline to yield further, with 
great respect to the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee. I 
must decline to zan because he is only endeavoring to discover 
some problem which will interrupt the thread of my discourse. 

(Laughter. ] . 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania tr: WILLIAM A. 
STONE], Mr. Chairman, said that the bankruptcy bill would not 
be popular. Well, a bankruptcy bill will never be popular that 
is, any bill that provides for men paying their debts—with a cer- 
tain class in the community; but I claim that this bill with its 
provisions is for the benefit of the debtor in allowing those busi- 
ness men who are hampered with debt to secure discharges and 
resume business; and it will be popular with a great class of 
debtors now burdened and with business men at large throughout 
the country, because it will bring about a renewal of credit and 
an extension of business. ; 

With a general bankruptcy law men will not be afraid, as they 
are to-day, of embarking in business relations with certain parties 


in other States. We all know, Mr. Chairman, that the unfortu- 
nate differences in the system of bankruptcy laws in the various 
States operate to unsettle business relations. The only way to 
secure relief is to pass the bill now under consideration, and there 
is a strong voice—I may say to gentlemen a general sentiment— 
throughout the State of New York in favor of the passage of this 
very bill. I call your attention to one or two letters: 


prohibited. Honest debtors should 

charged, and the assets divided among bona fide creditors without delay and 
at the minimum of cost. Dishonest debtors should be refused a discharge, 
and fraudulent ones severely punished. 

Thisletter is but a sample of many which Ihave received, Butit 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it states the case conclusively in 
terse and forcible lan e, which is better than most argument. 

Mr. STROWD of North Carolina, What business is the party 
engaged in who writes that letter? 

_Mr. BARTLETT of New York. They are manufacturers of 
rp er ee asbestusroofing, asbestussheathing, asbestus cements, 
asbestus coverings, and several other branches of the same busi- 
ness. But it is a very large and well-known firm in New York. 

Mr. MILNES. ar I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And I may say that these let- 
ters come to me from firms not only in business in my own State 
of New York, but engaged in business in husetts, Penn- 
oran and many other States. One firm calls my attention to 
the fact that the merchants of all the large cities throughout the 
Union are in favor of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, ever since I have had a seat 
in this House I have tried to be consistent in my opposition to all 
movements toward securing a bankruptcy law. I do not believe 
that there is any demand upon the part of the country for such an 
enactment; and I believe it would be most unwise for the Repub- 
lican party at this time to enact that kind of legislation. I donot 
wonder at the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT], a leader of his party upon that side of the House, try- 
ing to place the Republican py in the disadvantageous position 
of being sponsors for this bi 

I haye, Mr. Chairman, attempted to know something of the his- 
tory of the three bankruptcy laws that we have had and their effect 
upon the party responsible for their enactment. In April, 1800, 
the Federalist party, then intrenched in power, supposed to be 
invincible, enacted a bankruptcy law. In the campaign that fol- 
lowed three charges were made i them. Their responsi- 
bility for the sedition law, for the alien law, and for the bankruptcy 
law; and under the assaults that were made that party ceased to 
exist as a powerful factor in the Government of the United States. 

In 1841 the Whig party, which had just come into power stron, 
and apparently invincible, with a majority such as never had 
been known before, enacted a bankrupt law. They saw their 
error very soon, and the same deliberative body and the same 
Executive that had enacted and approved the law repealed it. 
But the party was tainted by that legislation and lost power, 
The House of Representatives that enacted the last bankrupt law 
had 49 Democrats and 143 Republicans in it, yet it was but alittle 
while until that majority was well-nigh and the Democ- 
racy had control of this House; and I undertake to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that no one factor was more important in turning over the 
control of Congress to the Democratic party than the responsi- 
bility that attached to our side for that bankruptcy enactment of 
1867. In every instance the party that has assu: responsibility 
for such legislation has gone to the wall. The reprobation of the 
people has been upon it, and I do not wonder that the leader of 
the Democracy [Mr. BARTLETT of New York] now seeks to encour- 
age the Republican party in this great mistake, But the gentle- 
man has another motive, whichhe, as well as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts . Moopy], who addressed the committee yes- 
terday, has disclosed. The committee reporting this bill has told 
us, and its advocates on this floor up to 3 o’clock on yesterday had 
uniformly insisted, that the underlying reason for this legislation 
was to give a boon to men who had been unfortunate in business, 
so that men who had gone down under the weight of misfortune 
and who were burdened with debt could find relief under the 

rovisions of this enactment. It was all done, they said, in the 
interest of the indigent, unfortunate debtor. In their report the 
committee say: 

It seems clear to the committee that a bankruptcy law is needed to relieve 
the country of the hopeless debts now resting upon active men— 

That is, men who have been unfortunate, men who have been 
unskillful, men to whom disaster has come, honest men who are 
thus burdened, cramped, and trammeled are the people to be bene- 
fited, and this beneficent enactment is designed to give such men 
another chance in the race of life, so that they may regain the 
plane of solvent manhood, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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On motion of Mr. WATSON of Ohio, the time of Mr. HEPBURN 
was extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the 5 on which the committee 

ut this bill in their report, and that is the ground upon which it 
been generally advocated upon this floor, but the gentleman 
from Massachusetts pe: Moopy] yesterday and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] this morning have told us another 
story. The demand for this bill, they tell us, is for the Forom of 
securing another method for the collection of debts. ey want 
another means to secure the creditors of the country. Not satisfied 
with the collection laws of the States, not satisfied with the access 
to the courts which they have had all along and now have, the 
creditors of the country insist that something more shall be done 
whereby they shall be enabled to secure their debts. 

Mr. 8 I do not think that any legislation of this kind 
is necessary. Everywhere in all of the forty-five States and in the 
Territories there are ample provisions of law for the collection of 
debts. Every debt that now exists has been contracted in view of 
the existing facilities for collection. No creditor has been de- 
ceived. When he made his investment or allowed another to 
become his debtor he knew what the facilities and possibilities 
were with regard to collection. But not content with that knowl- 
edge, not content with the facilities that they now have for the 
collection of debts, the creditors come here, by their resenta- 
tives, demanding that as Freep have other means, that they shall 
have other ways, by which to secure their pound of flesh. : 

Are we doing any harm to the creditor when we refuse to give 
him that? Thecourts are open, The collection laws of the States 
are in full force. There is no proposition to limit their scope in 
any way or to embarrass their operation. The creditor has now 
every means that he had when he extended credit to his debtor. 
Why should he have other means? Why does he come here de- 
manding this additional means for collection of his debts? It is 
unfair and unjust, and the man who a is not, in my belief, 
friendly to the masses of this country. gentleman from New 
York (Mr, BARTLETT] tells us that if this measure is enacted into 
law there will roll over this country an unprecedented wave of 
prosperity, that if the debtor class is put absolutely into the power 
of the creditor class then the creditor class will consent that their 
money, which they tell us is now withdrawn from the Western 
region, will flow out, and we shall all bask in the sunlight of a new 

rity. Ah, Mr. Chairman, the men who loan money from 
the t to the West will not be affected by this bankrupt law. 
Their loans are already secured upon the real estate of the West. 
They are . upon the property of the West. 
Those mortgages will be as complete then as they are now, and I 
do not think that any new conditions of prosperity will come to 
us because of this enactment, 


then, and I still think, that while trying to escape from the second 
act of bankruptcy as defined in this bill the debtor must fall into 
the fifth. If this committee will give me its attention for a mo- 
ment I will try to establish this point. The second act of bank- 
ruptey, as set forth in the bill, is in part: 

Failed for thirty days, until a petition is filed, while insolvent, tosecure the 
release of any property levied upon under process of law— 

Here is an attachment against a debtor's pro If he allows 
that attachment to run for the period descri it is an act of 
bankruptcy. In order to relieve himself from this he must re- 
lease that property. How is he to do it? Only by payment or 
by giving security. Let the fifth “act of bankruptcy” declares 
that either of those is an act of bankruptcy. Therefore, if the 
debtor tries to escape from the second he must necessarily force 
himself into the fifth. When I asked my colleague if there was 
not some incongruity between these two provisions, his answer, 
as I recollect it, was, Yes; it is intended that both shall rip him 
up the back.” And both do. Either does. In escaping from the 
one he 5 ets into the other. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt 
him, not to correct his improyement upon my at all, 
but to call his attention to section 60. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will try to quote my colleague exactly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, that is not material. Give your 
fancy the fullest play. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no need of displays of fancy con- 
demning this measure. 

Mr. DERSON. That seems to be your mood this morn- 
ing. Now, I ask the gentleman to read section 60 in connection 
with clause 5, section 2. Section 60 provides that— 

A person shall be deemed to have given a preference if, being insolvent or 
in contemplation of insolvency or bankruptcy, he has procu: or suffereda 
judgment to be entered against himself in favor of any person, or made a 
8 of any of his property with intent to (1) defeat the operation of this 

The word ‘‘ defeat,” as used in this bill, has coupled with it the 
intention to defraud. As I said yesterday, if the debtor violates 


Prae o e peoria ona Dana Nane ya Do IONN intó bankruptcy; 


but the gentleman can not hinge the two provisions together 
the manner he is now attempting. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. But I call the attention of my friend from 
Iowa to the second clause of the paragraph of section 60, to which 
he has just referred. It is in these words: 

Or (2) enable any one of his creditors to obtain F 
debt than any other ot such creditors of the same c 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is another matter; and it is not pre- 
sented even by the gentleman from Iowa. My restless friend from 
New York [Mr. FAIRCHILD], who is always hunting for some ob- 
jection to this bill, can not find any this time, 

Mr. HEPBURN. The word “defeat” means much more under 
the definition given in this bill than the gentleman has suggested. 
It does not mean simply “defraud,” as he has suggested. The 
language is: 

Defeat shall include defraud or delay 

Mr. HENDERSON. Delay with attempt to defraud. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Defeat shall include defraud or delay, 
evade, hinder, and impede.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. “With intent to defraud.” The gentle- 
man must not fail to put that in. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My friend has made no answer to this criti- 
cism. None can be made. It was not intended by this bill, in 
my judgment, that there should be any escape for the man who 
has allowed an execution to run i him. This fifth clause 
most cunningly closes every possible door. If he should escape 
ee eager clause, he finds himself enmeshed in all the conditions 
of the E 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I prefer not to yield for a question now; I 
have only a little time. Here is the answer which my colleague 
[Mr. HENDERSON] made to me yesterday: 

I think he would be ripped up in both, and ought to be. 

I said “up the back.” I want to withdraw that phrase, so that 
the ripping may be general—all over his anatomy. [Laughter.] 
2 irman, this act is a fraud upon its face; it is a fraud in 
i e. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. WILLIAM A. ST Lask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Iowa may have time to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORSE. As the gentleman now has unlimited time, will 
he yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

Mr. MORSE. I understood the gentleman to say that the same 
conditions exist now in regard to the collection of debts and mort- 
gages that existed when the loans were madein the Western coun- 
try by Easterninvestors. Now, doesnotmy friend know that the 
Populists when in control in Kansas passed stay laws which pre- 
vent the foreclosure of a mortgage or the . of proceed- 
ings for its collection for a year and a half after it becomes due? 
If the gentleman from Iowa does not know the fact, I happen to 
know it to 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is some Populist here perhaps who 
can attend to the gentleman from Massachusetts. Hoag ter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Towa a question relating to the criticism he is making on this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman to criticise 
the language hinder or impede with intent to defraud.” Now, 
I ask him whether that is not the language used in the codes of 
all the code States in regard to acts which are analogous to acts 
of 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt about that. I was not criti- 
cising it in any other sense than this: My colleague had defined 
the word “defeat” to mean defraud. I simply wanted to show. 
and that was my whole object in referring to the language of the 
billi—that according to this definition defeat meant much more 
than defraud. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That does not apply to the question you raise. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it does. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The language of the bill is, “delay, hin- 
der, and impede with intent to defraud.” Now, is it not a fact 
that, according to the construction of the courts, an act com- 
mitted with the p of hindering or delaying the collection 
of a just debt is a frandulent act? 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is a bill which purports to establish a 
uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see how uniform“ itis. It exempts 
from the operation of the law, and from the necessity of distribu- 
tion to the creditors, all that property that is exempt to the debtor 
under the laws of the various States. How can you, then, have a 
uniform system of bankruptcy if you base it on exemption law that 
exist in such great diversity in the statutes of the various States? 

Why, a gentleman the other day stated that in the State of 
Pennsylvania there were no exemption laws; that the coat that a 
man might lay off from his back while engaged in his daily labor 
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I do not know 


might be seized by the officers on an execution. 
whether that is true or not. Isimply refer to thestatement made. 
In the State in which I live, on the contrary, there was an adjudi- 
cation where a bankrupt was permitted to retain his homestead 


valued at $93,000. Is that uniformity? Does that secure a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy, where in one State a man may be 
stripped of 5 the operation of this law, and in an- 
other where he may have almost unlimited wealth, if it is con- 
fined to his homestead, for that is secured to him? 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption to 
make a correction there? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. In the State of Pennsylvania there is an exemp- 
tion law which allows the debtor to retain $300 worth of property, 
unless he waivestheright. It is true that they generally give him 
about a thousand, but that is the law. 5 

Mr, HEPBURN. That does not change the argument that I 
make. It shows the impossibility of the enactment of a law framed 
in this manner, based on the State statutes, differing as they do 
widely from each other. Itshows the utter impossibility of meet- 
ing the requirements of the Constitution and the pretended pur- 
pose of the bill in its title, a uniform system of bankruptcy.” 

But, Mr. i „I am opposed to the bill because of the 
sources of its demand. If there is a demand for it, it comes from 
the associations of wholesale merchants in the United States, who 
want to have another means of securing control over their trade. 
How will it operate? I undertake to say 

Mr. RAY. fore the gentleman leaves that Seine. having made 
that statement, to wit, that there is no demand for it, I desire to 
call his attention just there to this 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not yield to the gentleman from New 
York for a speech. He has occupied hours of the time of the com- 
mittee in the discussion of this matter. If he has a question to 
ask, I will be very glad to answer it if I can. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Ihave occupied but 
very little of the time of the committee. 

. HEPBURN. Ask your question. 

Mr. RAY. If you will permit me; you have been courteously 
accorded all the time you want—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HENDERSON. By every member of the committee. 

Mr. RAY. The “gentleman from New York” is a member of 
the committee, and no objection was made to the extension of 
time asked by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBUR Will the gentleman ask his question, if he 
desires to do so? If he has no question to ask, I decline to be inter- 
rupted further. 

r. RAY. I did not desire to call attention to this document 
[referring to pamphlet in his hand] without permission of the 
gentleman—. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I must ask to be protected 
from the gentleman from New York. Ihave yielded to the gen- 
tleman for a question only, if he has one to ask, 

The C The gentleman from Iowa is entitled ta the 
floor and declines to be interrupted. The gentleman from New 
York will be in order. 

Mr. RAY. I ask the gentleman from Iowa 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The ‘gentleman from Iowa” will yield to the 
gentleman from New York for a question only. 

Mr. RAY. I want to make this statement 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not yield to the gentleman for a state- 


ent. 

Mr. RAY. I Want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; ask it. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman, in connection with his state- 
ment that there is no demand for this bill— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAY. Well, in connection with his statement as to the 
sources of the demand] believe that was his statement—allow me 
to call his attention and the attention of the committee, not by a 
speech, but simply to a document which I hold in my hand and 
which is on file, showing, as I think, that his statement is inac- 
curate? 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is it? 

Mr. RAY. Well, if I answer that question it will be to state 
the very thing to which the gentleman has been objecting. 

Mr. PBURN Let me see it. 

Mr. RAY. I would not name it without the consent of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. COX. Is that a speech of the gentleman from New York? 
Sey, 

Mr. RAY. The “gentleman from New York” had nothing to 
do with it. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 


Addresses, memorials, indorsements, 8 and resolutions demanding 
the enactment of the Torrey bankrupt bill, by the Associated Wholesale Gro- 
cers, St. Louis; Columbus (Ga.) Board of Trade; Chamber of Commerce of 
New York; Omaha (Nebr.) Board of Trade— 


m 


3 soon. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is just what Isaid. [Laugh- 


V. RAY. Read it all. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). That is whatIsaid. Every one 
of these fellows who wants a new hold, a new grip upon his cus- 
tomers, is clamoring for it of course, and the gentleman from New 
York, their Eey servitor, is anxious to give them all they want. 

Mr. RAY. ill you allow—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will not allow further interruption. 

Mr. RAY. I would not misrepresent were I in your place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield, 

Mr. HEPBURN, I do not desire to misrepresent, 
read from the document that the gentleman gave me. 

Mr. RAY. Why not read the entire title of it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. You might as well insist on my reading one of 
your s hes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. It would do you good if you wonld. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It might help me, but I haye some considera- 
tion for other gentlemen here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that a very large percentage 
of the business men in the West are, under the definitions given 
in this bill, ce apie tae They can not meet the requirements of 
this bill in their effort to avoid 5 it. And yet 
they are able to conduct their business. ey are not usually 
engaged extensively in business, but it is the small merchants, 
the merchants whose property perhaps would not pay their debts, 
who have to postpone from time to time the payment of their 
paper. Technically they are bankrupts, technically they are in- 
solvent; and yet they are able to conduct their business, to keep 
their heads above water, and to make a support for their families. 
A man so situated, dealing with the creditor who would use this 
bill, is compelled to submit to whatever exaction in the way of 
increased profits to that wholesale merchant that the wholesale 
merchant elects to put upon him. He has no way of escaping it. 
If he proposes to change the house with which he deals. conscious 
that he is in the power of this man, he has to go on dealing in the 
same line, submitting to the same exactions, paying the same 
exorbitant rates, and in turn imposing them upon his customers. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For a question, yes. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Do vou think the passage of this bill, or the 
failure to pass this bill, will have any effect on the relation of the 
retailers to the wholesaler? When the retailer is in the grip of 
the wholesaler, will the failure to pass this bill make the thing 
any better? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it will, because under the collection 
laws of the State, with the time that is given, with which the 
creditor is familiar and which he expected, the debtor can have 
an opportunity to turn himself, to do something. He could have 
an opportunity for n if nothing else. Yet under this bill 
if he were to take that time or were to pay one of his creditors he 
would become a bankrupt. Does not that place him in a worse 
position? It seoms to me so. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Is it not for the benefit of the wholesaler to 
keep the man going? Is he liable to shut a man up so long as he 
is solvent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That depends upon the character of the whole- 


I simply 


er. SAEs 
Mr. HEPBURN. I accept the answer of the -genienean from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. Mr. Chairman, I should like tosay—— 

Mr. COX. Will my friend yield to me for one question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; fora question. 

Mr. COX. ThatisallI want. I want to understand your con- 
struction of this idea. A country merchant gives his paper, pay- 
able in ninety days, to the wholesale merchant, and some 
goes his security upon that papet as indorser, He fails to meet 
it. What becomes of the indorser? Is hea . too? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me that he is equally liable. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He is an original maker. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He is practically an original maker. I do 
not see why the failure to pay, if the other conditions are present 
in the case, would not be an act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The committee has stricken that clause 
out of the bill, so there is no use in wasting any time about it. 
In the committee this morning the ninth clause was entirely 
stricken from the bill. . 

Mr. COX. Then, as I understand, the indorser or security is 
not subject to the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The ninth clause, with referenze to com- 
mercial paper, has been stricken out of the bill. That was done 
in the committee this 8 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The indorser on commercial paper is not 
liable until after the principal has failed to pay, anyhow. 

Mr. COX. Suppose he is a joint maker. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If he is a principal, that is a different thing, 


but not as an indorser. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have just received a mem- 
orandum showing that it is the smaller dealer who suffers from 
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bankruptcy laws. In Indiana, out of 14,000 bankrupts under the 
old law, the assets of 12,000 were less than $5,000 each, showing 
that it is the class of men of whom I have been speaking who are 
the victims under a bankruptcy law. Iwas going to ask some 
gentleman from the West who is in favor of this bill to show 
who else in the West is in favor of it. 

There are a few gentlemen who favor the voluntary bankruptcy 
feature; there are a very few wholesale dealers that favor the in- 
voluntary features of it. I undertake to say that of all the Rep- 
resentatives from the State of Iowa upon this floor not one com- 
munication has come to them asking, on the part of their con- 
stituents, for the enactment of this law. I haye received buta 
solitary communication on the subject, and that from a gentleman 
living outside of my State, and he opposing this bill. Notone let- 
ter have I had, not one comment in the newspapers have I seen. 
advocating this bill. I do not believe itisawantofthe country. I 
donot believe that it is right in itself. I do not believe that the bill 
conforms to the requirements of the Constitution as to its uni- 
formity; and I do believe that it will be most harmful in its effect 
upon the party majority of this House. We will be held respon- 
sible for it, and some of our friends on the other side, who per- 
haps now are urging us to make this mistake, will be among those 
orators who this fall will declaim against us and charge us with 
responsibility, point to the distress of the country, and say that 
instead of brin ing about relief we have passed this unfair, inju- 
dicious, one-sided legislation. [Applause.]} 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my time may be 
extended to the limit of fifteen minutes at this time. It is not 
worth while to begin with five minutes’ time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohioasks that he may 
have fifteen minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I assert, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, 
that much the most essential thing to the welfare of the business 
interests of the country of America to-day is the reestablishment 
of credit. It is necessary that we shall reestablish the credit of 
the National Government, and it is necessary that we shall rees- 
tablish the credit of all component factors in the National Govern- 
ment, and prominent and conspicuous among those factors are the 
individual creditors, the business men of the United States. I 
deny that there can be good credit in one section of the Union and 
bad credit in the other section. Ideny that the business men of the 
West can flourish when the business men of the East fail to 
flourish. And I deny that any proper argument can be based here 
by introducing into this subject the question of the West against 
the East. 

The money of the East is being handled by the genius and enter- 
prise of the West; and the credit of the one is the interest of the 
other, and the success of the one is a necessary incident to the 
success of the other. So that I think the gentleman who in this 
debate attempts to make it appear that a system that makes a 
sound business man in the West can by any possibility better the 
man in the East to a greater degree than is conferred upon a man 
in the West is not correct in his judgment. How shall we estab- 
lish business credit? I want to say right here, in reply to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that as I had 
something to do in ten or twelve States of the Union with the 
campaign of 1892; as I had, too, not to so large an extent, with 
that of 1890, and to a much larger extent of the campaign of 1894, 
when the Republican party in the one case went out of power in 
the legislative branch of the Government and in the other came 
back into power; and I never heard and never read one word of 
discussion on the subject of a bankruptcy bill. I have tried to 
recall all the charges of the Democratic party in 1890 and in 1892, 
and I never heard that thing mentioned until I heard it here this 
morning. Now, I do not say thatit never happened, for I did not 
hear all that was said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is speaking now of a period 
twelve or fourteen years after the repeal of the act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you are talking of the bankruptcy 
act of 1867. I never heard that mentioned as a matter of politics. 
I never heard any condemnation of it. It is said that that act was 
repealed after a while. It was repealed in due time. It was not 
the purpose of the legislation of the country, never has been, that 
there shall be a permanent system of bankruptcy. It is not nec- 
essary. Periods, cycles of business depression, 8 the 
country. I might say, if I wanted to, though I am indisposed to 
go into that subject, that these cycles are generally an incident to 
the introduction into power of the Democratic party in this coun- 
try; and it has been said by one of the wisest financiers of this 
country that it was necessary, indispensably necessary, to the suc- 
cess of the business of the country that, following every Demo- 
rable „ there should be a system of bankruptcy. 

aughter. 
l Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman certainly knows that these 
cycles swept over the country in 1866, another in 1877, and another 


in 1884, Will the gentleman explain if these happened after Dem- 
ocratic 5 

Mr. GROS OR. There is no such thing. In Tey Goins 
back to that, as it is the first fixed on by the gentleman, ortu- 
nately for his recollection of history we emerged from the greater 
depression of 1857, when the property of this country went down 
80 per centin value all through the West. We emerged from that 
to enter a war. At the end of that war we had not reestablished 
our credit, and the transition from irredeemable paper money and 
the battle that we had to fight with the Democratic party to re- 
store specie payments did bring upon us the trouble of 1877. What 
was the trouble of 1875-1877? Does the gentleman know? It was 
the existence of that upas tree, bad credit, in this country. In 
1874 the Democratic party carried State after State in favor of 
practical repudiation of the obligations of the Government, and 
undertook to demand that the bonds of the Governmentshould be 
paid in greenbacks and that the greenbacks should not beredeemed; 
and until we turned aside and fought the Democratic party to its 
death for the time being, we could not have any credit in this 
country. That was the trouble, and that was all the trouble there 
was; and when the time had come, and victory had perched upon 
the banner of the Republican party, and a Republican Adminis- 
tration came into power in 1877, and the resumption act was passed 
in the teeth of the opposition of the Democratic party. and the 1st 
day of January, 1879, came, and, under a Republican Administra- 
tion, every dollar of our promises to pay came up to the level of 
every dollar in gold—then it was that prosperity aama as the vic- 
tory of honest money and the overthrow of the Democratic party. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] But, Mr. Chairman, I did 
not intend to make any such speech as this 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Will the gentleman permit another suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. e 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Iwish to say to the gentleman that all of those 
depressions are recorded by the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor, in his Report on the Industrial Depression of 1886, 
oa he 1 7 that they all extended to the seven leading nations of 

e world, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
wants to take his politics from Carroll D. Wright I bid him God- 
speed, but I donot want him to bother me with them. [Laughter.]- 
I will take some political ideas from a Democrat, I will take a grea 
many from a Republican; but from a Mugwump, God forbid! 
{Laughter and applause.] A man who has to trim his politics, 
to pare his common sense, and to engineer his figures so that he 
can retain office under Administration after Administration shall 
not be a professor in the political school which I attend. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. 

Now, how s we restore public confidence? There are sev- 
eral ways. I did not intend thus to trench upon the proprieties of 
this occasion by any political or partisan references. I simply 
wanted to come to this particular bill. The first step, in my opin- 
ion, to the restoration of public confidence is to restore to the col- 
umn of active workers the greatest possible number of competent 
business men of the country. Go along the pathway where the 
wrecks are deposited and gather up the competent men and give 
them another chance. I speak for the business men of my section 
of Ohio, and I say that not one, not ten, not one hundred, but 
more than one hundred such men have appealed to me to support 
this bill. They are the men who, during the progress of this 
cyclone of financial disaster, have fallen by the wayside and—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thegentleman ought not to have broken 
into that sentence, which was going to be a very pretty one, but I 
yield. 1 

Mr. PBURN. We all recognize its merit. This class of 
men that the gentleman speaks of would be affected as they desire 
to be affected by the part of this bill, or by one of the bills, pro- 
viding for voluntary bankruptcy alone, would they not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I admit that. That is probably so. But, 
Mr. Chairman, there has got to be something more than the res- 
toration to activity of those men who have fallen, and that point I 
am comin They are the men who, without fault of their own, 
many of them bor active, and prosperous at one time; have 
suddenly found themselves ingulfed and hopelessly insolvent. 
Their property is gone under the State laws, and yet there stands 
against them the burden of their indebtedness. Shall those men 
be restored to activity? I trust that they may. In my section of 
the country there are business men without a stain upon their 
character, with no reasonable ground to say that they were ineffi- 
cient or ineffective, who have encountered the storms of adversity 
and trouble and have been temporarily drifted to the shore. 
I want to see those men allowed to emerge from under this load 
of adversity and disaster, for which they were not responsible. 
I want them set free to join again the great army of activity, the 
great army of productive industry in this country. Now, how 
are men of this class to again stand upon their feet, even by 
the operation of this bill? There must be a restoration of credit 
throughout the country. And just here I want to answer 
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one argument that has been made against this bill. It has 
ap as though somebody here had got the impression thatin 
this bill there was a new engine by which the creditor could be- 
come more exacting, more unreasonable, more ive than he 
is now. Mr. Chairman, if I were to-day to criticise the common 
ocedure of the business men of my country from Boston to 
aha, I would say that, so far from there being any purpose or 
any action on their as a class to crush the business men who 
are their debtors, to crush the dealers, to crush the retailers, to 
crush the debtor class generally, they have for years been too 
indulgent. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. That is so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course it has been to their interest at 
times to be so; but how often—I appeal now to the la here 
who know something about the collection business of the coun- 
try—how often in the last twenty years have the business men of 
the great cities, the wholesale men, the manufacturers, been found 
coming to the relief of debtors in trouble, by extension of time, 
by renewal of credit, placing them upon their feet and pushing 
them forward as well as it was possible to do? In many cases they 
have compromised by the reduction of debts. 

Mr. MARSH. I hope the gentleman will not forget to tell us 
how the involuntary features of this bill will restore credit to the 

of this country. 
. GROSVENOR. I can not say everything at onetime. I 
pro to occupy only a very few minutes. 

How often, I ask, have creditors come forward in this way and 
done the best they could for their debtors? How often have they 
taken partial payments and extended the time for the balance? 
In this way the wholesale merchant, the Eastern manufacturer, 
or the Western manufacturer for the East is not doing so large 
a percentage of the manufacturing as it did some years ago—has 
in this way sustained and built up the credit of many a man who 
was likely to fall by the wayside. 

Now, let us see about the involun feature of this bill. I 
am not going to urge that so strongly as I do the other. But there 
seems to be a consensus of the wise opinion in this House on this 
subject. And 81575 here I wish to say that I am going to take the 
details of this bill largely from the hands of this committee with- 
out criticism. I have looked into the bill just enough to know 
that there are no hardships in its provisions as compared with 
former laws on this subject. I have looked into it enough to know 
that there seems to have been a very wise conservatism in the 
drafting of the bill; and as to all the minor and unimportant de- 
tails I would rather trust the committee than trust myself in the 
hurry of the progress of the measure through this House. 

Now, then, how does the involuntary feature of this bill go to 
sustain credit? Credit can not be built up all on one side. You can 
not build up the credit of the retailer without some protection to 
the interests of the wholesale dealer. You can not tect the 
debtor without giving the creditor some protection. Now, when 
anybody shows me in this bill any provision creating an act of 
bankruptcy which is not already so 87 upon the statute 
books of every intelligent State of this Union, then I will argue 
with him upon that subject. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
RAV. Lask that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be 
extended for five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask that the gentleman be al- 
lowed so much time as he may need to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the uest that the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio be extended until he concludes 
his remarks? - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ishall not occupy more than ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have created no 
new act of bankruptcy. There is proposed here no new liability. 
A man whose paper has gone to protest in the bank where he has 
made it sable is an insolvent debtor in the eyes of the business 
men of the country of all des and sizes. He is insolvent. The 
act of insolvency is the failure to pay, and it is not worth while to 
talk about terms or expressions. There is the fact. This bill un- 
dertakes to say that the debtor shall not fail to pay for the pur- 

of fraud. By the lan: of the statute of Ohio—borrowed 
heen the code of New York, loaned again to the State of Indiana, 
and 85 transferred to oe and Iowa—it = proviđed that 8 
sha an act of bankruptcy if any m makes any moyemen 
with his property, hides it or hides himself or allows judgment 
against himself with intent to hinder, delay, or defraud his 
creditors.” That is the language in common use throughout all 
the code States of the Union. Now, what says this bill. In defin- 
ing the word “ defeat,” it says: 

Defeat shall include defraud, or delay, evade, hinder, and impede— 

With what purpose? I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] to say that mere delay would be treated as an act 
of bankruptcy. That is not the meaning of this expression, and 


it would not have been so construed if the committee had seen fit 


to leave out of the statute the qualifying clause which follows; 


but they have put it in. Any one of these acts or all of them, in 
order to be acts of bankruptcy under this provision, must have 
been done with intent to defraud.” Now, if we are standing 
here to create legislation for the protection of men who acquire 
the property or money of others and then conspire to 3 
them out of it, the criticism of the gentleman from Iowa lies 
against this bill, not otherwise. 

I do not care to occupy further time except to oe These 
two great classes—debtors and creditors—must be brought into 
just and equal relations with each other. 

Mr. SH. I hope the gentleman will answer the question 
T put to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ican not be msible for the gentle- 
man's understanding. I have been arguing for quite a length of 
time that you can not build up the itof the debtor class with- 
out 3 into the hands of the creditor class. Lou 
can not make a law that will permit the debtor to doas he pleases 
with the property acquired from the creditor without giving to 
the creditor a chance to get at least a fair dividend out of the 
„ Ar. 811 dee had good credit in this fro 

r. $ e vi it in this countr m 
1879 to 1893 = N 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ican tell the gentleman how we had it 

Mr. MARSH. And we had no involuntary system of bank- 


ruptey. 

Mr GROSVENOR. We had an in voluntary system of bank- 
ruptcy just back of that time; and one of the very last acts done 
under it of which I have knowledge was to relieve one of the 
heaviest debtor classes in my section of the State of Ohio by a bill 
filed, I think, as late as 1878. Ido not remember the date of the 
sig Pe of the former bankruptcy law. ; 

r. MARSH. It was repealed during the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. Wecleared the decks; we re- 
stored confidence; we brought into the activities of business life 
thonsands and tens of thousands of men who had been stranded 
before that. 

Now, Ido not want to talk politics with my distinguished friend 
from Illinois. > 

Mr. MARSH. Oh, you never will have to do that. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I know what aided to bring rity in 
1879. It was the triumph of the Republican on the ist of 
January of that year over the combined forces of ocracy and 


the Repudiationists. 

Mr. MARSH. And the mistake my friend is making now is 
that he is attributing it to the bankrupt law of 1867. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; not at all; lam not attributing it 
to that. But when my friend from Illinois points out an era of 
prosperity and calls attention to it, I have only undertaken to 
show from whence it resulted, and incidentally to say that we had 
just passed from under the operation of that law. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. ill my colleague, my distinguished 
and able 8 allow me a question? [Laughter.] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, now, after that of course I can not 
refuse my colleague, and will yield to him all day for questions if 
he desires it. ughter. } 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I wish to ask my colleague this: Was 


the case to which yon have just referred, and in which you played, 
as I am sure you did, such an important part as an attorney, a case 
of voluntary or involuntary 9 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, it was both. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Which side preponderated? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The original petition was a voluntary 
petition in bankruptcy, but a cross petition for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy was afterwards filed as an outgrowth of the case, 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. No one is objecting to a voluntary 


provision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I have been trying to make it appear 
eae have got to make a bill so that both sides will be satisfied 
with it. 

Now let us see what my friend’s proposition is. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I have none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A gentleman from my Congressional dis- 
trict, we will say, not his, for his district is a high-character 
district financia iene a gentleman from ay Congressional dis- 
trict goes to New York, buys a great stock of goods or merchan- 
dise on credit, and at once it is discovered that he has done it 
fraudulently, that he has made false representations. A great 
number of creditors are interested in the case. The true policy of 
every law enacted by every State legislature in the Union where 
there is any credit or any provision for the collection of debts is 
that when a man is in failing circumstances his assets shall be 
divided between all of his creditors pro rata, and that they shall 
not be given to the man who can or may possibly, by collusion 
with the debtor, become a preferred itor. ere has been 
more loss of commercial and personal credit by the application of 
the preference system to the settlement of the estates of debtors 
than from almost all other causes combined. 

Mr. MAHON. Systematic stealing. 


1896. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Les; systematic s 5 
Now, my friend having got possession of the property, and 
having made away with it according to his own without 
any process by which he can be made to go into the bankrapt 
court, or the property being in his possession, and having reached 
the exact time when he is ready for the operation, he goes into 
voluntary bankruptcy and selects his own assignee. He tells the 
creditors in New Work and Philadelphia and Omaha, Chicago, 
and Cincinnati. I have my friend,” as my friend said last night 
“I haye my friend to administer on the assets of my estate; but 
he will not ask me about anything I have disposed of heretofore. 
The fact that my wife is a preferred creditor, the fact that my 
son is a preferred creditor, that my brothers-in-law are erred 
creditors, will not be inquired into, because he is my friend.“ And 
so the swindle is perfected; and i of giving the creditor 
wer to come forward and say, You are p ing the property 
fread our reach; we will seize it, and then call all the itors 
in and divide it;“ that is what actually occurs. It is not a fancy 
icture. 
= But, Mr. Chairman, such a proceeding is not in consonance with 
what is or what ought to be the law of this country. We have 
even decided in our courts that the title to property dispesed of 
under such circumstances does not pass if the attempt is made by 
the seller to transfer it at the place where the fraudulent pur- 
chaser lives. The title isin the man who is defrauded of his right. 

Now, in view of these facts, is it a wrong against public hon- 
esty to give to the creditor an opportunity to press the debtor? 
For the whole involuntary proyision of the bill is based on the 
first consideration, which is that a wrong, or fraud, or an actual 
attempt at wrong or to commit a fraud, has been conceived by the 
debtor and he is trying to carry the wrong or the fraud into effect. 

So in my judgment the passage of a wise and conservative bank- 
rupt law (and I believe this to be one) will restore to the field of 
activity thousands of men who are unable now to participate in 
business affairs. It will add to the growth and greatness of the 
country, and will restore to all sections a d. of confidence in 
the conduct of business men and the N of their interests 
that could not otherwise exist under the conflicting decisions and 
legislation of the several independent States of the Union. These 
States bordering upon each other have attempted to bring their 
legislation into consistency the one with the other, and they have 
always failed. Attachment laws in one State are defective in an- 
other State. Rights which grow up in one State are valueless in 
another State. To illustrate, we have undertaken to enforce in 
Ohio a law that prohibits a man who sells goods to the laborer 
upon a railroad from going outside of the State to attach the cred- 
its of a debtor in another State. And so we have had conflicting 
legislation and court decisions upon both sides of the Ohio River. 

ere, for the p of uniformity, which is a great desidera- 
tum, is the proposition of a law which shall te with uni- 
formity from Calais to Galveston and from New York to San 
Francisco, so that the restored credit of the country shall operate 
uniformly from the West to the East. Itisa proper time to 
have this bankruptcy bill go into effect, just at the time when we are 
hoping and praying and believing that better days have come or 
are coming, when the star of hope begins to shine again in the 
horizon and seems to be 55 to span the heavens. 
Why should not we do the act t to my mind would be the 
greatest boon and benefit to the entire business interests of my 
whole cre ge ae [Applause. ] 

Mr. W R. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] who has just taken his seat made a most ear- 
nest and eloquent h in favor of every feature of the bill, both 
voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy. He then with great em- 
phasis asks, how shall we restore prosperity and confidence? I 
say to him, not by a bankruptcy law, not by gold-standard laws, 
not by McKinley high-tariff laws. It is to such measures as those 
that the country owes to-day the thraldom under which it is 
passing. Did any gentleman on this floor, when he was in his 
canvass last year, tell his constituents that if elected to Co 
he would vote to pass an involuntary bankruptcy law? If E 
in that vast Republican majority from the great and growin 
West made any such promise to his constituents, let him rise an 
proclaim it. [After a pause.) None! Then none should vote for 
it. It is a proposition to give one more element of power to the 
unscrupulous, overpowerful creditor class of the East, additional 

wer of 3 and yet the gentleman who has just taken 

is seat said that is the way to bring prosperity! 

Mr. Chairman, every time that the moneyed classes have asked 
for an additional power, the reason given is that they want to add 
to the 8 of those who labor and produce; that it is not for 
themselves, but for the r laboring people that they ask the 
legislation. That was the cry two years ago, when the wealth 
of the country demanded and got the unconditional repeal of the 
poche clause of the Sherman Act—a piece of legislation which 

brought disaster and distress upon the producers of our coun- 
The bankers and money-chan promised that the repeal 


è gers 
bili would restore confidence, that it would restore prosperity; 


hand of one 
distribution. 


but from that moment, notwithstanding the great industry, the 


great power, the great endurance, and the great inventive genius 
of the American people—elements which would make any country 
gront under proper laws—notwithstanding all that, we have gone 

eeper and deeper and deeper into the depths of despondency and 
misfortune. 

Who, Mr. Chairman, are the debtor class that are sought by 
this legislation to be placed under the creditor class of the East? 
The debtor class of this country are those men who have brought 
us all the prosperity and all the progress that has made this coun- 
try the pride and admiration of the world. They have built up 
the West, they have transformed those barren plains into pros- 
perous communities, and they have built up great and prosperous, 
progressive, and ous States, 

Now, after having placed the country upon the gold standard, 
after having made it almost impossible for the people to pay their 
debts, after having at least made delays in paying them inevita- 
ble, you say to the creditor class, We now place in your hands 
the power to go into any Federal court, which extends its hands 
over thousands of miles of territory, not only over one State but 
over two States and sometimes over three States, and sends its 
marshals a thousand miles to seize upon the property of an indus- 
trious, thriving citizen.” I am opposed to the bill and shall vote 
against it. Iam opposed to any bill which enables a creditor to 
oppress his debtor. z 

Here the hammer fell.] 
. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman—— 
The cree SEA The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WATSON] 
ORMIZE 
Mr. TERRY. Mr.Chairman, I have an amendment which I 
should like to offer to section 2, and to have it read from the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Watson] 
is recognized. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, during the debate on 
this bill yesterday my colleague [Mr. NortrHway] made this 
interruption: 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Bane there, if the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, 
in response to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WATson]}. let me say that in the 
State of Ohio as soon as an ent is made the creditors can get ther 


assignm: 
and take the 8 out of the hands of the assignee and put it the 
of own number, or a person of their own selection, for 


is 


A little later than that my other colleague [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
made this observation, substantially as Mr. NortHway had: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, I would like 
to say that under the law of Ohio, which the gentleman from Iowa compli- 
ments, the first Pone that follows the assi ent is the selection, 
usually, of some friend of the debtor, perbaps his wife or some near relative, 
to administer the estate. 

But with these additional words: 

But the creditors come together, and a vote of the jority tak 
property out of the hands of the — ced and place it N 
trustee for distribution. 

To that I replied: 

Then that must be the case only in your district. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; that is the law of the State. 

Mr. Warsox of Ohio. I have never known it done. 

Mr. Grosvenor. That makes no difference. That is the law of Ohio. 

Later on, when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] had 
the floor, my colleague [Mr. GROSVENOR] interrupted him for a 
question, as follows: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman a question, and under that 
leave I want to print in the RECORD section 6338 of the revised statutes of 
Ohio, NP the means for the removal of any trustee previously ap- 
pointed in the case of an insolvent and the appointment of another by a board 
of commissioners, who hold an election for purpose. That statute has 
been in force in one form or another in the State of Ohio for more than 
twenty years. 

I wish now to call the attention of the House, and especially of 
my two distinguished colleagues, to thefact that section 6338 of the 
revised statutes of Ohio in that form has long since been repealed, 
and that there is no provision and has not for years in the 
revised statutes of Ohio authorizing, permitting, or justifying any 
such proceeding on the part of the creditors of an assignor as they 
referred to. On the contrary, these gentlemen have entirely mis- 
conceived and misquoted the statute of my State. I now read 
the law which is in force. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When was it passed? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I will tell you ina moment. I read 
as much of the law now in force as will be necessary to give the 
House a correct understanding of what the law now is, unless it 
has been repealed within the last year. It is as follows: 

Sec. 6538. Whenever rep! Eapana or creditors of the assignor shall file a 
complaint, alleging that the or assignees named in the deed of as- 
signment, or the trustee or trus appoimted by the court under the pro- 
visions of the next two preceding sections— 

Now comes the vers which has been put in since the act was in 
force which my colleagues have referred to— 
are not suitable , erga to administer the trust, or that their administration 

for the 


thereof will not best interests of the creditors of the assignor, and 
such assignor— 


Now, two facts must be made to appear in the petition, viz, that 
e administration of the estate will not be for the interests of the 
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creditors, and that the administration of the estate by the assignee 
will not be for the interests of the assignee, assignor, or thecreditors. 
The section which General GROSVENOR had incorporated in the 
RECORD, and which appears in the RECORD this morning as the 
law of Ohio, has not been the law of Ohio for years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these steps must have been taken at the 
request of 50 per cent at least in value of the creditors of the as- 
signor before they can remove the person selected by him as his 

ignee. That shows what the legislature of Ohio thought upon 
a ject similar to the one we are discussing now. If a man 
owes $10,000, at least $5,000 must be represen by the creditors 
before the ry han can be changed; but under the 1 of 
clause 9 of this bill you propose that one creditor, with only a five- 
hundred-dollar claim, may throw a party into bankruptcy. 

Mr. RAY. Be fair; not where there is only a single creditor. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Where there are twelve. Mr. Chair- 


man, I am not opposed to this bill, but I am in favor of these 
amendments that we have been talking about, and will vote for 
them. If they are voted down, then I wish to vote in favor of the 
passage of the bill as reported by the committee, with the hope 
that later on we may get one or two amendments which I regard 
as 5 important to this bill. I believe with my distin- 


8 colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and my personal 
riend, that a bankruptcy bill is a great necessity to the commer- 
cial interests of the United States. I believe it is the duty of this 
Congress to pass such a bill. Ibelieve the Republican party, I be- 
lieve that the people of this country, irrespective of ge expect 
us to pass such a bill. But I want it to be a wise bill. I want it 
to be a just bill. Ido not want it to be a bill with tyranny blaz- 
ing on every page of it, and giving the power to one single cred- 
itor, who simply has a debt of $500, to throw a man, re: less of 
the interests and wishes of the rest of his creditors, into bank- 
ruptcy. 

ie Charman, I shall ask leave to incorporate in my remarks 
section 6338 of the revised statutes of Ohio as now in force. 

There was no objection. ~ 

The statute is as follows: 


Section 1. Be it enacted by the eral assembly of the State of Ohio, That 
section 6338, as amended April 23, 1891 (O. L., volume 88, page 351), be amended 
80 as tor as follows: 

Whenever any creditor or creditors of the assignor shall file a complaint 
alleging that the assignee or assignees named in the deed of assignment, or 
the trustee or trustees appointed by the court under the provisions of the 
next two preceding sections, are not suitable persons toadminister the trust, 
or that their administration thereof will not be for the best interests of the 
ere litors of the assignor and such assignor, the court shall thereupon issue a 
citation to such assignee or assignees or trustee or trustees and to the as- 
signor,if resident within the State, to appear before such court at a time to 
be named thorein. And if,on the hearing of such complaint, it be made to 
appear to the satisfaction of the court that such complaint is true, anda 
Detition is filed with the court signed by creditors of the assignor, who own 
not less than $1,000 of debts against the poy ings and the validity of such 
debts is shown by the schedule of debts on file in the court, or otherwise 
established to the satisfaction of the court, praying for on to elect a 
trustee or trustees, the court shall, by its order, fix a time for such election 
and cause notices to be sent by mail or othe: to each of the creditors of 
the assignor, a time when the creditors shall meet at the court 
room for the election 


of debts held by 
be made out an 


p g gnee or trustee: Provided, That the 1 determination 
of the court as to who are creditors and the amount of their claims in this 
section provided shall have no effect as to the validity of such claims, except 
for the purposes of such election.” 

SEC. 2. That said section 6333 be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Sxc. 3. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

Passed February 7, 1894. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman—— r 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will permit me a 
moment to occupy the floor in regard to this controversy that my 
colleague has imposed upon me. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will 


ield. 
lr. GROSVENOR. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the dis- 
pute under consideration was this: My colleague was inveighing 
against the arbitrary power of a court to appoint an assignee in 
bankruptcy, and was pointing to the benign influences under which 
a failing debtor could make his own appointment. I was pointing 
out the statute of the State of Ohio, in keeping with the statutes of 
other States, did not allow that thing to be done and provided for 
the removal of anassignee. Now, then, that is a provision of a sec- 
tion of the code which, I confess very frankly, I had not heard had 
Leg 1 rineo But the modification does not change the principle 
of the law. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. But, General, that is where you are 
mistaken. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not change the law in principle, 


ane my friend has been careful not to state the year when that 
W was pa 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I think that law was passed in 1894. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not kept the run of the statutes 
that have been passed a little over a year ago. But the law in 
principle has not been changed, the principle being that the court 
upon a vote of the creditors will revise the appointment that was 
made before. That is what I claimed to be the law, and it turns 
out that this is the same law I cited, except that the court must 
find affirmatively that the action of the creditors is right. That 
is the only difference. If it appear not to be for the interest of 
the estate,” says the amendatory statute. That is a very broad 
and sweeping affirmation of the proposition that I made, and 
which my colleague himself, being more familiar with the statute 
than I was, asserted as strongly at the time as I did. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. One word, Mr. Chairman. Under the 
section of the statute as read by my distinguished colleague noth- 
ing was necessary but a petition of the creditors representing 
$1,000 and a vote of 50 per cent of the creditors to remove the 
assignee, and that was the gist of my colleague’s ar, ent yes- 
terday. Under the statute as it exists to-day, and as it has existed 
for more than two years (it was passed in February, 1894), the 
creditors must not only vote, but they must prove to the satisfac- 
tion of the court the existence of two facts which are omitted 
from the section which my colleague read, and the omission of 
which changes the entire meaning of the section. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I told the gentleman last night where the 
statute was. ‘ 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. You did not. I found it, but you did 
not tell me where it was. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I told you there was such a statute in 
existence. I discovered my error last evening, and told you of 
this amendatory statute. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Well, if the gentleman told me there 
was such a statute in existence, and if he knew it at the time he 
made his speech, why did he not send for the correct statute and 
have it incorporated in the RECORD? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have confessed that I did not know it at 
the time; but you did not know anything about it. [Laughter. 

Mr. PARKER, Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak upon this amend- 
ment, because it goes to the essence of the bill. A bankruptcy 
law with the involuntary feature left out is like the play of Hans, 
let with Hamlet left out, because the interests of the honest and 
righteous creditors of any debtor are the same as the interests of 
the debtor himself. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think it is true that the tragedy 
is left out of the case when you leave out theinvoluntary feature, 


{Laughter. | 
Mr. PAR „The gentleman is simply following ont a com- 
parison upon all fours. I propose to come to the practical case. 

e want to protect the honest man who is struggling with his 
debts, who owes more than he can pay, and who has so told his 
creditors, so that they, as a whole, say to him: Go on; do what 
see can. We believe that your energy, your earnestness, your 

usiness ability are worth more to us than the few dollars that 
ou have in cash, or the few acres that you have in land, or the 
ew dollars’ worth of stock in your store.” That, Mr. Chairman, 
is the case. Now, that debtor has among his hundred creditors 
one man who is a fool, or another man who is a shark, or another 
man who is timid, and one of those exceptional creditors comes to 
him and says: Give me a preference.” Or he does more. He 
attaches the debtor’s goods. He brings suit. He says: This will 
be pressed unless you settle with me first.” 
is is the case to be met. Is it any answer to say that the 
debtor under a voluntary bankruptcy bill can defeat such a cred- 
itor and can say to him, I will go into bankruptcyif you force 
this upon me”? Bankruptcy is what the debtor most fears. It is 
death to his business. It is death to his good will. It is death to 
his good name. It is the one thing he wants to avoid. It is the 
thing he is struggling against with all his might. You do not pro- 
tect that man by saying to him that he shall have the choice between 
death by attachment or death by bankruptcy. If you want to 
protect him, you must give him the right to say, I can’t,” not “I 
won't.” You must give him the right to say to that creditor that 
if he does this his other creditors will immediately throw him into 
bankruptcy, and that no benefit will come from any attachment 
or from any attempted preference. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the condition of business all over the Union 
is much that case. Business is going on by the d will and 
by the help of the good, the kind, and the sensible creditors. 
They, as well as the debtor, ask that the single creditor who is 
sharp, who is keen, who is timid, or who is a fool,shal! not be 
able to defeat the other creditors and to break up the business by 
insisting upon a fraudulent preference. 

Mr. Chairman, no bill which is to protect the debtor can be suc- 
cessful if it does not contain a feature by which the creditor also 
can protect himself against preferences by insolyents. We may 
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not approve all of the particular provisions of this bill; Ido not say 
that they are all necessary; but some law that will give protection 
to the honest, straightforward business men of the country, both 
debtors and creditors (for they have the same interests), is de- 
manded by the people of this country. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DINGLEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley; 

A bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; and à 

A bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reser- 
vations in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the 
Territory of Oklahoma. i 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 

amendment the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States to reconvey to the former owners 
a certain tract of land in Valverde County, Tex.; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of John Stull; 

A bill (S. 1860) for the relief of John M. Guyton, late postmaster 
at Blacksburg, S. C.; 832 

A pill (S. 65) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters; 

A bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis; and 

A bill (3. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896. 


TREATY STIPULATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 


Mr. HITT. Before the House a resolves itself into Com- 
. mittee of the Whole, I ask consent that we take up for immediate 
consideration by the House the last bill embraced in the message 
just received from the Senate, as it is a matter of urgent impor- 
tance, and the immediate passage of the bill is desired by the Sec- 
retary of State, by whom it was It has received the 
approval of both the members of the House Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. Hirr] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] 
whether this bill is going to involve any debate. 

Mr. HITT. Weare all agreed upon it. Every member of the 
committee in the House has examined the matter. It was sent by 
the Secre to the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Iowa 
referred to me when he spoke of the gentleman from Kentucky,” 
I simply wish to say that I do not know that it will be necessary 
to have any debate upon this bill. There will be none unless its 


sage is objected to. 
Perhe SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). The bill will be 


read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the nee neg of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain signed at Washington on the 
8th day of February, 1896. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the not 
otherwise appropriated. to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of State, with the approval of the President of the United States, in fulfilling 
the stipulations of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain 
signed at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896. And the commission 
constituted by said treaty, when sitting at San Francisco, shall have power 
to compel the attendance and testimony of witnesses by ae * to the 
circuit court of the United States for the ninth circuit, which said court is 
3 and directed to make all orders and issue all processes necessary 
and appropriate to that end. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was read three times, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I rose a few mo- 
ments ago, while the bill just passed was pending, to.make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I wished to inquire whether, as the bill made 
an appropriation, it should not under our rules receive its first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That point would have been good 
if the House had not given unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill in the House. 

Mr. HITT. That was the request I made. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheCommittee of the Whole will 
Tesume its session. 

BANKRUPTCY. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
resumed its session. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
LINNEY] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. EY. Mr. Chairman, the objection that [have to this 
and to all other bankruptcy laws is this: They proceed upon the 
assumption, as has been well said—or at any rate the leading idea 
of the advocates of them is—fhat a bankruptcy law is the best pos- 
sible agency by which frauds may be suppressed; whereas the 


experience of the past, not only in America but in England, proves 
beyond question that the ba pt system itself is the greatest 
possible agency of fraud, More frauds have been perpetrated in 
proceedings under pt laws than anywhere else in connec- 
tion with business, Now, sir, I do not rely merely upon my own 
weak, flickering intellectual lamp to establish that proposition. 
I will read for the benefit of this committee the opinion of Lord 
Eldon. It is reported in Kent’s Commentaries, Volume II, page 
392. That writer says: 

With respect to the infirmities of the English bankrupt system, which has 
been the growth of upward of two centuries and has been constantly upon 
the review of Parliament and matured by the talents and experience of a 
succession of distinguished men in chancery, we may refer to the observa- 
tions of Lord Eldon. When he succeeded to the great seal in 1801 he took the 
earliest opportunity to express his strong in tion at the frauds com- 
mitted under cover of this system. He remarked that the abuse of the bank- 
rupt laws was a disgrace to the country, and that it would be better at once 
to repeal all the statutes than to suffer them to be applied to such purposes 
There was no mercy to the estate. Nothing was less thought of than the 
object of the commissions. As they were frequently conducted in the country 
they were little more than si in trade for commissioners, the as- 
signees, and the solicitors, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that the effect of 
the passage of this bill, containing, as it does, eight separate, dis- 
tinct causes of involuntary bankruptcy, will be to transfer the 
greater portion of the insolvency business of this country from 
the State courts, from the neighborhood of the parties interested, 
to the Federal courts. It will not only do that, but it will involve 
a great amount of expense necessarily incident to such proceed- 
ings, by reason of the appointment of the vast number of agen- 
cies necessary to operate a system of bankrupt law. It will take 
probably three assignees or three trustees, as I believe they are 
called under this act (though never hitherto called such), in every 
county in these United States. 

Mr. Chairman, let me proceed with the idea which I find sus- 
tained by Chancellor Kent, that the first great disadvantage nec- 
essarily connected with the operation of a bankruptcy system is 
the large number of agencies required to operate it. y, sir, if 
we estimate the number of all the counties of the United States, 
and multiply that number by three, I should not be surprised if we 
should find a1 body of men who are to be engaged in the ad- 
ministration of this bill than were engaged on the Federal side in 
the battle of Bull Run. In the first place, this bill creates a per- 
fect army of agents, every one of whom is to be fed ont of the estates 
of the parties who are engaged in the litigation. Let us see how 
oppressively the bill would operate. Suppose a man has a dozen 
debts, each one of which we will suppose is a debt secured by 
mortgage or a judgment lien. No bankruptcy law that we can 
pass can affect such liens, They must be enforced by the sale of 
the property, and the debts paid, not by any agencies selected by 
the mortgagor or, in case of involuntary ba tcy, by the 
mortgagee, but by the assignee or trustee appointed by the Fed- 
eral court. Every particle of the property must be sold, if there 
is an outside creditor to institute the proceeding, and the cost 
must come out of the estate. Who, then, is the loser? Surely the 
creditor does not gain anything. So far as the costs are concerned, 
they go to this new swarm of officials that this bankruptcy bill 
will necessarily create. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the most oppressive feature of this bill to 
my mind is this: The bill specifies eight causes of involuntary 
bankruptcy. As the bill now stands, the ninth provision having 
been stricken out, the unfortunate debtor—a mere child of mis- 
fortune—may have a petition in bankruptcy filed against him, 
alleging any one of the eight separate causes in this bill, and that 
petition is returned to a Federal court, and unless the party 
against whom the petition is filed answers the petition within 
fifteen days he is adjudged a bankrupt. Now, in many parts of 
the country the Federal court in which the petition is filed is 
remote from the home of the unfortunate debtor. Before the 
debtor against whom the petition is filed can escape the effects of 
being forced into bankruptcy he must appear ait answer, and at 
the expiration of fifteen days all the perfidy and dishonor of 
involuntary 3 are fixed upon him. Under this bill the 
judge may pass on the questions named by his answer, and in this 
way all the dishonor of involuntary bankruptcy is forced upon 
him without a jury trial. There are many other objectionable 
features of this bill. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
continue for five minutes longer. 
$ M WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to ob- 
jec 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman. I move to limit the debate 
on this paragraph of section 2 and all amendments to it to twenty 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TRACEY. Chairman, I want to say that I would most 
sincerely like to support this bill. My respect and esteem for the 
membership of the committee that brought in the bill, my esteem 
of their wisdom and patriotism, creates in me adesire to supportit. 
But I do not see how it is possible for me to give my support to 
the bill in its present sha As I have stated once before during 
the debate upon the bill, my duty is first of all to the people I 
have the honor to represent, not one of whom, by petition or letter, 
has asked me to support or vote for any sort of a bankrupt law. 

I am willing to concede, Mr. Chairman, that although the condi- 
tion that has prevailed in this country since the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law enacted in 1867 has been one of the 3 growth and 

test expansion of both our commercial and industrial interests 
hat the history of the United States has ever witnessed or any other 
country can show, so that it would seem we had been getting along 
very well under the operation of the statutes of the various States 
for the collection of debts—I am willing, however, to concede that 
the volume of indebtedness has been growing during these years 
of progress and prosperity, and the time may have come when the 
enactment of a general law by which the indebtedness of the coun- 
try can be settled up and thousands of men who are to-day labor- 
ing and struggling under a load of indebtedness impossible to 
remove may be restored to the country and to its business inter- 
ests. But in order to reach that end, no matter how desirable it 
may be, I contend that it can not be necessary to include in the 
involuntary features of the bankrupt law any provision that 
ezanin from consideration acts of actual—not constructive— 
fra 

No man ought to be forced into bankruptcy for an act in itself 
entirely honest. Now, if you will strike out of the second section 
of the bill—and I sincerely trust in the interest of what is so ear- 
nestly demanded here that the gentlemen supporting the bill on 
the floor of the House will doso—the second subdivision, the fifth 
subdivision, and the eighth subdivision, the ninth haying been al- 
ready stricken out, then you will leave in the bill, it seems to 
me, everything that can be demanded in the interest of the ered- 
itor as against the debtor anywhere in the land if you want to pro- 
ceed along the lines of honesty, justice, and fairness. You leave 
in the first subdivision—that is to say: 


Concealed himself, departed, or remained away from his place of business, 
residence, or a with intent to avoid the service of civil 9 =. 
orty- 

eight hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the 


following words: 
Made a transfer of his property with intent to defeat his creditors, etc. 
You leave in also the fourth: 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written 
AAi admitting his inability to pay his debts. 
You also leave in the seventh: 
i toavoid its being levied u under roc- 
Bananite tart ge Perheen pa tet 
Now, I ask, in the name of all that is just and right between the 
creditor and the debtor, what else ought to be demanded? What 
else ought the creditor to ask for in order to assist him in the col- 
lection of his just debts? Certainly if the bill is to become an 
equitable adjustment of the law as between the creditor and the 
debtor, the amendment I have suggested ought to be adopted. If 
the subdivisions of section 2 which I have mentioned are struck 
out, I feel justified in saying that the bill will receive a number 
of votes, my own included, which must otherwise be recorded 
inst it. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
Ir. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the incom- 
parable simile of the mysterious Junius reads: 
Private credit is wealth; public honor is The feather that adorns 
tar eta bird supports his flight. Strip him of plumage and you fix him 


This simile is applicable to the subject we are now considering. 
It contains a large truth, forcibly and beautifully expressed. 

It is amazing and somewhat surprising that so many gentle- 
men, in discussing the question now pending, seem to have in 
view the idea that the exclusive scheme of a — bill is 
for the benefit of the poor debtor. My insistence is that the 
scheme of a uniform bankruptcy law should be the protection of 
the creditor class. Protect the creditor, and you therefore neces- 
sarily extend the credit of the country, and directly and indirectly, 
too, you poes the debtor. 

7 t is amusing, I do not say that it is demagogical, on the 
part of members who insist that a bankruptcy scheme should look 
for the protection simply of the debtor class, but the best judicial 
minds in this country, L think, are that a bankrupt law 
that does not contain an involuntary feature would be unconsti- 
tutional, would not be carrying out the provision of our Consti- 
tution in regard to the enactment of a bankruptcy bill. There- 


fore, while I have not the time nor the opportunity to discuss 
this matter fully, if gentlemen on this floor will only think for a 
moment they will come to the necessary conclusion that any 
bankruptey scheme must necessarily have for its objective point 
the protection of the credit of the country rather than the 
debtor. The creditor has no interest in crushing the debtor; his 
selfish interest is rather to nurse and tect the debtor, save a 
customer, and get his whole debt rather than a portion. His 
selfish interest suggests the maintenance of the honest debtor as 
an active factor in our commercial energies. 7 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, when the 1 from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] had the floor this morning, I tried unavailingly to get 
before that gentleman and the House a document (Senate Docu- 
ment 48) showing that his statement that there is no general de- 
mand for a bankruptcy bill was inaccurate and a mistaken state- 
ment. I shall not -prins the document, but I call the attention of 
gentlemen to it. e have not seen fit toembody it in our report, 
but only to call attention toit. It is a document of 245 pages, 
containing the names and the short petitions of thousands upon 
thousands of business men of all classes and organizations of 
business men of all classes from all of this Union, every 
State and every part of every State, asking for the enactment into 
law of the original Torrey bill; and this bill is much more for the 
benefit of the debtor class than that bill ever purported to be. 
This shows a general demand for a bankrupt bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman the date 
of these petitions? 


Mr. RAY. Do not interrupt. 
When were they filed? 
Mr. HENDERSON. The same date as those you read in your 


Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] started 
in to read a statement of the contents of thisdocument. He read 
just two lines, and then stopped and threw it down, thereby rep- 
resenting to the members of this House that it was a document 
emanating from the wholesale grocers of St. Lonis. Now, I know 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] intends ordinarily 
to be fair and candid. He is a man of great ability; he is a man 
of integrity; but when he gets stirred in debate, when he is under- 
taking to defeat a measure, as he was undertaking to do to-day, 
he sometimes forgets to be fair and candid. I insert, under the 
general leave to print, the entire description of the contents of 
this document in the RECORD, as follows; : 


“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
January 19, 1892.—Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


See Bird's- Eye Index, page 181; Contents, page 3, and Index. page 205. 

Mr. PERKINS presented the following: 

“Addresses, memorials, indorsements, petitions, and resolutions advocat- 
ing the enactment of the Torrey bankrupt bill of the Associated Wholesale 
Grocers of St. Lonis; Columbus (Ga.) Board of Trade; Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York; Omaha (Nebr.) Board of Trade; Richmond Fe 
Chamber of Commerce: Missouri Bar Association; of Trade of Port- 
land, Oreg.; National Wholesale Druggists’ Association; Sundance (Wyo. 
Board ot N ber of Commerce and Industry of Louisiana, at N. 
Orleans; National Paint, Oil. and Varnish Association; Photogra: 
sociation of America; first Western States Commercial Co; held at 
Kansas City; Contractors and Builders’ Board of Trade of St. ul; Trans- 
mississi Commercial held at Denver; Los Angeles (Cal.) Board 
of Trade: clippings from the press concerning national bankruptcy 1 
tion; es —.— 6 failures in the oe ree and n 
ruptcies ng are affec egisiation u subject; report 
the Committee on the Judiciary 5 the House of 3 summary 
of the House of resentatives bill No. 2000 and Senate bill No. 169% (the 
Torrey bill); list of the commercial, industrial, and professional bodies which 
have indorsed that measure, and the officers and committeemen of the Na- 
tional Bankruptcy Organization.” 

I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the 
fact that here are many individuals, ee Soe from his 
own State and one or more from his own district, demanding the 
enactment of that measure into law. They are as follows: 

IOWA. 

Blue Grass League of Southwestern Iowa, Creston. 

Board of Trade of Burlington. 

Business Men's Association, Daven: 

Business Men's Association, Keo! 

Citizens of Algona tition). 

Citizens of Council Bluffs (petition). 

Citizens of Davenport (petition). 

Citizens of Dubuque (two petitions), 

Citizens of Keokuk (petition). 

Citizens of Monticello (petition). 

Citizens of Sioux City (petition). 

Iowa Bankers“ Association, Dubuque. 

State Business Men's Association, Moines. 

State Business Men's Association, Marshalltown, 


) 
ew 
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And I want to say further, that this emanates not only from 
grocers, from dealers generally, but it comes from the commer- 
cial, on industrial, the professional bodies of men all over this 
country. 

Now, the gentleman made another charge to which I desire to 
call attention. I think he only did it in the heat of debate. He 
said that I was the active agent or the willing tool of these asso- 
ciations of grocers or wholesale houses. He ought not to have 
made that charge. If he knew the history of this legislation, if 
he knew the history of my relations to this bankruptcy bill, he 
would know that upon the floor of this House and in the Jndici- 
ary Committee in the . 8 and in the Fifty-third 
Con I op to the best of my ability what was known as 
the Torrey bill. The chairman of this committee knows, all the 
members of the Judiciary Committee know, thatin the Judiciary 
Committee in this Congress I fought this bill, with its harsh meas- 
ures, as I considered them; that I insisted upon striking out many 
of them. They were stricken out. I insisted upon qualifying 
almost every one of the involuntary features re: in the 
bill, and they were qualified. I have labored in the same line as 
has the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] to a considerable 
degree, and he ought not to have made the charge he made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY. I should like two or three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY. I want to call the attention of the House to another 
argument that he suggested here and the fallacy of it. He went 
back a hundred years, and said that a bankruptcy bill was passed, 
and that after that the party which passed it was driven from 
power. pei he came down along the years and used that same 
argumen 

, gentlemen of the committee, that is simply an_appeal to 
your fears, sying to convey to the Republicans of this House the 
impression that should we enact this bill into law the people would 
turn upon us this fall and defeat us in the Presidential election. 
Now, that is not argument. That is not an appeal to your com- 
mon sense or to your intelligence. After we had enacted the 

rotective-tariff law in 1890 we were defeated at the polls. We 
financial and industrial ruin and desolation, I believe, as the 


House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this is purely a matter of busi- 
ness, with no element of isan bias entering into it. It appears 
to be conceded that there ought to be a uniform national bankrupt 
law. There has been no dispute of that proposition during the 
whole course of this debate. The whole issue, so far as the dis- 
cussion has gone, is as to whether this proposed uniform bankrupt 
law shall be purely voluntary in its features, as provided by the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, or whether it 
shall be both voluntary and involun „within the limits of the 
eight conditions proposed in this bill. is, then, is the sole prac- 
tical question before us. 

It seems to me the sole et ought to be, what will be the 
public interest in this matter? It is not simply, what is the in- 
terest of debtors? itis not simply, what is the interest of creditors? 
but it is, what is the interest of both debtors and creditors, who 
compose the whole people of this country—for there is not a citi- 
zen of this country that is not at some time or other a debtor or a 
creditor, and usually both. We have no exclusively debtor class 
and no exclusively creditor class in this country. erefore, the 
question is one as to the ponie interest; that and nothing more. 

Now, is it for the public interest, in enacting a uniform bank- 
rupt law, which the framers of the Constitution intended Con- 
gress should do, that this law should simply put it into the hands 
of a debtor alone to determine the distribution of an insoly- 
ent estate?—for it really comes down to that pees. The 
objection that has been urged here to the involuntary feature— 
that is, to the feature which allows the creditors under some cir- 
cumstances to initiate these sa ee that the debtor will 
be severely dealt with and suffer. Now, if this be true; if 
the introduction of an involuntary feature in a proposed national 
bankrupt law will, as a matter of fact, bring new and additional 
hardships upon the debtors of this country—if that be true, then 


corporated in this bill, and no national bank- 
rupt act should be passed. But is that true? 

All the objections that have been raised to the involuntary 
features of this bill, it seems to me, have omitted to take note of 
the fact that there are existing laws in every State of this Union 
under which the creditor may proceed against the debtor more 
harshly than is 3 in any of the provisions of this act; and 


it ought not to be in 


it seems to me that right there lies what will prove to be the alle- 
viating provision of this bill as respects the interests of the debtor. 
Here is a debtor, now, in any State of this Union, liable to be 
88 against by any single creditor he may have, and to have 
is property attached, with the knowledge on the part of the cred- 
itor that if he first gets in his attachment he will be first served; 
that acting as an ever-present inducement upon the individual 
creditors to fall upon the debtor at an earlier moment than they 
ever wotld fall u him if they knew that that estate must in 
the last event be distributed proportionately among the creditors. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman tas ired. 

„ Lask that the gentleman may be allowed to 
proceed 

Mr. DINGLEY. Five minutes will answer my purpose. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). Five minutes further, as the gen- 
tleman says that will answer his purpose. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have observed not only in my own State, 
butin other States of the Union, that whenever a debtor is brought 
under any circumstances of suspicion, from any cause whatever, 
oftentimes without foundation, some creditor, knowing that if he 
attaches the pro of such creditor first he will come in ahead 
and obtain his whole debt, instantly pouncesupon his debtor, which 
he would not think of doing if he knew that under a general bank- 
rupt law to proceed with a suit and attach the debtor’s property 
would give him no advantage. 

In my judgment the debtors of this country are suffering as 
they never would otherwise suffer because of the fact that selfish 
creditors have the knowledge that he that comes in first and at- 
taches will obtain ail his debt, so that we find a constant tendency 
to attach the p of creditors and drag them down; whereas 
if the creditors knew that they could obtain no advantage by such 

roceedings, but that, under a uniform bankruptcy law, if the 

ebtor became insolvent and the estate was settled in bankruptcy 
each creditor would get only his appropriate share, the effect 
would be that all would keep their hands off, and the honest 
debtor would go along and finally would be able to lift his head 
above the troubles that had surrounded him. 

And, Mr. Chairman, in this condition lies one of the difficulties 
in the way of the restoration of credit in this country. We must 
bear in mind that 90 per cent of the business of this country is 
done on credit. It is confidence, credit, that sets the wheels of 
business in motion, and a law which will restore credit and confi- 
dence will go far to set the wheels of industry in motion; is one 
which will establish the fact that every debtor and every creditor 
may proceed with a knowledge on the part of all thatif the worse 
comes to the worst the assets of the debtor will be distributed 
proportionately. 

ence I say to you, Mr. Chairman, that, in my judgment, in 
insisting upon a merely voluntary system of bankruptcy, as some 
of you do—no doubt with the honest conviction that it is for the 
interest of the debtors of the country—you are making a great 


mistake. You are doing the debtor harm instead of , and 
when it shall be recognized throughout this whole b country 
that creditors must all be served proportionately, and that no one 


can obtain an advantage by pressing upon the debtor, then there 
will be not only improved credit and confidence, but greater pros- 
penty everywhere. Ihave no more doubt of this fact than that I 
stand here. Hence I deprecate any attempt to introduce into this 
discussion class considerations. They have no place here. We 
have no such distinct classes as debtors and creditors in this coun- 
try: and it is for the interest of every section of the country, North 
or South, East or West, to inspire that confidence which will come 
from a restoration of credit when it is believed and known that 
everywhere . this country ore. honest debtor may go 
forward with his business and every itor may feel that the 
debtor will simply do for him what he does for every other cred- 
itor. Hence IL hope, in the interest of the debtor, in the interest of 
the creditor, in the public interest everywhere, that the motion 
which has been made to strike out the involuntary provision in 
this bill will not prevail. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph and the amend- 
ments is exhausted under the order of the committee. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
PE Manon] to the amendment of his colleague [Mr. WILLIAM 

. STONE}. 

Mr. ON. Mr. Chairman, I would like consent to withhold 
that amendment so that I may offer it at the end of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
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eerste asks consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there ob- 
jection?’ 

There was no objection. à 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
amendment and the amendment to the amendment be read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I ask to substitute for the 
amendment I offered yesterday the one which I send to the desk. 
It is precisely what I offered yesterday except that two words are 


in this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas r. BROD- 
ERICK] desires to modify hisamendment. Without objection, that 
will be done. 

There was no 1 and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRN . The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas, as modified. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa 5 inquiry. 
The Chair evidently misunderstood me. I did not wish to with- 
draw my amendment. I asked consent to withhold it so that I 
could offer it at the end of the section. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, we can consider only one 

ropositions at atime. The first is the withdrawal of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] states that he did not desire to withdraw his amendment. 
The question, then, is on that amendment, which the Clerk will 


8 
e Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the end of section 2 the following: 

“Provided, If said involun petition be dismissed by the court, or with- 
drawn by the petitioner or petitioners with leave of the court, the respond- 
ent or respondents to said petition shall be allowed by the courtall reasonable 
expenses and counsel fees incurred by respondent or map gy paced in defend- 
ing against said petition, and . or petitioners shall pay all expenses 
and counsel fees as allowed b courts as well as the costs of said proceed- 
ings: And 8 hat within five days from the time an involun- 
tary petition is filed in court the petitioner or petitioners shall file a bond in 
the same court where the petition has been presented, with at least two good 
and sufficient sureties, to be a ved by said court, in such sum as the 
court may direct, conditioned for the payment to the 5 or respond - 
ents, their heirs, administrators, executors, or assigns, of all expenses, costs, 
and counsel! fees allowed by the court. No action shall be taken on the peti- 
tion until after a bond has been filed and approved by the court.” 


Mr. HEPBURN. I desire toamend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania by inserting the word!“ damages be- 
tween the word expenses“ and the word ‘‘ costs.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

entleman from Iowa to the amendment of the gentleman from 


, Mr. Chair- 
ennsylvania 


ennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. A parliamentary inqui 
man. Is this proposition of the gentleman from 
(Mr. 2 an amendment or a substitute? 


The C MAN. It is in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If the substitute were adopted, would 
that take away the coporvunisy to vote upon the amendment itself? 

TheCHAIRMAN. It would not. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as amended. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division there were—ayes 88, noes 49. 

So the amendment was adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
amendment offered by me and the amendment to my amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas be reported before the 
vote is taken. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of ee e “a.” section 2, beginning with section 2," on 
page 5, and ending with line 47, page 7. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before this amendment is read I 
ask that the portion of the bill which my amendment proposes to 
strike out be also read. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Your amendment simply strikes out the 
provisions for involuntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Brot WILSON of Ohio. Then what is the use of reading it? I 
object. 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was read, as follows: 

Strike out. beginning with and including the first line of section 2 and down 
to een the word “over,” in line 47, and insert in lieu thereof the 


ollo : 

“SEC. 5: Acrs OF BANKRUPTCY.—Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall 
consist while insolvent (1) in his having fraudulently contrac’ the debt or 
debts of creditors who seek to avail themselves of the provisions of this act; 
2 sold or transferred his property, or some part thereof, with intent to 

t his creditors; or (3) concealed himself, departed or remained away 
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from his place of business, residence, or domicile, with intent to avoid the 
service of civil process and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned 
before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. That will allow a portion of the creditors to 
bring suit and get preferences. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to put a question to the 
author of this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I ask unanimous consent to have an an- 
swer to one question. 

Several members objected. $ 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. My understanding is that the friends of the bill 
are entitled to perfect this section, if it can be perfected, and that 
therefore the vote should first be taken on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to the text of the bill, 
and then, even if that amendment should be adopted, the motion 
of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] would 
still be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] was offered as an amendment to the 
amendment of the 3 from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the motion to strike out and insert, I take 
it, would take precedence of a motion merely to strike out, be- 
cause the motion to strike out and insert is designed to perfect 
the text of the bill. I have no special interest in the matter one 
way or the other, but that seems to me the orderly method of 
8 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to that of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. BropErick)—ayes 73, noes 92. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 21 voting in favor thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BROD- 
zacr] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] will act 
as tellers. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to state that I am paired generally 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. If not 
paired, I should have voted in the affirmative on this amendment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The call for tellers being withdrawn, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] is 
rejected. The question is now on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 72, noes 102. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is a further amendment to the pending section 
in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to amend by striking out the second, 
fifth, and eighth subdivisions of the first paragraph of section 2. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand that each of these three differ- 
ent propositions be voted on separately. 

Mr. TRACEY. Then I will move in the first place to strike out 
the second subdivision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. TRACEY 
moves to strike out the second subdivision of the first p: rap 
of the pending section. The language proposed to be struck out 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(2) Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to se- 
cure the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 or 
over, or if such property is to sold within such time under such process, 


then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TRACEY, it was 
* ; there being—ayes 77, noes 82. 
en TRACEY. I move to amend by striking out the fifth sub- 
ivision. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the language which the 
gentleman from Missouri proposes to strike out. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 


(5) Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his 5 or suffered any 
of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the pur- 
pose of giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such 
heey or released same from such levy before the rights of c tors 
ave been altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, 

or levy, and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding 
bankruptcy. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 19, noes 96. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move to amend by striking out. 
the fourth subdivision. S 

The CHAIRMAN. The language which the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] proposes to strike out will 
be read. 


The Clerk read as follows. 

(4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

The amendment was rejected. A 

Mr. TRACEY. I now renew my motion to strike out the eighth 
subdivision. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The words which the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Tracey] proposes to strike out 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(8) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of ex- 


ecutions ting such amount, st himself to be returned no propert 
found, 5 the amount shown to be due by such executions shail be paid 
before a petition is filed. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 71, noes 80. 

Mr. TRACEY. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 29 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. 
TRACEY and Mr. HENDERSON were . 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were—ayes 78, noes 94. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as paragra; h 9: 

(9) Made while insolvent a contract personally or by t for the pur- 
chase or sale of a commodity with intent not to receive or deliver the same, 
but merely to receive or pay a difference between the contract and the mar- 
ket price thereof at a time subsequent to the of such contract.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next paragraph of 
the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


b A petition may be filed a person who has committed an act of 
bankruptcy within four months after the commission of such act. Such time 
shall nob expire until four months after (1) the date of the recording or reg- 
istering of assignment when the act consists in having e 
a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his cređitors or for 
the purpose of giving a preference as hereinbefore provided, or an assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors, if by law such recording or registering 
is required or permitted, or, if it is not, from the date when the beneficiary 
takes notorious, exclusive, or continuous possession of the property, unless 
the petitioning creditors have received actual notice of such transfer or as- 
signment; or (2) the date of the return of legal 5 when the act consists 
in having secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under 
seen proces against himself and to defeat his creditors, as hereinbefore pro- 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph, merely to say that it has been represented throughout this 
ebate that the pending bill is a vast improvement on the bill 
which was defeated in the House during the last Congress. 
I desire to say to the House and desire to put into the RECORD 
that there is absolutely no change in that vital part of the bill 
that specifies the acts of bankruptcy—or at least that there is none 
except unimportant verbal changes—with the single simple excep- 
tion that this bill omits the amendment which I offered a moment 
ago, and which has just been rejected by the committee. Every 
act which constituted an act of bankruptcy under the bill we 
defeated last year constitutes an act of bankruptcy under this 
bill, save and except only the act of dealing in futures. 

I submit to the aoe of the Judiciary Committee and the 
judgment of this House that the only theory upon which you can 
proceed to take from an insolvent debtor his estate is that his estate 

roperly belongs to the creditors. And,if that theory be well 
8 and the commission of any act will entitle the bankrupt 
creditors to take possession of his estate and administer it, the 
fact that he is gambling with it would seem to be a proper ground 
for such action. I proposed to amend the act in good faith, not 
merely as a species of antioption legislation, but in consonance 
and in harmony with the spirit and principles of the bill, which 
is that an insolvent debtor is not entitled to administer his estate. 
If that theory is well founded it must follow, as 3 as night 
follows the day, that whenever he undertakes to gamble with it 
he forfeits his right to control it. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Hyp Soca a ep: Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 

e 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, at the end of line 64, add: 

“Provided. That the person against whom a petition is filed shall have a 
right of action in any court of 6 Federal or State, to 
recover the actual damages by him sustain rf, reason of the filing of such 
petition, if the same be wrongfully filed; and if the person or persons filing 
such petition acted maliciously and without probable cause, the person 
against whom the petition is filed shall have a right of action for vindictive 
or exemplary damages as well as for actual damages.” 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that there are no proyisions in the bill whereby 
an honest debtor can be protected from an exacting creditor, 


We all know, Spores those who are lawyers and have had 
any connection with the practice of the courts in this country in 
this respect, that a debtor, when a writ of attachment has been 
levied on his property, if the writ of attachment is eons 
sued out, is entitled to the actual damages by him sustained. 
If the writ is sued ont maliciously and without probable cause, 
he is entitled to exemplary or punitory damages as a punishment 
to the creditor who seeks to oppress him. That is a principle that 
is recognized by all of-the State courts and the laws of the various 
States in the Union. 

Now, why should there be a distinction between involuntary 
bankruptcy and an attachment proceeding under the laws of the 
State? Suppose the case of an honest debtor who is embarrassed 
by an obligation that he can not immediately meet. The crops 
of the country may have failed to some extent; calamities may 
haye come upon the community where he is doing business; he 
may be honest, and may make an honest effort to meet his obli- 
gations and pay his debts to the wholesale merchant, but circum- 
stances beyond his control prevent him from meeting his obliga- 
tions at the time they mature. 

Now, if that man be honest and it is a question of fact that can 
always be established by his neighbors and friends whether he is 
honest and whether he is dealing honestly and fairly or not—if an 
exacting creditor comes upon him under these circumstances and 

laces him in the bankruptcy court, what relief has he under this 
bine None whatever. You can take what he possesses and de- 
stroy the opportunities that he might have had if these unlawful 
and improper proceedings had not been begunagainsthim. There- 
fore I say that the debtor ought to have the same rights which he 
would have in case an attachment had been sned out maliciously 
or without probable cause. Those are terms which the courts of 
every State have heretofore defined. There can be no mistake as 
to the wrongful or malicious suing out of an attachment without 
probable cause. In these cases Isay that the debtor ought to be pro- 
tected, and I will say furthermore that it will add very much, in 
my judgment, to the strength of this bill, so far as it relates to 
the involuntary clause, if you adopt this amendment. Creditors 
are not likely to go into the courts wrongfully and maliciously 
and place a man into bankruptcy if these creditors know that their 
debtor has a remedy against them for their wrongful acts; they 
will be cautious about placing debtors in the bankruptcy court. 
Therefore it will add strength to the bill in so far as the involun- 
tary clause is concerned. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, these are all the remarks I desire to 
make on the subject. 

The amendment of Mr. ABBOTT was rejected. 

Mr. MAHON. I move to strike ont the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] made 
a statement here which he held up to the committee as a sort of 
bogy man to frighten the Republicans not to vote for this bill. He 
went back into politics to the day of the Federalists, to 1841, and 
1867, stating that the party which favored and passed a bankruptcy 
bill met with defeat at the following election or shortly pi need 
wards. Now, the act of 1867 was passed by a Republican House 
and Senate—— 

„ And its repeal was advocated by a Republican 
esident. 

Mr. MAHON. In 1868 the Republican party elected Gen. Ulys- 
ses S. Grant President of this country after the act of 1867 was 
passed. In 1872 that act was stillon the statute books, and Grant 
was again elected. In 1876 we elected Hayes President of this 
country, and the law was repealed in 1878. In 1880 we elected 
Garfield. Then Providence, having something against the Amer- 
ican people, permitted the election of Cleveland in 1884. We 
elected Harrison in 1888. Cleveland was elected again in 1892 

Mr. BROMWELL. And McKinley in 1896. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHON. And just as sure as the sun sets this evening we 
shall elect a Republican President in 1896. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Several MEMBERS. Name him! 

Mr. MAHON. Quay. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I move to strike out ‘‘Quay” and 
insert“ McKinley.” ([Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the act 
of 1867 did not frighten the Republicans of this country nor the 
people who were attached to that political faith, but after the law 
had been in force for years and years they continued to elect Re- 
publican Presidents and Sig etre Congresses. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. ill the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia yield? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr, WATSON of Ohio. I move to strike out the word “Quay” 
and insert the word McKinley.” 

Mr. MAHON. If you do yon will be defeated. You had better 
withdraw your amendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MAHON] was undoubtedly sleeping while I made 
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the remark to which he has attempted to reply. I said to him 
and to the committee that the House of tatives which 
enacted the bankruptcy law of 1867 contained 49 Democrats and 
143 Republicans. I said that it was but afew years until that 
majority was reversed, and that the Democracy were in charge 

is House, and trying, so far as they could, at least, to prevent 
beneficial legislation. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That statement is true; and the gentleman 
has not gainsaid it. 

X ON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that that law wasin force eleven years, in 
which period the Republican was in power in this country. 

Mr. BURN. Were they in power? A Democrat from 
Indiana was elected Speaker of the House, and a Democrat from 
Pennsylvania was also elected Speaker of the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next clause. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do this in order that I may submit a few remarks upon 
the pending bill as expressive of my views in relation thereto. I 
have listened with a great deal of pleasure to the discussion on 
this subject for the last three or four days, as Lalways do on these 
occasions, that I may obtain knowledge and gain information. 
Distinguished lawyers upon one side have advocated the passage 
of the bill with the involuntary feature in it, and distinguished 
lawyers upon the other side have advocated the passage of a vol- 
untary bankrupt bill, and I have been listening attentively, for I 
love to hear wise men talk, until I have gotten considerably tangled 
up in the premises, and I hardly know what todo. [Laughter.] 
So I have concluded that in order to be upon the safe side, and to 
relieve the doubt, I shall throw my vote and 3 the 

of the whole bill; and in doing that I think I will be right. 
Pappas) This is a measure from the Judiciary Committee, 
com , of course, entirely of lawyers, and they are divided on 
it. Itis an old saying that ‘‘ when rogues fall out honest men get 
their dues.” In saying that I do not mean any reflection upon the 
lawyers [laughter], for some of the best men that ever lived were 
lawyers, and some of the best living to-day are lawyers; hence no 
affront from me, 

It seems to me that this bill, with the involuntary and volun- 
tary features in it, or either with one or the other by itself, is 
alone intended to be in the interest of a certain class, and a very 
small class at that in comparison with the whole country—the 
great wholesale dealers and the money power of this country—and 
against the interest of the great masses of the le. Iam re- 
minded, sir, by the lawyers, from the way they have talked and 
changed front on this question, of a discussion I once heard, and 
an explanation was given of the question, “ Why a lawyer was 
like a restless man upon a bed.” Can you tell me why? It is said 
that it is“ because he lies first on one side and then turns and lies 
ontheother.” [Laughter.] Now, those conflicting opinions have, 
as 1 said, turned me around mightily. And in this dilemma 
in which I find myself I shall be compelled to vote against the 

of either the voluntary or involuntary feature of the bill 
in 3 to finally extricate myself from the difficulty. I wholly 
indorse the remarks made by the distinguished gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]; and I desire here to submit as a 
portion of my remarks a table which I have prepared, giving the 
ears from 1857 down to 1895, which shows the number of failures 
in each year and the amount of the failures, amounting in all to 
$5,086,000,000, which will speak for itself, and shows very plainly 
that the cause of these failures must rest somewhere as a result of 
unfriendly legislation at the hands of the lawmakers, 
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1857 4, 000, 000 
1858 _ 4, 95, 000; 000 
1859 - 3,913 64, 000, 000 
1860 - 8,676 80, 000, 000 
1801 9. % 27,0, 000 
18 1,652 23, 000, 000 
1863 - 495 7,000, 000 
1864 - 520 9, 000, 000 
1865 - 530 17, 000,000 
1868 —— 1,505 54, 000, 000 
1867 ses 2,180 96, 000, 000 
1868 -... 2, 608 63, 000, 000 
1869 2,799 75, 000, 000 
1870. 3,551 88, 000, 000 
1871- 2,915 | G. 000,000 
1872. 4,089 | * 121, 000, 000 
1878 - 5,183 | 228, 000,000 
1874 5,830 155, 000, 000 
1875 - 7,740 | 201, 000, 000 
1876. 9,092 | 191,000, 000 
1877 8,872 | 190, 000, 000 
1878 - 10,478 | 234,000,000 

iS 6, 658 98, 000, 000 

3 4, 735, 65, 000, 000 

E PSO AA NS E ORE SEEE 5,582 81, 000, 000 
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K:: K VA 6,738 | 8191. 000, 000 
9,184 172,000,000 

10, 968 26, 000, 000 

10, 637 124, 000, 000 

9, 834 114, 000, 000 

9, O34 167,000, 000 

10,679 123, 000, 000 

10, 882 148, 000, 000 

10, 907 189, 000, 000 

12,273 189, 000, 000 

10,34 114, 000, 000 

15, 242 346, 000, 000 

13,895 172, 000, 000 

18,197 173, 000, 000 

F KK 265,774 | 5, 086, 000, 000 


This table shows a distressing state of affairs, and following it is 
the fact that the great common people are all bankrupt in a meas- 
ure. And thenagain, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 
of any bankruptcy bill, because I do not see the necessity for it at 
this time or the circumstances existing which calls for such enact- 
ment. Nobody has asked for it except the boards of trade, cham- 
bers of commerce, money kings, and such like. I think that the 
best way to judge of the future is by the past; and from an exam- 
ination of past legislation we find that in 1800 a general bank- 
ruptcy bill was How long did it live? In less than three 
years it was r ed, on account of its obnoxious features, on 
account of its vicious tendency and its ou us effects upon 
the people of the country. In 1841 another pt bill was 
passed, and in less than three years again, on account of the like 
vicious tendency and the same obnoxious features of that bill, it 
was ed, because the people again moaned under its oppres- 
sion and weight. Then again, in 1867, another bankrupt bill was 

. It lasted, I believe, a little longer than the others, about 
fteen years, and then it was repealed, after it proved an engine 
of destruction and oppression. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I see no reason under the existing circum- 
stances, with the uncertainty and difference of opinion among 
these distinguished gentlemen here who arelawyers and of whom 
there is a great majority in this Congress, as in many other Con- 
gresses, late and otherwise, and of whom there has n a great 
majority since we had a Congress in the United States, for the 
passage of sucha bill. Just think of the condition of this coun- 
try to-day, the greatest upon the face of the earth, and the con- 
centration of wealth in the hands of a few and the continued 
efforts to further concentrate the same. The conviction must be 
riveted u any intelligent man's mind that to-day, when he sits 
down and contemplates the present condition of our Government 
with its amazing class legislation and enormous grants of power, 
that ad tism of corporate wealth has subverted our free demo- 
cratic institutions and we have a Government of the classes against 
the masses; and who are responsible for it? 

I do not o the Democratic y with being sible for 
this condition; I donot charge the Republican party as being solely 
responsible for it; but I do say that the lawyers of this country 
are responsible for the prenont deplorable condition of this coun- 
try, more particularly the lawyers who belong to the Republican 
party, because they have been instrumental mostly in fixing laws 
since the war, before there were many Democrats in Congress, 

ially from the South. But 12 of lawyers generally 
they have controlled legislation for the one hundred years, an 
Isay they are entitled to all the credit that they can claim for put- 
ting the country in the condition in which it is found to-day; and 
I think the time has come when we should refuse to follow the 
lead of the lawyers entirely, as we have been doing, and go back 
to the people and to their interest, and try to do that which will 
inure to their benefit and try to do something in their interest. 
For these reasons and many others, which I have not time to 
enumerate in a five-minute h, I am not in favor of the 
of any bankruptey bill at present, but will vote against 
it; and I hope it will be overwhelmingly defeated. [Applause.] 
In conclusion, I desire to say that I do not mean to make war upon 
our lawyers in what I have said, but only to call attention to the 
fact that they are responsible for the most part for legislation, as 
they have for a long time controlled and are now controlling Con- 
gress, and to call upon them to come closer to the already impoy- 
erished yeomanry of the country who have put them in office. 
ES cere 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy but a few moments 
of the valuable time of this committee in the discussion of this bill. 
Such a monstrosity in a business sense as attains in this country 
to-day is without a parallel in the commercial world outside of 
the United States. All civilized nations have enacted adequate 
laws for the protection of both creditors and debtors. In this 
country there are as many laws as there are States, each State 
being a law unto itself and each being antagonis/ic to the others. 
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We boast of our civilization; we boast of our internal resources 
and the grandeur and glory of the Republic, and yet we neglect 
to enact a law that will facilitate the general development of the 
country and the 3 of its business. Our present and 
future commercial and industrial possibilities are dwarfed be- 
cause of the lack of proper protection for the transaction of busi- 
ness. Thousands of honest men who have failed in business walk 
as slaves because, having failed, and that through no fault of their 
own, they find no relief from the 3 of debt because of the 
failure of Congress to enact a bankrupt law for their relief. This 
condition should not be. 

This bill provides for the expediting of a settlement of the es- 
tates of men who have become insolvent. It provides for the 
proper distribution of the effects of an estate in the interests of 
the creditors, and at the same time releases the debtor and allows 
him to start anew. It releases him from the darkness of Egyp- 
tian night and places him in the sunlight of hope. Mr. Chairman, 
there is a universal demand for a bankruptcy law, to be with- 
out which is to be wrong in theory, wrong in principle, and wrong 
in practice. The Constitution says: ‘‘ Congress shall have power 
to establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States.” The enactment of this bill would be in 
accordance with its direction; its ponaos have been carefully 
weighed and considered by the Judiciary Committee. It is the 
p uct of wise and sagacious men, and has behind it the in- 

orsement of the business men of the country. In fact, the busi- 
ness interests of the nation cry aloud for its enactment into law. 
Not one protest has come from any of the great business concerns 
of the country against it, 

Mr. Chairman, it is our privilege under the Constitution to enact 
this law, and the business interests of the country demand that 
we perform our full duty. No single State can establish such a 
law, for each is a law unto itself. A State may enact a bankrupt 
law, but it will only apply to its own citizens, and here is the 
present difficulty. hat is law in one State is of no effect in 
another, so that the solution of the matter is only to be found in 
a uniform national bankruptcy law. The provisions of this bill 
are as much in the interests of the debtor as of the creditor, and 
at the same time are a standing menace to those who would be dis- 
honest and grow rich by fraud. The enactment of this law will 
cause business to be conducted on a safe and sound basis. It will 
cause business men to see to it that their capia is kept intact. 
They will scan their credits as well as their liabilities, keeping 
them within the bounds of safety. It will stimulate wise business 
sagacity and promote integrity, which are essential to successful 
business enterprise. With these requisites trade and commerce 
will move on from conquest to conquest. Mr. Chairman, I but 
voice the sentiments of the commercial and industrial interests of 
the arcs when I plead for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. F CHILD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “act,” in line 50. page 7, the seg tho 

“Provided, however, tin no case can a petition be filed ed by less 
than three creditors with provable claims 1 5 the person Who has = 
mitted an act of oe ey ng A which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the 
value of securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over." 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. Now, Mr. Chairman, that amendment is 
offered in the interest of those who wish to 8 this bill if it 
is possible to do so. This morning one amendment was carried 
which struck from the bill the ninth clause, providing that any 
man who had failed to pay a 88 note for thirty days could 
be forced into bankruptcy. There still remains in the bill another 
clause equally pernicious with that, and that is the clause that 
allows any one creditor to force into bankruptcy any man, whether 
the other eleven creditors may wish it or not, 

Now, it has been said here in the arguments in favor of this 
bill that involuntary bankruptcy is in favor of all the creditors 
in order to prevent a preference. It is my experience as a lawyer, 
and I am sure it is the experience of every lawyer in this House, 
that the most pernicious preference that has ever been obtained 
by oy creditor is that preference which is obtained by the “ shy- 
ster” lawyer, who comes in when all the other creditors desire to 
arrange with the debtor and by holding out secures the whole of 
his claim with interest and fees for the lawyer himself, 

Mr. NorTHWAY rose. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Ido not care to be interrupted now. My 
3 [Mr. Rax] admitted yesterday, when the question was 

ked him, that the way one shyster lawyer creditor could be 
gotten rid of would be by the other creditors paying off his claim, 
go that they might be free to arrange with the debtor. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, that is one of the most pernicious points in this bill, 
and if that is stricken out I am sure the bill will receive many 
votes of gentlemen who desire to vote for it if they are permitted 


to do so. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to 
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On page 51 the bill 
provides that three or more creditors who have provable claims 
against any person which amount in the aggregate, in excess of 
the value of securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over” may 
file a petition. There the number is limited to three, and unless 
that part of the bill should be reached there will be a conflict be- 


tween it and the tleman’s amendment if it is adopted. 
Mr. FAIRC. It is there permitted to 3 itors, unless 
there are 12, in which case if 11 of them desire to give the man 


a point in connection with that amendment. 


an opportunity to get relief this 1 creditor, by holding out, can 
compel the other 11 to pay his claim in full. This amendment 
must come in at some place. We may not be able to insert it 
on page 51, because we may not have time to reach that part of 
the bill, and it is equally appropriate in this place. following the 
words a petition may be filed against a person who has committed 
an act of bankruptcy within four months after the commission 
of such act.” 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. What is the amount in the gentleman’s 
amendment? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Not less than $500; the same as on page 51. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why not make it a thousand do ? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. No; I wish to have it accord with the pro- 
vision on — 51, to prevent greater conflict in the two provisions. 

Mr. All. . Do you mean $500 each or 8500 in the aggregate? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Five hundred dollars each. I repeat, Mr. 
Chairman, that the most pernicious preference that is ever ob- 
tained in such cases is that which is obtained by the shyster law- 
yer, and this amendment will obviate that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose there are but three creditors and 
two stand out; can the other one force the man into bankruptcy? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. You candrawupon your imagination if you 
please, but I think you can hardly suppose that in actual business 
a man in this situation will have only three creditors—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose there are twelve creditors and 
only two of them have claims amounting to $500? 

r. FAIRCHILD. If a man should be forced into bankruptcy 

it will be easy to get three out of twelve creditors to act. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Are you not mistaken when you say 
that on page 51 the amount is limited to $500 each? Is it not $500 


in the aggregater 

Mr. . If the gentleman will make it $500 in the 
gate he will get some votes for his amendment that he would not 
otherwise 5 75 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The ee is made tome by the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary that we put this amend- 
ment to a vote as it is, and if there is any conflict it can be arranged 
afterwards in conference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is, if the gentleman’s amendment 
prevails. Of course I have no authority to make any arrange- 
ment about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from New York 
has expired. x 
On motion of Mr. MILES, by unanimous consent, the time of 
Mr. FAIRCHILD was extended five minutes. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I have said all that it is 
necessary to say on this point. I am a good deal in the position 
of the lawyer who came into court to have his client excused from 
being punished for contempt for nona ce. He said, May 
it please the court, there are one hundred reasons why my client 
should not be punished for contempt of court. The first is that 
he is dead. The second is——” Hold on,“ said the court; that 
reason is sufficient. You need not give the other ninety-nine,” 
5 I think after we have heard the eloquent words of 

e chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary in regard to the 
evil effects of securing preferences to one creditor over another 
and we all agree about that—gentlemen here can readily recog- 
nize, especially lawyers who have had experience in this business, 
that the most pernicious of all preferences is that which is given 
to a shyster lawyer who seeks to gain a selfish advantage. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. The gentleman would better make his 
amendment read, . 8500 in the aggregate.” 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
modify my amendment so as to provide that the claims shall be 
not less than $500 in the aggregate. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 e = word 8 50, page 7, the eee 
“ Provided, however, at in no case i 
than three creditors with provable aAA prin 8 5 aan — — 


an act of bankruptcy, which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value 
of securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over = 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend br ae to section 2, line 64, the followin, 


That th shall apply to debts e a i 
act, but not to debts theneafte r —— ema timo OE CRO amen oi Pis 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ABBOTT, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make a statement, to which I ask the 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa r. HENDERSON]. In 
about twenty-two minutes from now, under the operation of the 

ial order, this bill, with the amendments, must be reported to 

e House. I have examined the order, and, except for the under- 
standing which I had with the gentleman from Iowa, it would not 
pe pos le to obtain a vote on the substitutes which it is desired 

offer. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That understanding is sacred. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am perfectly sure of that. In view of that 
understanding, and in view of the further fact that no other 
amendment could be offered and discussed, I ask unanimous 
consent at this time to offer the substitute which I desire to offer, 
and the friends of another substitute shall offer that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Which substitute do you propose to 
offer—the one yoa had pending? 

Mr. BAILEY. The one I had prepared. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You want to offer that now? 

Mr. BAILEY. And then my friend from Kansas [Mr. BROD- 


ERICK] desires to offer another substitute. 
Mr. DERSON. The gentleman from Kansas has surely 
had his ‘ day in court.” 


Mr. BRODERICK. The Senate bill with some amendments. 
I will send it to the desk. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Wait a moment. The gentleman from 
Texas Dr BAILEY] has the first right under the arrangement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask thatthe gentleman from Kansas be per- 
mitted to offer his substitute, 
mo HENDERSON, That you yield to the gentleman from 

ansas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Kansas that 
he may offer his substitute. 

. Mr. BRODERICK. I offer the substitute which I send to the 
esk. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the substitute is offered in Committee of 
the Whole, is it the understanding that under the agreement be- 
tween the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Texas 
the substitute may also be offered inthe House? I understood the 
agreement was that the substitute might be offered after the com- 
mittee rose and the bill had been reported. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The rule provides that the substitute be 
reported to the House so that it shall be considered in the House. 

. TAWNEY. Then, by offering it in committes, the friends 
of the substitute do not waive the right to have it offered in the 


House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If it is offered in Committee of the Whole 
it will be reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chaircan hardly undertake tosay what 
will be done in the House. But as the Chair understands the 
special rule, the Committee of the Whole is to consider the bill 
under the five-minute rule until 4 o’clock, when the committee 
will rise and report the bill, with the amendments adopted, tothe 
House. Of course it would be competent for the committee by 
unanimous consent to allow this substitute to be offered in the 
committee at the present time, but that would not control the 
action of the House. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Therule provides that two substitutes may 


be offered. 
The rule does not provide that; but we 


Mr. HENDERSON. 
agreed to that. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That was agreed to, at any rate. The rule 

rovides that the substitutes shall be disposed of in the House. 
ow, I simply want to have this substitute pending, and I under- 
stand there is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] asks unanimous consent to offer a substitute and have it 
pending at this time. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I shall make a pro forma amendment for 
the purpose of saying what I desire to say. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think we are entitled as a matter of right 
to have this substitute offered. It was assented to by the House, 
as I understand, that there might be two substitutes voted upon, 
and they are to be reported to the House. Now, the inference is 
that they may be introduced and pending here, so that when the 


Committee of the Whole shall rise they may be reported to the 
House and acted on. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has examined the special rule 
and also what was said in the House at the time of its adoption. 
It is the pmi of the Chair that without the subsequent agree- 
ment on the part of the House itself the bill would have been con- 
sidered in the House and not in the Committee of the Whole. The 
whole proceeding contemplated seemed to be a proceeding in the 
House. Subsequently, by unanimous consent, as tlemen will 
remember, an understanding was had that the bill be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. The special rule speaks of no substi- 
tute, but it does say that at 4 o'clock the bill shall be reported, 
with the amendments adopted, to the House. The subsequent 
agreement, made after the adoption of this rule, was that these 
two substitutes might be offered. The Chair construes that to 
mean offered in the House, not in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think that was assented to by unani- 
mous consent; I believe it was so understood and agreed to by the 
entire House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think it would be bad faith if the sub- 
stitute were not permitted to be offered in the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bat 
LEY] offer a pro forma amendment? 

r. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I am confirmed in the opinion 
which I have expressed on more than one occasion in this House 
that a voluntary system of bankruptcy is the only one which will 
ever be satisfactory in this country, and it ought to be a tempo- 
rary measure of relief. 

I do not believe it can be fairly charged against the friends of a 
voluntary system that we look only to the interest of debtors and 
overlook the interest of creditors. We know that in every State 
in the Union the State courts, as well as the United States courts, 
stand open to creditors for enforcement of their honest claims 
against their debtors. But we know also that there is nowhere in 
all of this broad land of ours a forum where an honest and un- 
fortunate debtor can surrender his property and procure a dis- 
charge from his obligations. Recognizing, therefore, that the 
creditors now have their ample protection, and that the debtors are 
without any adequate relief, we have proposed a simple measure, 
leaving the right of the creditors absolutely undisturbed, but giv- 
ing to the debtors a right which they do not now enjoy. We have 
safeguarded it to answer the only objection which ee been made 
and which can be made against it. We have provided that no 
debtor can obtain his release unless he surrenders all of his prop- 
erty for the equal benefit of all his creditors. 

Neither my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] nor my friend 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] disputes that it is just, wise, and 
humane to emancipate an honest debtor; but my friend from 
Maine says that under the present law the creditor who first 
attaches absorbs the entire estate and leaves the other creditors 
without protection. Mr. Chairman, without stopping to insist 
that diligence is a virtue and that a watchful creditor deserves 
some advantage over one who sleeps upon his rights, I desire to 
make another answer to the suggestion of the gentleman. In our 
substitute it is provided that if any creditor attaches the property 
of a debtor, the debtor may file an assignment and vacate the 
attachment, thereby subjecting his property to a pro rata distri- 
bution among his creditors. Thus we secure what the gentleman 
from Maine declares to be the primary good of the pending bill— 
an equal distribution of the debtor's assets among his various 
creditors. We insure this result by appealing to the debtor’s self- 
ishness and resentment, which are the two most powerful motives 
that influence the conduct of men. It is certain that every insol- 
vent will desire a discharge from his debts, and this can only be 
attained by vacating the attachment; it is also certain that the 
debtor will resent the conduct of an attaching creditor, and these 
two motives, operating in the same direction, are certain to pro- 
duce the result at which we aim. 

I fully subscribe to the doctrine that a debtor should not be per- 
mitted to pay some of his creditors with his property or money 
and to pay others with the certificate of a bankrupt court; but 


I do not subscribe to the doctrine that all debts are of equal obli- 


gation. All ought to be paid; but if all can not be paid, then it 
may frequently happen that some have higher claims upon the 
debtor's conscience than others, and in such cases it wonld be dis- 
honorable not to pay these debts first. The fact that the debtor 
must treat all creditors alike in order to procure his discharge will 
be sufficient to induce him to doso, except in those rare cases 
where he is bound by some high sense of honor to give a prefer- 
ence. Legislators can not ignore the fact that there are debts in 
which an element of moral obligation enters which the honest 
man ought to and will respect, and which a wise law will permit 
him to respect. There is no man here who does not believe that 
rather than satisfy the greed of a rapacious creditor he should 
return to the widow the money which he borrowed of her, nor 
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is there one who will deny that a debt contracted to a creditor who 


desired only to accommodate the debtor ought to be paid before a 
debt due to a man who dealt with the debtor solely for the profit 
of the transaction. : 

Sir, all preferences are not dishonest, nor are they necessarily 
unfair. Many of them proceed from thevery highest attributes of 
human nature—a desire to redeem a moral as well as a financial 
obligation—and this assault upon: all preferences bears the taint 
of a commercial spirit, which, if permitted to have its way in this 
country, will eliminate from American life the element of good- 
fellowship, the spirit of neighborly accommodation, and place all 
debts, however contracted, for whatever p contracted, or 
to whomsoever due, on precisely the same footing. It is bad 
morals to teach us that the poor widow has no higher claim on 
our justice than a rich and powerful creditor; and I am one of 
those who do not believe t bad morals can be good law. 
[Applause. > 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it—and if I am mis- 
taken I desire to be corrected—it is not the purpose of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] to offer his substitute, but it is the 
p of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to offer 
the bill S. 742, with certain amendments, as a substitute. Now, 
am I correct in that? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
that matter is under consideration. Iam inclined to believe that 
the proposition of my friend from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] is 
stronger than my own proposition, and if we reach that conclusion, 
why, we will to unite on that. Otherwise, we shall offer both. 

Mr. RAY. en, of course, I am as yet uncertain as to how 
that will be; but however it may be, the objections to the one bill 
are equally as great to both. I desire to the attention of those 
who favor a just, equitable, enforceable, and operative bankrupt 
law to the provisions of the proposed substitute and my objections. 
The pro substitute reads as follows in section 1—— 

Mr. H. Whose substitute? 

Mr. RAV. I am reading from the substitute that is to be offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. The proposed 
substitute of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] reads pre- 
cisely the same, so far as this section is concerned. 

Nr. DINGLEY. It is the George bill? 

Mr. RAY. Itis the George bill: 

That if any debtor owing $200 or more who is unable to pay his debts shall 
execute an assignment or cession of his property 

Mr. TAWNEY. The wording of the proposed amendment is: 

Insolvent and unable to pay his debts. 


Mr. RAY (reading): 

That if any debtor owing $200 or more who is unable to pay his debts shall 
execute an ment or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the 
State. Territory, or District of Columbia, in which he may reside, or if he 
have property in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, valid ac- 


cording to the laws thereof, and in accordance with the requirements 


of this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 

Now, what does this proposition do? In order for any debtor 
to obtain the benefit of the proposed substitute, if enacted into 
law, he must make an assignment valid, first, according to the 
law of the State in which he resides; second, it must valid 
according to the law of any other State in which he has property, 
and third, it must be valid under the laws of the United States 
of America. 

A MEMBER. That is all right. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman says it is all right. No lawyer 
would ever say that. Any lawyer knows, and the ordinary lay 

mind knows, that the assignment lawsof the different States vary. 
They are notin harmony. Therefore, if you undertake to get the 
benefit of this law you would have to make an assignment valid 
under the laws of several different States. It might be two, three, 
or ten different States. Your assignment would conflict with 
itself. Then it would have to be valid under the law of the United 
States. It must be valid under two or more conflicting laws. 
There is not a lawyer in the United States of America who could 
draw up such an assignment and make it valid under the laws of 
two or more States and also under the laws of the United States. 

Then the next section proceeds to declare that— 

The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 
tributed among creditors according to the laws of the State where the prop- 
erty is situated. 

Therefore, if a man has property in two or more States, the prop- 
erty in one State must be administered according to the law of 
that State 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no provision of that kind in the Sen- 
ate substitute. 

Mr. RAY. If the debtor has any property in another State, 
then it must be administered in that State under the law of that 
State; so that you have the estateof the bankrupt being adminis- 
tered by the State courts of two or more States; and if you would 
apply for a discharge, then you must apply in the United States 
court. 


Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman’s argument might be applica- 
ble to the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BalLeEy], but it is not applicable to the Senate substitute, because 
there is no provision of that kind in it. 

Mr. RAY, It is applicable to the Senate substitute, because I 
have the Senate substitute before me at this moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Read that part of it. 5 

Mr. RAV. It requires that the property shall be administered 
in that way. 

Mr. TA Y. In what part of it? 

Mr. RAY. I have only five minutes, and my time is going. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lou can not find it in the Senate substitute. 

Mr. RAY. There is no question about it. It reads in that way. 
Now, if you should undertake to proceed in that way, the estate 
of any ordinary debtor would be eaten up in litigation, first, in the 
various State courts; secondly, in the United States court. The 
alleged bankrupt would have to travel from one court to another. 
The creditors of the bankrupt would be traveling to the State 
courts, it might be, in two or three or more States, and also to the 
United States court. That condition would be ially appli- 
cable to debtors in the city of Chicago, the city of Cincinnati, the 
cities of New York and Boston, and other great cities. The pro- 

substitute has been declared unconstitutional by many great 

wyers. There are other objections I can not refer to, but the 

same were set forth by me in my remarks closing general debate 
on this bill. s 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, after having said as much 
as I have at different times during this debate, trying to say as 
little as possible consistent with my duty to the committee, I want 
to say briefly that the propositions which will be submitted under 
the arrangement that was made have practically been adjudicated 
in the committee. I do not want any of us, when we get into 
the House, to misunderstand the situation. With some trifling 
changes, we shall be facing again the battle which has been 
fought this morning, and the attempt will be made, by the in- 

uction of a whole bill, to accomplish what failed of accom- 
lishment when we voted down the Stone amendment and the 
roderick amendment this morning. 

Now, that is all I want to say about that. I think we have 
pretty clearly expressed the judgment of the committee as to how 
they feel in to this matter. We have yielded at several 
important points in the effort to get the real judgment of this 
committee in respect to a bankruptcy bill, and I want to thank 
the committee for the good spirit that has prevailed on both sides 
of this question and on both sides of this Chamber. 

There has been nocrimination; personal abuse has been avoided 
and the whole discussion for five days carried on in the domain 
where manhood should always be found, instead of being de- 
graded to the low level of abuse. I want to express another 
thought, as I see I have the time. Of the committee that has 
reported this bill, 17 in number, 6 of them are from the West, 8 
from the South, and only 3 from the East. It is not sectional; 
and, as has been developed in the debate, 4 only are against the 
bill with the voluntary and involuntary provisions we are about 
to report back to the House. Of the number opposed, 8 of them 
were from the South and 1 from the West. So you will see that 
there is no sectionalism at all in the element that brought the bill 
before this House committee, but it represents in its report every 
section of the country, and it has been my highest ambition to 
bring this bill far away from any sectional or partisan standpoint, 

Mr. Chairman, the hour having arrived, under the order of the 
House the committee will rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour fixed under the order of the 
House having arrived, the committee will now rise and report 
the bill to the House. h 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8110) to estab- 
lish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, and, under the order of the House, he reported 
the same back to the House with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be adopted and the bill as 
amended be 5 

The SPE R. The question is on the amendments. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us dispose of the other amendments, 

Mr. BRODERICK. If we can have the understanding that 
the two substitutes may be offered. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that the amendments 
recommended by the committee have not been a d to. 

Mr. HENDERSON. T ask that the amendments be agreed to 
first before we take up the substitute. 

Mr. BAILEY and Mr. BRODERICK. That is agreeable. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute can be read and be pending, 
and then the vote will be taken on the amendments first. The 
Clerk will report the substitute. 
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Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Kansas will 
permit me, I desire to say 
The SPEAKER, The amendments have not been agreed to in 
the House. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I thought that they were agreed to by 
unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. That has not been done. 
be pursued, if there is no objection, 
Mr. HENDERSON, I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments 5 to by the committee be to. 
Phono The SPBAKER. Without objection, they will be considered as 
ba FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, one of those amendments. 
added on page 7,provided that not less than three creditors should 
sign a petition. ere is on 51 a clause then one of such 
itors” can sign. Now, I ask unanimous consent that the 
words ‘‘or if all of the creditors of such person are less than 12 
in number, then one of such creditors” be stricken out, in order to 
conform it to the amendment which has been carried. 
Mr. HENDERSON. What page is that? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend- 
ment to writin 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is to change “one” to three,“ in line 8. 
Mr. HENDERSON. There is no objection to that. I think it 
ought to be done, in view of the other amendment agreed to in 
committee. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
There being no objection, the other amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the substitute offered 


But that course can 


by the gentleman from Kansas. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Kansas 
will permit, I desire a vote of the House on my substitute first, 


and desire to vote for his substitute if mine should be voted 
down. I therefore desire to offer this substitute first and take a 


That is the understanding. A vote will be 
taken first on the substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. 0. er, I did not understand what 
the gentleman from Texas said, and I would like for him to repeat | am 
his statement. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas said that his sub- 
stitute should be voted on first. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You have.not abandoned that? 

Mr. BAILEY. No. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Allright. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will carry out the under- 


sg ae 
Ww ILLIAM A. STONE. A parliamentary rag 7 805 
— 5 I desire to make a motion to recommit this WI 
ve that opportunity after the third reading? 
The SPEAKER. That will come up after the third reading. 
Mr. HENDERSON. On the final passage of the bill. 
Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
of the substitute. 
Mr. DINGLEY.. It has been printed. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that leave will be granted. 
1 The bill has been printed, and I take it that if 
y gentleman is willing to vote for a 5 bankruptcy bill 
Be will be willing to vote for this. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The substitute offered by Mr. BAILEY is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8234) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy. 


it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in € 2 assembled, That i fede ua aoe, PE 


an assignment or cession of 
laws my the State. Territory, or District of Golusabin in which b. 


it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 

SEC. 2. That such assignment shall convey, subject to all valid oe all of 
the estate of the debtor, except such as is exempt by the law of his domicile 
from execution or seizure for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of 


all his W except with the preferences hereinafter allowed. The 
or surrendered shall be distributed among 


be administered and ted amon, 
5 according to the laws laws —.— the State where the property is si situated, 


subject to the pro 
Sec. 3. That such assi 9 may contain the following 
namel: ly: Debts due to the United States, or to any State or Ter: akas the 
District of Columbia, in which sny of aie perky of the debtor is bus 
and debts due to the seryants or laborers of pe e for labor performe: 
or services rend within six months next ag eg Margo thereof. 
Sec. 4. That said assignment or cession Wall be; be . a 
the manner and in the offices Where mortgages and deeds 
property are by law required to be filed or recorded, and 5 or a 
copy thereof. accompanied by a list of the names and residences of all his 
creditors, and the amount due each, together with a schedule of his property, 
exempt and unexempt, and a statement of all liens or other incumbrances 
thereon, all of which shall be verified by the oath of the debtor to be correct, 


shall, within siziq apre 

in which 75 — of 
Sec. 5. Tha: 

from the date of 


which he resides; or, if he be 
the supreme conrt of the said District 
then in the 

thereof in which he resides, 
from his debts. But tha ys 
eee eee eee 

endar mon e of the nt, a: 
the pee petitioner. shall deposit fey, preceding th of the court upon filing his petition 


from the date of its execution, be mea in the court 
the debtor is hereinafter to be filed. 
8 such 5 Be fey the cig four calendar months 


an order 

time and place for t the hearing 
ninety anda nor more than six calendar months ee to the on of the 
order; anda Loopy of such order shall be duly served ee each of the tors 
named in list of creditors in the manner followin; : The service of notice 
of said — — shall pe made by 3 — fh of they order to each creditor, 
directed — — ce nearest to ence or place of business or to 
which A is Sinay Fa to receive his aiey The notice 
within thirty da; 


— m the d, date of said order, 


dis- 

hail decile to 

5 y of them may appear and answer said 

panon on onina beg panao in the ¢ tae of 5 and if no answer bo 
that day the petitioner shall have a right to an 8 


from his debts; or, if an answer is filed and upon the 
dat the deter di did make r hat 
—— pt prop- 


nsec m thie act nocreditor 
referred in any manner 5 by 


this act, and d said no other act was done or su: to be done by 
such de ting ess or estate toprevent prorata distribution 
ong his or to give one creditor an advantage over 


creditors 
8 or to defraud his creditors, 
upon — such 5 within three months before the passage of 
this order and adjudge that such debtor be forever dis- 
Nr from the payment of the debts mentioned and set forth in the list 
panying Mapo his 9 e such order and adjudication shall bee full, 
5 of such rang we) from the Darmen of said debts? 
Provided, however, Tet i if within days after the jevy of an attachment 
the debtor shall execute an or cession of his ni ge a and file a 
petition for discharge as herein provided nai the execu 
ment and the filing of such petition shall vacate the levy of such attachment, 
2322 ĩðâ2u TTT 
act: f a debtor e 
shall not include any debt or obligation which shall have been created in con- 
— 4 oe his defalcation as a public officer, as an executor, administrator, 
or W acting in any other fiduciary capacity: nor 
theo of money or property under 
of said de from the shall 


o court of p 
ble 9 e yes 3 shall any debt created by him 
after such filing be barr Se 

SEC. 3 That any insolvent debtor who no property besides what is 
5 y law rro execution and liability for his 8 may, without mak- 
3 for in this act, file his peti ion in the court 

ict or di thereof of e he has been a bona fide resident 
— his petition, alleging g his 

Tis serosal: and asking for 


of his j dobia and oe 3 
as are provided for in this act for cases where piena 
far as the same may be a ble. In thiscase ini ition ition shall 
have E operation provided for in the on nate 
t as ed * in 
— provid 


partnership, and se 
pipe and 5 allowed by this act 
T property; an out ne the partnership p property anā for separate be for part: 


the erence; and th 
arate and vei petition debts shall bo pri ginang for in the ent as 


in the district or the division thereof 
was carried on up to a period of six calen- 
ont If the business has not been so carried 
on within 8 then in the district or division thereof where all the 
partners reside, one of whom at least srs resided there for six months 
— to the assignment; and if they do not all reside in that district or divi- 
sion, then in the district or division in which a jority a them shall reside; 
or if a greater number do not reside in the same tor division, then in 
the district or division in which any one of them resides; bu but a all cases ‘be 
residence required must be for six calendar months making of 
the assignment. If one or more of the partners be Pg te then the sur- 
vivor or survivors may proceed as in section provided, but in that case 
exch legal representatives of the have euch notice as the court 


Provided 3 85 a the rato property shall include in Jey terms, 5 his 


5 ng those in whose 
por any 

filing the ps 

also a 
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shall have notice as in other cases under this act. The te 
assigned shall first be applied to separate debts, and re- 
der, if any, to the partnership debts. 

SEO. 11. That the court, on the hearing of the ion, or as soon afterwards 
as 5 ascertain whether roperty is sufficient 
. oper rder the —.— 5 deten to bo dk ribated am maces! 

05 separa of the amon, 
—.— CCCCCCCCCC0CTCTCCCC0TCTC0TTT0T0T0C direct 
3 such terms as the court ma 


prescribe, of 1 — aae interest in 
1o distribution of arising from 


order pinn pestate. Ifthe 
shall make ne property be found insufficient to T he aship debts, the 
— 755 shall make Tae riper og S 5 deemed e 9 — e 
roperty money an 
distribute ns assets am: c the hall diveot 
py tng 555 ee 


P 5 —.— as is necessary e as Seeks tas 
receiver. But if the court "t ehall deem all of said yo 


any cause = for designation for such 
the. court fl shall retuae to. 


be pro vested ina 
proven 2 partners for 
5 


The auditors shall have power & to 
under orders of the court, witnesses, and 
not of a judicial to 

fees of t but in no case shall any fee 
which he holds his office for 


under 

e State in which 
by the oaths, 

Sc. 15. 3 ä Siepe each place at which said courts of bank- 

rup be held, b thereof, a Socket in which shall be entered 

the fili 2 each peti m — schedule and list other and a short 


statement of every order or decree of the court and of tors in that 
ee ene Sees aN n ‘ong ag obs a discharge; 


1 shall consti- 
ocket shall be paid for as other 
record hooks and dockets of the district courts are d for. The fees of the 
clerk, when not otherwise this act, shall be fixed by the court, but 
ee een ff.. yaad 


they are 


estates, e: 
in conflict with the 8 hereof; and that 


solvent ae of an 10 ending a the date of the 
agea 8 final determination in 8 
And voluntary a debtor under the insolvent laws of 
any 1 ma menced after the of act and before 
the filing of the meres of 5 8 debtor under this to be declared a bank- 
3 ree to final determination in the State courts, 
the — of the: debtor shalt oe distributed by said State court. But where 
a. Set afte: rd the de Ae —5 rh gene — 
erly comme: le may, upon proper p: 
r court of the U tates, from his debts if he would 
entitled to such in — se: he had — properly under this 
act before any such had been need the 
courts of rules foe the thacominel of mash ings 
je neg the i vent shall proceed to secure a if enti to it. 
Sec. 17. That this act shall continue in force two years and no longer, ex- 
cept as to all proceedings commenced under it within time, and as to 
them shall continue in full force and effect until they are finally of. 


The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on agreeing 
to the substitute offered by the 5 from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

s House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 120. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The qon was taken on orđering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Forty gentlemen have arisen in support of the 
demand for the yeas and nays; not a sufficient number, and the 
yeas and nays are refused. On this question the ayes are 88, the 
noes are 120; and the substitute is rejected. The next question i is 
on the substitute offered by the gentleman from Kansas, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk soceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. BRODERICK (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to be generally understood that this is the bill which has been 
examined and reported by the Senate committee, and I sug- 


Mr. H HENDERSON. That must not be done. The Senate com- 
. I do not want that statement to go 


3 BRODERICK. The bill was reported from that com- 


E HENDERSON. Make your request, but make no argu- 
* 

Mr. BRODERICK. I simply wanted me say, Mr. Speaker, that 
this is the bill which was examined and reported by the Senate 
committee, with some amendments made here in the House, and 
as the bill is well understood by members generally, I am willing 
to waive the reading of it with "the understanding that it shall be 
printed in full in the RECORD. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In view of the fact ante 8 is generally under- 
stood that this is a purely voluntary sear iy eee 
that the gentleman ask that sections 17 pr 18, relating to invol- 
untary bankruptcy, be read. 

a Mr. BRODERICK. Very well. They are the two last sec- 
ons. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that no request has 
yet been made to dispense with the reading of the bill. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Iask unanimous consent to with 
the reading of the bill, t sections 17 and 18, and that the 
whole bill be printed in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RAY. Iwill not object to that, Mr. Speaker, provided I 
can make the simple statement that—— 

Mr. BRODERICK. I do not care whether the gentleman 
—- or eae If he wants to object, let him object. I make 


ee RAY, Will the gentleman listen? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RAY. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER (after a pause). The Chair hears no objection. 
The Clerk will sections 17 and 18 of the proposed substitute. 

The Clerk read the sections indicated, as embodied in the bill 
which is here printed in full. 


That if any debtor owing $200 Sesion of his property, valid by tho laws of the 
execute an assignment or cession of his properly: tae y the laws of the 
State, Territo 5 O District of Colusable, in ich ho may resido, or if ho 
ve prope: ra an as to su valid 
cording to the la re enar eee peab wih tee e pec ments of 
it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 

or cession shall 2 or recorded in porty are 


2 
assignment shall convey all $ — — of the debtor, 
except such as is exempt by the law of his f Sanr berth from execution and lia- 
bility for his debts, and his ‘tors, sub- 


ject to all valid . with the preference 
s 88 a list — nd resid 


shall and a 
his debts, and the amon exempt and unexem ¢ from execution or selsure for 
8 Gua tocar credi 

upon his property, all of which shall be verified by the 


oath of the debtor to be corr F 
all his unex 


operty, though n shall also co; conveying 
— sh h not a en said pied oy and hall provide for 5 — 


in the list or not; and the omission of an 
e 5 list or schedule, or any 


so pee. or surrendered shall 


to the laws of the 
in situated, & subject to the provi —— ‘pret 9 
shall contain the folio 
wy, andthe the 


to any State or 7 — 
. the debtor ni situated, 
borers btor for labor perfo: 
the debtor be the head of a 


9 where t Kee Ayay 

EO. 3. 

Tener Debis de to the nited 5 

Distri Columbia, in which an: 

and dette due to the 5 eo 
rendered wi 


gn 

int another person in his then the fees 

vided between them, so Mist not 5 the max- 

imum allowable to one shall be allowed to all: led, That the fees, includ- 

arn Bong fees of the assignee, receiver, or 1 5 authorized by this phar and all 
y incurred in the sa 


mediately preceding f the assignment. 
The petition shall state the debtor's "e inability to to 2 8 debts and contain a 
pa er 1 25 a debts nee and an 9 that 
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making of the assignment discovered or remembered; and said 8 


may, from time to time, prior to his discharge, amend and correct 

and schedule of Looper ty. and creditors, so that the same shall conform to the 

facts. And he deposit with his petition for costs such sum as the court 

may direct, not exceeding $20. 

SEC. 6. That the creditors of the 8 shall be made parties defend - 
e 


days nor more t 
su nent to the date of the order, and a sony os such order shall be duly 
served on each of the creditors named in the list of creditors or otherwise 
made known to the court, in the manner following: The ce of notice of 
said order shall be made by mailing a copy of the order to each creditor, 
directed to the post ottice nearest to his residence or place of business or to the 
posone at which he is accustomed to receive his letters. The notice shall 

mailed within thi days from the date of the order by the clerk of the 
court, and the petitioner shall pay to the clerk for mailing the notice such 
reasonable sum as the court ma low, not exceeding 25 cents for each no- 
tice. The said order shall also published once a week for four consecu- 
tive weeks in ono or more e a be designated by the court. due 
regard ring | had to the eral tion of the same in that portion of 
the district in which the krupt and his creditors reside. The first pub- 
lication shall be within thirty 7 7 from the date of said order. If the 
publication of notice shall appear to be irregular the court maT order a new 


2 for such time as the court may decide and 18 another du 
or the hearing. But publication in a ne r shall d d wi 
unless it can be made for such cost as the cour decide to be reasonable. 


Su. 7. That the credi or any of them, may appear and answer said rs 
tition on the day named in the order of mblication. and if no answer be filed 
on that day the petitioner shall have a right toan order of trom his 
debts. The answer may contest the petitioner's right to a discharge on the 


n and no other: 

First. t the debtor has intentionally concealed some of his property by 
omitting the same from his schedule or assignment, and has also intention- 
ally failed to correct said omission as hereinbefore provided for, or has in- 
tentionally refused to give information which may aid and assist in recover- 
ing any ERI which ought to be subject to the payment of his debts. 

D F 9 5 jeet has, a, the eA three 9 poun m to the 
passage oi conve or or conceal! pro; or some 
part of it, or given or ‘ered a lien or incumbrance N E 
ment, SORT ET AROS, concealment, lien, or incumbrance was contrived and de- 
vised with the actual intent and purpose to defraud his creditors, in which 
intent the debtor participated. 

Third. That the debtor, being a bank 


shall pass under the general clause conveying all the 
oc be 5 in said as- 


erty which are prohibited by the laws of a State or Territory wherein it is 
situated shall be held for all the purposes of this act to be void or voidable b: 
creditors and the property to have passed under said assignment; and it 1 
be distributed as other property conveyed in the same; and full ease 
may be had of the said property go assigned or encumbered within the peri 
allowed by the laws of the State or Territory in which it issituated, or if the 
rty be money, then within the time allowed by the laws of the State or 
Territory where the receiver resides, and suits in behalf of the creditors for 
such recovery may be brought by the trustee or other manager of the assign- 


tioner a dischar; m all debts tothe panona mentioned in his petition, 
osed to the court, except the debts excluded by section 10 


sawing an 
to the discha: 
as to time for bringing such suitsas is fixed by the laws of the State in which 
is situated. The declaration of the rupt 

ings may be had to su 


ject such s Sete ts the, 8 in e Dankro: t's debts, of di i 
su t e ent o © ‘s de 0 spensi: 
de 8 8 ite to such 9 


with a ju ent against the bankrupt asa prerequ 

Sr. 10. That the disch; of the debtor from his debts shall not include 
D debt or obligation which shall have been created in consequence of his 
defaleation as a public officer, or as an executor, administrator, guardian, or 
trustee, or while act in any other fiduciary capacity; nor any debt or 
obligation to any surety of the debtor who has paid or may pay ey such 
fiduciary debt or any part of it; nor any debt or obligation created by tho 
obtaining of money or property under false pretenses. But this exclusion of 
said debts from the discharge shall take place o when said debts shall be 
ascertained in the decree of discharge and by the court directed to be so 
excluded. If the N shall be discharged, pro; ne acquired by him 
after the filing of the assignment or a copy thereof in the clerk's office of the 
court of bankruptcy, not be liable for his debts created before that 
Fon nor shall any debt created by him after such filing be barred by such 


SEO. TL. That the district courts of the United States in the several States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
— Territories are hereby made courts of bankruptcy, with full juris- 


tion, both at common law and in equity, to carry out this act and to try 


and determine all suits and controversies necessary to a full execution 
thereof; and said courts shall have also full power to cause said petitioner or 
bankrupt, his wife, or either of them,to be examined under oath touching 
any ee of concealment or illegal transfer of any sropersy. of said benk- 
rupt and to issue a writ of ne exeat against the bankrupt to continue in 
force so long as it may be n to have such examination. The said 
courts, for the exercise of every ju ction conferred by this act, shall be 
considered as always open, and the judges of the said several courts may ex- 
reise in chambers any jurisdiction conferred on said courts by this act. But 
the said courts shall not interfere with, in any manner, the administration of 
the bankrupt's estate by the trustee or trustees or other manager mentioned 
in the ent or appointed according to law unless it s made to 
appear to the said court that said trustee or trustees or m ris misman- 

ng the said estate or the said trustee or manager shall by petition ask the 
court for directions as to such management. The court shall also have full 
jurisdiction to enjoin or otherwise manage or control all suits or actions 
pending inst the bankrupt at the time of ating ma assignment in the 
clerk's office of the court of bankruptcy, as hereinbefore required, and to 
manage and control all suits or actions pending at that time in 
to cause the same to be prosecuted or defended by the or manager 
of said assignment, and to make all necessary orders and decrees to secure a 
proper distribution of the assets according to law. 

Sec. 12. That partners may jointly make an ment as provided for in 
this act for separate and single debtors, but in such case the assignment shall 
contain a separate listand schedule of the partnership, and separate creditors 
and property; and the preferences allowed by this act shall be for tner- 
ship creditors outof the parap proper „and for te creditors out 
of the separate assets of the Partoer ey ng the preference; and the separate 
and gt tga debts shall be provided for in the assignment in the same 
way. The petition shall be filed in the district or the division thereof in 
which the partnership of six calendar 
months prior to the 1 If the business 
within said period, then in the district or division thereof where all the part- 
ners reside, one of whom at least having resided there for six months prior 
to the assignment; and if they do not all reside in that district or division. 
then in the district or division in which a majority of them shall reside, or if 
a greater number do not reside in the same district or division, then in the 
district or division in which any one of them resides; but all h 


is fu vor, und 


vivor or survivors may proceed as in this section provided, but in that case 
eceased have such notice as the court 


separate property, his interest in the tnership property after the partner- 
s p debts are paid, and th et reside: 5 if Sie 

ying those in whose 
or any part of them may be, and such partners shall have such notice of filing 
the tion as the court may direct. He shall file with his assignment also 
a list of the partnership creditors and the amount due each, all of whos shall 
have notice as in other cases of proceedings under this act. The separate 
2 ges shall first be applied to the separate debts and the remain- 

er, if any, to the partnership debts. 

SEC., 14. That the court, on the hearing of the petition, or as soon after- 
wards as pee shall ascertain whether the partnership property is 
sufficient pay the partnership debts. If it be found sufficient, the court 
s so adjudge and order the separate property of the debtor to be dis- 
tributed auone his separate tors; and if found more than sufficient, 
the court may direct a sale, on such terms as the court may prescribe, of the 
debtor's interest in the said partnership, and order the distribution of the 

dsarising from such sale among his separate creditors. But in both these 
cases the court shall make no further order interfering with said partnership 
estate. Ifthe partnership property be found insufficient to pay the partner- 
5 debts, the court shall make such orders as may be deemed equitable and 
just to convert said property into money and to wind up the affairs of said 
partnership and distribute the assets among the partnershipcreditors. The 
court shall direct said winding up to be done by one or more of the partners 
not petitioning for a discharge and designated by the court for that purpose, 
and shall hold said partner or partners so designated accountable to the court 
as a receiver, giving to him or them all the powers of collecting and distrib- 
uting said ership estate as is necessary therefor and as might be prop- 
erly vested in a receiver. But it the court shall deem all of said nonpetitioning 
parene for any cause unfit for designation for such purpose, or if all of them 
eemed by the court fit to discharge that duty shall refuse to accept it, then 
the court shall appoint a receiver with full powers to take charge of said 
partnership estate and wind it up. And the court case of theolyency 
of the partnership estate, make all necessary orders and decrees, not incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this act, as may be consonant to the rules of 
equity, in reference to said estate, as in cases of a dissolution of said partner- 
ship and a distribution of the assets by decree of a court of equity. 


Seco. 15. That the said courts of ban) icy shall have power to make all 
proper rules not inconsistent with this act for the exercise of the jurisdiction 
vested in them by this act. 


Sec. 16. That any person who is unable to pay his debts and owes $200 or 
more and who has no property besides what isexempt by law from execution 
and liability for his debts may, without anto y assignment as provided 
for in this act, file his petition in the court for the district or division thereof 
in which he has resided for six months previously for a discharge from his 
debts as herein provided for, accompanying the same with a list of creditors, 
and thereupon the court shall take such proceedings as are provided for in 
this act for cases where there is an assignment, so far as the same may be 
pad pata In this case the filing of the petition shall have the N pro- 
yi discharge from debts and the 
roperty. ` 
W. 


ere any debtor, who, being a banker, broker, merchant 
trader, or manufacturer, owing $500, and who is unable to pay his debts, shall 
make any assignment, transfer, or conveyance of his property, real or per- 
sonal, or any part thereof, or give or suffer any lien or Incumbrance on the 
same, contrived or devised with the actual intent on his part to make a pref- 
erence or to defraud his creditors, or any of them, such act when found and 
ascertained as hereinafter provided shall be deemed an act of bankruptcy; 
and acreditor or creditors having debtsagainst said bankrupt to the amount 
of $00 may file a petition inst said fraudulent debtor in the court of bank- 
ruptey of the district in which said debtor may reside, alleging such fraudu- 
lent acts of bankruptcy. Thedebtor shall have such reasonable notice of the 
filing of said petition as the court shall prescribe; and on the day fixed b 

the court, if the debtor shall answer, denying the facts alleged in the : 
tion, the said court shall hear the parties and the evidence, and if it be 
proven to the satisfaction of the court that such actual fraud was committed 
with the fraudulent intent and purpose aforesaid, and that the said debtor 
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was at the time of 1 said act without sufficient propon 


rty to pay 
his debts, or if the debtor shall fail to answer, the said court s adjudgs 
him to bea bankrupt; and if not so satisfied the court shall dismiss said peti- 
tion with costs to the defendant. i 

Either party may demand that said issues shall be tried by a jury under 
the direction of the court as in other cases at common law. 

If the debtor shall be adjudged a bankrupt as aforesaid, then the court 
shall take such other proceedings by the appointment of an ee or re- 
ceiver, and by such other and further orders as may be necessary to recover 
said property and all other property so found to be fraudulently transferred 
or conveyed, together with all other Pepe belonging to said bankrupt, 
not exempt by law from seizure to pay debts, and to distribute the same 
among his creditors, excluding from any participation therein the person or 
persons for whose benefit said conveyance, ass ent, lien, or incumbrance 
peeks es or 3 if such person had actual notice of the fraud of the 

r aforesaid. 

Said petition shall not be filed unless within four months next after the 
commission of said act of bankruptcy. 

All the other provisions of this act so faras the same may be applicable 
shall apply to proceedings under this section. 

SEC. 18. Fha this act shall not be construed to repeal, annul, or suspend 
the laws of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be 
enacted for the compulsory distribution of an insolvent's estate among his 
creditors; nor to interfere with proceedings under said laws for that pur- 
ae which shall have been commenced prior to the filing of the petition as 

ereinbefore provided; and said petitioner shall not be permitted to dismiss 
his petition after filing the same without the consent of the court; but tho 
jurisdiction of the court shall continue and remain after such filing for the 

rpose of recovering all Bah! rag liable to the petitioner's debts and dis- 
Eribatin the same among until full and complete distribution shall 
be had: ided, The court may, if it shall deem the ends of justice will be 
subserved thereby, with consent of two-thirds of the creditors in amount 
and number, authorize a dismissal of said proceedings. 

Sec. 19. That the court shall have power to appoint a sufficient number of 
auditors to transact such business as may be committed to them under this 
act. The auditors shall have power to ter oaths, state accounts, and 
under orders of the court examine witnesses, and 
not of a 85 70 character, as may be prescribed 

rs 


The aud shall also have power to make the necessary orders dec 
the petitioner a bankrupt, and for serving notice of mmk os 3 g 
and for fixing the day at which a hearing on the tion shall 


inistered in woe proceeding under 
this act may be taken before and certified by 3 of the State in which 
administer oaths. 

Sxc. 21. ept at each place at which said courts of bank- 
1 be held, by the clerk thereof, a docket, in which shall be entered 
the g of each petition and schedule and list and other pever and a short 
statement of rera order or decree of the court and of the auditors in that 

y of the decree granting or refusing a discharge; and such en- 
on the docket, together with the papers filed, shall constitute the record 
in such case. The cost of such docket shall be paid for as other record books 


and dockets of the district courts are paid for. The fees of the clerk, when 
be fixed by the court, but shall not 


SEO. That this act continue in force years and no longer, 
except as to all proceedings commenced under it within that time, and as to 
them shall continue in force and effect until they are finally disposed of. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
e hace and nays were ordered, 53 members voting in favor 

ereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 129, not 
voting 113; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Lester, Smith, III. 
en, De Armond, Little, Spencer, 
Anderson, Dinsmore, Lockhart, 8 ngs, 
Andrews, Dockery, Maguire, Steele, 
Baker, Kans, Dolliver, Marsh, Stokes, 
Bartlett, Ga. Doolittle, McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A. 
Bell, Colo. Dovener, ‘ure, Strait, 
„Tex. ning, McCreary, Ky. Strode, Nebr. 
„Ga. dy, cDearmon, Strowd, N.C. 
Blue, Ellis, ae Sulloway, 
Bowers, Faris, Meiklejohn, whey, 
Broderick, Gamble, ercer, erry, 
ck, Gardner, Meyer, Towne, 
Burrell, Graff, Miller, Kans. well, 
Calderhead, Hagor Miller, W. Va. Tracey, 
on, Hainer, Nebr. Milnes, loar, 
Catchings, Hall, Ogden, Turner, Ga. 
y Otey, p 
Clarke, Ala. Hepburn, Owens, nderwood, 
krell, Herma: Patterso Mer 
son, Hilborn, Pendleton, alker, Va. 
Cooper, Fla. Hitt Pickler, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. Hubbard, Pitney, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Wis. Jones, Richardson, Williams, 
Kem Russell, Ga. Wilson, Idaho 
Cox, Kendall, Sayers, Wilson, Ohio 
Crowley, Kyle, Shafroth, ood, 
8 Latimer, Shuford, Yoakum. 
NAYS—129. 
A Brewster Connolly, Erdm: 
N. Bromwell, Cook, Wi rank 
Arnold, Pa. Brown, Corliss, Fairchild, 
old, Bull, Culberson, Fenton, 
Atwood, Burton, Mo. Cummings, Fischer, 
Baker, N. H. Burton, Ohio Curtis, Iowa Fitzgerald, 
ham, Chicke: 2 Curtis, N. Y. Fowler, 
ey, Clark, Iowa Daniels, , Gibson, 
Bartholdt. Clark, Mo Dayton, Gillet, N.Y. 
Bartlett, N. v. bb, De Witt, Gillett, Mass. 
z Codding, Dingley, Griffin, 
op, Min, Elliott, S. O. Griswold, 


Grosvenor, Kulp, Odell, Southard, 
Halterman, Leisenring, Otjen, Spalding, 
Hardy, Leonard, Overstreet, Sperry, 
Harmer, Lewis, Parker, 8 6. 
Harris, Linney, Payne, Stewart, N. J. 
t, Long, Perkins, Stewart, Wis. 
Henderson, Low, hillips, Strong, 
Henry, Conn. Mahon, Poole, Taft, 
Hicks, McCall, Mass. Powers, Talbert, 

ill, McCall, Tenn. Pugh, Tate, 
Hooker, McClellan, Quigg, Tayler, 
Howe. McCormick, y Van Horn. 
H owell, McCulloch, Reyburn, Van Voorhis, 
Hulick, McEwan, usk, alsh, 
Hunter, McLachlan, Russell, Conn. Warner, 
Jenkins Miles, Sauerhering, Watson, Ohio 
Johnson, Cal. Minor, Wis. Scranton, Wellington, 
Joy, Moody, Shannon, Wright. 
Kerr, Morse, Sherman, 
Kirkpatrick, Noonan, Snover, 
Knox, Northway, Sorg. 

NOT VOTING—113. 

Acheson, Foote, Leighty, Settle, 
Aim aie Ee 5 

drich, wyn, ngs imp) 
Aldrich, II. Grout, Lorimer, ner, 
Auen: Uteh 5 5 a ad, 8 Mich. 

very. ey, oudenslager, outhwick, 
Babcock, A dox, Bpm, R 
Bailey, Harrison, Mahany, Steph 
Baker, Md. Hatch, McKenney, Stone, C. W. 
Bankhead, Heatwole, McLaurin, Sulzer, 
Barrett, Heiner, Pa. MeMillin, Swanson, 
Beach, Hemenway, Meredith, Thomas, 
Belknap, Hendrick, 1 Tucker. 
Bennet Henry, In: Miner, N. Y. Turner, Va. 

rry. Hopkins, ondell, Wadsworth, 
5 H V. 1 K Money, Wakor Maat 

mutelle, uff, 0508S, T, 
Brosius, Huling, Mozley, Washington, 
Brumm pal ay Y; White, 
Cooke, Hil. Hurley, eill, Wilber, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Newlands, Willis, 
Crisp, Hyde, Pearson, Wilson, N. T. 
Crump, Jo m, Ind. Prica, ilson, 
Dalzell, Johnson,N.Dak. Prince, A 
Danford, Kiefer, Raney, 

mny, ey, Reeves, Woomer. 
Draper, Lawson, be 
Elett, Va. Tarton; Robinson, Pa. 

Fletcher, Lefever, se, 

So the substitute was rejected. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I find that I 
am paired with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Hemenway, 
and [ withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TUCKER. I am paired with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. DRAPER. If he were present, I would vote yea.“ 

The following-named members were announced as pairs until 
further notice: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CATCHINGS, 

Mr. Bracu with Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. Hull with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. Swanson, 

Mr. HADLEY with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. Jonnson of North Dakota with Mr. LAWSON, 

Mr. Moziry with Mr. McLaurin. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama with Mr. MCKENNEY, 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. MINER of New York, 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Sıra of Michigan with Mr. Berry, 

The following for this day: 

Mr. HorkiNs with Mr. LAYTON. 

Mr. Brosivus with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia, 

Mr. Stapxins with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SuLzER. , 

Mr. SPAREMAN with Mr. Henry of Indiana. 

The following on this question: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. Witson of South 
Carolina, 

Mr. Royce with Mr. TURNER of Virginia. 

Mr. BAKER of Maryland with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. Barrett with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. MAHANY with Mr. HENDRICK. 
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Mr. Wooparp with Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 


Mr. CRISP, Mr. Speaker, I voted, but I withdraw my vote, 
being paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. DAL- 


ZELL. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. PRINCE, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. S er, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. ANY, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the affirmative, but 
as I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE, I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, my name was read as ed 
with my colleague from New York, Mr. HURLEY. That pair was 
made under the arrangement that I should have the right to vote 
on all amendments, and I wish to have that statement appear in 
the RECORD. I wish to state further that at the time this pair was 
made with my ee I expected to vote against the bill, but 
because of the amendments which have been made to it I now 
intend to vote for it. My colleague is also in favor of the bill, and 
would so vote, if he were present. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. A. STONE. I move to recommit the pending 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to re- 

rt the same back to the House so amended that the provisions 

or involun’ bankruptcy, if any, shall apply to none but cases 
of actual frau 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE, there POR ee 88, noes 116. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no. 
ao zene and nays were not ordered, only 37 voting in favor 

ereo; 


So the motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was rejected. 
3 SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the 


Mr. BAILEY. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 80, not 
voting 117, as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Hyde, 
Adams, Curtis, N. X. Powers, 
Andrews, Daniels, Johnson, Cal. 4 
A z Dayton, oy, BB, 
Arnold, Pa. pine A Kendall, Y, 
1 Doolittle, Kerr, Reyburn, 
Atw Dovener, Knox, Rusk, 
Baker, N. H. Eddy, Kulp, R Conn. 
Barham, Elliott, S. C. Leisenring, Sauerhering, 
Barney. Ellis, Scranton, 
Barthold Lewis, Shannon, 
Bartlett, Evans, Sherman, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fairchild, Tong, Snover, 
Bell, Tex. Fenton, Lou Borg 
Bingham, Fischer, Low, Southard, 
Bishop, “H ga Mahon, Spalding, 
Brewster, Fowler, M Mass. Sperry: 
Bromwell, Gibson, McCleary, Minn, Stahle, 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. McClellan Stewart, N. J. 
Buck, Gillett, Mass. cCormick, Stewart. 
Bull, Griffin, McEwan, Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Mo. Griswold, McLachlan, Taft, 
Burton, Ohio Grosvenor, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Cate Hainer, Nebr. ercer, Tayler, 
gue HAE, T 
rk, Iowa rman, es, 
Clarke, er, Miller, W. Va. Tren 
Cobb, Milnes, pagten; 
Cockre! Hart, Moody, Van Horn 
Codding, Henderson, Morse, Van Voorhis, 
Cofin, Henry, Conn. Noonan, alsh, 
Connolly. Hicks, Northway, arner, 
Cooper, Tex. Hill, ell, Watson, Ind. 
Corliss, litt. Otje: Watson, Ohio 
Sp. Hooker, Overstreet, e 
Crowley, Howe. Parker, Wilson, O 
Crowther, Howell, Payne, right. 
Culberson, Hub Pendleton, 
Cummings, Hulick, kins, 
Curtis, Iowa Hunter, Phillips, 
NAYS—8, 
Allen, Miss. Clark, Mo. Downing, Kirkpatrick, 
Anderson, ison, Faris, Kyle, 
Baker, Kans. Cooper, Fla. Gamble, er, 
Colo. r, Gardner, Lester, 
Ga. s Graff, Linney, 
Blue, i 821 4, = ers Little. 
Broderic rmon ar „ 
Burrell, *. De Witt, He . 
Calderhead, Dinsmore, rm, M „Tenn. 
Cannon, ery, Jones, McClure, 
Clardy, Dolliver, Kem, McCreary, Ky. 


cCulloch, 
McDearmon, Pickler, Steele, [a 
Rae, Pitney, Stok 3 
Miler, Kans. Stone, W. A. Underwood, 
Minor, Wis. Russell, Ga. Strait, W. „Va. 
ewlands, en Str ler, 
en, Shafroth, Strowd, N. C. 
Owens, Shut. ‘Wilson, 
tterson. Smith, Tate, Wood. 
NOT VOTING—1I7. 
Acheson, hty, A 
Aitken, Foss. . Smith, Mich. 
Aldrich, Goodwyn, Livingston, Southwick, 
Aldrich, III. Grout, imer, Sparkman, 
Allen, Utah. + Grow, Loudenslager, Spencer, 
Avery, Ys Stephe: 
Babcock, Hanly, Mahany, Stone, C. W. 
Bailey, McKenney, Sulloway, 
Baker, Md. Hartman, Laurin, ulzer, 
Bankh MeMillin, Swanson, 
Barrett, Heatw Meredith, 
Beach, Heiner, Pa. eee Treloar, 
Belknay Hemenway, Miner, N. Y. Tucker, 
Bennet Hendrick, Turner, Va. 
wie Henry, Ind. Money, Wadsworth, 
Bl. N. X. rmann, Moses, Walker, Mass. 
Boutelle, Hopkins, Mozley, Wi T, 
Bowers, M 7. Washington, 
Brosius, Huff, Ni White, 
Bi Price, Willis” 
Cooke, III. Hurley, Prince, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Raney, Wilson, S. G. 
Daaah? E Dak Bonea La, Weed 
m, r any 
Danford, ‘er, — Pa Woomer, 
Denny, Lacey, Royse, oakum, 
Draper, Lawson, Settle, 
Elett, Va. Layton, W. 
Fletcher, wer, Simpkins, 
So the bill was passed. 2 
The following additional pairs were anno 2 
On this question: 


Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Yoakum. 
Mr. HURLEY with Mr. TRELOAR. 
Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have voted in the negative on this question; 
but I wish to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Maine, Mr. BoUTELLE. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman from Utah, Mr. ALLEN 
who is absent, requested me to state that if he were here he would 


vote against this bill. 
Mr My colleague, Mr. Hurr, desired 
this afternoon. 


S IAM A. STONE. 
to be excused from attendance 

ane 1 of the vote was announced as above stated. [Ap- 
plause. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ELECTION CONTEST—THORP vs. M’KENNEY. 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I rise to a 88 question, and 
call up the report of the Committee on Elections No. 3 on the case 


of Thorp vs. McKenney, from the Fourth district of Virginia. 
The resolutions reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That W. R. McKenney was not elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Fourth district of Virginia, and is not entitled 


to his seat. 
Resolved, That R. T. Th was duly elected asa Representative from the 
Fourth Congressional district of Virginia to the Fifty-fourth Congress, and 


is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I presume it is not necessary to 
have the 8 read. 

Mr. B EY. Is it intended to dispose of this matter now? 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Oh, yes; there is no opposition. 
Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. The report of the committee 

is unanimous. 

The SPEAKER. If no one asks to have the report read the 
Chair will put the question on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. R. T. Thorp presented himself and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath prescribed by law. 


PRINTING PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORTS, 


Mr. PAYNE. I call up the motion to reconsider that I entered 
a day or two ago with reference to a resolution providing for the 
printing of the reports of the Committee on Pacific Railroads in 
the Fiftieth Congress. The gentleman from California agrees to 


this. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. There was some question as to the scope 
of the resolution; and I am willing that the matter shall be recon- 
sidered by the House and a different form of resolution adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the motion by which the 
resolution was adopted will be reconsidered. 

There was no objection. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4761 


ee MAGUIRE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following sub- 


tute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be ted the usual number of Senate Executive 
Document No. 51, Fiftieth eee the majority and 
minority rts of the Pacific lway Commission, and the message of the 
President of the United States transmitting the same to Congress, but not 
including the testimony accompanying said report. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. I object. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
for the original resolution. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


RECONSIDERATION, 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. er, I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House refused the engrossment and 

ird reading of House bill No. 3826 on yesterday. 

Mr. DING. This is simply a motion entered to reconsider, 
without any action now? 

Mr. KNOX. That is all. 

The SPEAKER, The motion to reconsider will be entered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the fol- 
lowing House bill with Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
6 former owners a cortain tract of land in Valverde 


„Tex. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have called for the regular order. 
That can not be the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the order is the con- 
sideration of House bills with Senate amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly, if the Chair holds that they come im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal—— 

The SPEAKER. Unlessa ial order intervenes. But when 
the special order is executed, then this business is in order. 

But the gentleman from Maine moves that the House do now 
adjourn. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Ni a River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of Ni- 
agara, State of New York—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1860) for the relief of John M. Guyton, late postmaster 
at Blacksburg, S. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of John Stull—to the Committee on 


itry -= 
A bill (S. 65) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters—to the Com- 
mittee on Miltary Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
3853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo.; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Penama the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. STEELE, for one week, on account of business. 

To Mr. Watson of Indiana, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. OVERSTREET, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. MADDOX, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 5 o'clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 119) to protect 


public forest reservations, reported the same with amendment, 


accom) by a report (No. 1593); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Gomensttes of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS. from the Committeeon Waysand Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8582) to allow the bot- 
tling of distilled spirits in bond, rted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1595); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 6763) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Horace J. Rowell. (Report No. 1592.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 5811) to correct the service record of James Marley. 
(Report No. 1594.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 8621) donating a condemned 
cannon to Franklin Post, No. 256, Department of Dlinois, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Monticello, II. —to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8647) for the relief 
of the Kickapoo tribe of Indians in Oklahoma Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8648) to in- 
corporate the Mutual Assessment Company of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8649) donating four condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Henry 
Wilson Post, No. 229, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milton, 
Pa,—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8650) providing for a naval 
training station on Lake Michigan, at the eee ilwankee, in 
the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8651) donating 
a condemned cannon and some shells to Stoddard Post, No. 34, 
Grand Army of the pomit Department of Minnesota, of Worth- 
Inon, Minn.—to the Committėe on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R.8652) giving to any State or city 
having a claim for expenses inc in the defense of the United 
States the right to have the same adjudicated by the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R.8665) to furnish the reports 
of the United States circuit courts of appeals to the various dis- 
trict and circuit courts, and circuit courts of appeals of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HYDE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 179) declaring that 
a state of public war exists in the Island of Cuba—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4026) to 
remove the charge of dismissal standing against William H. Har- 
lin, and the same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R.8653) for the relief of the 
estate of William G. Cochrane, deceased, late of Tuscaloosa 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bili (H. R. 8654) ting an in- 
— of pension to George C. James—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8655) to pension Mrs. John W. Holt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 8656) to increase the pension 
of Harriet B. Kitching—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8657) granting a pension to 
Ellen Springer, widow of Horatio S.Springer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8658) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from military record of Julius Shelley—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8659) to remove the charge of desertion from 
may record of Levi Wright—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8660) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 8661) to restore Charles C. Kleck- 
ner, of land, to the position of passed assistant engineer in 
the United States Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8662) to remove the charge of de- 
re ai from record of Jacob Hahn—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. : 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill i R. 8663) for the 
relief of Willis Pinner, of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8664) for the relief 
of Leander J. Keller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 8666) granting 
an honorable discharge to Newell Graham, of the United States 
bark Houghton and the United States ship Cactus—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


— ä D— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 51 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition and remonstrance of Crested 
Butte Council, No. 58; also of Cripple Creek Council, No. 27; also 
of Durango Council, No. 57; also of Victor Council, No. 51; also 
of Grand Junction Council, No. 15; also of numerous citizens of 
Victor, all of the State of Colorado, against the statue of Pére 
ay oi remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 


Library. 

Also, petition of J. C. Huntington, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of 
the e of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of P. Byrnes, publisher, of Pueblo, Colo.; also of 
James nnigen, protesting against the passage of bill No. 4566, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Colorado, favoring the passage of 
joint resolution No. 11, and remonstrating against 5 

‘or sectarian purposes to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Colorado, praying for arbitration in international disputes—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of J. R. Reinold and others, of Colorado, favoring 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lafayette Council, No. 45, American Protec- 
tive Association, for the restriction of prac erp and to regulate 
naturalization, etc.—to the Committee on igration and Nat- 


uralization. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of William W. Estes and other citizens 
of Providence, R. I., in favor of the 8 of the metric sys- 
tem- to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Library Club, favoring the 
passage of a bill for the better publication of public documents 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Mayview, III., favor- 
ing the enactment of the Sunday-rest law for the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of Journeymen Stone 
Cutters’ Association of North America, Cottonwood Falls, Kans., 
asking for the passage of a bill to prohibit the use of convict labor 
in the construction of buildings erected by the Government—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Robert Leach and other ex- 
soldiers of West Union, Ohio, asking for the amendment of the 
act of June 27, 1890, placing on a pensionable footing honorably 
discharged soldiers who served less than ninety days—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Collins Council, 
No. 17; also of Patquioque Council, No. 9, Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, in behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Letter of Edwin A. Sherman, Joseph Stew- 
art, and W. C. Burnett, committee of arrangements of thé Asso- 
ciated Veterans of the Mexican War of Oakland, Cal., addressed 
to the Speaker and members of the House of Representatives, in- 
viting them to the fiftieth anniversary of the taking possession of 
California and raising the American flag at Monterey on July 7, 
1846, which celebration will be at Monterey on July 7, 1896; also 


favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1609—to the Committee on 
the ag Sg 

By Mr. CK: Petition of H.C. Dean, M. J. Flannery, M. A. 
Paxson, and 20 other citizens of Jamestown, Ohio, protesting 
5 e military education in publie schools—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition and papers relating to the claim of 
A.C.Stokeley, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. LINNEY: Petition of the heirs of Edward Beckham 
deceased, late of Alexander County, N. C., praying reference 
8 war claim to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 
aims. 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of the heirs of Frederick Reed, 
deceased, late of Clayton County, Ga., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


aims, 8 
By Mr. MERCER: Petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., for the 

passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws; 

also praying for legislation authorizing the Post-Office Depart- 

ment to prohibit the use of the inails in advertising frauds on the 

cr ag public—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St. Joseph, Mo.; 
also resolutions of a Democratic State convention which assem- 
bled in the Funke Opera House, Lincoln, Nebr., April 22, 1896, in 
favor of the . exposition at Omaha, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of the heirs of S. K. Proctor, 
deceased, of Fauquier County, Va., praying for the reference of 
=H war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ims, 

Also, petition of the heirs of Sallie Prim, of Fauquier County, 
Va., praying for the reference of her war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the American Anti-Saloon League, 
praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1888) for the further 
restriction of the sale of alcoholic liquor in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

pi Mr. RUSK: Additional evidence in the matter of the claim 
of Elvira Hahn, relating to removing the mark of desertion from 
the record of Jacob Hahn, of the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of F. W. Camper and others, of 
the State of Ohio, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of several hundred Polish-American 
citizens of the First Congressional district of Minnesota; also reso- 
lutions adopted by a mass meeting of Polish-American citizens of 
Winona, Minn., against the passage of a bill introduced by Hon, 
G. L. Jounson, designed to restrict Polish immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of citizens of Duluth, Sandstone, 
and Central Duluth, Minn., praying for the prohibition of the 
manufacture of intoxicating liquors within the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Rev. H. Patton and others, 
against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian under- 
takings and for a constitutional amendment against making 
a proprianons for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, May 4, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin 
vals by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
wi 


JAMES DUKE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke. Itisa House 
bill, with a favorable report from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
naval record of James Duke, who enlisted in the United States 
Navy February 21, 1862, and served as a first-class fireman on 
board the Baron de Kalb and Maria Denning up to July 6, 1863, 
by removing the charge of desertion from the record and granting 
him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MUSCOGEE, OKLAHOMA AND WESTERN RAILROAD, 


Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Lask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 1741) to authorize the Muscogee, Oklahoma and Western 
Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of railway 
through Oklahoma and Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 2, before the 
word hundred,“ to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘one,” and in 
line 7, before the word feet,“ to strike out one hundred” and 
insert “fifty”; so as to read: 

That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of a 
railway, telegraph, and telephone line, and for no other purpose, a 3 of 
way 100 feet in width through said allotted lands and through said Indian 
Territory, both for its main line and branches thereof, and to take and use a 
strip of land 100 feet in width, with a length of 2,000 feet in addition to the 
right of way, for stations for every 10 es of said railroad, with the right 
to use such additional ground where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be 
necessary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceed- 
ing 50 feet in width, along said right of way, or as much thereof as may be 
included in said cuts or fils. 


The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 6, line 7, before the 
word company,“ to strike out the words or said.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 24, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ five hundred” and insert seven 
hundred and fifty ”; so as to read: 

That said railroad com: shall to the Secretary of the Interior, fo 
the benefit of the particular nations oF’ tribes through whose lands said rail- 
way may be located, the sum of $75, in addition to compensation provided in 
this act, for property taken and damages done to individual occupants by 
reason of the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway that it 
may construct in the Indian Territory; said payments to be made in install- 
ments of $750 as each 10 miles of road is graded. 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The next amendment was to add at the end of section 8 the fol- 
lowing proviso: : 


Provided further, That this act shall not be so construed as to give or grant 
said company any right. title, or interest in or to the wagon- approaches 
to the nearest lic highways which it is authorized to ruct from the 
ends of the bridge, or to charge or collect toll fees for traveling over said 
wWwagon-road approaches. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Arkansas if the bill contains 
the aea clause reserving the right of Congress to repeal, alter, or 
amend? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is in the usual form. The last 
section of the bill provides ‘‘ that Congress may at any time amend, 
add to, alter, or repeal this act.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THE NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of April 17, 1896, a list of the number of astronomical 
observers engaged in making observations with the principal in- 
* struments of the Naval Observatory, the object of the work being 
done with each instrument, etc., and also the total annual expense 
of administering the Naval Observatory, including the pay of 
naval officers on duty there, etc.; which was refe to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents for the year ended December 31, 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the board of 
managers of the Florida Society of the Sons of the Revolution, 
praying for the publication of the official records of the Conti- 
1 Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 

rary. 

He AK resented a petition of the Sonthern and Southwestern 
Railway Club of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for investigations and tests of American timber; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agricultureand Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Credit Men's Association of 
New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 


1 bill as amended; which was ordered to lie on the 
e. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 


Canton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation advancing 
the rate of postage on second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Massachusetts Library 
Club, of Cambridge, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the better publication of the public documents 
of the Uni States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizensof Ward, 
Colo., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Colorado, remonstrat- 
ing against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented 1 8 of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Denver, Colo.; of the Reed, Rattan, and Willow Workers’ Union 
of St. Louis, Mo.; of Lumbermen’s Union, No. 6555, of Iron River, 
Wis.; of Union No. 8, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, of 55 Pa., and of Boot and Shoe 
Workers’ Union, No. 10, of Marlboro, Mass., praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of P. H. Peck and sundry 
other post-office clerks of Rutland, Vt., praying for the - 
of House bill No. 3273, providing for the c fication of post-office 
clerks in first and second class post-offices; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of the Credit Men's Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the so-called 
1 3 bill as amended; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. COCKRELL 3 a memorial of the shee Pero jst 
Drug Company, of Kansas City, Mo., and a memorial of the Don- 
nell Manufacturing Company, of St. Louis, Mo., relative to a 
rebate on alcohol; which were referred to the Committee on 


ce, 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
1-cent letter postage for each half ounce, and also to correct 
abuses in connection with second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s American Protect- 
ive Association, of . City, Mo., heartily commending the 
action of the House of Representatives in adopting the amend- 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill es out es 
of public funds for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Louis — Furniture 
Board of Trade, and a petition of the Simmons Hardware Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called 

orrey bankruptcy bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Home Mission Board 
of the Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for 
ner of Rey. A. J. Diaz; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also 8 a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange, of 
Memphis, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation secur- 
ing unrestricted interchange of traffic between common carriers, 
in order to promote trade in the free distribution of commodities; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Church of Milan, 
Tenn., praying the Government to sustain the Rev. A. J. Diaz in 
his work as a missionary in the Island of Cuba; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of F. E. Dwight, James 
Smalley, and O. B. Benge, of Niobrara, Nebr., relative to the bill 
(S. 2749) to establish the official survey of fractional townships 
31 and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth principal 
meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the Nio- 
brara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

BROWN N a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Salt Lake City, Utah, remonstrating against the passage 
of the bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the establishment of an assay 
office at that city; which was referred to the Committee on Mines 
and 7 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Kensington Lodge, No. 217, 
International Association of Machinists, of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
a petition of Central Labor Union of Scranton, Pa., praying for 
the Government ownership of telegraph lines; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Baptist Church of Milan, 
Tenn., praying that the Government of the United States sustain 
Rey. A. J. Diaz in his work as a missionary in the Island of Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry papers to accompany the 
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bill (S. 2518) removing the charge of desertion frcm the name of 
Myrick R. gess; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


JOHN TAYLOR WOOD. ; 


Mr. DANIEL. Iam directed by the Committee onthe Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S.2746) to remove the political 
disabilities of John Taylor Wood, to report it with an amendment. 
Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be put upon its pas- 

I can not conceive that there can be any objection to it. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in line 
7, to strike out the words of Washington, D. C.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Senators present 
voting in the affirmative). 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of „from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was ref the bill (S. 715) for the relief of B. F. 
Gower reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a com- 
mander in the United States Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8221) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. 
Larsh and Charles M. Larsh, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3006) to provide for the examination and 
classification of certain lands in the State of Oregon, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 337) to refer the claim of the owners of the 
brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of 
the District of Columbia as to married women, to make parents 
the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 
pa reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2118) 
to protect public forest reservations, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar Loaf reservoir site in Colorado and 
to restore the lands contained in the same to entry, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act SAEN March 8, 1891, grant- 
ing the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and canal 

urposes, to report it without amendment. As this is a bill that 
P think there will be no controversy over, I ask that it may be put 
on its 


e. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow us to get through with the 
morning business? 
Mr. TELLER. Very well. I will call the bill up after the morn- 
ing business is concluded. 

. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, 
Sherk of Mississippi, a lawful structure, reported it with amend- 


ments. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3018) for the relief of Benjamin F. Smoot, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 


eed to. 
hee HILL. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to whom were referred the bill (S. 2794) concerning the trial and 
punishment of contempts in the United States courts herein men- 
tioned, and the bill (S. 2040) giving 8 to impose oaths and 
punish contempts and resistance to United States officers, to re- 


port them adversely, the subject-matter having been previously 
ted in another bill. I move that the bills be postponed 
indefinitely. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


May 4, 
referred the bill (H. R. 515) Stenting s on to William Grose, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, reported 
an amendment, providing for fortifications and other seacoast de- 
fenses, intended to be proposed to the fortifications appropriation 
bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

SETTLERS ON INDEMNITY LANDS. 


Mr. CARTER. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands 
I move that the Senate di to the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern 
Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, and ask for a committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent,the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CARTER, 

Duos, and Mr. Berry were appointed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3032) for the 
relief of William H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succes- 
sion of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of the parish of Orleans, 
in the State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Beek : 

He also (by re uest) introduced a bill (S. 8033) for the relief of 
William H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succession of 
Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of the parish of Orleans, in the 
State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill S. 3034) restoring the pension of 
Martha E. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3035) granting ion to Mrs. 
Elizabeth Gnash; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8036) granting pension to Elijah 
Herring; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3037) ting an increase 
of ion to James A. Ray; which was read Serine by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3038) granting a pension to 
Mrs. C. E. Whiton Stone; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3039) granting a pension to Edward 
C. Spofford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
ee referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, introdaced a bill (S.3040) to protect commerce, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3041) granting a pension to 
8 Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to 
Surg. B. H. Peterson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3043) to establish an assay 
office and branch mint of the United States at Salt Lake City, in 
the State of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. ) for the relief of Charles 
A. Nazro; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S.3045) for the relief of Wil- 
liam W. Jackson, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the ittee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3046) granting an increase 
of pension to Fordyce M. Keith; which was read twice by its title, 
= , with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

‘ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3047) granting to the Denver, Crip- 
ple Creek and Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way 
for a railroad through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest 
reserves, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3048) to allow the bot- 
tling of distilled spirits in bond; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3049) to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This is a redraft of the original bill, 
which the Committee on Commerce is now considering. I move 
that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 141) to carry 
into effect two resolutions of the Continental gress 
monuments to be erected to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash 
ag William Davidson, of North Carolina; which was read twice 

5 5 its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which wap referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be prin 

. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications 88 bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment 8 to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed, 

ELECTIONS IN ALABAMA, 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Ordered, That 2,000 co: FFT 
%% — Privileges and 


MEMORIAL OF NATIONAL WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate W e 8 
Congress, first sessi 


ies of Document No. 17, Fifty-fourth codigo dpc 
morial of the National Wool Growers’ Association aud oth others, —— 


panying papers. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


dee of the Senate: 


tses- 


of Agriculture, be paid — — the contingent fund of the Senate. 
REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1904) to marriages in the 
District of Columbia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate ae from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


House, and agree to same, 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
JAMES McMILLAN, 

Managers on the part of ‘the Senate. 
sis 415 M. CURTIS, 
a ODELL, In., 

S. W. COBB, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A 28 from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the ist instant approved and signed the act (S. 1835) to execute 
the findi of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of 
John J. Shipman against the United States. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 4th instant approved and signed the following | same. 


acts: 

An act (S. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled An act to 
authorize the 2 806 5 of a ergs bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” 
approved March 2. 

An act (8. 1176) to ser an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 


maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post- road. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


Pe id committee of conference on the disagreein 3 the two Houses 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 6248) making appro- 
. for the legislative, executive. and judicial oder of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal F aa ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its 55 numbered 101, 131, 133, 134, —— 
225, 226, 27. 228, 229, 230, 231, „28. 240, 241, 242, 245, 247.248.249, 250 
Bi, 3d Bo, 2, 257, 250, 261, 222 204 303, 200 257, 200, ‘372, 278, 211, 218, 279, 230, 281, and 


That the House recede from ent to 
Senate numbered 8. 98, 122, EET ETA 158, 219, 220, 221, 222, 224, 258, 8 88 
287, 280, 202, 300, and 302, and *. ss to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: t the House recada from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 5.500“; and the 


the amendments 


Senate to the same. 
nt numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an 
—— N pent In lieu of the sum proposed insert $39,900"; and the 
na 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House ne from its wegen ages rag to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered S. and a to the same wi 
once apna ae In lieu of the sum pro insert “$3,000”; — the 

e same. 

Amen t numbered 89: That the Hon 2 from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the 9 

“For printing, binding, and wrapp 1,000 additional copies of series 1, 
— — —.—5 1. 2. 3. * ok supplying officers of the Navy o have not re- 
ceived the work, &. 

And the Senate ogreto she 

Amendment num 99: That the House recede from its disagreemen t to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an 
eee In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


rt: 

For 10 examiners of surveys, to constitute a board of e 
under the direction of the sur ve division of the ip eae yan Land Offi 
members of said board to be 3 e 
$2,000 each, $20,000: amount shall be paid from the 8 


Provided. t this 

for the examination of public surveys, and that no addition to the 

aua ap oe, 0 cag nor any mcrense of the employees of the General Tang 
e creation of this board: Provided festa et pe weer 

z 


tion is made in this act 


from its disagreement 
115, and to the same with 
a lieu of ä insert $8,500"; and 


Senate agree to th 
Amendment ont nombered 14 116: That the House 22 from its 


an amendment as 8 


disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and ry reer dey? W 
an amendment as 8 In lieu of the sum proposed insert $10,500"; 


the Senate agree to th: 

Amendment numbered 117 117: That the House recede from its disagreem: 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and to the same with 
= 1 as 9 In lieu of the sum proposed inge 7 

e Senate agree to 

Amendment numbered TIS: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment pect ge yh 119: That the Ficase a from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 8 80,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 120, and a to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $8,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment 2 numbered 121: That the House 8 from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, an to the same . — 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; insert 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House 8 1 from its e e 
to the amendment of the Senate pe gpa Pada ar same with 
= amendment as Aap serio glenn of thi ; and 

e Senate 


an amen t as follows: In nee of the number pro} four: 
and the Senate agree to 
Amendment numbered 137: Tha That the House recede from its ent 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with 

an amendment as Tono: = lieu of the sum proposed insert 916,010"; 
and the Senate agree to th 

Amendment numbered 150: The That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert six” S; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment E eee, 

an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter by said 8 
5 — the following: “Eleven and thirteen"; and the Senate agree to the 

“Amendments numbered — 3 217: That = House recede fro: 


to the amendmen the Senate numbered 1 i 1 
165, 168, ies 107, is. — "iTo, 171. 1 1 1 tm, 1 5 178. 179, set a eh s 12 


186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 281.258.208 
207,208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, and 217, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended section insert the following: 


* SEC. 7. That the United States district attorney for sona of the follo 


judicial districts of the United Statesshall be paid, in lieu of the salaries, fees, 
pa centums, other msnow law, an annual „as 

ollows: For the northern and middle districts of the State of Ala each 
$4,000; for the southern district of the State . — bama, $3,000; for the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, ; for the eastern district of Arka: ; for the 
western district o porn distelerot ¢ for the northern district o! ornis, 


distric 
district of Florida, Ras for the ig ee district of Geo! 
southern district of Geo) for the district of I 
3 of Tilinois, N ie the southern district 
0 trict of Ka the northern ma southern districts of 
ct o 


ct of 
of . K 2 ‘on «00; For t the ag mig of Massachusetts, 
distri Michiga ion 2 western district of for, the higan, $3,500; 
for the distric for the northern and southern districts 
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i, each ; for the eastern district of Missouri, $4,500; for 
Missouri, $4,500; for the district of Montana, $4,000; 

h ; the district of Nevada, $3,000; for the 
re, $2,000; for the district of New Jersey, $3,000; for 

the district of New Mexico, $4,000; for the northern district of New York, 
500; for the eastern district of New York, $4,500; for the eastern district of 
orth Carolina, $4,000; for the western district of North Carolina, $4,500; for 
the district of North Dakota, 4 for the northern and southern districts 
of Ohio, each $4,500; for the ct of Oklahoma, $5,000; for the district of 
‘on, $4,500; for the eastern district of Pennsyl $4500; for the wost- 

ern district of Pennsylvania, $4,500; for the district of Rhode Island, $2,500; 
for the eastern and western divisions of the district of South Carolina, $4,500; 
for the district of South Dakota, $4,000; for the eastern, middle, and western 
districts of the northern district of Texas; 5 


for the district of Vermont, $3,000; for 

000; for the western district of Virgi 
$4,500; for the district of Washington, $4,500; for the district of West Vir- 
500; for the eastern district of Wisconsin, $4,000; for the western dis- 


$4. 
of Wisconsin, $4,000; for the district of Wyoming, $4,000. 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment numbered 218: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert eight“; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 223: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 223, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert nine“; and 
the Senate o to the same. 

Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 235, and to the same with an 
3 . In lieu of the sum proposed rt 83.500; and the 
Sena! same. 

Amendment numbered 238: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with an 
eee. 5 In lieu ot the sum proposed rt $3,000"; and the 
Sena’ e same. 

Amendment numbered 243: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 243, and to the same with an 
amendment ee In lieu of the sum proposed rt $3,000"; and the 

ma same. 

Amendment numbered 244: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 244, and to the same with an 
3 9 re In lieu of the sum proposed rt $2,500"; and the 


same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, and ‘ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘ $3,500"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 256: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 256, and tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $2,500"; and the 

ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt * $4,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 263: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 263, and tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $4,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 268: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 268, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $4,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 270: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 270, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sort the following: “For the eastern and western divisions of the district of 
South Carolina, $1,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 271: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 271, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $4,000"; and the 
Senate a; to the same. 

Amendment numbered 274: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 274, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $4,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 275: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 275, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo: insert “$3,500; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 276: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Seunte numbered 276, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $2,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 282: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 282, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 7 

Amendment numbered 283: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 283, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 284: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 284, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert ten“; 
and the Senate agree to the same. } 

Amendment numbered 200: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“SEC. II. That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any dis- 
trict, the public interest will thereby be promoted, he may appoint one or 
more deputy marshals for such districts, who shall be known as field 5 ppr 
and who, unless sooner removed by the district court, as now provided by 
law, shall hold office during the pleasure of the marshal, except as hereinafter 
provided, and who as his compensation, receive three-fourths of the 
gross fees, including mileage, as provided by law, earned by not to ex- 
ceed $1,500 per year, or at that rate for any part of a fiscal year; and in 
addition shall be allowed his actual necessary expenses, not exceeding Saday, 
while endeavoring to arrest, under process, a person charged with or con- 
victed of crime: rovid ed, That a field deputy may elect to receive actual ex- 


ment 


on any trip in lieu of mil : Provided, That in special cases, where 
5 his judgment fostics requires, the Attorney-General may make an addi- 
tional allowance, not, however, in any case to make the ann 
compensation of any field deputy in excess of $2,500 nor more three- 
fourths of the gross fees earned by such field deputy. The marshal imme- 
diately after making any iS yee or appointments under this section 
shall report the same to Attorney-General, stating the facts as distin- 
hed from conclusions constituting the reason for such appointment, and 
he Attorney-General may at any time cancel any such appointment as the 
ublic interest may reat The fieid deputies herein provided for of the 
istricts of California, Colorado, Wash m, Montana, North Dakota, South 
Oregon, Wyoming; and Idaho shall, for the services they 
may perform during the year 1897, receive double the fees allowed by 
law to like officers in other States for performing similar duties, but neither 
of them shall be allowed to receive of such fees any sum exceeding the aggre- 
gate compensation of such officer as provided herein.“ 
And the Senate to the same. 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the number p: 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 293: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 203, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number p insert thirteen"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 294: That the House ere from its 


strike out the words re and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amen t num 295: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 205, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert fo * 
and the Senate the same. 


In lieu of the number proposed insert “sixteen "'; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 298: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 298, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
ingen the following: Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of”; the Senate agree 
same. 
Amendment numbered 200: That the House ts disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 299, and agree to the same with 


ee to th 

Amendment num! 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 308, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert eighteen"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 304: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 304, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted id said amendment 
mans the following: Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of; and the Senate agree to 

e same. ` 

Amendment numbered 311: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 311 3 to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the matter inse by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘6 to 23"; and on © 127 of the bill, in line 10, strike 
out the words June 30“ and insert in lieu thereof the words the 1st day of 
July”; and the Senate e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 312: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 312, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the folowing, 6,8, or 15"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 11, 12, 18, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 85, 108, 100, 142, 144, 233, 
305, 300, 307, 808, 309, 310, 313, and 314. 

8. M. CUT 
H. M. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

8 Managers on the part of the Senate, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
JNO. E. MoCALL, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. CULLOM. This bill has been once before in conference, 
This is the second conference report. It will be observed that 
the conferees on the part of the two Houses have agreed toa 
number of amendments and disagreed to others. There is one 
item of agreement as to which the conferees on the part of the 
Senate have, since agreeing, come to the conclusion that is not cor- 
rect. I therefore ask the Senate that the conference report be dis- 
agreed to, so that we may correct that item and make a further 
report, perhaps during the day. 

should take time now to explain the items to which we have 
heretofore a ; but as the conference report will probably 
come back directly, I shall not do so at present, but simply ask 
that the report may be disagreed to, so that the item to which I 
refer may be corrected. 

3 CE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr.CULLOM. I now ask that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to a further conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered, 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
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appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further 
TELLER. 


conference, and Mr. CuLLom, 8 
were appointed. 


CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill (S. 581) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Hiram Somerville, a small bill that will not lead to debate. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will postpone 
the request for a little while. I have had a resolution lying upon 
the table for along while, and which Ihave unanimous consent to 
call up at any time for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the uest of 
the Senator from Nebraska. Will the Senator from Florida indi- 
cate the resolution to which he refers? 

Mr. CALL. It isa resolution relating to the influence of corpo- 
rations on elections in Florida and providing for the appointment 
of a select committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Florida has gone to the Calendar, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. CALL. It was by unanimous consent laid on the table, and 
the privilege was given to me to call it up at any time. 

The VICE-PRE IDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution indicated by the Senator from Florida. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL De- 
cember 17, 1895, as follows: 


Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the aai investigati. 
the subject of organized efforts of corporations, or of the president an 
directors thereof, to control the election of members of Congress, or to influ- 
ence the legislation of Congress; also to investigate and report to the Senate 
whether corrupt means, bribery, or free transportation have been or are 
being used to influence such elections; also to inquire and report to the Sen- 
ate whether the use of such influences or means is consistent with the preser- 
vation of the Republic of the United States and the rights and liberties of the 
people, and to report a bill for the punishment or suppression of such prac- 


, and Mr. COCKRELL 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. 

- Mr. FAULKNER. I understand that the first question is on 
taking up the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. It was agreed by unanimous consent that I might 
call it up at any time. It has been lying on the table for some time. 

Mr. Ne LRN ER. I do not remember any agreement of that 
sort. I do not think the Senate has any power 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] made 
the suggestion, and it was agreed to. It has been lying on the 
table. As it appears from the RECORD, instead of calling it up 
every morning it was suggested that I should have the privilege 
of calling it up at any time, and that was agreed to by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there was a unanimous agreement that 
the resolution should be laid before the. Senate when called for, 
I have nothing further to say, but I opposed the resolution, for I 
did not think the Senate had the power to authorize the investiga- 
tion provided for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the resolution is again 
called for. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there is 
an amendment pending, which will be stated.. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1 strike out the words “‘ a special,” be- 
fore the word ‘‘committee,” and after the word committee“ 
strike out of five Senators be appointed by the President of the 
Senate, ee and insert in lieu on Privileges and Elections“; so 
as to read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall be charged 
with the duty of investigating, etc. 


Mr. CALL. The Secretary has read the wrong resolution. I 
introduced a resolution subsequently which proposes a select com- 
mittee of five Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator kindly indicate the 
resolution to which he refers? 

Mr. CALL. It is a subsequent resolution, and it is on the table. 

Mr. BERRY. My recollection is that the amendment substi- 
serie | the Committee on Privileges and Elections was adopted 

d the resolution was then passed and afterwards reconsidered 
with that amendment in it. 

Mr. CALL. And anew resolution offered. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not know anything about a new resolution, 
but I have stated my recollection of the matter. 

Mr. CALL. There is a new resolution lying on the table, which 
Task be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution indicated by the Sena- 
tor from Florida will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL De- 
cember 24, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigating 
the subject of the efforts of corporations in the State of Florida, or of the 
president and directors thereof, to control the election of members of Con- 
gress from the State of Florida, or to influence the legislation of Congress; 
also to investigate and report to the Senate whether corrupt means, bribery, 
or free transportation have been or are being used toinfluence such elections 
in the State of Florida; also to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
use of such influences or means is consistent with the preservation of the Re- 
public of the United States and the ye and liberties of the people, and to 
report a bill for the prevention of such practices. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the resolution be laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey, to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired withthe 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. - If he were present, 
I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I ask if the senior 
Senator from Minnesota Ar. Davis] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESID. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised, 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called).. I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES]. I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I desire to inquire 
whether the Senator from Idaho a Snob] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Idaho, with whom I am 
paired, were present, I should vote nay.” 

The roll was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GORDON] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. C K. I have a general pee with the junior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL]. He has not voted, and I therefore refrain from 
voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21 
Baker, Cannon, Me Millan, Vilas, 
Bate, Danie}, Mills, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Platt, Wetmore. 
Brown, Gray, Quay. 
Burrows, Jones, Ark. Sewe 
Caffery, Lodge, Vest, 

NAYS—29, 
Allen, Frye. McBride, Roach, 
Berry, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Brice, George, Morrill, Squire, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Nelson, Teller, 
Cali, Harris, lmer, Warren. 
Chandler, Irby, Peffer, 
Chilton, Kyle, Perkins, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Pettigrew, 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Elkins, Mantle. Smith, 
Allison, Gear. Martin, Stewart, 
Bacon, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Morgan, Tillman, 
Cameron, Gorman, Murphy, Turpie, 
Carter, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Clark, Hawley, Pritchard, White, 
Cockrell, Hill, Proctor, Wilson, 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 


So the Senate refused to lay the resolution on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, to refer the pending resolution to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this resolution has been by a small 
vote once referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
and reconsidered, and the chairman of that committee informs 
me that the committee do not desire to have this reference made. 

Mr. GRAY. That will not do. That is for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. CALL. It will occupy more time than that committee can 
give it, and I Siete motion will not be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I 
should vote “ yea.“ ‘ 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
J 9 SMITH]. N 

Mr. McBRIDE. I inquire whether the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 
-Mr. McBRIDE. Iam paired with that Senator and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. ON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce a pair between the 
Senator from Pennsylvania . CAMERON] and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. I ask that this announcement may 
apply to all the yea-and-nay votes taken during the day. 

. MART I am paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Cannon, * Platt, 
Baker, Daniel, Jones, Ark. guay. 
Bate, Faulkner, 7. well, 
Berry, Gear, ait Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McMillan, Vest, 
Brice, Gorman, Vv 
Brown, Gray, Morgan, Wal 
Harris, Morrill, Wetmore. 
Caffery, Palmer, 
NAYS—2. 

, Nelson, Squire, 
coral Ser Peffer, Teller, 
Call, Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, Eny — White. 
Chilton, ell, Oreg. 

Cullom, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—22. 
c Du McBride, 
Aldrich, D bois, 15 a 
George, Martin, Thurston, 
Cameron, Gibson, Murphy, man, 
Carter, Hao Pasco, e, 
Clark, Hawley, Pri Voorhees, 
oar, Proctor, Wilson, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate take up the resolutions 


with t to the title of Henry A. Du Pont, esq., to a seat in 
the Senate from the State of Delaware; and upon the motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I am a little sur- 
prised at the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. GORMAN, I raise the point of order that this question is 
not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana is not debatable. It can be debated 
only by unanimous consent. f 

Mr. MITCH ELL of Oregon. Iask unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask unanimous consent, as chair- 
man of the committee having the matter in charge, to make a 
statement in o ition to the motion. 

Mr. GOR . If we are to enter into a debate—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No debate. I wish to make a 
statement, not to exceed two minutes. 


Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw oy objection for that purpose. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. . President, I rted the res- 
olution as chairman of the committee of which I happen to be a 
member. Ihave charge of the case. There has been no di j- 
tion on my part, as chairman of the committee, and I think no 
8 on the part of any Senator on this side of the Chamber, 
to delay a vote on that resolution. It was my intention, as soon 
as the river and harbor bill could be disposed of and two or three 
speeches made on the proposition, to press the matter to a vote; 
and why it should be taken out of my hands in this way at this 
time, when there has been no indication, so far as I know, on this 
side to delay a vote, I am at a loss to understand. 

I can assure the from Indiana, and I can assure e 
Senator on that side of the Chamber, that I shall move to 
to the consideration of the resolution, and intended to do so as 
soon as the river and harbor bill was out of the way. I did not 
wish to interfere with that bill, but so soon as that is disposed of 
I shall seek the first opportunity, if permitted, to call up the 
Du Pont case, and shall insist that we proceed with it to final 


anon? ition. 

. TURPIE. The honorable Senator from Oregon, I think, 
has made too much of an assumption. He speaks of being in 
charge of the resolution, I did not move to take up the resolu- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Oregon or the resolution at 
all for present consideration. I moved to take up the resolutions 
upon that subject for consideration, one of which, and the first 
of which to be considered, is the one offered by myself in the 
negative, and being in charge of that resolution first to be con- 
sidered, without any interference at all with the duty of the hon- 
orable Senator from Oregon, the chairman of the committee, and 
I may say without the slightest consultation with him, I have 
made this motion this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, one word in reply. 
The Senator understands that he does not represent the committee. 
He represents the minority of the committee. I represent the 
committee, and the resolution referred to by the Senator from 
Indiana is a resolution reported by the minority, which the Sen- 
ator now seeks to take up in advance of the resolution reported 
by the committee. ; 

If there had been any disposition to delay this matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent—and there has not been from the first, I think, the Senator 
will agree—then I should have nothing to say; but in view of the 
statement I have made, in view of the fact that there has been no 
intention upon our part to delay or ne a final vote, it does 
seem to me that it is rather out of the ordinary for the Senator to 
move to take 1 the minority report at this time. 

. TURPIE. I wish to say to the honorable Senator from 
Oregon that he has furnished me a useless piece of information in 
saying that he is the chairman of the committee. I think that is 
known, and that he is in charge of the resolution reported by the 
committee. I, or the minority of the committee here, have charge 
of the resolution Se wah by the minority, which is first to be con- 
sidered. Both resolutions are questions of the highest privilege 
and are entitled to preference over everything else unless the Sen- 
ate shall otherwise order. 

In order to test the sentiment of the Senate with respect to the 
immediate consideration of this question, I make the motion, and 
call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry 
of the distinguished Senator from O in connection with the 
matter suggested by the Senator from Indiana. Will the Senator 
from Oregon agree that this case shall be taken up one week from 
to-day, immediately after the routine morning business, and voted 
on the next day by 4 o’clock—to-morrow week? 


Mr. MITC of Oregon. I will substantially to that. 
I will saree to this, that immediately on the conclusion of the river 
and harbor bill by the Senate—— 


Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That may be this week. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let us have a specific day. Will the Senator 
agree to that? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state that there are one or 
two speeches to be made on the Du Pont case when taken up, and for 
that reason I do not wish to interfere with the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. This will be a week from to-day, which will 
give ample time for all speeches, that we proceed to the considera- 
tion of er of Business 333 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. When does the Senator suggest? 

Mr. GORMAN. Immediately after the conclusion of the rou- 
tine business on Monday morning next that the resolution be taken 
up, and that at 4 o’clock on Tuesday, to-morrow week, the final 
vote shall be taken. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am perfectly willing to hasten 
a vote, and have been from the first to have an early vote. Sena- 
tors on the other side are no more anxious for a vote than I am, 
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Mr. TURPIE. This is the first time the honorable Senator has The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 


intimated that wish. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will it be agreeable to the honorable Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] if I make that request? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; perfectly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I make the request that the resolution 
in relation to the right of Mr. Du Pont toa seat in the Senate, 
being Order of Business 333, shall be taken up immediately after 
the conclusion of the routine morning business on Monday next, 


and shall be voted upon and finally disposed of at 4 o’clock on the 
following day, Tuesday—to-morrow week. 
Mr. VII. I suggest that the request include the resolution 


of which the Senator from Indiana speaks—the minority resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Asa matter of course, the whole subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Maryland. 

r. PEFFER. Mr. President, I beg leave to submit to the 
Senate that there is already a resolution on the Calendar which 
is the unfinished business, and it will come up properly, before 
taking up anything else, until it is disposed of. I mean, we can 
not properly take up anything else by unanimous consent that 
will interfere with the proper disposition of the bond resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will suggest to the Senator that that does 
not interfere with his resolution. By unanimous consent we are 
to take up the resolution at 2 O lock, and we will dispose of it, if 
not to-day, to-morrow. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iso understand. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. This does not interfere with it at all. 

Mr. PEFFER. In case the bond resolution should not be dis- 
pome of at the time to which unanimous consent would carry the 

nate, it would place the bond resolution in a precarious posi- 
tion. 

Mr. GORMAN. It can not possibly interfere with the Senator’s 
resolution, which comes up at 2 o'clock, and I hope will be dis- 
posed of to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. PEFF Jam willing to take the risk of it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Maryland understand that 
the bond resolution has a unanimous consent to be called up at 2 
o'clock 17705 

Mr. GO It has the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
be taken up as unfinished business at 2 o'clock, and the Senator 
from Kansas gave way for its consideration until after the dispo- 
sition of the naval 8 bill, with the distinct under- 
standing that it was to be proceeded with to-day at 2 o’clock; and, 
as a matter of course, if the Senate desires, it can be taken up and 
disposed of immediately. 

r. FRYE. Then the river and harbor bill is put back an 
indefinite length of time. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have given way three times. 

Mr. FRYE. It is exceedingly important that the river and har- 
bor bill should be acted on. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not quite agree with the state- 
ment in its whole breadth of the Senator from Maryland. There 
was no understanding, as stated, that the bond resolution was to 
be taken up to-day at 2 o'clock. The bond resolution is the unfin- 
pa buana; and comes up as a matter of course every day at 
2 o'clock, 
` Mr. GORMAN. It does not lose its place. i 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no; it does not lose its place, but there is a gen- 
eral understanding, which the RECORD shows from time to time, 
that the bond resolution would not be taken up until the appro- 
priation bills were di ed of, and the Senator from Kansas has 
vy courteously each day so expressed himself, There is a general 
understanding that it shall not lose its place as unfinished busi- 
ness, but not be taken up to-day at 2 o'clock any more than at 
ued other time, 

r. FRYE. Ishould like to understand what that unanimous 
consent was, the nature of which precludes me at 2 o’clock from 
1 to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor 


Mr. HILL. Nottheslightest, I will say, if the Senator addresses 
me. It was well stated by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Han- 
RIs] the other day, when he said unanimous consent simply made 
the bond resolution the unfinished business. The Senator from 
Maine can, if he sees proper, and the public business so requires, 
move to take up the river and harbor bill, which undoubtedly I 
suppose will ben because of the general understanding that 
the resolution is not to be brought up and lead to a political de- 
bate until after the appropriation bills are disposed of. Undoubt- 
edly the Senator from Kansas would yield, as I suppose we all 
understood and expect him to yield, to this appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I renew my request, and I trust there 
will be no objection to it. 


XXVITI—299 


i ean of the Senator from Maryland. Is there objection? 
. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the request? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the ir inform us of 
his own opinion as to the understanding in regard to this matter. 
What was the agreement? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is in the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the opinion of the Chair, 
and he can, if he chooses, consult the RECORD, which shows the 
exact status. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will examine the RECORD, 
so as to state it peepee Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that it be again stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill again state it. Itis that immediately 
after the disposition of the routine morning business on next 
Monday, one week from to-day, the Du Pont case shall be taken 
up for consideration, and the final vote upon the resolution shall 
be taken at 4 o’clock on Tuesday, the next or 7 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I object to t, and I submit as 
a counter proposition this: That at the conclusion of the river 
and harbor bill in the Senate I shall move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Du Pont case, or I will ask unanimous consent 
now that we proceed at that time to its consideration and stick to 
it until it is concluded; until a final vote is taken. Otherwise we 
shall have the vote right now. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator objects, I will withdraw my 
request and let the vote be taken. 

r. TURPIE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana, to proceed to the consideration of the 
Du Pont case, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont pe: PROCTOR]. 

Mr. CHANDLER 5 en his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Murpuy]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. 
If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with my colleague from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANHARDI. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. he were pres- 
I am paired with 


ent, I 1 vote ‘‘ yea.” 
‘ If he were present, 


Iam paired with the 


ILLMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 
I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I transfer the pair I have with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SmrrH], so as to enable the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
i eet and myself to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DUBOIS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to vote, 
and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BRICE (after haying voted in the affirmative). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. I 
understand he has not voted and I withdraw my vote, as I am un- 
certain how he would vote on this question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I transfer my pair from the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. Murpxy] to the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and ask that my name be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be called. 

The name of Mr. CHANDLER was called, and he voted “nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
and as he is not present, I withdraw my vote. I should vo 
3 * if he were present. 

. McBRIDE. Has the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi has 

voted 


Mr. McBRIDE. Then I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] to the Benator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAwLEY], and I vote “nay.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 


Alle Hill, 
— 1 Daniel, by, — 
Be George, AA Turpi, 
Black} Gordon, Ti Vest, 
Butler, Sonan; Mitchell, Wis. as 
Caffery, ra organ, thall, 
Chilton, a er, White. 
NAYS—31. 
Allison, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Sewell, 
Baker, Frye, Morell n Sherman, 
Brown, Gallinger, Nelson, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gear, Perkins, uire, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, EN aer 
Cha: diler, I latt, * etmore, 
10 McBride, Pritchard, 
Davis, Qnay, 
NOT VOTING—2% 
Aldrich, Elkins, Mantle, Thurston, 
Blanchard; Gibson, Martin, Tillman, 
Brice, E nene — Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cameron, —.— x — y Wolcott 
pa Jones, Ark. Sault 
k, Jones, Nev. Stewart, 
So the motion was 


to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and 8 February 
18, 1898. as follows: 

Resolved, That H A. Du Pant is entitled to a sent in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, when I left the Chamber a few 
moments ago I supposed the matter of taking up the Du Pont case 
was about settled by agreement. However, I was informed when 
in the cloakroom that it had failed. 

I desire to state, before going further into the matter, that the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], in charge of the measure so 
far as the committee is concerned, has been so liberal to me and, I 
think, to all others on this side of the Chamber with reference to 
the discussion of this subject that I am disposed to extend a like 
courtesy and a like liberality to him. Of course I desire that this 
case shall be disposed of at the present session of the Senate, and 
not be passed over; but I think it would be well and it would suit 
me if some arrangement could be made for the taking up of the 
case which would be agreeable to the Senator from n and 
at the same time would not amount toa postponement of the final 
egg of the matter to the next session. That is all I desire 

say. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In the seventeen years I have 
been in the Senate I think | have never seen such an unwarranted 
procedure as we have just witnessed. If there had been any dis- 
position manifested on behalf of the majority of the committee 
reporting the case to postpone unreasonably a final vote, then 
there might have been some reason for proceeding in this summary 
manner upon the part of the minority of the committee. But even 
then it does seem to me that at least some intimation should have 
been given, some consultation should have been had, ontof common 
courtesy, and because of the comity that exists between minorities 
and majorities and between Senators individually, for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether there was any disposition upon our part to 
bring this matter to an early conclusion. But no. With several 
Senators on this side of the Chamber absent and unpaired, with- 
out any intimation whatever of a desire upon the part of the 
minority of the committee (although it may be a majority of the 
Senate for anything I know; that will be determined by the final 
vote). a motion is made by those representing the minority of the 
committee to proceed to the consideration of the case. 

I can look upon it in no other light than a discourtesy to the 
majority. Had those representing the minority of the committee 
come to meor to any member representing the majority of the 
committee, they could have been advised and would have been 
advised at any time within the last two weeks that so far from 
there being any disposition on the part of the Republicans to post- 
pa action, we were ready and willing and anxions, so far as that 

concerned. to take the matter up at some convenient and pro 
time, when it would not interfere with pressing appropriation 
bills. and bring the matter to a final vote. It has — understood 
on both sides of the Chamber that there were at least two further 
a to be made, one by the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. 

ALM — 8 7 who announced on several occasions that he desires to 
be h and the other by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 


PLATT], who wishes also to submit some remarks: It was our 


intention, as I said before, as soon as the river and harbor bill was 
out of the way to move the consideration of this case, and to con- 
tinne it until all speeches were concluaed and then to take a vote. 
i ition, no other intention, upon 


There has been no other 


this side of the Chamber, no other intimation so far as I know, 
and therefore it is, in view of all these circumstances, that I can 
not look upon the proceeding of this morning, emanating as it 
did from the nary ren Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre], 
for whom I have the highest respect, except as an act of discourtesy 
to the majority of the committee, and toward this side of the 
Chamber moreover. From the fact that this is an important 
matter, a matter upon which ev Senator, I have no doubt, 
whatever may be his views, would have been glad to have been 
present and to have submitted his vote in accordance with his 
convictions, I suggested this morning, when the Senator from 
Indiana submitted his motion, that as soon as the river and hir- 
bor bill was out of the way, I would move to proceed to the consid- 
eration of this case with the understanding that we should proceed 
until all the speeches were made and a final vote was reached. 
But that did not suit the distinguished from Maryland 
[Mr. Gorman], who insisted that we must fix a day, we must fix 
an honr, something unreasonable in view of the status of the case 
and all the circumstances, : 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I yield to the Senator from Missis- 


sippi. 

Air. GEORGE. Of course I am not going to indulge, for I do 
not have any such feeling, in criticism agninst anybody for his 
action in this matter. I speak only for myself as one of the hum- 
blest members of this body. one who never assumes to have any 
control over the procedure of the body. However, I can not help 
feeling under some obligations to the Senator from Oregon for 
what es ab as the very unusual courtesy extended to me in the 
debate. I remember that after my distinguished friend, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], e on this subject one of 
the ablest law arguments I ever listened to in this y, or any- 
where else, so far as that is concerned, it was expected on my si 
of the Chamber that very soon thereafter I should occupy. the floor 
on the same side of the question. I was in a condition in which I 
could not conri with that tation. I went to the Senator 
from Oregon and told him the situation and asked him for delay. 
I believe he gave me all the delay I asked him for. After awhile 
getting the delay I did ask for from the Senator from Oregon, 1 
was enabled to make my speech. 

I wish to state now that up to this point the debate in the Senate 
on this very important question has been conducted ina spirit and 
on a plane which are very gratifying tome. We have had several 
elaborate speeches on both sides, and leaving out all consideration 
of anything l may have said, s ing alone of the remainder of 
the speeches, I must say that the debate has been characterized 


by an ability very unusual, by fairness, by deference to the wishes 
of others, and, I almost might say, with an absolute refrainin 
from anything like partisan expression. So I begun to hope, an 


it is a hope I 1 not willingly surrender, that when this judicial 
question, a very important one, in my hamble judgment, involy- 
ing not only the constitntion of Delaware, but the construction 
of the Federal Constitution, came up finally to be decided we 
should have the judicial judgment of this y upon those im- 
portant questions. 

Now, in view of all this I wish to say to my friends on this side 
of the Chamber that I think we ought to credit the statement of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] that there is no dispo- 
sition on his part or on the part of his side of the Chamber unduly 
to delay the decision of this question, and allow him and the other 
side the same liberality which was extended at least to me. I hope 
now that some agreement will be made. I understand the Senator 
from Oregon to say that he is perfectly willing to that the 
case shall be taken up on the final disposition of the river and har- 
bor bill, and that is the next appropriation bill to be taken up by 
the Senate, leaving several others unfinished: and I hope my 
friends on this side of the Chamber will ee to that suggestion, 
so that this case may in its ending, as it been 3 be 
characterized by liberality upon both sides, by putting the groas 
question involved in the ppan of the committee upon that eh 
plane of nonpartisanship which I think ought to characterize t 
proceedings of the Senate upon a question of this sort. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to appeal to the Senator from Oregon 
and to the other Senators having the Du Pont matter in charge to 
allow the regular appropriation bills to proceed in their order and 
be passed before ing up the election case. 

. GRAY. No, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it is the wish on both sides of the 
Chamber that the Du Pont case shall be disposed of during the 
present session. If that can be the understaniling, I hope a time 
will be fixed for its consideration after the appropriation bills— 
three of which are still in committee—shall have been considered 
in the Senate. I nono; also, that when the time is fixed for the 
consideration of the Du Pont case, at the same time an hour and 
a day will be fixed for a vote, because if it is the intention of both 
sides of the Chamber to have a vote on the case, it can be 
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for at the same moment. giving ample time for all of those who 
wish to speak on the subject to do so. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator from Oregon will suggest 
the postponement of the consideration of this case until the appro- 
priation bills have passed the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. All of them? 

Mr. ALLISON. All of them. It will then take two weeks, 
probably, to dispose of the appropriation bills in conference. 1 
observe the intimation of the Senator from Mississippi that if all 
of the appropriation bills are disposed of it will also dispose of the 
Du Pont case at this session. But I understand it isthe wish and 

urpose on both sides that the Du Pont case shall be vot. on at 
the present session. Therefore any agreement that is made upon 
the subject can involve that understanding also. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator from Iowa allow me for a 
moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. ) 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no bill among the appropriation bills, 
unless it be the deficiency bill, which can have any operation 
before the ist day of July, the beginning of the next fiscal year, 
and therefore I hope my distinguished friend, the Senator from 
Iowa, will not insist on 3 of all of the appropriation bills 
first, because there is really no necessity for disposing of every- 

ing before the ist day of July. The suggestion is made by 
my distinguished and liberal friend, the Senator from Oregon— 
I am bound to say that—that when we get through with the river 
and harbor bill, and that to be the next bill, we shall to 
dispose of the Du Pont case, I ask as a personal favor, to enable 
me to repay in part a debt which I owe to the Senator from Oregon 
for his courtesy to me in this matter, that no member on this side 
of the Chamber will object to that proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oe I appreciate very much what the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has just said, and thank 
him for his consideration. I still hope that my friend, the chair- 
man of the Committee on ni aria consent that my 
original proposition may stand. 

Mr. COC ELL. at is the original p ition—the one 
that the Senator agreed to and he then backed out of and substi- 


tuted another for? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The one I agreed to? 
rdon. The Senator from 


Mr. COCKRELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg 
Missouri wholly misunderstood me if he thought for a moment 
that I agreed to any proposition except the one to take up the Du 
Pont case at the conclusion of the river and harbor bill and then 
proceed with it toa finish. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the Senator distinctly to say, 
and I think every other Senator on this side of the Chamber so 
understood him, that he would gladly accept that proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. We so understood it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Every Senator on this side understood that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We were trying to come to an 
agreement. The distinct proposition I made was that we should 
take up this case at the conclusion of the river and harbor bill. 
There will then be stil] three or four appropriation bills to pass, 
and there will be no danger of g a quorum if Senators are 
afraid of that. We will all be here; we will all have notice and 
all have a chance to vote. I therefore suggest again, so far as I 
am concerned (I am only one Senator and one member of the 
committee), that I will be willing to take this case up immedi- 
ately after the river and harbor bill is disposed of, and I am also 
willing to fix a time for voting at a certain time beyond that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The peculiarity of the present situation, 
about which it is not best to get excited, is that the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURFIE) came upon this side of the 
Chamber with two Republican Senators absent and unpaired. 
When the Senate adjourned on Saturday it was with the expec- 
tation that the river and harbor bill would be taken up and pro- 
ceeded with to-day. The motion of the Senator from Indiana 
was one entirely unexpected on this side of the Chamber, and if 
there is any such thing as Senatorial courtesy operating between 
the two sides of the Chamber the resolution ought not to be pro- 
ceeded with at the present time. 

I find no fault with the minority of the committee for raising 
the question whether or not this case is to be dis of by vote 
before the enate adjourns. I have never myself had any expecta- 
tion that it would not be so voted upon. For some reason or other 
the idea seems to have prevailed on the other side of the Chamber 
that there was to be no vote upon this case. I see by the news- 
pe rs that they resolved in caucus that there should be a vote 

ore the Senate adjourns. The only answer that I have made 
to a suggestion of that kind was that there was no intention on 
this side of the Chamber to avoid a vote before the end of the 
Session. There never has been certainly so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. President, while the minority, if they had that feeling of dis- 
trust of the majority, had a perfect right to make the motion to 


proceed to the consideration of this case, it was fairly required of 
them that they should give us notice that they intended to take a 
test vote upon the question. The test motion was made without 
the least idea on this side of the Chamber that it was to be made, 
without any expectation that there would be any division of the 
Senate upon a partisan question or any question approaching par- 
tisanship until after the appropriation bills were of, cer- 
tainly not until after the river and harbor bill was disposed of, 
Therefore, I recognize the suggestion of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] as entirely in accord with the general spirit 
that pervades in this Chamber. I do not mean to say by any 
means that the Senator from Indiana intended to precip tate this 
question maturely or unfairly. He had a right to make the 
motion. It did not occur to him perhaps that we ought to have 
had the notice, either public or private, which I think should be 
iven at all times and under all circumstances when a vote of this 
ind is to be brought up. 

Mr. GORMAN. I regret that the Senator from Oregon took 
exception to the ings here this morning. I do not think 
on reflection that he will have the ax eas right to complain, 
The resolution was first reported by the distinguished Senator 
from Oregon on the 18th day of February, and he gave notice to 
the Senate that he should press the resolution to a speedy conclu- 
sion. However, delays did occur and the matter has dragged 
along, having been discussed from time to time. 

On the 15th day of April, after the matter had been considered 
and debated for quite a length of time, as the appropriation bills 
were pressing, I took the liberty to suggest to the chairman of the 
committee, the distinguished Senator from Oregon, that he then 
agree toa time when the case could be di d of, and I su, ed 
a week or ten days. But then as now the Senator from m 
objected. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] suggested t 
the naval appropriation bill was abont ready for consideration 
and the matter went over until that bill was dis of. The 
general understanding from the tenor of remarks, although the 
Senator then as now refused to fix any time positively, was that 
when the naval appropriation bill was out of the way the matter 
was to come up and be disposed of. I had that impression, but 
there was no agreement. So this morning when the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana moved to take up the resolution, the naval 
nA Re eee bill having passed this body and no appropriation 
hill pressing except the one from the Committee on Commerce, I 
suggested again to the Senator as a matter of fairness that we fix 
one week from Tuesday, that we take up the matter and discuss 
it on Monday of next week, and on Tuesday until 4 o'clock, so 
that notice could be had by everyone that at that time we would 
have a vote upon the resolution, which is the great privileged 
question before the body. 

Now comes my distinguished friend from Iowa, and he presses 
all the appropriation bills before we shall have an agreement in 
this case, Mr. President, that is perfectly well understood. It is 
a way by which you can postpone a matter for all time. for when 
we pas the appropriation bills nothing upon the face of the earth 
will hold Congress here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 


interrupt him? 
Certainly. 


Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. ALLISON. Icoupled with that proposition the 
that there should be a final vote upon this question 
adjournment of Congress at the present session. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Iowa; but we 
all know it will be almost impossible to hold Congress here after 
the appropriation bills are out of the way. 

Coming back, now, to the main proposition, for Ido not want 
anything but an opportunity to vote on the question with a full 
Senate, will the Senator from Oregon agree that this case shall be 
taken up immediately after the of the river and harbor 
bill; that two days shall be devoted to its discussion, and that on 
the second day after the passage of the river and harbor bill, at 4 
o'clock, the final vote shall be taken upon this question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator make it the third 
day and fix an hour? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; I will make it the third day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At 4 o'clock; not later than 4? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly, I will. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At 4 o'clock, so that there may be 
two full days’ debate, and on the third day at 4 o'clock, not later 
than 4, the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwish to make a suggestion as r the 
hour fixed for a vote. Unless the Senators know it is the desire 
of Senators to speak upon the question, I hope three days will not 
be occupied in its consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. It need not be. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not think it need be. 
of only two Senators who desire to speak, 


ion 
before the 


I know 
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Mr. GORMAN. Then let us make it the second day, giving one 
day’s full debate. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is, giving two full days, and 
voting at 8 or 4 o’clock on the third day. 

Mr. GRAY. That will be understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to say, if the Senator will 
allow me, that we know of only one or two speeches to be made 
on each side. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is known that the Senator from Illinois 
si PALMER] desires to speak. He gave notice of that desire. 

t is known that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] de- 
sires to speak. I do not think there will be any considerable de- 
bate upon the question. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Coran 

Mr. GRAY. Iunderstand that under an agreement of such a 
kind the matter is to be taken up immediately upon the conclusion 
of the river and harbor bill, and that then, upon the third day 
thereafter, at a certain hour, a vote is to be taken 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not later than 4 o’clock. 

Mr.GRAY. I understand that such an agreement does not com- 
pel the whole time to be snopes with this case, if no one is ready 
to on it or cares to speak. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. But two days ought to be given, so that Senators 
may have notice that at a certain hour the vote is to be taken. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Les; so that Senators can be here. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can be just as well understood that the hour 
for the vote shall be at 5 o'clock on the second day as at 5 o’clock 

on the third day. 

Mr. GOR . Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it to be the consensus of both 
sides of the Chamber that we are to have a vote upon the Du Pont 


case, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Make it 5 o’clock on the second 
day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; I suggest 5 o’clock on the second 


day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, All right. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us understand what the second day“ means. 
If the matter is taken up at the conclusion of the river and har- 
bor bill on Monday, for instance, does that mean that Tuesday or 
Wednesday will be the second day? 

Mr. CULLOM. Tuesday. 

Mr. GRAY. But is it the second vag Se 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. GRAY. Isay Tuesday; but let us have no misunderstand- 
ing about it. 

r. GORMAN. What I mean is that when the river and har- 
bor bill shall have been disposed of, immediately thereafter we 
shall proceed to the consideration of the resolution and debate it 
that day and the next day until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 9 however, that the river 
and harbor bill is concluded at 5 o’clock in the evening and then 
this resolution is taken up? é à 

Mr. GRAY. We can adjourn immediately, if we choose, 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; we can adjourn. 8 

Mr. ALLISON. It is my rience, as respects appropriation 
bills, that they are always finished about the last thing in the 
evening. I am ectly willing for one that two full days of 
debate shall be given to the Du Pont case. 

Mr. GORMAN. If anyone wants to debate it. 

Mr, ALLISON. Therefore I suggest that at the conclusion of 
the river and harbor bill it be understood that the next day—— 

Mr.GORMAN. Very goo: i . 

Mr. ALLISON. Immediately after the routine business the 
Du Pont case shall be taken up. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is better. 

Mr. ALLISON. And wien it is taken up, that on the second 
day at 5 o'clock or sooner we shall take the 

r. GORMAN. That is perfectly agreeable. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose nobody wants to speak? 

Mr. ALLISON. We can then go right on and vote. 

Mr, CULLOM. I make the suggestion simply because Senators 
who desire to vote may understand that at any time after the 
resolution is taken up debate may cease and we will come to a 


vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, They must be here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. Leave it that way. 

Mr. GORMAN. I then make that request of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be stated. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Maryland will 
restate his request. 


nal vote. 


Mr. GORMAN. It is, that upon the passage of the river and 
harbor spore bill, the next morning, immediately after the 
routine business, the resolution proposing to seat Mr. Du Pont 
shall be taken up and continued under consideration, and that 
the vote shall be taken not later than 5 o’clock on the second day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. I would suggest that the unanimous request be 
modified so as to read that the vote be taken at 5 o’clock on the 
second day, that everyone may be advised of the precise hour he 
should be here to vote. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; Senators may have other 
business. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; at 5 o’clock on the second day. 

Mr. PEFFER rose. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is not to interfere with the bond resolu- 
tion, of course, 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam perfectly willing to give my consent with 
the understanding that this unanimous-consent proceeding shall 
not in any wise interfere with the bond resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
e iea pem from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
order: 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
os ee bill No. 7977, being the river and harbor appropria- 

on DIL, 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken on the motion, I sug- 
Seer uk cual tastes DO peceseding with dha NOIN keen, tie 
arrives Is upon pr wi © re; order 
. : 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7977) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; 
which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that as it is read the committee 
amendments s be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary proce to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 1, on page 2, line 15, after the word April,“ to insert 
‘seventeenth ”; so as to make the clause read: 

e e d v. Harbor, Me., according to the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated April 17, 1896, and continuing improvement of Back Cove, 
according to existing project, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 6, after the word 
„Maine,“ to strike out $10,000”; and in line 7, after the word 
“ submitted,” to strike out by the Chief of Engineers” and insert 
February 6, 1895, $10,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Carvers Harbor, at Vinal Haven, Me., in accordance with plans 
submitted February 6, 1895, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 16, after the word 
“sum,” to strike out ‘‘shall” and insert may, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War“; and in line 19, after the word sum,“ 
to strike out “‘ shall ” and insert may, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War”; so as to read: ’ 

Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $70,000: Pro- 
vided, That this sum may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be used 
in the preservation and improvement of said harbor other than the project 
for improving the main ship channel, and that $7,000 of this sum may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be used in improving Chelsea Creek. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he would 
have any objection to striking out, in line 18, the words “other 
than” and inserting ‘‘ including”; so as to read: 

Including the project for improving the main ship channel. 

Mr. FRYE. None at all. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 21, after the words 
„Chelsea Creek,” to insert: 

And so much thereof as the Secretary of War, in his discretion, shall direct 
to be expended for the protection of Great Head, Winthrop, to prevent the 
further washing away by the action of the sea. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for continuing 
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improvement of Boston Harbor, on page 4, line 2, after the word 


“ont,” to strike out such improvement, submitted” and insert 
“the revised project of”; so as to make the proviso read: 


appropriated. $ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 9, on page 4. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for a joint 

jal committee to inquire into the condition of the Congres- 
sional Library, with an amendment; in which it reques the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: ; 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade; 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.,and Mathies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United 
States and held for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas City Railroad Company for any other tract or 
parcel of land in said county equally well or better adapted to 
use for light-house purposes. 

The message f er announced that the House further insisted 
upon its disagreement to certain amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6248) making e for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; agreed to the fur- 
ther conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. 
MCCALL of Tennessee, and Mr. DockERY managers at the further 
conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

A bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER, pro- 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and report 
generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to know what the unanimous agree- 
ment wasin relation to this matter, whether it was anything more 
than that the resolution should be the unfinished business. I 
would not violate for any bill in my charge a unanimous-consent 
agreement made by the Senate, but I desire to ask, first, unani- 
mous consent to lay the resolution temporarily aside, and if 
unanimous consent is not given, I desire to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill, notwith- 
standing the unfinished business. I shall not do that if it is in 
violation of an eement of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Maine. Is there objection? 

r. PEFFER. I insist upon proceeding with the unfinished 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas ob- 
ject to the request of the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 


Mr. FRYE. Then I should like to know what the agreement 


was? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator from 
Kansas on that pon: 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to have the agreement read, because I wish 
to know positively whether Iam in honor bound by the agree- 
ment to refrain from submitting a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I Was going to request that the RECORD be pro- 
duced. I am satisfied the Senator will find from it that when the 
Indian appropriation bill was about to be taken up, or was under 
consideration, the hour of 2 o’clock arriving, I insisted upon pro- 
ceeding with the bond resolution; and by unanimous consent it 
was agreed that the bond resolution should be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Indian appropriation bill should roceeded 
with, the understanding being that at the conclusion of the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill the Senate should then 
proceed to the consideration of the bond resolution, At the con- 
clusion of the Indian appropriation bill—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we are unable to hear the Sena- 
tor from Kansas on this side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will sus- 
pend fora moment. There is complaint that Senators are unable 
to hear the remarks of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 
suggest that the reading of the RECORD of the understanding 
would settle this matter? 

Mr. PEFFER. If the RECORD is ready to be produced let it be 
proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has requested the clerks 
at the desk to find the RECORD. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have forgotten the date. In the meantime I 
will proceed; and for the information of those Senators who did 
not hear the beginning of my explanation, I will restate that when 
the Indian appropriation bill was abont to be taken up, or was 
under consideration, the Senator having the bill in charge asked 
unanimous consent that the bond resolution be temporarily laid 
aside in order that the consideration of the Indian appropriation 
bill might be proceeded with, and consent was granted. When 
that bill was disposed of, the next bill (I have forgotten now what 
it was; it was an appropriation bill) was brought before the Sen- 
ate, and a like unanimous consent was given, and for a like pur- 
pose, that the bond resolution should be temporarily laid aside in 
order that the consideration of that appropriation bill might be 
proceeded with. Then at the conclusion of the consideration of 
that bill came the naval appropriation bill, which 1 believe was 
the last one, and a like consent was granted in that case. : 

3 way for three different appropriation bills, I insist 
that the Senate ought now to proceed to execute the order granted 
by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to have a state- 
ment from the Senator specifically as to what he understood the 
agreement to be. y 

Mr. PEFFER. My understanding was that at the conclusion, 
first, of the Indian appropriation bill we should proceed to the 
consideration of the bond resolution. When that time was 
reached, unanimous consent was again asked that the next appro“ 
priston bill, whatever it was—I forget now what it was—should 

proceeded with, and that the bond resolution should be tempo- 
rarily laid aside for that purpose. It was so agreed. Then came 
the naval appropriation bill, and a like unanimous consent was 
asked for the same purpose. My understanding has been all along 
that at the conclusion of the then pending appropriation bill the 
bond resolution would be in order to be proceeded with. Consent 
was only asked, from time to time, for the disposition of the par- 
7 appropriation bill then in hand; not for all of them, but 

or one. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Kansas insists upon his unfin- 
ished business at the most inopportune time that is possible. It 
would have been a great deal better to have insisted as against the 
naval appropriation bill or any of the regular appropriation bills. 
The river and harbor bill may be obliged to lie practically unfin- 
ished for ten daysafter it passes both Houses, and it is important 
to have it pass the two Houses as soon as it possibly can be done. 
I wish the Senator would consent that the unfinished business 
might be laid aside until the river and harbor bill is finished. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that something is due to the Senate—— 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to sug- 
gest that the statement of the Senator from Kansas does not make 
a case of unanimous consent to take up the bond resolution? It 
simply means that we have given unanimous consent to lay it 
aside and leave it as the unfinished business. As I understand the 
Senator from Kansas, there is no unanimous-consent agreement 
whatever to take up the bond resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. ennanimous- consent agreement applied from 
time to time to the pending appropriation bill only, and the effect 
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and the understanding of the unanimous agreement was each time 
that, upon the conclusion of the appropriation bill then pending, 
pe Senate would proceed to the consideration of the bond resolu- 
on. 
Now, I have yielded three different times, and Dhong i may 


not seem so important in the mind of the Senator from e and 
some other Senators, yet, Mr. President, this resolution proposes 
an investigation of one of the most important transactions that 
have ever occurred in the history of the American Republic, a 
subject that all Senators agree and that all citizens agree is one of 
ing importance. It is now urged with great vigor upon 
the t of a great many persons here and elsewhere, and if the 
resolution is agreed to and a special committee is appointed it 
will be 2 for a great deal of preliminary work to be per- 
formed before the committee could go into active work. A great 
many active plans will have to be advised, a great many different 
subjects will have to be examined, so that the investigation may 
proceed orderly and decently and ably, so as not to bring scandal 
upon the committee. In addition to all that, if the resolution is 
opted it will have to be referred to the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses, in order that the necessary machinery for carrying 
on the work of the committee may be provided by the Senate. 

Taking all these things into view, I frankly say I am of the 
opinion that the resolution at this ous time is more impor- 
tant than the river and harbor bill, because as soon as it is dis- 
posed of (it surely will not occupy more than a day or two; it 
ought not) the river and harbor bill can be taken up. As I said, 
if the resolution is agreed to, it will take some little time for the 
Presiding Officer to consider the subject of the appomtment of the 
committee, and after the committee has been apppointed there 
must be consultations and time again in order to lay out a plan of 
sppro riate p ure. 

30, Mr. President, I insist apon proceeding with the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Kansas if the original unanimous consent asked by him and agreed 
to by the Senate went any further than to make his resolution 
the unfinished business? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, Mr. President; it did. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the exact point about which I wanted 
information. If it went beyond that let it be shown exactly what 
the agreement meant, and I take it for granted that no Senator 
will violate it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, I 
will read from the RECORD, to which I have turned, on this subject. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let it be read, so that it can be heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. On page 3719, April 8, 1896—there may be some- 
thing since then—the RECORD shows the following: 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the motion to adjourn is put I desire to state that the 
Senator from New York [Mr. RILL] and myself a conversation this after- 
noon with respect to the resolution proposing to investigate the bond issue, 
of which I have been talking to the Senate several times lately. The Senator 
from New York is obliged to leave the city to-morrow and is not going to 
return until probably next Tuesday. I ask unanimous consent for an agree- 
ment that next Tuesday, at fifteen minutes past 2 o'clock, the Senate will 


proceed to the consideration of the bond resolution. 
The VICE- ENT. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 


Mr. Mite, At what hour? Fifteen minutes past 1? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; fifteen minutes past 2. 

Mr. Call. Why not take it up after the routine business? 

Mr. HILL. Then it would be cut off by 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CALL. All right. > 

The V10E-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Then the Recorp shows that the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. PEFFER. That, however, was the first. It does not relate 
to the unanimous consent that was given for making the resolu- 
tion. the unfinished business after that time. I think I can find 
that in a little while. I will look for it. We can trace it if the 
clerks will get the time when the Indian appropriation bill was 
under consideration. My copy of the RECORD that contained it, 
I think, has been taken over to the Maltby Building. 

Mr: HILL. While the Indian appropriation bill was before the 
Senate, with a prospect of several days continuance, I was obliged 
to leave the city, and I made a suggestion to the Senator from 
Kansas that I hoped the resolution would not be called up in my 
absence. The Senator said he would have it set down for some 
later date, fixing it for the next Tuesday at 2 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes. If I had not been obliged to go away the Senator, of course, 
could not have very well taken up his resolution during the pend- 
ency of an appropriation bill. en afterwards some question 
was made in regard to it I raised none, and was entirely willing 
to proceed with the resolution. We did proceed. We took it up 
and proceeded with it. Subsequently appropriation bills were 
brought forward. 

I think it was the naval appropriation bill which was under 
consideration when the question arose as to which measure should 
have the right of way. I had spoken. The resolution had been 
considered; the unanimous agreement had been carried out, and 
debate had been had upon it. Then the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson]—I do not find the precise words—made a statement in 


the Senate, when he asked to displace the resolution. The ques- 
tion then arose as to what had previously occurred in making an 
agreement. Then the Senator from Kansas distinctly stated that 
the resolution was the unfinished business without prejudice to 
the appropriation bills. The Senator from Iowa iy stated: 
I want it understood that it shall not be to the prejudice of tak- 
ing up the appropriation bills.” That was the precise language 
he used. Then we proceeded with the appropriation bills. Then 
from time to time the resolution has simply been laid aside by 
se i consent for the taking up of various appropriation 
8. 

One day the Senator from Kansas, when an 8 bill 
had been taken up, wanted a new agreement, I objected to any 
new agreement, to any new unanimous consent, because we were 
standing upon the old arrangement, such as it was, which was 
the right to make the resolution, as the Senator expressly said, 
the unfinished business. It is the unfinished business to-day. It 
has no priority over anything else, with the distinct understanding 
that it must give way, as was stated by the Senator from Iowa, 
to . bills. The the Senator from Kansas 
was that it was always rulable. I can not find the precise date, 
He says that it had formally ruled, and with that under- 
standing we have Bainter yee there is about it is that the 
resolution is the unfinished business. There is no solemnity in 
the matter, nothing about it that concerns the question of unan- 
imous consent. The Senate has a perfect right to take up any 
8 bill that it wants to. It can do it with the consent 
of the Senator from Kansas or without his consent. 

So far as I am concerned, it is immaterial to me what di - 


tion shall be made of the bond resolution. I pro to submit 
some remarks, and others propose to submit remarks upon it. If 
it comes up there will be an extensive debate. The wisest course 


for the Senate to pursue, it strikes me, is to proceed, especially in 
view of the last agreement made, to take up the river and harbor 
bill. That will expedite the business of the session. There is 
nothing about the bond resolution which is urgent. It is a polit- 
ical, financial, semipartisan matter which can wait. The com- 
mittee to be appointed, if one ever is appointed, can not di of 
this business before the session is over. The Senator from Kansas 
says he wants it considered immediately. It can not be done, 
Senators are all engaged in the transaction of public business and 
they have got to be here. If this investigation means anythin 
at all, it means that the committee is to send for persons ane 
papers and go to New York; it means to take expert testimony, 
and it will be a long investigation. $ 

I am not going to discuss the bond resolution or to anticipate it. 
I quote from the RECORD of April 20, 1596, as to what heretofore 
occurred on this subject: 


Mr. HII. The resolution is tem y laid aside, is it not? There is no 


ding or agreement on the of the 


other understan nate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the proposition. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota asks that the unfinished business be temporarily 


laid aside. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. To that I do not make any objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

As is suggested by the Senator from Georgia, it was unanimous 
consent in relation to temporarily laying aside the unfinished busi- 
ness; that was all. 

I also read from the RECORD of April 20 what the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said: 

Mr. ALLISON. I can say without hesitation to the Senator from Colorado 
that the resolution of the Senator from Kansas must be the unfinished busi- 
nos until laid aside by a jority vote of the Senate for the consid 
other business. I h that we shall not be put to the hazard of a contest, 
and I trust the Senator from Kansas will not enter into a contest whereby 
the resolution shall go on indefiniteiy in debate, as we see around ns evidence 
that it is likely to do, to the exclus on of appropriation bills. The Senator 
has now absolute control of the Senate as respects his resolution, aj 
tious bills only intervening. 

“Appropriations bills only intervening.” That was the precise 
arrangement; and this bond resolution was to be kept as unfinished 
business until the conclusion of the appropriation bills. when we 
were to take up and proceed with the bond debate to whatever 
extent the Senate might desire to have it debated. 

Mr. SHERMAN, have always felt that whenever an under- 
standing has been had by the Senate it should always be observed 
without regard to consequences. It is only in that way we can 
dispatch the public business. I have a very clear opinion that the 
Senate to take up the bond measure and dispose of it, it 
holding its place always as against everything else except appro- 
priation bills, The appropriation bills could only be taken up by 
a vote of the Senate or by a unanimous agreement. Under the 
circumstances, I think we ought to to dispose of the bond 
resolution, because a question of this kind is always in the nature 
of a privileged question. When the Senate proposes to examine 
the conduct of an Executive Department of the Government by 
inquiring into the sale of bonds, or anything of that kind, such an 
agreement ought to be always strictly observed. Such a resolu- 


tion as this, proposing to appoint a committee to examine into the 
circumstances of the sale of Government bonds, is one which 
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ought to be always favored and acted upon promptly, so that the 
Senate may get the necessary information in regard to the subject. 

I do not think the Secretary of the Treasury or any other execu- 
tive officer would object to such an investigation. Indeed, the 
natural feeling of an executive officer, if he were the one at whom 
such 3 resolution was aimed, would be that the matter should be 
at once examinedinto. It seems to me that this proposition fora 
committee to examine into the circumstances connected with the 
bonds which were recently sold ought to be at once acted upon. 
It ought not to take twenty-four hours to act upon it; it ought 
not to take us more than a single day’s session. 

I do not see anything in the resolution itself but what is respect- 
fulin character. It simply seeks information as to the policy and 
propriety of the issue of bonds at a particular time, and I think it 
ought to be disposed of and not take any time, because whenever 
an inquiry is demanded by a Senator into the conduct of an execu- 
tive officer it is in the nature of a privileged question, and ought 
to be promptly acted upon, I hope, therefore, the resolution may 
be taken-up and disposed of war If that is not done, then the 
resolution will be constantly in the way of all other business ex- 
on a ropriation bills. ; 

Ir. FRYE. Icall the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the fact that every time he mentions it he excepts 3 
bills. Where is the authority for not recognizing the river and 
harbor bill as an appropriation bill, and one of the most impor- 
tant? 

Mr. HILL. And a pretty big one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The agreement was not to take up appropri- 
ation bills, but that they were liable at any time to be moved to 
be taken up. I think, though, that as the bond matter is now be- 
fore us, we had better dispose of it immediately, and I hope that 
the Senator from Kansas will ask that a time fixed, a reason- 
able time, a short time, when the vote may be taken upon the 
adoption of the resolution. That will clear the way for appropri- 
ation bills and for other business which is very important. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the words of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] at 
the time this agreement to postpone the consideration of this res- 
olution and to take up the appropriation bill was made. The lan- 
guage of the Senator from Iowa, of which I will only quote a 
paragraph, is this: 

Of course, by securing unanimous consent, and the Senator has secured it, 
impliedly he may have a claim upon the Senate. but surely it can not last a 
great while to the exclusion of appropriation bills. d 

The Senator from lowa seemed to recognize the fact that at 
that time the Senator from Kansas might, if he insisted on it, 
rely on the unanimous consent of the Senate which had been 
theretofore given for the consideration of his resolution, and he 
was appealed to at that time to yield to an appropriation bill, 
which was then pending; but he gave up nothing of the rights he 
had before. It seems to me that it can not be used now to set 
aside the consideration of the resolution except by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the language of the Senator from lowa, found on page 
= of the RECORD, about halfway down the page, which is as 

‘ollows: 

Mr. ALLIsoN. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senate and the Senator 
from Kansas. I unde that the bond resolution is here not by yote of 
the Senate, but by the unanimous consent of the Senate. I understood at the 
time that consent was given that it was not to displace e gear oe hoe bills 
when they were ready, but I agree that the phrased u by the Senator 
from Kansas would perhaps not imply — betae bog t be was willing, or 
that consent was given, to allow the resolution laid aside temporarily 
for the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Then he proceeded to make an ap in the polite and persua- 
sive manner for which that Senator is famous. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to call attention to the discussion had on 
page 4158, in which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] 
made a statement, in which he said: 

It the appro: be Senator from 
vada weet aie ane atl te Socks — See the Crceeeicoe on 5 
tions, to which we have cheerfully yielded, must come to our aid in assisting 
us in secnring the final consideration of the bond resolution. 

Here is the last utterance upon the matter by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations: 

Mr. ALLISON. Besides that, the bond resolution has the exclusive right of 
Way except for appropriation bills. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from New York 
allow me to interrupt him one moment? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me there was a debate 
between the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] and the Senator 
from Iowa Mr. ALLISON] as to whether the nnanimous consent 
was to proceed absolutely to the considerationof the bond resolu- 
tion, or whether it was to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution subject to appropriation bills, the Senator from Kansas 
contending that there was noagreement that the resolution should 


be considered subject to the prior rights of appropriation bills, 
but should have absolutely the right of way. An appeal was then 


made to the Senator from Kansas to consent to to a unan- 
imons consent of the Senate that the rights he had for the consid- 
eration of his resolution under the unanimous consent of the 
Senate should not be pressed to the prejudice of the appropriation 
bill which was then proposed to be considered. That was the 
point of difference between the two. 

Mr. HILL. As to whether it should not only yield to that par- 
ticular appropriation bill, but should yield to the other appropria- 
tion bills. Every word that has been stated refersto appropriation 
bills, and not to a particular appropriation bill. It was stated that 
there were other 1 eal e bills coming and that it was not 
wise to take up the bond resolution; and the Senator from Iowa 
so understood it, for he said: 

Besides the bond resolution has the exclusive right of way ex for 
agprouriatson balls ie otitis 

I have stated the circumstances under which the resolution was 
originally taken up. We did then proceed at the time named to 
take it up. We discussed it on two different da Then it was 
8 under the circumstances stated, by the appropriation 
bills. There was then an understanding reached tliat it should 
remain the unfinished business. 

Mr. President, the Senate, of course, is competent to take either 
course it sees fit. No unanimous consent is violated by simply 
taking pp another matter after there has been a debate for two 
days. That does not even state the case so broadly as it is claimed 
by the other siđe, that originally there was unanimous consent to 
take up the resolution. e resolution has been taken up; it was 
discussed for two days; and then it was set aside by an appropria- 
tion bill. If there had been unanimous consent to take up and 

to vote upon the resolution that would have been an 
entirely different thing. inarily, when we give unanimous 
consent, we expressly reserve the point that the subject is not only 
to be taken up for consideration, but that we shall proceed toa 
vote upon it. There has been no such reservation made in this 
case. 


It has therefore been stated that the agreement related to only 
one appropriation bill, and that the Senate, of course, could not 
refuse to take up the resolution after having once consented to do 
so by unanimous consent without a violation of the ment. 
But after the resolution was taken up and laid before the Senate 
and debated on two different days, the Senate had a perfect right 
to take up any other order of business, for that would be held to 
be a simple taking up, as, for instance, where a Senator offers a 
resolution in the morning hour and asks unanimous consent to 
take up the resolution. that mean that it must be proceeded 
with to a vote on that day and that it can not be supplanted by 
another resolution? Does it mean that it can not go over? It is 
within the power of the Senate. The unanimous consent referred 
to is to the taking up of the subject at that time. That unanimous 
consent has been carried out in its full spirit and effect and we 
have had two days’ debate on the resolution. So when it came up 
again the Senator. could not hold the resolution over the Senate, 

I listened particularly to the agreement that was made when 
the Senator stated that there should be excepted a riation 
bills, not the particular bill then pending. Then the tor had 
his resolution made the unfinished business, subject only to the 
right to take up init bills. Therefore I think the Sen- 
ator from Maine a perfect right to insist that the river and 
harbor bill has the right of way, 5 of a vote. That is 
the way it has been done, and there has been no objection to it until 
now. I do not know what has occurred that leads Senators to 
refuse further unanimous consent to lay the bond resolution aside. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator from New York remem- 
ber very well that, upon the close of the consideration of every 
one of the appropriation bills since this unanimous-consent agree- 


ment has been talked abont, 1 have asked to have the unfinished 
business, the bond resolution, laid before the Senate? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. - 

Mr. PEFFER. And that, u the request of the Senator in 
charge of the ä ill that the resolution might be tem- 
posly laid aside in order that the bill might be proceeded with, 

agreed to it? 


Mr. HILL. That does not change the question. 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Massachusetts will 
state his question of order. A 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Chair what is now before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that at the hour 
of 2 o'clock the Chair laid before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bond-sale resolution, and the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] requested that it should be laid aside temporarily to 
proceed with the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 
Chair submitted the question to the Senate, and the Chair under- 
stands the Senator from Kansas to object. That is the status of 
the case at present. 
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Mr. LODGE. Then, as I understand it, the bond-investigation 
resolution is now before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is now before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. And we are passing our time in discussing a 
ee agreement to see what we agreed to- the usual 
me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has laid the unfinished 
business before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The actual business before the Senate is the bond 
Serie oye Until that is disposed of there is nothing else, is 

ere? 

Mr. HILL. The discussion arose because the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] desired to know the precise status of the reso- 
lution. He asked for information, and it has been read; the Sena- 
tor from Kansas read it; and we have been discussing that ques- 
tion because the Senator from Maine said he felt reluctant to move 
to set it aside if there had been any unanimous agreement which 
8 any such motion. That is all there is of it. I ask the 

nator from Kansas if, in answer to one of the questions pat to 
him by the Senator from Iowa as to whether he would yield for 
appropriation bills, he did not say, ‘‘ Yes, that is rulable,” and 
upon that we went on? 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the question as to agreeing to the res- 
olution may be put to the Senate. The resolution, I understand, 
is now before the Senate, and I ask that it may be put to a vote. 

Mr. HILL. To have a final vote upon it, does the Senator mean? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ves, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Not quite yet. : 

Mr. MILLS. What is the decision upon the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No question has arisen for the deter- 
mination of the Chair. 

Mr. FRYE. I have been reading what has occurred and have 
listened to the statement. The unanimous agreement was noth- 
ing more nor less than this, that the bond question should be 
regarded as the unfinished business, and the statement generally 
made when the ap opriation bills have been up was that it should 
be the unfinish usiness as against everything but a ropriation 
bills. Theriverand harbor bill is an appropriation bill. A unani- 
mous consent that any measure may be made unfinished business 
is not unanimous consent that the question of consideration shall 
not be raised against it; that is entirely clear, else we might stay 
here in the Senate without doing anything for months under a 
general discussion of such a measure. I wanted to know whether 
the unanimous consent precluded me from making a motion to 
consider the river and harbor bill. In my judgment it does not. 
Of course itis immaterial to me very largely whether the river 
and harbor bill is proceeded with or not. the Senate think itis 
better not to have any river and harbor bill, I am content; if they 
thinkitis better to postpone it for a week, I am content; but in order 
to settle this quesiion and not waste any more time about it, and 
not caring at all myself, althongh in charge of the bill, what the 
vote of the Senate may be, I ask a vote of the Senate upon a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of the river 
and harbor bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent, although I know it 
is not debatable, just to make one statement in regard to this mat- 
ter. I am v. anxious to have the river and harbor bill con- 
sidered; but believing, while I am op to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kansas, that the general understanding, at least my 
understanding, was that he should have a day in court for his 
resolution after the conclusion of the then pending appropriation 
bill, I can not now vote to take up the river and harbor bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name wascalled). I desire to announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland hae Gipson}. 

r. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana 5 5 BLANCHARD]. I do not 
see him in the Chamber and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I feel satisfied that upon this 
motion we are agreed. and Í vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SmirH] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] 
and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 39; as follows: 


* YEAS—23. 

Bu Hansbro Morrill, Sewell 
Gaffery.” Hil, ory 5 Bowell, 
Cullom, Lindsa È Palmer, uire, 
Davis, McBride, Thurston, 
E McMillan, Platt, Vilas, 
Faulkner, Mills, tor, Wetmore, 

ger, Mitchell, Oreg. Quay, Wilson. 


NAYS—2. 
Allen, Carter, Kyle, Stewart, 
Bacon, Chil Teller, 
en Sante —.— ell, Wis. 
rry, oi n 
Blackburn, Dubois, Potter.” gs 
ice, George, Perkins, Walthall, 
Brown, rman, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Caller Irb: Rasch Wolcott. 
Y, ch, oleo 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldrich, Clark, Hale, Murphy, 
Allison, Frye, Hawle: Pritchar 
Baker, Gear, oar, = A s 
Blanchard, Gibson, Jones, Nev. Voorhees, 
Cannon, Gordon, Mantle, 
Chandler, Gray, Martin, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not vote because I stated the exact fact when 
Isaid that it was indifferent to me what was done, and I prefer to 
be instructed by the Senate as to my duty. Inow understand my- 
self to be instructed to make no more 5 to take up the 
river and harbor bill for consideration until the bond resolution 
is disposed of. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest that the coun would breathe 
very much more freely if the Senator from Maine would fail to 
present his bill, with these millions and millions of dollars for 
rivers and harbors, until the country understands something as 
to how many bonds are to be issued from time to time, and ove 
frequently, imposing additional burdens upon the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. HILL. And all the information the Senator from Colorado 
will get from the investigation will not relieve his mind at all, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. Wait a moment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from New York permit me 
to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HILL. Not now. 

zne 1 T. The Senator from New York declines 
to yield. í 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senate has seen fit in its wisdom to 
virtually 8 a bill containing appropriations for rivers and 
harbors in the United States in order to take up a senseless, un- 
called-for, and mischievous resolution. The idea or argument 
that a Senator is to get any information from the resolution of 
investigation as to how much money he ought to vote for in the 
river and harbor bill will scarcely stand scrutiny. It is a new 
claim only just now put forth that Senators want light on the 
subject of the circumstances under which bonds have been issued. 
by the present Administration in order to vote for appropriations 
for rivers and harbors. I think the river and harbor bill, when 
it comes to be read in the Senate, will indicate that Senators have 
been very vigorous and diligent in their efforts to obtain appro- 
priations for their respective localities, without much re; 1 to 
the information which they are going to receive from the pro- 
posed investigation. 

Does the Senator from Colorado expect to withhold this river 
and harbor appropriation bill until, perchance, the committee of 
investigation has reported? Is he so much in need of enlighten- 
ment that he requires this investigation report to be prepared and 

resented before he is ready to vote? I think, if I may venture a 
ittle prophecy, he will be ready to cast his vote npon one side or 
the other of these appropriations without waiting for the report 
of the investigation committee. 

It answers, of course, for the time being—for the exigencies of 
thé: occasion—to say that Senators need time in order to prepare 
themselves to vote poel on the appropriations. That arge 
ment, however, will not impress the country very mach. The 
appropriation bill is unquestionably to be taken up at the conclu- 
sion oF the arguments on this subject. Senators who ask for the 
investigation will vote upon one side or the other of the question. 
The hearing before the committee, if it is to be substantially 
ex parte or arnari nan, will carry no weight. The hearing, if 
it is to be completed tily, will be without influence and with- 
out effect. Those who seem to expect that a result upon the hear- 
ing is to be completed this session will be disappointed. It will 
require much time, and must inevitably be postponed to a later 
date to reach a conclusion. 

No, Mr. President, this proposed investigation is part of an 
effort made for political effect. It is a scheme upon the part of 
some persons proposing it to throw mud upon their political adver- 
saries. It isthe part of a scheme by others, who expect it is going 
to aid in some way in the solution of the silver question. Never 
will men be morecompletely fooled. The investigation will throw 
no light upon the silver question proper. It willadd no argument 
to one side or the other. This investigation, so far as throwing 
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light upon the great financial subject, will be useless. It will 
amount to nothing. 

The last suggestion made is that the investigation is wanted for 
the honest, bona fide purpose of ascertaining where we are going 
to get the money to meet our extraordinary appropriations. Can 
not Senators read for themselves? Have they not read the reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? Do they not get a report as to 


the condition of the Treasury every single day? Does not each 
Senator here know every morning the Spas condition of the 
Treasury? Does he not read the monthly reports? Has he not 
read the President's message giving all the circumstances under 
which the bonds were issued? Have not Senators read the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury? Are they ignorant of 
the financial situation of the Treasury? Do they really want 
information to aid them as to how much money they ought to 
vote for in the river and harbor bill, and for other appropria- 
tions? 

That claim is simply ridiculous, utterly unworthy of distin- 

ished Senators, whom I am compelled to believe know better. 
Phere may be, perchance, good reasons for the adoption of the 
resolution; but the last reason stAted—the lack of information 
is not one of them. There may be some other reasons 5 
which have not been developed in the argument. I have not hear 
them. But the last reason stated is as thin and transparent as 
the cause it represents. 

Having had no debate upon this question for some time, un- 
doubtedly the Senate was very anxious to proceed to take up some- 
thing more interesting than an appropriation bill. Iwill resume 
the discussion where it was left off a week ago last Friday, when 
the Senate had vindicated its honor by taking up and discussing 
the resolution under an alleged unanimous-consent a ment. 
I commence now where it was left by the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who, I regret to say, is not pres- 
ent. Istated at the time that I intended to comment upon the 
—— which he made on the afternoon of the last day of the 

ebate. 

I understood the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
while not committing himself to the details of the particular 
resolution, to express the general purpose of supporting some 
resolution poani for an E E Iam going to analyze 
just what he said, because, with all due deference to the Senator, 
there was more misinformation supplied, more untenable argu- 
ments presented in that fifteen minutes’ speech than I have heard 
in the Senate in manya day. First, he said substantially that the 
resolution ought to be paa as a matter of courtesy to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] because—I quote him now. It is 
the ordinary case of a proposal by a Senator;” and he said it never 
had been denied. He said it is an inquiry which!“ never was re- 
fused in any previous Congress to any Senator who had asked it, 
oe I do not think it ought to be refused to the Senator from 

ansas.” 

In others words, he desires to place the opponents of the resolu- 
tion among those who are unreasonably re g a courtesy to the 
Senator from Kansas. If Ishould offer a resolution to-morrow to 
investigate any Department of the Government it would be dis- 
courteous to me to refuse the investigation. That is the claim 
presented. I suppose he would be willing to carry out his argu- 
ment to its legitimate conclusion, namely, that the investigation 
when proposed should be had either by a special committee or by 
a standing committee, as I might prefer. 

The ground of courtesy to a Senator is a new ground upon 
which to ask for an investigation. Whenever a Senator offers a 
resolution for an investigation it must be granted to him no mat- 
ter what the expense, no matter how mischievous, no matter how 
troublesome, no matter how unnecessary. It must be granted to 
him because he asks it. Are there good reasons for it? No mat- 
ter whether there are or not. Are there any good grounds for it? 
No matter whether there are or not, he must have it. That is a 
new-born theory upon which it is vag pe to here to pass the pres- 
ent resolutions, e Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in 
his new-born zeal for Senatorial courtesy confuses a request for 
information from the Departments with resolutions for investiga- 
tions of Departments. There is a clear and well-defined distinc- 
tion. No question of courtesy is involved. It is merely a ques- 
tion of propriety, the creation of a good or a bad 1 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] not always 
had the high regard for Senatorial courtesy which he now mani- 
fests. On August 23, 1893, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], 
always alive, as his friends say, to the public interests, introduced 
a resolution calling for information from the Secretary of the 
Treasury in reference to what some banks in Boston, New York, 
and Philadelphia were doing in violation of law. I want to read 
the resolution to the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
nato 
First. Whether, and in what respect, the national banks, or any of them, in 


the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are being now conducted 
in violation of law. 
1 said banks are paying depositors’ checks promptly in 

Third, Whether said banks, or any of them, are demanding rates of inter- 
est higher than those provided by law for the loan of money or in discount- 
ing notes and bills. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, who now says that the pend- 
ing resolution should as a matter of courtesy, that such re- 

nests are never ref on that day immediately upon the intro- 
uction, not of a resolution of investigation, but simply a resolution 
of inquiry from a Department, said: 

Mr. Hoar. Let the resolution go over. I object to its consideration at 
this time. 

The next day, August 24, the resolution was called up and de- 
bated until 2 o’clock pending the motion to refer to the Finance 
Committee, the extremely courteous Senator from Massachusetts 
moving to refer it. That little resolution, simply asking the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury if he had any information in his possession 
as to whether banks in New York City, Boston, and Philadelphia 
were violating the law, could not be considered at once, coutd not 
be passed, but must be referred, whereas the pending resolution, 
which is introduced for the investigation of great transactions of 
the Government, involving its credit and honor, must not be re- 
ferred for consideration, but must be summarily passed. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
fact that the Senator from Massachusetts at that time said he 
thought the bank resolution untimely; that he thought it was un- 
wise to hold our national banks to the strict letter of the law in a 
great crisis like the panic of 1893. In other words, he thought it 
was unwise to prod the banks, tomake them strictly comply with 
the law 1 critical period. It had not . to him 
then that the Senator from Kansas was entitled to have the reso- 
lution passed as a matter of courtesy. It had not occurred to him, 
when the national banks were involved, that a common and simple 
resolution of inquiry could be passed without injury to anybody. 
Then, as now, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was 
aided by the senior Senator from Maryland . GORMAN], at 
least so far as taking up the present resolution for consideration 
is concerned. Both seemed to think that it would be very injuri- 
ous to have this information given to the public at that time. 
Both of them opposed the resolution. Both advocated the refer- 
ence of the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. What became of the resolution to which the 
Senator refers? 

Mr. HILL. Iam going to traceit. Without speaking of my- 
self any more than is necessary, I desire to say that I antagonized 
the Massachusetts and Maryland combination at that time as I 
antagonize itnow. Both of the Senators opposed the resolution. 
I took the position then, sir, that the national-bank resolution 
was an ordinary, simple resolution calling for information, and 
that the Senate ought to pass it. On August 31 the resolution 
was taken up and not , as it should have been, but referred 
to the Committee on Finance. I refer to page 1102 of the RECORD, 
where it will be seen that the vote on the motion to refer was 35 
yeas to 21 nays. It was not discourteous to the Kansas Senator 
then to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. It was 
regarded as the proper thing to do. I simply cite that resolution 
for the purpose of showing the inconsistency of the position of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] asks me what be- 
came of the resolution. No report was made. On September 8, 
1893, the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PEFFER] introduced the same 
resolution more elaborated. On the next day, September 9, the 
same was taken up and considered until 2 o’clock. Nothing was 
done with it. It went to the Calendar. The Committee on 
Finance never reported the original resolution referred to it. It 
has remained in the Committee on Finance from that day to this. 

At the next regular session, no report having been made by this 
committee in the meantime, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] 
reintroduced the same resolution on December 21, 1893, at the 
second session of the Fifty-third Congress, and asked that it be 
referred to the Finance Committee. No report has ever been 
made. That resolution or resolutions were resolutions simply of 
inquiry. They were proper in every respect. They were resolu- 
tions upon which the claim of courtesy might avail something; 
they were entirely different from the pending resolution, and yet 
they were opposed by the Senator from Maryland and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and other Senators in this body. The 
Finance Committee never has made any report. How discour- 
teous to the distinguished Senator from Kansas! 

Therefore I dispose of the first point made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that the alleged ground upon which the resolution 
should be d is that of courtesy. It does not exist; it has been 
denied before upon simple, ordinary resolutions asking informa- 
tion from a Department, and denied at the instance of the Senator 


from Massachusetts. I am not one of those who invoke courtesy 
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when it is in my favor and refuse to recognize it when it is in- 
voked by others against me. i 

The Senator from Massachusetts then proceeded in his argument 
to give a reason why the present investigation should be had. He 
says in the last bond sale the bonds should have been advertised 


for sale at a fixed price, and that they were not. Of all the pre- 
posterous claims set up by the advocates of the pending resolution 
this is one of the worst. Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
had advertised the bonds for sale and had said: I will accept a 
fixed price for them.” A clamor then would have been raised all 
cover the country and it would have been said: Why does he not 
put up the bonds to the highest bidder? Why fix an arbitrary sum 
at which to accept bids?” It would have been said: He has 
sought improperly to limit the price at a particular figure.” It 
would have been said he was acting in the interests of certain sets 
of bidders. It would have been said that the proper way was to 
expose the bonds to the highest bidder in the market; t that 
was the and legitimate way to do business. 

The truth is that there has been a disposition manifested to 
criticise Mr. Carlisle in reference to this transaction, not becanse 
there was 9 with it, not because there is anything 
irregular about it, but simply because tlemen, upon ee, 
are opposed to the sale of any bonds whatever. That is another 
question. You do not need any investigation to determine a 
question of principle. Concede, if you please, that the gold the- 
ory, so called—the maintenance of the gold standard—requires 
incidentally the issue of bonds. That is one question. The mere 
fact that Senators do not believe in the gold standard, and the 
mere fact that Senators think that bonds ought not to be issued 
because the Government should have pursued a silver policy, fur- 
nishes no occasion or demand for an investigation. hat do you 
expect the committee to report?_ An elaborate argument in favor 
of the free coi of silver? Is that what the report is to con- 
tain? The bonds have been issued. They can not be recalled or 
repudiated. Do you expect to have a written treatise on the 
questions of law involved Is that what is asked for or what is 
really expected? ` 

Before proceeding to discuss the third 4 Sod I wish to say that 
if a certain price had been fixed for the bonds it would have led 
to a clamor of which we would not have heard the last for many 
months. What better could the Secretary of the Treasury do 
than to put up the bonds to the highest bidder and ask for bids? 
That was the wisest course. It was the best course; it was the 
honest course. Men who claim to the contr: want to criticise 
because they dislike Mr. Carlisle and dislike the gold standard. 
That is all there is of it. They may conceal their motives under 
other pretenses, but that is all there is of the matter. 

The next thing the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] says 
is that $500,000,000 of gold was unnecessarily locked up pending 
the offer of these bids. All during the thirty days, he says, $500,- 
000,000 of gold was e penton locked np: Aman n not 
necessarily lock up his gold simp y because he mađe a bid. Of 
course if a man wants to make a bid for bonds, and has not the 
gold, he must be able to borrow the gow or get it from some 
source. Su the terms of the sale been that every man 
upon making his bid should deposit a certain sum of gold for the pur- 

of showing his good faith. Then it might have been claimed 
that it unnecessarily locked up a large amount of gold. It would 
have been said,. Why should a man, in making a bid for Govern- 
ment bonds, be compelled to place on deposit a certain portion of 
the gold as security for his bid?” I am one of those who think 
that ibly some security should have been required of men who 
bid, but if there was any error committed at all, it was an error 
in the interest of all bidders—in the interest of increased competi- 
tion. The poorest bidder who had not a dollar of gold with which 
to buy a bond, the merest adventurer in any part of the country 
who wanted to take his chances in getting ds, had a right to 
put in his bid. The bidding was open to all the world and to all 
1 an equality. M & Co., with their millions, were 
ged to compete with the humble clerk who had not a dollar 
actually to invest. 

Possibly it would have been wiser to have compelled men to 
show their good faith by giving bond. Yet if the tary had 
done that you would have h this Chamber ring with charges 
that such a course was in the interest of the rich, in the interest 
of the millionaires of Wall street, in the interest of men who had 

ld, and not in the interest of the poopie. Sir, when the Secre- 
fare issued that call, which 1 have here and which said that the 
Treasury Department would accept bids for a parios of thirty 
days and that the bonds would be sold to the highest bidder, an 
citizen of this Republic or any other country had a right to bid, 
and I say he faithfully discharged his duty in the premises, and 
any criticism of his conduct is simply captious. You want to 
investigate his conduct. What is there to investigate about it? 
If he had pursued the contrary course, if he had required gold to 
be deposited in advance as security, if he had required bonds to 
be given of every man who wanted to bid, then it would have 


been claimed that the proposal was for the benefit of the rich and 
of syndicates and of Wall street and of the bad men who live in 
New York. No, no. Mr. President, the tronble with these critics 
is that they act upon the principle of damned if you do and 
damned if you don't.“ Nothing suits them. It is one grand 
tirade all the time against the finances of the country. You can 
not satisfy them with anything that is done. You can not expect 
to deprive them of their grievances, as that would be the greatest 
calamity that could befall them. 

The next is the third ground. Before I quote parts of that I 
wish to read the popular loan call, in aay Ams the words 
42 Department,” which I will ask the Secretary to read. 
It shows just what the terms were, showing that they were open 
and free to everybody from Colorado to Florida, from Florida to 
Maine, from Maine to California. Any citizen, whether he had a 
dollar or expected to have, had a right to bid for the bonds—to 
bid any price he pleased for that Hd Se 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascoin the chair). At the 
request of the Senator from New York, the paper will be read by 
the Secretary in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 8 OF THE SECRETARY, 


‘ashington, January 6, 1896. 
Notice is hereby given that sealed oe ed be received at the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, at Was. D. C., until E o'clock m. on 
Wednesday, the 5th day of February, 180%, for the purchase of $100,000,000 of 
United States 4 cent or red coupon bonds, in denominations of $0 
that sum, as may be desired by bidders. Theright to reject 
ids is reserved. 
ds will be dated on the Ist day of February, 18%, and be payable in 
coin thirty years after that ong er will bear interest at 4 per cent per an- 
num, payable quarterly in coin, but all coupons maturing on and before 
Ist day of February. 1506, will be detached, and p rs will be requ 
to pay in United States gold coin or gold certificates for the bonds awarded 
to them and all interest accrued thereon after the lst day of Fe 1826, 
up to the time of application for delivery. 
yments for the bonds must be made at the Treasury of the United 
States at W. D. G., or at the United States subtreasuries at New 
York, Boston, P elphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati. Chicago. z ne or 
New Orleans, or they may be made at San Francisco, with exchange on New 
York, and all bids must state what denominations of bonds are desired, and 
whether coupon or red, and at what place they will be paid for. 
Payments may be made by installments, as follows: Twenty per cont 
upon es H of notice of acceptance of bids, and 20 per cent at the erd of 
each ten days thereafter; but all accep bidders may pay the whole 
amount at the date of the first installment, and those who have paid all in- 
stallments . may pay, the whole amount of their bids at 
any time, not later t the maturity of the last installment. 
he bonds will be ready for delivery on or before the 15th day of February, 


Notice is further hereby given that if the issue and sale of an additional 
or different form of bond for the maintenance of the gold reserve shall be 
authorized by law before the 5th day of February, 189%, sealed proposals for 
the purchase of such bonds will also be received at the same time and pl 
and up to the same date and upon the same terms and conditions herein se 
forth, and such bids will be considered as well as the bids for the 4 per cent 
bonds herein mentioned, 


. G, CAR 
ey of n 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the statement just read shows the 
care with which the Secretary of the Treasury hedged around the 
proposals in order that the bonds might bring the largest sum 
sible. I have no patience, sir, with the self-constituted financiers 
and critics who attempt to pick out here and there a flaw in some 
proposals for the purchase of $100,000,000 of bonds. Of course 
they would have done it differently. Men who never made a loan 
of 85.000 in their lives are perfectly confident of their ability to 
dictate the precise terms in which a great Government proposal 
should be made, I have heard men say that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should do this and the Secretary of the Treasury should 
do that. These men would solve Sio 8 75 financial problem with- 
out any trouble, without any difficulty, without any experience. 

Mr. ident, the proposal which has been read here was fair; 
it was in accordance with the statute; it was in the interest of 
public bidders; it was in the interest of the great public; it was 
in the interest of every man,no matter how poor or humble, who 
3 that he had some money that he wanted to invest in 

mds. 


The next question to which I want to call the attention of the 
Senate is that the Senator from Massachusetts says that the reso- 
lution ought to be passed, so that we may know what has been 
done with the proceeds of bond sales. 

In the few remarks I made the other day in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts I stated then, and I Pe ba it, if you 
really want such information read the reports of the Secretary of 
the ury, read the daily financial statements made. I am 
tempted to say that a Senator who does not know what has been 
done with the proceeds of the bonds is almost unworthy or incom- 

tent to sit in the Senate. There are some men who are credu- 

ous enongh to suppose the Secretary of the Treasury could take 
and di of a few million dollars and pocket them, and that 
nobody would discover it; that all this conld be done under onr 
Treasury system and no one would be the wiser. The reports of the 
5 the Treasury show what has become of the avails of the 
72 5 
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Then, next, the same Senator doubts as to whether the Secre- 
tary has the right to use the proceeds for the current expenses. 
Iam not going to thrash that old question over again. I have 
said before, and I repeat, the act of 1875, taken in connection with 
the act of 1878, requires the moneys in the Treasury to be paid out: 
it requires the nbacks to be reissued; it requires them to be 
kept in circulation, and they can not be kept in circulation except 
by paying them out for the legitimate expenses of the Govern- 


ment. e Secretary of the Tr can not keep greenbacks 
in circulation by hoarding them A nor can he legally 
place them in bushel baskets and give to every man what he 
wants. The theory of the act of 1878 is that the greenbacks are 
to be kept in circulation by using them for money in payment of 
iy ep) expenses. 

. VILAS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
call his attention to a point that I do not think has been considered 
. this part of the debate? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VILAS. Whenever Congress makes an appropriation it 
enacts a law, and whenever Congress enacts a law directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay money out of the Treasury that 
law, as a later one, overrules the prior laws in respect to the man- 
ner in which the money is obtained. It is then a new and subse- 
quent and, so far as is sem i. a repealin direction to him to 
pay out the money which may then be in the Treasury; and thers- 
after, whatever argument might be made upon those original 
laws, if limited to them alone in respect to the use of the money, 
is entirely changed when Congress enacts new laws directing the 
Secretary of the Treas to pay out money for particular ends, 
which money he has in the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLS. Not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. VILAS. Not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HILL. The position stated by the Senator from Wisconsin 
is the correct one. All he stated is undoubtedly true. But now, 
for the information of those who may read my remarks in the 
RECORD, and for the benefit of the country at large, I want to in- 
corporate in my remarks a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury of date January 11, 1896, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate. showing the exact legal status of what is known as 
the gold reserve, which I will ask the Secretary to read. It is a 
document of the Senate, but Senators rise in their places and in 
debates make statements as though they had never heard of the 
very facts which have been put before them in official records 
time and time again. None are so blind as those who will not 
see: none so deaf as those who will not hear. t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
paper will be read. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1896. 


rn: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution, 
dated instant, as follows: 
“ Resolved, That the Secre of the Treasu 


coin, or 


was osi 2 not esta act of Congress, state by what 
authority, if any, it was estab! m 

In reply thereto, the Senate is ly informed that at no time since 
the estab ent of the so-called gold reserve has the sum of $100,000, or 
any other set apart from the general cash in the 


or for the redemption of any other form of paper prone J for which the Uni 
tes u 


States ís liable. There no provision of law ng u separate fund or 
te account to be kept, and all moneys received into the Treasury, from 
whatever source, are deposited in the general cash. The fund for the re- 


u him. 
1877 and 1878. United States 4 


sold for resumption pu in 187 r cent an: 
25 cent bonds to the amount of 5 5. 7 U. A, and deposit roceeds, 
00,000 in gold. in th neral cash in the Treasury. with other 


0 ol 
which had been Teceivedas surplus revenues, constituted the fund 8 
and provided by the Secretary of the Treasury for the redemption directed 
in the act of January 14, 1875. 

The existence of the reserve fund was generally recognized from the time 
of its estallisiment, as above stated, and one of the measures adopted by the 
Secretary of tue Treasury to prevent its unnecessary depletion was the di 
continuance of the issue of gold certificates authorized by the act of 
March 3, 1803, This act authorized, but did not direct, such issue. 

Some convenience resulted from this discontinuance, and by section 12 
of the bank act of July 12, 1882, the Secretary was authorized and directed to 
receive deposits of goid coin and bullion and to issue certificates therefor; 
but it was provided “that the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the 
issue of such gold certificates whenever the amount of gai coin and gold 
bullion in the Treasury reserved for the redemption of United States notes 
falis below 5100, 000, 000.7 

No other reference to the reserve fund is contained in the laws of the 
United States. 

Very respectfully, yours, J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, that communication of the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury correctly states the condition of what is 
known as the gold reserve fund; it correctly states the law appli- 
cable to it, and the circumstances surrounding it. I need not 
reiterate the statement that no one has claimed any authority on 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury to sell bonds for the pur- 
pose of realizing moneys to pay currentexpenses. Under the act 
of 1875 the Secretary of the Treasury has a right to issue bonds 
for the p of obtaining gold. The gold is placed in the 
Treasury. hen backs are presented, they are presented 
for redemption. The gold is paid out in redemption, and the 
greenbacks are thereby placed in the Treasury, and when Con- 
gress makes an appropriation of moneys the Secretary pays out 
whatever moneys there are in the Treasury and meets the appro- 
priation. There is no other course left tohim. No Senator has 
marked out any other practicable course. 

The next ground stated by the Senator from Massachusetts is: 
Sixth,“ We want to see what legislation may be necessary.” 
Yet the resolution does not say anything about inquiring about 
legislation. There is no suggestion in the resolution to the end 
that a report by bill or otherwise shall be made. No one hassug- 
gested any legislation here. Noneiscontemplated. It is an after- 
thought. According to the views of some Senators it is proposed 
to have this investigation over within ten days. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, no Senator can justify his conscience in voting for this reso- 
lution upon soy theory that he wants information for the purpose 
of leading to additional legislation. 

Seventh, he doubts Whether there has been any necessity for 
the issuing of bonds to support the gold reserve.” He says that 
in his remarks to be found on page 4470 of the RECORD. e says 
sufficient revenue would have prevented any necessity for the issu- 
ing of gold bonds, but the difficulty with the situation is that 
there was not adequate revenue; there was not revenue sufficient 
to prevent distrust and the presentation of greenbacks and their 

emption in gold. 

Those who criticise the Secretary of the Treasury for issuing 
bonds have nothing to suggest as a practical remedy. Some ven- 
ture to say that the Secretary should have redeemed in silver 
and that involves the whole great question of the propriety of 
maintaining the parity of gold and silver. I am not going to 
waste words with those who criticise the Secretary of the Freusu 
because they think he ought to have paid ont silver instead of gold. 

Mr. President, the mback dollar for ordinary pu is 
kept as good as the gold dollar. I think that is so main! sh Paintin 
by the system of our nt Administration its officials readily 
exchange the greenbacks for the gold dollar, They have kept by 
this system a parity between the currency. Ido not know but 
such parity might have obtained if another course had been pur- 
sued. That is only a matter of speculation. I know of no other 
practical way to maintain the parity of currency except to be 
always ready to redeem your paper money issued with your 
stan money, or else your standard is repudiated. 

In these remarks I am not to be led into a discussion of the 
whole course pursued by the Secretary of the Treasury during the 
present Administration. I cansimply point to the fact that under 
previous Administrations, without regard to party, the parity of 
the currency has been maintained by always paying gold upon the 
3555 of paper. It may well be contended that the way to 

eep your currency with a standard is always to be ready to pay 
in standard money. If you are always ready to pay, people may 
not always want thestandard; but the proper way to maintain the 
parity, in my judgment, seems always to be ready to pay in the 
standard money. 

Mr. GRAY. What other way is there? 

Mr. HILL. I do not know of any other way; perhaps some 
sort of legerdemain; perhaps pay in some inferior currency. 

Mr. President. Senators forget what took place before 1879. be- 
fore the resumption act went into effect. What made the differ- 
ence in valuein the markets between the old greenback currency 
and the gold dollar prior to 1879? The gold dollar was worth a 
large percentage more than the greenback dollar, or the greenback 
dollar was worth so much less, whichever way you put it. The 
way to make resumption a success was by the payment of your 
standard money in the place of your paper money. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would the Senator from New York object if 
I should ask him what is the standard money of the contract as 
shown in our bonds and in all our public obligations? Is it the 
standard mage pth of the law of the United States, or is it the stand- 
ard money of the contract? 

Mr. HILL. Standard money is fixed by law. You can makea 
contract, however, to pay in any other kind of money you please, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam speaking of the contract as we made it, 
to pay in coin of the United States as it was of value on a certain 
date. Is that the standard money in which the payment is to be 
made, or is it some other standard? 

Mr. L. That presents a mixed question of law and policy. 
The payment of bonds according to the strict letter of the con- 
tract is one thing, while the redemption of our paper currency is 
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another. I hope to discuss that question more fully before I fin- 
ish my remarks. I propose to show just what was the currency 


when our bonds were signed and what it was understood that 
those bonds would be paid in. The paymentof bonds is one thing 
and the redemption of currency is another. I want now to dis- 
cuss further the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
do not wish to be diverted from that point. 

Mr. President, I do not have to convince the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that under the act of 1875 the Secretary of the 
has authority to issue bonds. The Senator says the Secretary of 
the Treasury unquestionably had the power to issue bonds under 
the act of 1875, and then he goes further and claims that he had 
the same right to issue bonds under the law of 1890 to secure gold 
to redeem the Treasury notes issued thereunder; and he says— 
now I quote what the Senator from Massachusetts said: 

I voted for the statute of 1890 on that ground, and on that ground alone, 
and should not have voted for what was known as the Sherman Act except 
that it gave that great and additional security, as I understood it, to the 
credit of the Government. 


I have heard a great many reasons given why Republican Sen- 
ators voted for the Sherman law of 1890. Some of them voted for 
it to prevent the passage of a worse statute; some of them voted 
for it for the purpose of preventing the free coinage of silver; 
some have given one reason and some have given another; but it 
remained for the Senator from Massachusetts to say that he voted 
for it because under the statute of 1890 the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had the right to issue bonds for the purpose of procuring gold 
with which to maintain the parity of our money. There is consid- 
erable doubt about that, in my judgment. ere is no express 
authority for it under that act; and if the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has the right to issue bonds under the act of 1890 it must be 
done under the general authority to maintain the parity of the 
currency, and upon no other provision. : 

Mr. President, I am not intending at this moment to especially 
antagonize that pane but lam simply going to cite the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts for the purpose of showing 
how he was driven into this position in order to support the pres- 
ent resolution. There is considerable doubt, an concede it, 
whether, under the statute of 1890, the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the right to issue bonds for the purpose of the redemption of 
the notes authorized under that statute. There is no express 
authority, and, if it can be done at all, it must be done under gen- 
eral authority, and yet the Senator from Massachusetts says it 
was because of that great additional authority under that act 
that he voted for the Sherman law of 1890. So much for that. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has not issued any bonds under 
the act of 1890, and has not claimed to have the power to do so 
under that act, and he does not assert, as I understand, a general 
authority to issue bonds for the purpose only of maintaining the 
parity of the currency. Iam not prepared to argue that he can 
go to that length. The Senator from husetts says, how- 
ever, that he can, and claims that that was the very ground upon 
which he voted for that act. It is an abstract question, it is true, 
and I note it simply for the parpors of showing that in his advo- 
cacy of this resolution he goes further than any man who has de- 
fended the bond issues has yet gone. When the Secretary of the 
Treasury has 5 to issue bonds under the act of 1890 for 
the pu e of maintaining the parity of the currency, and that 
alone, then, sir, it will be time enough to discuss that question; 
it is now, however, premature and unnecessary. 

Finally, the Senator from Massachusetts is going to vote for 
some such resolution as that of the Senator from Kansas because 
of the assurance of the Senator from Kansas that he intends no 
reflection upon the Secretary of the Treasury. When the distin- 
guished Senator from Kansas first addressed the Senate he said he 
presented grave allegations of wrong, and his resolution insinu- 
ated that some of the officials of the Government had been toing 
something unlawful. If that were so, it presented some groun: 
for action; but the other day durig the discussion the Senator 
from Kansas assured the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
cast no refiection upon the Secretary of the Treasury and no re- 
flection upon the President of the United States, and he struck 
out of the resolution those insinuations which really constituted 
the 5 ground upon which the resolution for investigation 
was b. . So now, Mr. President, having stricken out those 
offensive 8 the investigation is to be had without any 
ground whatever for it, with no allegation of misconduct, and we 
are going to have an investigation simply for the purpose of an 
investigation, and that is all. 

I commented the other day upon how ingeniously the Senator 
had worded the resolution so as to inquire as to whether any offi- 
cer of the Government had received any commissions upon the 
bond sales, had received any moneys, or had any interest in the 
bond sales, and all that sort of thing. If any Senator here will 
rise in his place and give us some tangible charge, supported by 
some evidence against the Secretary of the Treasury, I shall then 
vote for the investigation. While I have a reasonable share of 
confidence in my brother Senators, I am not willing to establi 


the pernicious precedent, especially when a resolution comes from 

an antagonist of an existing Administration, of voting for what- 

ever investigation may be by any Senator. 

dent which will surely return to plague 
Mr. GRAY. May 


us. 
ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. GRAY. I have j ust listened to the assertion of the Senator 
that everything had been removed from the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas that contained an aspersion upon the character 
of the officers of the Administration concerned in this matter of 
the bond sale. 

Mr GHA. "What inet man cue 

r. AV. at does this language mean inning on line 
21 of the second page of the 5 é F 

Whether any officer of the Government, or any person or persons for such 
officer, and on his behalf, and in his personal interest, and with his knowl- 
edge or consent, ente: into any contract, agreement, or arrangement, 
directly or indirectly, with any person or persons, partnership, corporation, 
58 9 for the p of affecting the price ettared oF to be 
offered for said bonds, or any of them, with the intent and expectation to 
reeeive commission or personal rew: by reason of such contract, agree- 
ment or arrangement; whether such con or ent had any and 
what effect on the prices offered for the bonds, what the effect was, and who, 
if any person, profited by it, and to what extent. 

That seems to me a very grave aspersion, by indirection, on 
somebody; and, if it be so, clearly there is an im ropriety in the 
Senate instituting an investigation which may lead to an impeach- 
ment, and ought to lead to an impeachment if the charges are 
sustained. 

Mr. HILL. I will come to that in time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Delaware that that language is not in the pending reso- 


lution. 
I asked the Senator 


Mr. GRAY. I asked for information. 
whether that was so or not. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Secretary please read the words which 
have been stricken out, so that we may understand precisely what 
we are discussing? Ithink the Senator from Kansas has stricken 
out the only ground upon which it was possible to predicate an 
inyestigation. If he does not charge anything to reflect upon any- 
3 5 what do we want an investigation for? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The following language has been stricken 


It is a prece- 


The SECRETARY. 
from the resolution: 

And the profits made or to be made by such syndicate or 
sons connected with such syndicate, Aurel orkadirectly, whether any oost 
of the Government, or any person or persons for such officer, and on his be- 
half, and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge or consent, entered 
into any contract, agreement, or ent, directly or indirectly, with 
any person or persons, partnership, corporation, com: or syndicate, for 
the pu of affecting the price offered or to o for said bonds, or 
any of them, with the intent and expectation to receive commission or per- 
sonal reward by reason of such contract, agreement, or arrangement. 

Mr. HILL. In other words, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Kansas has stricken out of his resolution all the direct and indi- 
rect allegations of misconduct, and has eliminated from it the 
very insinuations which made it possible to desire or require an 
investigation, at least an inte nt investigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
I have read the resolution, and I did not know that that latter 
part had been stricken out. 

Mr. HILL. I knew some change had been made in the resolu- 
tion, and was not exactly certain of the precise words which had 
been stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have now the recent copy. To what clause 
= = raouan as it stands does the Senator from New York 
objec 

Mr. HILL. The offensive part of the resolution has been elim- 
inated during this debate. 

Mr. SHER Then what is the objection to asking for this 
information? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator was not here before when I proceeded 
in detail to discuss these offensive insinuations, as I claim they 
were, against officers of the Government. They have now been 
stricken out. I beg to inform the Senator from Ohio that this 
proceeding is not a mere asking for information,” but a proposi- 
tion for a formal investigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see, then, what objection the Sena- 
tor can make to the resolution. I do not want to pass a resolution 
that is offensive to the Secretary of the Treasury or that charges 
him with any wrongdoing, because I do not believe he has com- 
mitted any, except, perhaps, in the manner of doing business. 
But I do not see any objection that a dae can have to an exam- 
ination of the kind stated now, with the offensive provisions 
eliminated. 

Mr. HILL. Then, Mr. President, I will simply congratulate 
the Senate and the country that this debate has led to the elimi- 
nation of the objectionable features contained in the resolution. 
It looked at one time as though the Senate was anxious to throw 
mud; it looked at one time as though the Senate did not seem to 
care what this resolution contained, provided it was only an attack 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4781 


upon the Secretary of the Treasury. Therefore I say it is the de- 
bate, and nothing else, which has caused these words to be stricken 
out; no one has attempted to defend them. The Senator from 
Kansas himself made a few remarks at the outset, and other Sena- 
tors also, when they discussed the resolution as it originally stood 


indul in all sorts of loose and general charges; and the Senator 
from has eliminated those offensive provisions during this 
discussion 


I have no objection, so far as I am personally concerned, to hay- 
ing my personal conduct in this Senate investigated, and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio would have no personal objection if some Senator 
should rise and ask to have his conduct investigated. I have no 
particular objection to my private letters and papers being exam- 
ined by anybody, so far as having any fear of any reflection being 
cast upon me; but, sir, I am not going to permit my private let- 
ters and papers to be examined at the instance of every man who 
comes along who wants to know about them. What is true about 
one’s prve affairs is also true about public affairs. Investiga- 
tion should not be instituted for the mere asking. 

I do not concede that it is the duty of this Senate to make this 
investigation; and before I get through Iam going to show that 
the Senate should treat John G. Carlisle as a Democratic Congress 
treated JoHN SHERMAN of Ohio. When information was wanted 
about bond sales they courteously invited him to appear before 
them. He accepted their invitation and went before them; he 
explained the matter properly and fully. Iam coming to all that 
before I get through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that a resolution did impugn 
the conduct of the then Secretary of the Treasury, myself, at that 
time. I deemed it my duty not only to meet the charge or impu- 
tation made in the resolution, but demanded that the proper com- 
mittee should investigate it, and I went before that committee. 
The Senator 9 aware that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, bya law which existed from the time of Alexander Ham- 
ilton, can be summoned before either House of Congress and ma 
be brought here into our presence and examined orally, and he is 
required to appear in case he is so summoned, as he has been over 
and over summoned before committees of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. I am aware of that custom; I am aware of that 
power, substantially as stated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That law is still standing. 

Mr. HILL. And I am going to argue before I get through that 
that is the course the Finance Committee of this Senate should 
have pursued. It is proposed here to usurp that function which 
properly belongs to the Committee on Finance, who have charge 

f the PARTIE of the Government, and also to ignore the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, who have 
charge of such questions there, and where a proper investigation 
could be made more appropria ey than here under our Constitu- 
tion; and it is proposed to dignify this investigation with a special 
committee appointed by the te. 

We have witnessed the principle of evolution since this debate 
began. What was the first resolution introduced? The Senator 
from Ohio has not forgotten it. It provided for a special com- 
mittee of five members vif aren two from each of the great par- 
ties, and a Populist member was to be recognized as one—that 
was all—a committee to be divided, two and two, and one Popu- 
list, the opposition to the Democratic party having the majority. 
That was the theory of this resolution. t has now been elim- 
inated, leaving the investigation to be made by a committee of 
Senators to be appointed by the Vice-President. - 

I do not know whether the Senate proposes to pass the resolution 
inthis form or not. I heard the distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris], when the resolution was first discussed, say, 
substantially, ‘‘ I shall oppose every investigation here which see 
to have this matter investigated by a special committee.” Then 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] moved to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Finance, and that motion is now pending. 

Now, Mr. President, I again assert—and I might as well spe: 
of this question right here as at any other time—that if the Finance 
Committee of this body wants any information in regard to the 
affairs of the Treasury, let them send a respectful summons to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and he will appear before them. If 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
desire any information on the subject, let that committee send a 
courteous note to the Secretary of the Treasury and ask him to 


appear. 

Mr. enen i * If I do rat 1 ae Senator, I will 0 1 ce 
very si cant language of the act of Congress, approv 
tember 2, 1789, on this subject. 

Mr. HILL. I will ask the Senator to read it, so that it may go 
into the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That act provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is— 
to make report and give information to either branch of the legisiature, 
in person or in writing (as he may be required), ting all matters re- 
ferred to him by the Senate or House of Rupresentatives, or which shall ap- 

rtain to his office; and generally to ‘orm all such services relative to the 

as he shall be directed to ‘orm. 


It was one of the peculiar features of the organization of the 
Treasury Department that it was to be subject to the two Houses 
of Congress, and that the Secretary of the Treasury might be sum- 
moned before the committees and summoned before either the 
Senate or the House of Representatives and be examined orally or 
in writing, and be required to give information pertaining to the 
affairs of his Department. I believe the Tr ent is 
the only Department of the Government that is thus d under 
the surveillance of both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely, and that is the very reason I intended 
to argue before I completed my remarks why this proceeding 
was an unusual and an extraordinary one, because ample power 
exists in the very method pointed out in the statute, namely, by 
asking for the information desired from this Department of the 
Government, an entirely different thing from formally authoriz- 
ing a ial committee to prosecute an investigation into the con- 
duct of the Secretary of the Treasury, where he is to be examined 
on oath with Tom, Dick, and Harry on the questions involved. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis whatI was going to remark, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. „ 

Mr. GRAY. The law read by the Senator from Ohio does con- 
template the closest and most intimate relations between the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress, and that he may be called upon at all times for information 
in regard to the financial condition of the country; but the exist- 
ence of that very law emphasizes the impropriety, the gross impro- 
priety, of such a resolution as this. That law assumes in advance 
that a Secretary of the Treasury would be of such character as 
would make a communication from him to a committee, where 
a respectful request has been communicated, always sufficient to 
inform either House of Congress as to the exact point inquired 
about. This resolution passes by that law while it stands upon 
the statute book and assumes, and has to assume, that such an 
inquiry and such a request would be disr ed or would not 
bring a frank and honest answer, and therefore it is pr to 
do what? Toinvestigate; nottoaskaquestion. ‘‘ Investigate” is 
a term which carries with it a reproach in such a resolution as this, 

Mr. HILL. They propose to Ni, EE 

Mr. GORDON. ill the Senator allow me to make an addi- 
tional suggestion? 

Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. GORDON. This law contemplates not only that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may be called upon to make written com- 
munications, but he may be called in person. Surely it is ample 
enough in all of its provisions and in all of its to meet 
every TS case that can arise. 

Mr. HILL. I agree with the distinguished Senators who have 
just submitted remarks. But that was not the programme laid 
out for us here. Wecan not forget or overlook the features of 
this investigation as first pro It was a i scheme. 
There was to be just au equilibrium with eac 3 the 
Populists were to have the additional odd man. e ocrats 
were to be in the minority. 

As I was proceeding to remark, I have ordinarily no objection 
to a man’s private or official business affairs being disel ; but, 
sir, I would resent any attempt to compel a disclosure offensively. 
In the Senate, I know, Mr. President, there are Senators who argue 
to the contrary; I know there are Senators who say that every- 
thing should be investigated which anyone regards as suspicious; 
that it is cowardly not to do so. I repeat, on the other hand, it is 
moral cowardice when the Senate dares not stand up and say that 
there is no necessity for these senseless and unmeritorious in- 


quiries. 

If, I repeat, any Senator will rise in his place and make some 
definite, tangible charge about anything upon which the Senate 
needs information, then let us have the investigation; but having 
originally opposed this resolution in its first form, I do not pro- 
pose, if I can help it, to have the authors of this lution at the 
conclusion of this investigation say: ‘‘Well, we did not charge 
anything; we did not expect it to amount to anything; we did not 
say that the President had done wrong; we did not say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had done wrong; we 1 wanted an 
investigation, and that was all there was of it.“ I do not believe 
in that way of conducting official business. I believe that this 
Senate should not dignify the idle, loose talk that we hear in the 
Senate and on the streets and read in the newspapers by passing 
resolutions for investigations of such unfounded matters. 

Secre Carlisle believes in the gold standard. So do the ma- 
jority on the other side of the Cham I need not say that the 
majority of the people are of the same view, but the Representa- 
tives, fresh from the people, in the other House of Congress, re- 
cently expressed their sentiments upon this subject and refused 
to vote for the free and unlimited coinage of silver under existing 
conditions, But because there are others who differ from Mr. 
Carlisle, and honestly differ, I concede, is it necessary to join in 


a crusade against him? Is he to be picked out asa subject of 


investigation in this offensive manner? We can imagine how this 
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poroa investigation, if ordered, will be heralded in the head- 
AN es of ae newspapers. ran not pere to 8 antagonize 

ene ; 1 am not here especially to condemn or criticise 
them, but they naturally like sensations. ae 


What will the average reader understand when you 
resolution? He will believe that the Senate thought there was 
something wrong in the issuance of those bonds, some fraud, 
some i ity, some wrongdoing, something that has been 
sought to be covered up, something by which millions of dollars 
have been squandered, millions of do have been stolen, mil- 
lions of dollars have disappeared, and that somebody has inprop- 
erly made a great fortune out of the transaction. 

Mr. President, it is i the imputations which such a pro- 
ceeding inevitably implies that I protest. The proposed action is 
unworthy of the Senate. 

As I said before, and I need not repeat it, I do not take this po- 
sition because of any ial relations I have with Secre Car- 
lisle. I have none. ose who know me in this Senate know I 
would take the saie pomson if a Republican Secretary of the 
Treasury were involved. I favored the ordinary resolution of in- 

uiry in regard to the national banks which the Senator from 
set offered in 1893. The Senator from Massachusetts and 
other Senators op it. That was an ordinary, simple, cour- 
teous resolution which it was 3 to pass, but which never has 
been passed, a resolution simply asking for information. I have 
always favored such resolutions and aaya will. That is one 
thing; but I do not believe in dignifying by an investigation a 
proceeding of this kind. 

What 1 5 3 aes in the 3 with an 28 

tion? e idea is t there is som „something 
— 8 


icious, something i ar, something 
Mr. President, has it not been the custom of the Senate to refuse 
to authorize ial committees? I so affirm. I have no doubt 


the President of the Senate would appoint a fair committee. I 
have no question about it. But that is not the point. You have 
the Finance Committee, which has charge of and is familiar with 
financial subjects. The statute already read by the Senator from 
Ohio shows that the Finance Committee has ample power to 
summon the Secretary of the Treasury before it in the usual and 
ordinary way provided vi the statute. If you want any informa- 
tion the Secretary of the Treasury will cheerfully furnish it. 

§ ing in reference to Mr. Carlisle, I nunpiy pay it ought not 
to be necessary to urge our Democratic party friends to treat a 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury as we would treat a Re- 
publican Secretary of the Treasury. Disagree with him as we 
may about the financial question, that is another thing. But it is 
unwise, it is foolish, from a party standpoint, to pass the resolution. 

It is seriously proposed to examine all the bond sales. The first 
two bond sales are to be investigated. What is the objection to 
the first two bond sales? They were substantially popular loans; 
the people were authorized to bid. Subscriptions were asked. 
The people bid. Syndicates were formed, as they had a right to 
be formed. A portion of the bonds went to what are called the 
people proper and a portion to the syndicate, so called. They 
were both virtually popular loans. There was no difficulty abont 
them. Nobody makes any complaints against them. Yet they 
are to be investigated. 

I do not see why, simply because some fault has been found 
with what is called the syndicate bond sale, there should be any 
attempt to investigate the two } eigen bond sales. Why is 
this Administration singled out for investigation of all its bond 
sales? Why is not the pro l of Mr. Secretary Foster to sell 
bonds to be investigated? hy are not previous bond sales in 
the history of the Government to be investigated? If there is 
any yearning desire to know all about the transactions of the 
Treasury, let us go back to the bonds issued at the close of the 
war. Let previous Administrations be investigated. Let not the 
Senate proceed simply to investigate the present Administration 
as though bonds had never been issued before, as though the issue 
of bonds is a new thing, unprecedented in the history of the 
Government. 

Therefore I say if you are going to investigate the two first 
bond sales of $50,000,000 each vou will have to do it just because 

ou want to do it, and not because anyone makes an allegation of 
eee Nobody questioned them at the time. Some thought 
they were unnecessary. Some thought the Administration ought 
to have proceeded in a different way. They thought it was an 
effort for the maintenance of the gold standard, and that it was 
an 8 grand thing todo. That is all right. No investigation is 
needed in regard to matters of that kind. 

Next, we take the syndicate loan. There was nothing done 
secretly. The gold reserve was rapidly diminishing, and a crisis 
was at hand. Time was important. cede, if you please, that 
as terms a pank What were the eee trus unao 

President sent in a special message informing gress 
of the emergency, and Co did nothing. That message is 
. The ident concealed nothing from the 
country. He told the people that in his judgment the reserve 


should be replenished. He told them that the only way to do it 


effectually was by the issue of bonds. He told Con that if it 
did not want bonds issued it should pass some legislation. But 
eapon se brte ear rosingsi donatie oor 
a ce o egislation by gress, in absence of an 
direction upon the part of the lawmaking power, the President 
must proceed to execute existing law. I wish berate I get through 
to read the ial message, but I shall not stop now to do it. 

The President not only sent a special message to Congress, call- 
ing its attention to the crisis that then confronted the country; 
but in his su nent annual ere he stated the whole finan- 
cial situation. He accepted the responsibility. He shirked 
nothing. He did his duty as he understood it. He may be wrong 
from the silver standpoint. That is a different guenon. But, 
under the responsibility of his oath of office, understanding his 
dutyas he saw it, believing that the best interests of this conny. 
as well as existing law, required the maintenance of the gold 
standard and its policy, he saw fit to have the bonds issued. 0 
may differ with him as to the mere question of propriety. That 
does not present a question to be investigated. All the bonds 
could then have been floated at 3 per cent if Con 
willed it. Congress seemed to be afraid of gold, al 
whether rightfully or wrongfully, was conceded to be 

standard of value. 

hether the gold policy is wise or unwise is not the question. 
The fact of the legal existence of the -ngle gold standard confronts 
us, andit will remain such until it shail be eras (ar Senators who 
differ with the President have a right to in uce bills to cha: 
that standard. Senators have a right to argue that it ought to 
changed. Senators have a right to go to the national conventions 
and endeavor to induce their friends to change it as the 
policy of the party; but until it is e a duty confronts the 
Officials of the Government, and that duty they must proceed to 
discharge. It is unwise, it is ine: ient upon our part to indulge 
in senseless criticism of their conduct simply because we happen 
to differ with them, as some Senators may, upon the vital question 
of the gold policy or the silver policy. 

1 need not read now the syndicate contract that was made with 
M n and others of New York. The syndicate contract was 
specially valuable to the Government, because under its terms 
one-half of all the gold was to be procured from abroad. What 
do the facts show? They show that under the first two loans the 
gold that was used for purchase of bonds was drawn out of 
the Treasury on the pemon of greenbacks only a few days 
before. Therefore, when the bond sales were fully completed there 
was very little more gold in the Treasury than when they were 
started, because a large portion of the gold was drawn out of the 
Treasury with which to pay for the bonds. But the syndicate 
contract of February, 1895, was valuable to the Government be- 
cause one-half of all the gold was to be procured from abroad. I 
need not argue how it benefits the country to have the gold come 
in from abroad instead of taking it from our own Treasury. It is 
desirable as far as possible to sell our securities abroad in order 
that more money may come into the country. 

I know it is said that gold bonds ought not to have been issued. 
Yet, sir, we expect to pay in gold if gold is demanded, ly 
if any difference in value exists. As I understand it, true 
friends of silver have never asked that the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment or the creditors of the Government should be paid in 
depreciated currency. They expect—and that is their argument— 
that whenever the free coinage of silver shall be decreed, in the 
very near future there will be a 88 in fact as well as in law. 
That is the true theory of the silver men. But until that shall 
occur there can be no objection to the Government issuing its 
bonds, and there can be no objection to the Government insisting 
upon it that while the present standard of value remains the green- 
backs shall be redeemed in gold. 

The syndicate bond sale took place in February, 1895. No in- 
vestigation was then suggested. None was proposed. The coun- 
try was then familiar with the syndicate transaction. Some 
speeches were made against it, but no Senator rose in his pa 
and asked for an investigation. Nearly a year and a half has 
elapsed since the syndicate sale of 1895, and then all at once there 
is a zeal manifested for the of a resolution of investiga- 
tion. If the bond sale of 1895 was so irregular, if there was any- 
thing improper about it. if there was anything wrong about it, 
why did not some Senator then propose an investigation when it 
was fresh in the minds of the people? No. Mr. President: it is an 
afterthought. It is an outcome for use in the 5 polit- 
ical campaign. It is an effort of a combination here in the Sen- 
ate of Senators who want tothrow mud upon this Administration. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a moment or two? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I have a little local bill which I should like to 
have considered. It will take but a moment. 
pees PEFFER. I guess we had better proceed with the regular 

er. 
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Mr. NELSON. It is a little bill which the soldiers of St. Paul | fied him that on such a day, in accordance with the terms of the 

wish to have for Memorial Day. he was to one his first installment of gold: I think 
Mr. PEFFER. I think it would be better to proceed with the | it was 20 per cent. edid not fulfill. Hedid not respond. He 


ar order. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas objects. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator from Kansas would with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. I would then have to yield to some other Sen- 
ator. and it would lead to confusion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects 
to the consideration of the bill asked for by the Senator from 
Minnesota. The Senator from New York is entitled to the floor. 
are tly inj ee be tin pees the Btls r of 

injnred and delay passage e little bill o 
our friend the Senator from eee Everything now re- 
volves about the bond investigation. It is going to save the coun- 
try. It is going to vindicate those ho are urging it. The appro- 

iation bills must give way. Private must give way. 
ö aye give ee shading ~~ — — urgency 1 — 
assage of this extraordi resolution of in tion. 
Ta are so confident that the officials of the Government are to be 
ruined and injured that they can not wait even for a few minutes 
to baros prira bil passed. The result of it will be a disappoint- 
ment to those who are urging it. 

Third. Then came the recent loan, which has been called a 
popular loan. I do not know what real and substantive criticism 
can possibly be made in regard to that loan. I have answered 
some of the trivial criticisms. I have read the notice of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury showing the terms under which the loan 
was authorized. We have not forgotten the debate that took place 
on the Thursday preceding the issuing of the call for the popular 
loan. All that tors then wanted was a popular Joan. It was 
said the people were ready and eager to invest. It was repre- 
sented over and over again that the bonds of the Government 
could be sold at a rate which would be 8 to 2, 24, or 3 
per cent. I recently read the list of the bids to show how disap- 

inted were the expectations of those who made such predictions. 

ow, there are to be investigated not only the syndicate loan but 


the recent one. 

I have already answered the ition that the bonds should 
have been sold at a fixed price. I have already commented upon 
the fact that if the Secretary of the Treasury had authorized the 
bonds to be sold at a fixed price there would have been a clamor 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had attempted to prevent bonds 
being sold to the highest bidder, to the injury of the Government. 
I have already commented upon the fact that if he had insisted 
upon gold being deposited as security for the bid, or some other 
3 given, it would have been said he was injuring the poor 
man; that the poor man had a right to bid for bonds; that he 
ought not to be required to give any security. He could borrow 
the gold and get the bonds if he were so disposed. 

a fe the bond proposal or the call had provided that gold 
should not be procured from the Treasury. Iam inclined to think, 
from one point of view, it would have been wise enough, and that 
bids should not have been accepted from any bidder where the 

old could have been traced and shown to have come recentl 

om the Treasury. Suppose he had put in such a clause. I think 
it would have been a benefit tothe Government and saved it from 
the endless-chain operation. Butif the Secretary of the Treasury 
had placed in the call for the bonds such a clause, what then would 
have been the charge? ‘ Oh, it is unfair discrimination. A man 
who has his greenbacks paas away in his trunk locked up, or in 
his stocking. or in his safe has the right to take the greenbacks to 
the Treasury of the country and to get gold, and if he wants there- 
after to buy bonds he has a right to do it.” It would have been 
said that it was an unfair discrimination against the poor man; 
that the poor man had nothing but greenbacks; that those who 
had money stored away had only greenbacks, and greenbacks 
would enable them to get gold og gong to the Treasury. It 
strikes me that upon the whole the tary of the Treasury pur- 
sued the wise course. He left it open for everybody, whether he 
had gold. whether he had silver, or whether he had to get his green- 
backs. go to the Treasury, draw out the gold, and obtain the bonds. 

Need I comment further upon the fact that everyone had a chance 
at the bonds? Those who predicted that the bonds would be sold 
at a rate equal to 24 or 3 per cent interest were disappointed. The 
sum total of these bonds were sold at only a trifle less interest than 
the syndicate bonds, and under the syndicate contract one-half of 
the gold was to be procured out of the country. 

Among other bids was the bid called the Graves bid. The news- 
pa ers were filled with charges about the Graves bid. It was a 

id for $4,500,000 of bonds. It seems he did not have any money. 
He was an adventurer. But he made his bid. He made it under 
this ‘‘ free-for-all” entry, under the call that let in any man, sane, 
insane, poor, blind, halt, Tom, Dick,or Harry. Everybody could 
come in, whether he had a dollar or not. That was fair, because 
it prevented criticism. Mr. Graves bid. He did not have a dollar 
of gold. He bid, and his bid was accepted. The Treasury noti- 


was peddling his bonds, as the newspapere stated, all over Wall 
street. He was trying to get somebody to let him have the gold. 
But there happened to be a flurry in Wall street that day on ac- 
count of the war scare, and down went the market value of the 
bonds and he could not get anybody to let him have enough 
money, and he forfeited. 

Then what did he do? Messrs. Morgan & Co. had givenablanket 
bid to cover the whole amount. They were entitled, under the 
strict terms of that bid, to any bonds where the bidder failed. 
That is the legal, pro r, and just construction of the Morgan bid. 
What took place? This man Graves made a fuss about it. He 
went into the e i gebe issued his charges that he was improp- 
erly shut ont; that his bonds were irregularly given to the great 
syndicate formed by Morgan & Co. 

I do not p to unnecessarily drag into this matter an 
question of politics if I can avoid it. In the previous debate had 
here two months ago I explained to the country and to the Senate 
who Mr. Morgan is. There is not a member of his firm who is 
known to be a Democrat. They are strong Republicans and they 
aided the Republican cause in previous campaigns. They are 
business men. They are bankers; that is all. deal in Gov- 
ernment securities. They reorganize great railroac They take 
railroads any whére in this country—North, South, East, or West 
and reorganize them. They are men who have accumulated their 
millions, and, so far as I know, they have accumulated them hon- 
estly and fairly. They are men of high standing. The charge or 
insinuation is that in some way or other there is an undue inti- 
macy between the officers of the Government and this bankin 
concern. I have alluded to the fact in the previous debates h 
two months ago that Morgan & Co. are of the same firm that 
helped to float our bonds during the time of the war. There is 
nothing new about them. Neither the President of the United 
States nor Mr. Carlisle has any peculiar relations with those bank- 
ers a more than with any other banker throughout the country. 

Under the terms of the blanket bid, which covered all bids 
where there was a failure to take the bonds, Morgan & Co. ob- 
tained the 84. 500.000 of Graves’s bonds. Here is something tan- 
gible. If the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] had put into the 
resolution a clause for the investigation of that icular trans- 
action, saying it has been charged so and so, there would have 
been something definite to act upon. Here was the $4.500.000 bid, 
and the bonds were given to Morgan & Co. The answer is plain 
enongh. The other man failed to produce the gold, and they gave 
it to the next bidder who, in formal terms, was entitled to it. 
That is the answer toit. But the charge is enongh, if it is made 
specifically and definitely, to warrant somebody examining it. 

What did the House of Representatives do? On February 21, 
1896, in the House, which I subinit to the Senate is properly the 
body to investigate the subject,if an investigation is to be had, 
the resolution was offered which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secrvtary read as follows: 


Whereas it has been charged by William Graves, in a statement made by 
him and given to 8 press, that Hon. John G. Carlisle. the Secretary 


of the United States, has refused to deliver to said William 
Graves ani in bonds of tho United States at 115.3391 after having ac- 
cepted the bid of the said William Graves therefor at said figure, although 


the said William Graves has tendered the Secretary of the Treasury t. 

amount of said bid for said bonds in gold at the subtreasury in the chy of 
New York. and that the Secretary of the has awarded said bonds 
to J. P. Morgan & Co.. at a sum $200.0) less than the amount bid and ten- 
dered by the said William Graves: Therefore 


is. appropriated, out of any money in the con- 
tingent fund of the House, sum of $10.000. or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. to pay the expense of making the investigation hereby authorized. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, that resolution is legitimate and 
proper in form. It charges something; it alleges something dis- 
tinct; it specifies the precise ground that Mr. Carlisle refused to 
let Graves have the bonds. though it says he has tendered gold 
to the Treasury, it does not say when he tendered it. The reso- 
lution has never been acted upon in the other House. It stands 
there ready to be acted upon. If Mr. Carlisle has refused. arbi- 
trarily, willfully, improperly, to let a bidder have $4,500.000 of 
bonds, there is sufficient in that matter, of course. to justify the 
House of Representatives acting and taking cognizance of the 


matter. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
ask him a question for information? 

Mr. HILL. Certain! 


Mr. VEST. T take no special interest in: these charges se To 
the integrity of the Secretary of the Treasury, nor have I paid any 
attention to them. I do not believe them, But there isa part of 
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this transaction about which I have never been entirely satisfied. 
I mean as to the correct business relations between the parties, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury construed the law correctly 
or not. As I understand the facts—possibly I am wrong—the 
firm of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co., or this syndicate, made a bid 
for the whole $100,000,000? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. That bid was not accepted, I understand? 

Mr. HILL. It was not accepted asa whole in the first instance, 
because there were other bids to the amount of abont $60,000,000 
which were more favorable to the Government—higher bids. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the facts to be that a number of 
other bids were made which the Secretary of the Treasury found 
to be more favorable to the Treasury than the bid of J. Pierpont 
Morgan & Co.? 

Mr. HILL. Tes; to the extent I have stated. 

Mr. VEST. He then awarded these bids, and it turned out the 
8 were unable to furnish the gold for different reasons. 

en the Secretary of the Treasury, under what is called by the 
Senator from New York this blanket bid, turned over the 
unfulfilled bids to J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. Now, that seemed 
an extraordin. roceeding to me, unless there was a ific pro- 
vision that all the bids not taken for any reason should be given 
to J. Pi t Morgan & Co. I have always understood in regard 
to these Government biddings, and I think that obtains in all the 
Departments, that, when a bidder declines to 8 with the 
terms of the bidding, it is then an option with the Government 
whether it shall award to the next bidder or, if the market has 
made it more advantageous to the Government, then to put up 
the same bid for other action by other bidders. I understand it 
is the fact that after these parties, for one reason and another, re- 
fused to take these bids the bonds went up. I have no personal 
knowledge on the subject, of course; I do not know any of the 
parties who bid; but I have understood that young men and 
women who did not have a dollar put in bids, and then either 
sold them or got other parties to put in the gold and divide the 
rofits. But there were a large number of parties who could not 
8 the gold, and in the meantime the market went up. Was 
it not the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, as the trustee of 
an express trust, an official under the Government, to take ad- 


van of his right to put up the bonds to a better bid than that 
of J. Pi mt Morgan & Co.? 
Mr. What would have been the situation if the other 


bids were only half the amount of the hundred-million-dollar bid? 

Mr. VEST. He could then have gone on and put them up again 
until he sold the balance, unquestionably. If the Senator will 
pow me, I will make just one suggestion, because I am actuated 

y no feeling against the Administration nor the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as much as I differ with them in a great many re- 
ts. What would have been the result of the construction the 
retary of the Treasury has put upon this transaction? Sup- 
a man of immense means, like J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. or 
anderbilt, undertook to corner, you might say, $50,000,000 or 
$100,000,000 of bonds pot up to the highest bidder by the Govern- 
ment? All that would be necessary would be to put in a blanket 
bid at a low figure, and then send a number of impecunious men 
to make bids at larger 8 knowing that they could not put 
up the gold, and then, when they had failed to do so, come in and 
say: ‘* Bure is my blanket bid; that covers it at a lower figure, and 
I want those bonds.” 

I do not say that was the case here by any means. Iam opoe- 
ing as a lawyer and as a legislator, not as an individual. any 
practice could be guilty of such abuse as that it is a most dangerous 
one. Ihave always thought that the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought, when he found thirty-five or forty million dollars of bonds— 
I will not be accurate as t8 the exact amount—was not taken by 
the parties who had made bids that were accepted, he ought then 
to haye availed himself of the rise in the market and obtained a 
larger price for those bonds; and that was the duty of any trustee, 
whether he was a private trustee or a public one. 

Mr. HILL. I hope before this debate is over to put in the 
Recorp precisely the bid of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. 

Mr. T. Yes; I should like to see that. 

Mr. HILL. From that it will appear that the bid was in the 
from usual in business transactions of that character whereby 
they bid for the whole hundred millions, which, of course, included 
any part thereof, and any bids not taken by other bidders. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, allow me to ask him 
a question right there, for that is the gist of this whole matter. 
Sup when J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. put in those bids the 
bonds were worth 115. Sup that $50,000,000 of them were not 
taken by the parties who had bid, for one reason and another, and 
in five as 8 afterwards those bonds had gone up to 130. Does the 
Senator k that the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized 
to make a donation of the 15 per cent to J. Pierpont Morgan & 
Co. because they had chosen to incorporate in their bids an offer 
to take all bids that were not taken? Now, that is the whole of 
this question. 


Mr. HILL. The bid of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. was in the 
form usual in such transactions. I am not called upon to answer 
the hypothetical case of the Senator from Missouri. I will state 
further that of course the rejection of any and all bids is always 
reserved, and it was reserved here. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from New York to 
state that that is the usual offer, to take all the bids that are not 
complied with? 

Mr. HILL. Such bids are very os aes in large transactions. 
I do not say that Morgan's bid contained an express clause agreein 
to take all bids not Pac d with. That, however, was its bea 
effect. It was the next highest bid, and the Government was in 
5 5 bound to give the forfeited bonds to the next highest bidder. 

r. VEST. And the Secre of the Treasury holds that bid 
open until he sees how many other bids are not filled, and then 
gives that bidder the advantage of the rise in the market? 

Mr. HILL, No; he gives to each bidder just what he is entitled 
to in the first instance, and upon any forfeiture he then gives the 
next highest bidder the benefit of such forfeiture. That was 
legal as well as fair to everybody. 

r. VEST. What I stated is just what was done in this case, 

Mr. HILL. No; itis not what was done in this case. 

Mr. VEST. The market had gone up. 

Mr. HILL. The market had gone up on some days and was 
down on others. On the very day when the Graves bid was to be 
fulfilled by the payment of the gold the bonds in the market 
price were below what he bid for them. 

8 Sages They immediately went up the next day and con- 
u 


o up. 
Mr. HILL. That is very true, of course. The stock market 
varies from day to day. 
Mr. VEST. They of course went right up. It was only a tem- 
porary depression. 
Mr. HILL. The stock market, of course, in New York is like 


a stock market elsewhere; it can be manipulated; the men who 
have large quantities of gold or bonds can manipulateit. The fact 
conceded by all those who have investigated the transaction, con- 
ceded by the newspapers at the time, which detailed it accurately, 
was that the day before Graves had to pay his SAN on his bid 
his bonds were being peddled around New York. On that day 
the market went below, so that those bonds in the market were 
selling for less than the Graves bid. 

They might have kept going down. Of course the Secretary of 
the Treasury could have accepted the J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. 
bid, which was very near this amount, or he could have resold the 
bonds again at public sale. But in what a situation would the 
Secretary have been placed if he had refused the Morgan bid 
and then had readvertised and resold the bonds, and they had 
brought less than the Morgan bid in the market. 

Mr. VEST. Graves’s bid was not the only bid—— 

Mr. HILL. Graves's bid was not the only bid, of course. There 
was little or no complaint of any other bid. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon, but can the Senator tell the amount 
of bids not filled that J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. took under this 
blanket bid? 

Mr. HILL. Not very many. I will furnish the exact list to- 
morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I have seen it stated that there was a much larger 
amount than $4,500,000. 

Mr. HILL. Morgan & Co. had about $37,000,000 in round num- 
bers awarded to them in the first instance, and then they obtained 
$4,500,000 (the Graves bid) and about $237,000 more; that was all. 
I have read the resolution of the House of Representatives for the 
pare of showing that the real branch of the Government whose 

uty it is to investigate these matters, if there is any duty at all, 
proceeded with it, A resolution was introduced for this investi- 

ation, It never has been considered worthy of consideration. 

t never has been 1 ae ae up. It never has n discussed. It 
never has passed the y that has the power to act on the ques- 
tion with more propriety than we have. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the situation? Do we want to aid 
a lawsuit? A short time since Mr. Graves brought suit against 
the Secretary of the Treasury in this District. Mr. Carlisle ap- 
peared. put in his answer, put in his affidavit, and detailed this 
whole transaction. Not expecting this debate to be resumed this 
afternoon, I was in hopes of getting a copy of the affidavit and 
that answer. The answer was putin and verified. Theattorneys 
for Mr. Graves have been investigating the subject, and I am in- 
formed that this afternoon they withdrew the suit. It was wholly 
unfounded; they could not maintain it anywhere. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest a call of the Senate. I suggest 
that there is no aa on porn 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
motion does not require a quorum, the Chair will state. 

. MILLS. A motion to adjourn has preference, 

Mr. LODGE. Then I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I call for a division. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand for the yeas and 
nays seconded? 1 pause.] A sufficient number have not sec- 
onded the demand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire calls for a division on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 13, 
noes 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it, and the Sen- 
ate stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock, 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. MILLS. It does not require a quorum. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is not required to ad- 
journ. The Chair has declared the motion agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. That has been refused. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays were not or- 
dered, one-fifth of the Senators present not having seconded the 
call. The vote has been taken by a division and carried, and it 
has been declared by the Chair that the Senate stands adjourned 
until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The Senate thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 5, 1896, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, May 4, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read, corrected, 


and approved. 
CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privi- 

le FEIA I submit theconference report on Senate bill No. 888. 
e SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the Senate bill No. 888, an act to amend an 
act entitled “An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company.” approved 
March 2, 1895, having met, after full and free conference agree to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In on 
line 7, strike out the word“ for and insert“ have“; so thet the phrase shall 
read have common seal"; and that the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its ment to the second and fourth 
amendments of the House and ee to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its di ment to the third amendment of 
the House, and aroe to the same with the addition of the following proviso: 
“ Provided fur „That neither the Capital Railway company nor an 

other street railroad company in the District of Columbia be permitte: 
to run cars over any underground electric or cable road by a route or routes 
not specified in the charters of the respective roads and the amendments 
thereto except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted.” 

And that the ouse agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the fifth amendment of the 
Hons; and agree to the same with an amendment, so that section 4 shall read 
as follows: 

“That the portiors of the company’s routes from Con or Pencote 
Heights to Shepherds Landing, and from Good Hope to the District line, 

be completed within two years from the passage of this act: Provided, 
That failure tocomplete the portions of the routes mentioned in this section, 
and also failure to complete the extension on Eleventh street east, shall oper- 
ate to oa the authority to build said portions and shall not repeal the 
charter o 


said company.“ 
GEO. M. CURTIS. 
JAS. D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JAS. McMILLAN, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The amendment to the first amendment merely corrects a verbal error. 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the second and fourth amend- 
ments. 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the third amendment, and it 
is further provided that all street railroads be kept to routes authorized by 
their individual charters. 

The fifth amendment is to with the proviso that if the minor exten- 
sions are not completed wit two years then the routes of such extensions, 
but not the entire franchise, shall be forfeited. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this matter a question. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask whether the amendment pro- 
pes in the conference report whereby these roads are limited 

the use of the routes laid down in their own charters does not 
change . the legislation heretofore passed upon that 
subject? ere is a provision of law that where these roads coin- 
cide as to a part of their rona in order to avoid the multiplicity of 


tracks in the streets, such of as coincide shall be required to 
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use the tracks already constructed. Under this amendment I 


think this very wise provision will be repealed. Is that so? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It will be modified in this way, as I un- 
derstand: This is an amendment to the House amendment. The 
Metropolitan Company have put down an underground electric 
motive 1 as required by Congress, and at very heavy ex- 
pense. They claim that their connections are very delicate, being 
made of porcelain, and that the running of cars of other roads 
over their tracks, or any very heavy cars, would break the con- 
nection, and their engineer certifies in writing that it would be 
impossible to permit that without very serious injury. There- 
fore itis one that they must ask Congress for that authority 
if itis to iven, That is as I understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the legislation that is sought to 
be repealed in this peculiar way was secured only after a very 
earnest contest with the railway companies of this city. It was 
regarded at the time by the House as a matter of very great im- 

rtance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is Sey arranged for. It does 
not interfere with prior arrangements where they have that right 


ap nie a 
Mr. PBURN. It Is that section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not where they have that right, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will have that provision 
read 29 575 I think he will find that my statement is correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It does not interfere with them where 
ar have it in their charter. 

r. HEPBURN. No; but there is a general provision enacted 
by the last Congress giving a road that coincides with another 
road the right to use the tracks of that road, instead of duplicat- 
ing the tracks in the streets of the city. 

r. RICHARDSON, This amendment provides that they may 


still do it if yd consents to it. 
Mr. HEPBURN. In every instance it makes it necessary to 
come to Congress, instead of using the legislation which we have 


now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 remember the legislation to which the 
gentleman refers, and I do not object to it, but I will say to him 
that some of the roads are equipping themselves, or pro’ to 
equip themselves, with a very heavy motor, known as the com- 

ressed-air motor. The Eckington Company, for instance, are 

oing this. I mention that as one company which has already 
given notice that its purpose is to use that motive power. It was 
thought that that oompany ought to submit the right to do that 
to Congress before it could run upon these tracks, and Congress 
simply reserves the right in this amendment to give them the per- 
mission hereafter or to withhold it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then the gentleman does understand that 
this is in effect a zepon of the existing legislation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it would provide that they must 
come to Congress for the authority. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then it does repeal present legislation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say it is a modification of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is a repeal, is it not? If they have to get 
legislation hereafter, when they do not have to get it under pres- 
ent legislation, it certainly is a repeal of existing statutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. do not understand that it repeals it 
totally, but modifies it. It does not interfere with them where 
they have that right already, but hereafter if they want that right 
bec must get it through Congress. That is the idea. 

r. HEPBURN, at is not the at Boy of this amendment, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think you will find that it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the House will not adopt this portion 
of the conference rt. It is wrong. These companies fought 
very vigorously against this legislation, under the leadership of 
the gentleman, in the last House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. L ask to have the amendment again reported. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that portion of the 
amendment be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its d ment to the second and fourth 
amendments of the House and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disa; ment to the third amendment of 
the House and © to the same with the addition of the following proviso: 

“Provided further, That neither the Capital Railway Company nor any other 
street-railroad company in the District of Columbia shall be permitted to ran 
cars over oF underground electric or cabie road by a route or routes not 
specified in the charters of the respective roads and the amendments thereto, 
except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted.” 

And that the House agree to the same. 

Mr, HEPBURN. That is the provision that I refer to. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
conference committee have evidently exceeded their jurisdiction 
in undertaking, upon an act relating to a single railroad, to annex 
legislation in conference relating to all the railroads in the Dis- 
trict. They have clearly exceeded their jurisdiction. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Thisamendment provides that the Cap- 
ital Railway Company, the company we are chartering, and other 


companies not use the or shall not run their cars over 
the roads already chartered, the idea being of ecting the Met- 
ropolitan road use of the delicate eve by which it 
operates its s; 


stem. 
Mr. HEPBURN, The gentleman hasreference to one particular 
road. Was not this a charter in reference to one particular road? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; not exactly. It provides that this 
road shall connect with the Metropolitan and also with the Capi- 
tal Traction Company, which is the old Washington and George- 
town Company, and that there shall be a free system of transfers 
between them, but that they shall not run their cars on either of 


the other roads. 2 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him 
there? There is no provision for “connection” with either one of 
those railroads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And connection is not contem- 
plated. They are toapproach each other, and at the points of ap- 

roach there is a free-transfer system, but there is no connection. 
ere is no authorization in this bill for the Capital Company 
whereby its cars may be used upon either of these other roads. 
This provision is absolutely gratuitous, It has no connection 
whatever with the subject-matter of the bill, and it is an attempt 
in this insidious ag Sc repeal useful legislation that this House 
struggled over for = during the last Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise a point of order 
which will lie against this report. The committee of conference, 
in a bill having relation to the charter of one railroad has in- 
cluded legislation affecting all the other railroads. Idonot know 
whether that was done by the conference committee or in an 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is by a Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not done by committee of conference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is done on an amendment to a House 
amendment in conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The question is, is this amendment, whereby 
legislation is undertaken to a ply to all the railroads in this Dis- 
trict, an amendment put on by the Senate or proposed to be in- 
cluded by the committee of conference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was put on in the conference as an 
amendment to a House amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the conference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the conference. 

Now, I do not think the t of order is well taken, if the gen- 
tleman will pardon me. This road, when built, connects with 
these other roads. I do not agree with my friend from Iowa as to 
the effect of the bill. These roads do not coincide—that is, they 
do not run on each others’ lines; but they connect, all three of 
them, with the Capital Railway Company—that is, the Capital 
Traction Company, which is the old rgetown and Washing- 
ton, and the Metropolitan Company are mentioned. as connecting 
with that road; and the object primarily was to keep that road 
and all others off the Metropolitan road on account of the delicate 
a tus by which it is operated. 

ow, I do not understand that it interferes with the charter 
rights of the companies, but provido that hereafter the authority 
must be given by Congress, It does not interfere with those roads 
now, but it simply provides that hereafter the running of heavy 
cars over this delicate machinery shall not be granted on those 
roads without special authorization of Congress. I think that is 
ht, Mr. Speaker, and the gentleman from iowa will on me 
I think it is right because under the legislation which the gentle- 
man refers to this company has been required to expend $2,550,000 
to putin this . electric system, which is a very delicate 
system. as it is ained to us. 


Mr. TERRY. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there? : 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Inamoment. The motive power is the 


underground electric current, and the connection that is made, as 
the engineer explains it to me, is by lain. It is a connection 
which is brittle and may be easily broken by the shock of these 
heavy cars, such as would be necessary for ing the com- 

air batteries; and it was thought that they ought to be 
protected in the use of this service by Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa referred to the legislation 
of the last Congress. Irememberitvery well. Iwas on the com- 
mittee, and it passed unanimously. I remember the matter 
correctly, an amendment was reported which was put on in con- 
ference. That amendment 5 for this reciprocal trackage 
arrangement; and it is not the intention that this shall break that 
down where we already have it. I have the report here of the 
engineer. I do not know these matiers of my own knowledge, 
but I think I will quote it correctly. However, we provide that 
hereafter Congress shall pass upon the matter and decide whether 
it is right and proper that the road being chartered should run 
over the Metropolitan road, with the heavy motive power they will 


have, heavy enough to crush this porcelain connection, which is 
a delicate a atus that they have put in there. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I promised to yield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Terry] for a question. 

Mr. TERRY. In view of the fact that Congress had expressly 
provided that when one of these railroads laid its tracks in the 
streets it would be liable to have other companies run over those 
tracks, what right had the Metropolitan Com to construct its 
roads with such delicate machinery as to make that law of Con- 
gress practically of no effect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will answer the gentleman by saying 
that it was the express requirement of Congress that the Metro- 
politan Company should equip its road with underground electric 

wer, and that company has done so, and has expended $2,500,000 
in doing it, under the direction of the very best e 

Mr. TERRY. But I understand you to say that in doing it they 
have used a kind of porcelain or some material so delicate that 
other cars can not run over the track. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the tleman from Arkan- 
sas and I would not differ about the method of constructing the 
road, because neither of us would know how to do it, but this 
company has ded this money. and the gentleman will under- 
stand that their object was not to do what hë says, nullify an act 
of Congress. Their object was to get the very best apparatus and 
equipment for the purpose, and that is what they have provided. 
I want to call attention also to the fact that it is a thing of joy to 
ride on the cars propelled by this new system, and it seems to me 
we onght to protect this company as far as we can after having 

uired them to make this expenditure, 
Ir. BAKER of New Hampshire. If I understand the act in 
question, it simply permits the cars of the Capital Railway Com- 
pany to come up to a point where transfers are issued from that 
road to the Metropolitan and to the Capital Traction roads. The 
cars of this company are not pro to be run over the tracks of 
either of those lines, and if that be so, what is the necessity for 
8 that is creating this discussion? 
r. RICHARDSON. Because they may get an amendment and 
obtain the right to run on this track. 

Mr. BA of New Hampshire. But they have not got it 
now, and it is not p by this bill that they shall have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the gentleman from New 
Hampshire to say that this particular company does not 
to avail itself of the benefits of that provision of the statute? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It has no right under this 
charter to proceed one foot on the tracks of either of these other 
companies, and consequently this provision that has been injected 
here is not germane to this bill. - 

Mr. RIC DSON. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that 
there are two roads to occupy the new line to be constructed. 
The Capital Railway is the name of the new one, and the other 
is the old Anacostia line, which now occupies the track and 
runs its cars now over the Metropolitan track not only at this 
point of connection, but clear on down to Ninth street, up Ninth 
to G street, around G street, and back down on the Metropolitan 
track. Now, the Anacostia road marchans its motive power; 
it hopes to do so, and the line is to by that company in 
common with the company that is chartered under this bill, the 
Capital Railway Company, and therefore they will connect and 
run their cars on this track, and this provision is designed to pre- 
vent the abuse of the tracks of this new line. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman claim 
that the present company will have any right, by virtue of this 
bill, if it shall become a law, to run on the tracks of either the 
Metropolitan or the Capital Traction Company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at present; but they may get it by 
ame B with the Anacostia Company, which connects 
with it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But they can not do it under 
this bill, so there is no need for dealing with that question now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, on this point of order allow me 
to read the amendment of the House to the Senate bill. This is 
the amendment over which there was disagreement: 

Provided further, That the line of said railway company shall be com- 
menced within three months and completed within one pa from the date 
ee passage of this act, with the exception mentioned section 4 of this 


That was all the matter of disagreement between the two 
Houses. Now two amendments have been introduced not by the 
Senate, but by the conference committee—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is not the gentleman mistaken about 
that? Is not this amendment added to the one which provides 
where connection is to be made with the Capital Traction Com- 
pany and with the Metropolitan Company? - 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; here is the conference committee's 
amendment: 

Provided 4 ther the Capital Raſlwa mpany nor o 
e E . r e EE 


1896. 


— 


run cars over any underground electric or cable road, by a route or routes 
not specified in the charters of the respective roads and the amendments 
thereto, except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Where do you get that? That is 
not in the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Thisis the amendment that the conference 
committee have added to the amendment of the House to the Sen- 
ate bill. Here wasa private charter. The subject-matter of the 
bill that was before the House was confined to this one road. 
There was no authority in the bill to use the tracks of either of 
these other roads. They do not in fact connect, any further than 
that they come together; in one case they do not even do that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will not the gentleman state again 
that amendment of the conference committee? 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 

Provided further, That neither the Capital Railway Company norany other 

t-railroad company in the District of Columbia shall be permi torun 

cars over any undergroand electric or cable*road by a route or routes not 

specified in th» charters of the respective roads and the amendments thereto, 
except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a word at this 
point, for the purpose of making this matter plain as I understand 
it? The House amendment which was in conference contained, I 
believe, this provision (referring to the Capital Traction Com- 

any )— 
apa ox That the line of said railway company shall be com- 
menced wit three months and completed within two years from the date 
AES LENO AE SOIR BON ORS. SR: RAR EI in section 4 of this 


Now, that amendment of the House having been disagreed to 
by the Senate and having gone to conference, the Senate, by the 
conference report, recedes from its di ent to that amend- 
ment. Then the conferees take up, as the gentleman says, an en- 
tirely new subject and report the matter which the gentleman 
has read, which was not in conference. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thank the gentleman for his explanation. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if this conference commit- 
tee were authorized to do what they have done, then there is no 
limitation whatever u the power of such a committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Will the gentleman allow me a 


question? As E understand, the various charters or acts of Con- 

s heretofore passed authorizing the occupation of the streets 
8 railways have all provided that the companies should 

it other street-railway companies to occupy their tracks. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And if this amendment which the 
conference committee has embodied in this bill should become a 
law, it will have the effect of repealing that provision in the va- 
rious charters, so that hereafter no street-railway company may 
occupy the tracks of any other 5 company, if it be 
either a cable or an electric underground road, without an act of 


Congress. $ 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. Now, Mr. 
dom of this proceeding must be ap t to everyone. 
Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman 8 further, let us 
get at the facts. I want to see whether I understand them. As I 
understand from the gentleman’s statement, the conferees ap- 
inted by the House and the Senate to meet and adjust the dif- 
erences between the two Houses met and adjusted the difference 
by an agreement that the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the House amendment. Then the conference committees of the 
two bodies took up an entirely new matter, one which had never 
been considered by the House and never considered by the Senate, 
and proceeded to write into the bill legislation with reference toa 
matter about which there had been no differeuce between the two 
Houses. Is that the gentleman’s contention? 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is absolutely correct in that 
statement. i 
Mr. DINGLEY. It is understood that I made the point of order 
that the conferees have exceeded their jurisdiction in this matter, 
and that therefore the conference report can not be received, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendments, in the 
in which they are numbered, are misleading. 
which the amendment excepted to by the gentleman from Iowa 
. HEPBURN} and other geatlemen sho come in is where it 
proposed that the Capital Railway Company (the new company 
now being chartered) shall issue free transfers with the Capital 
Traction vonia (that is, the old Washington and Georgetown 
Company) an Metropolitan Company. Here, then, is a 
charter with the Metropolitan Company, with the Capital 
Traction Company (or tho old Washington and Georgetown - 
pany), and this new Capital Railway Company, which is being 
charter 


the unwi 


The point at 


Now, the bill goes into conference in that condition. As it goes 
into conference it requires that the three companies, the two old 
ones I have named and the new one which we are now charter- 
ing, shall issue free transfers at their points of connection. Then 
this amendment comes in. The action taken in this matter is 
coupled with the knowledge that the Anacostia road, the old road 
now in existence, which connects with the Washington 


Traction 
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Company and also with the Metropolitan Company, and is to-day 
running its cars along its line, the old line of that road, which is 
to be the new line of this new road, the two lines coinciding— 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Indeed they do, from half a mile beyond 
the Anacostia Bridge which crosses the Eastern Branch. ey 
are to run their cars upon that line. And to-day the Anacostia 
road is running its cars a mile or more over the Metropolitan 
tracks, up as far as G street on Ninth, and, as the gentleman 
knows, around on Ninth and back over the Metropolitan road, 
and out to Anacostia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is the Anacostia road mentioned in this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then why are you mentioning it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because the tracks of that road coincide 
with the new tracks of this new road for nearly half a mile; and 
at company is already running its cars over the Metropolitan 


road, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the House 
thought, and I still think, dealing with the three roads at the con- 
necting point where they are 1 EA to make their transfers, in 
view of the fact that the line to be used in common, namely, the 
Anacostia road. coincided with the tracks of the pro new 
road, that we had the right to provide that before they could run 
over or cross the tracks of that road, the Metropolitan, or any 
other, that Congress should be ealled upon to. on this question. 

Now, if I have been able to make myself understood, I have 
stated clearly the position that I take in regard to the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee what that has to do with the matter in dispute 
between the two Houses? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Nothing, Mr. Speaker, except that the 
question in dispute—one of the matters in dispute between the 
age: Houses—was the amendment put upon the te bill by the 

ouse. 

There was, the Chair will remember, no provision when the bill 
came here from the Senate for this connection with the Metropoli- 
tan road, and the House itself, in considering the Senate bill, put 
on the amendment which carried the new company from Eleventh 
street east up to Lincoln Park, where it connected with the line of 
the Metropolitan Street Railroad Company, and says so in so many 
words, t was the way of it; that was the wry the matter 
originated; and the Senate having agreed to it with an amend- 
ment, that amendment was submitted by the House conferees as 
a part of the report, being the only matter in controversy. The 
Senate, in other words, agreed to the House amendment with an 
amendment of theirown. They to the amendment of the 
House making the road connect with the other lines by adding the 
provisions which the gentleman objects to. 

Now, it seems to me to be strictly in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Tennessee is in error in 
this matter. Now, in order to make the proposition germane he 
attaches it to another of the bill 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I said that there might be some mistake 
of the numbers which would mislead the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But section 3—there was no ent 
there. The only amendment by the House was to insert the words 
Metropolitan Rall way Company,“ and the Senate did not dis- 
agree to that. So that section was not a subject of difference be- 
tween the Houses, and was not therefore a matter for conference, 
It was not even before the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithinknot. e Senateagreed to thatamend- 
ment of the House, as I understand it, and there was, it seems to 
me, no ible ee upon which the action of the conference 
committee could have been taken. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee does not improve his case, therefore, by the statement he 


made. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in 


su ing that section 3 was not in controversy. 
. BURN. It was amended by the House, but there was 
no di ent, as I understand it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, yes; the Senate nonconcurred in all 
of the House amendments. It disagreed with that particular 
amendment with the others; and they were all in conference. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did it disagree to the insertion of the words 
ng 3 Railroad Company”? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. Every one of the amendments 
were disagreed to and went to conference. 

Mr. B. R of New Hampshire. But suppose that to be true, 
did the words inserted in section 3 by the House, Metropolitan 
Railway Company,” even if attached to the section, ake this 
germane to the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all; this matter is not germane. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is germane; and if the tle- 
man from Maine will give me his attention a moment I think I 
can convince him. This matter is germane because we required 
this connection to be made, It is made by the House ESR 
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adding the words Metropolitan Railway Company,” the Senate 
having already made the connection with the Capital Traction 


Me WILLIAM A. STONE. But does not that relate to trans- 


fers eye 
Mr. CANNON. That is all. f 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There seems to be no question 
that that is the only point, merely the exchange of transfer tickets. 
It does not mean that they are to run over the same tracks. Where 
is there anything in the bill that was put on in the Senate or has 


any relation to the provision that no other pompan shall run on 
the tracks except by a right of way granted by Congress? 5 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Tennessee is in error in 


regard to the insertion of the provision relating to the connection 
of these three roads. There is noconnection in fact between them. 
In reference to the line on Eleventh street the provision is as 
follows: 

Also continuing from said Eleventh and M streets north on Eleventh street 
to the south buil line of A street south. 

That comes within a half a block, and a half a block only, from 
the line of the Metropolitan Railway track. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. NO 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is still a space there of a full half block. 
Iam confident that the gentleman is in error. They do not coin- 
cide. Theydo not 9 nearer than a half block. And again, 
with regard to the other connection be 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 85 0 . 

t to a point to be located by the rict C m 
eee 5 88 with tho lines of the Capital 
Traction Company. y 

But there the authority to build ends. They can not go a foot 
farther than that. The Capital Traction Company tracks are on 
Eighth street, and the Capital Railway Company only reaches 
Eighth, and does not traverse it afoot. So, again, as tothe provi- 
sion for transfers. These two points preclude the idea that it was 
the purpose of the bill that the two companies should jointly use 
the same tracks. Why should there be transfers if the journey 
was not to be interrupted at that point? The gentleman is in er- 
ror in every one of these propositions, and this is new legislation, 
repealing that which was secured last year. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, 
that it ought not to be tolerated. embers do not scrutinize re- 

rts of this kind. They do not expect this kindof action. They 

o not expect committees to attempt new legislation in matters 
of this character. i 

My attention had been called to this report. I had opposed some 
of the amendments of the Senate, and I was told as to certain mat- 
ters of agreement, with which I was perfectly content, but this 
was not one of them. This was entirely new to me, and it was 
only through an accident that I heard this part of it read. I sup- 
posed that the report would be upon matters that had been 
upon and not this method of securing the coveted legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, on the point of 
order, that while I have no interest in the particular matter that 
is now in dispute, I do have an interest, as a member of the House, 
in the jurisdiction of conference committees. It is exceedingly 
im t that conference committees should not overstep their 
jurisdiction. That jurisdiction is confined, under the rules, to 
matters in dispute between the two Houses that have been com- 
mitted to the conference, and in reconciling those disputes. They 
have no business to go outside and legislate on any matters that 
do not refer to the particular matter in dispute, 

In this case the particular matter that wasin dispute related to 
the time of the construction of this particular road. Now, any 
amendment that related to the matter in dispute between the two 
Houses as to that icular railroad, as a proviso, would have 
been in order, but when it is proposed to add to that a proviso leg- 
islating generally as to all railroads in the District, the conference 
committee exceed their jurisdiction. Therefore they ought not to 
do that as a matter of precedent for other cases. Conference com- 
mittees, as has been frequently decided by the House, must con- 
fine themselves to the matters that are in dispute, and not under- 
take to legislate outside of those matters. Otherwise you will 
have conference committees bringing in all kinds of legislation on 
minor matters of dispute. i 

It will be remembered that in the Fifty-second Congress this 
matter was carefully debated in the House, and the Speaker, in a 
case precisely like this, ruled out the report of a conference com- 
mittee, holding that the conferees must confine themselves to the 
matter or matters in dispute, and that no amendment not ger- 
mane to that particular matter in dispute can be included in the 
report of a conference committee. 

r. RICHARDSON. I concur quite fully with the gentleman 
from Maine in his statement about introducing foreign matter 
into a conference report. I know that can not be done; but the 
point with me was, while the margin I can see is narrow and close, 
it occurred to me that, dealing with the three lines proviaing tiis 
method of connection, providing that there should free trans- 
fers between the three lines, providing that the connection should 


be made between the lines of the two old companies and the line 
of this company, that it would be in order to provide these terms 
upon which the union might be made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it will be noticed that the only point in 
dispute to which you attach this proviso, as the report says, is the 
third amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amendment may be wrongly num- 
bered, I will suggest to the gentleman, because there is a 
graphical error in which one word is changed, and it may be that 
in making that the numbers may be inadvertently placed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ow, the gentleman's case is much worse if 
it is confined to the third section. Notice all there was in dispute 
between the two Houses. The original bill read: 


That the Capital Railway Company and the Capial Traction Company are 
—— uired to issue free transfers at the point of intersection of their 
res ve lines. 


Now, that was amended by inserting the words “the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company.“ That is the only point in dispute 
whether or not the Metropolitan Railroad Company shall be added 
to the Capital Railway Company and the Capital Traction Com- 
pany for the purpose of issuing free transfers. To that you attach 
an amendment providing general legislation for all the railways 
in the District. Obviously that is not germane. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to interrupt the gentle- 
man, but I know he intends to be entirely fair 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know what connec- 
tion that has with the amendment— . 

The Metropolitan Railroad Company? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I was just coming to the point. The 
gentleman from Maine Nara DINGLEY] has well said that that is 
e 


the only amendment in third section, but that amendment in 
the third section was made necessary because of a previous 
amendment that the House put on the Senate bill. @ pro- 


visions of the amendment related to the Metropolitan Railroad, 
and provided that cars should be run by this new company over 
Eleventh street east to the Metropolitan road and to the south 
boundary of Ninth street, where, I understand, the Metropolitan 
tracks are already laid, and upon which the railroad runs its cars; 
and inasmuch as these two amendments related to this road this 
amendment would apply to that road. 

Mr. DINGLEY. lcan not see the distinction. I submit the 
point of order to the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The point I desire to submit to the 
gentleman is that it was desirable legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It may be desirable legislation, but it was not 
included in the point of difference which was referred to the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the Chair is of the opinion that it 
should not be there, I can withdraw it, if it is desired. I will con- 
fer with the gentleman who presented the report. [After a pause. ] 
If the Chair is of the opinion that the amendment would not be 
germane, I will ask leave to withdraw the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks leave to withdraw the 


report. 
There was no objection. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER, NEAR GRAFTON, ILL. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad 
bridge across the Illinois River, near Grafton, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad, a cor- 
poration o; under the laws of the State of Illinois, its successors and 
assigns, are hereby authorized and empowered to erect, construct, establish, 
and maintain a railwa bridge. and approaches thereto, across the Illinois 
River, in the State of Thinois, tween a point to be selected by said railroad, 
or its successors or assigns, within 5 miles from and above the 2 55 limits 
of Grafton, in the 8 Jersey, in said State, and a point Calhoun 
County, in said State, to be selected by said railroad, or its successors or as- 
signs, opposite or nearly oe the point so selected as aforesaid in said 
Jerse 9 which said bridge shall not interfere with the free na 
of said river, and in case of an 
alle; obstruction to free na 
instituted in and determined b 
the southern district of the State of Illinois. 

Sec. 2. That the bridge authorized by and constructed under this act shall 
be a pivot drawbridge, the bad ky ed on the Jersey side to commence at the 
abutment of the approach on that side of the river, which abutment on the 
Jersey side be within the low-water mark, and the bridge shall have a 
draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable point, 
with spans of not less than 175 feet in le: on each side of the center of the 
pivot pier of the draw, and the span next the drawspan on the Calhoun side 
of the river shall not be less than 200 feet in length, and the remaining span 
of such Jonge as shall be necessary to reach the approach on that side of the 
river, w. will be beyond low water on the Calhoun side. All s to have 
a clear headroom of 10 feet above high water; and the piers of said b: 
shall be parallel with the current of the river when said bridge shall 


erected. 

Sec. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its 
limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be known and recognized as 
a post route, and the same is hereby declared to be a post route, and it shall 
enjoy the same rights and privileges as other post-roadsin the United States 
npon which also no higher charge shall be e for issi 
the same of the mails, the 
States than the rate per mile paid for their 
l to said bridge; and the United States 
a telegraph across said bridge. 


tation over the railroads 
have the right d way for 


1896. 
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Src. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 


and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of rail- 
road trains over the same and the approaches thereto, and in the use of the 
machinery and fixtures thereof, upon payment of a reasonable compensation 
for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the railroad 
companies, or any of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum 
or sums to be paid as such compensation, and upon rules and conditions to 
which each shall conform in using said bridge, or either of said matters, then 
all matters in dispute or at issue between them or any of them shall be de- 
— 1 by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs 
of the parties. 
Sec. 5. That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located 
under and subject to such regulations for the security of 5 of said 
t object the 


gh and low water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, 
an 


sonable and p: 
structure; and 


Sec. 6. That this act 
aan 0 herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 


gation of said river by the construction of said bridge and itsaccessory works: 


0 8. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of section 1, after the word “county,” in line 14, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

eee That the location selected shall be suitable to the interests of 
na ion.“ 

After the word with,“ in line 7 of section 2, insert “two equal draw.“ 

And after the word “spans,” in the same line, insert one on each side of 
the central or pivot pier, each giving a clear width of waterway.” 

In line 8 strike out “ seventy-five and insert in lien thereof “sixty.” 
8 rear out all of line 8 after the word “feet,” and all of line 9 to the word 

and. 
line 20, section 5, strike out the word “construction” and insert in lieu 


In 

thereof bridge.“ 

In line Lad pd out the word “ layed” and insert in lieu thereof 
mtained.” 


a Insert after the word bridge.“ in said line, at the expense 
of the owners thereof.” 

Insert after line 22, section 5, “and such aids to the passage of the draw in 
the form of pile or crib guides as the Secretary of War may deem necessary 

be constructed by the said company.” 

In section 6, line 3, strike out “two years” and insert in lieu thereof “one 
year.” and strike out “ five ” and insert three.“ 

Strike out all of section 7 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

— ee the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 


*Btrike out section 8. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended wus ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and hang engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
On motion of Mr. JO. a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—KEARBY vs. ABBOTT, 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 8 a privileged report. 
I am directed by the Committee on Elections No. 3 to present 
the report in the case of Kearby vs. Abbott, and I ask that the 
955 be printed. 
he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire immediate action? 
Mr. BELL of Texas. I ask first thatan order be made thatthe 
report be printed, and then I will ask for action. 

e SP R. Without objection, the report will be ordered 
printed, and the Clerk will report the resolutions on which the 
gentleman asks for action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That J. C. Kearby was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth Con; from the Sixth Congressional district of Texas, and is not 
e seat as such Representative. 
r eee 
re his seat as such Representative. * 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BELL of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 

vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 
TERMS OF COURT AT BEAUMONT, TEX. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2708) to constitute 


a new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to pro- 
vide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for 
the appointment of a clerk for said court. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the counties of Jefferson, Orange, Newton, Ji s 
Hardin, Liberty, Tyler, Ere. bef San Aaronia „Sabine, Polk, and 
Jacinto shall constitute a division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, 

Seo. 2. That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for the said eastern district of the State of Texas shall be held twice in each 
year at the city of Beaumont on the first Mondays in June and ber. 

Sec. 8. That all civil process issued against persons resident in the said 
counties of Jefferson, Orange, Newton, Jasper, Hardin, Liberty, Tyler, An- 
gelina. San Augustine, Sabine, Polk, and San Jacinto, and ble before 
the United States courts, shall be made returnable to the courts, respectively, 
to be held at the city of Beaumont; and all prosecutions for offenses com- 
mitted in either of said counties shall be tried in the appropriate United 
States court at the city of Beaumont: Provided, That no process issued or pro- 
secution commenced or suit instituted before the passage of this act 
in any bb Mestre ag by the provisions hereof. 

Sud. 4. t the ju of the eastern judicial district of the State of Texas 
shall appoint a clerk of said court, whos! reside at the city of Beaumont, in 
the county of Jefferson, State of Texas. 

Sec. 5. t so much of all acts or parts of acts as are in conflict herewith 
shall be repealed. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: k 

Strike out all of section 4 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Seo. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts for said district 


shall maintain an office in char, themselves or a deputy at said city of 


ge of 
Beaumont, which shall be kept open at all times for the transaction of the 


business of said division.” 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed 


p 5 
On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
GEORGE W. FREEMAN. 
Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
2 1 consideration of the bill which I forward to the Clerk’s 


The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is here au- 
thorized and directed to amend the military record of George W. Free- 
man for the removal therefrom of the charge of desertion, and that he issue 


to the said Geo: W. Freeman an honorable certificate of discharge 
the military service of the United States, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object, 
pending the reading of the report, which I ask for. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk, then, will read the report, 

The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, haying had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6280) for the relief of George W. freeman, respectfully report the 
same back to the House, with the recommendation that such bill do pass. 

The facts upon which this soldier relies for the relief sought by this legis- 
lation are as follows: 

The soldier enlisted December 20, 1861, in Company H, Thirteenth Mi 
3 served faithfully until December 31, 1861, when he was ca at 
the e of Stone River, Tennessee; was exchanged and returned to nsys 
reenlisted as a veteran gnn 18, 1864; was 6 in right h 
at Bentonville, N. C., March 19, 1865, and was honorably discharged July * 
1865, by reason of wound of right hip received in line of duty. 

He was at once pensioned for his wound, but in 1867 he again enlisted in 
Company C, Forty-third United States Infantry, and thereby surrendered 
his pension. may Waa he deserted. 

Your committee, therefore, are of the opinion that the meritorious service 
of such soldier, and his severe wound received in line of duty, should con- 
done his subsequent lapse from loyalty in time of peace. 

Your committee further recommend that the bill be amended by adding 
as follows: “To date July 12, 1868, no back pay, bounty, or other emoluments 
to become due and payable by virtue of the eee of this act.” 
The military record of this soldier is as follows: 


“RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“Washington City, March 7, 1896. 


; tha 
of * oss * mber 31. . paro ed at Mu 
5 ere 7 a i 
May’ 4, 1863; that he reported at Camp Chase, whens 


u. or February en 
19, 1865, and that he was discharged the service July 15, 1865, at H: 
United States Army General Hospital. Detroit, Mich., use of a gunshot 


wound of the right hip. received while in the line of duty. 


He is reported on the bimonthly muster rolls of his company as follows: 


March and April, 1862, and May and June, 1862, absent, sick at Sav: 
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May 4, 


tember and October, 

5 and De- 

d Jane, 1863, to Sop. 

sted catenin ani im os p 

n action; from 

Py: 180, pre resents i — and 
ed N. C. 


— April 7, 1882; 1862, 

—— t, left sick at — . October, 

cem present; ga nekean and February, 

battle of Stone River, „ 1862; 1 — 

October, 1 absent, officially. repo 

1864, to Jan and February. 
absent, onal 


y and June, 
5 F. C. AINSWO 
“Colonel United States Army, Chief Record and Pension „ 


“WAR DEPARTMENT, . ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

“ Washington, ‘March 10, 1896. 
“Respectfully returned to Hon. A. MILNES, House of Re tatives. 
“The — of this office show that Private poate Freeman. Com- 

y H, Forty-third United States Infantry, enlisted vember 28, 1867, for 
eserted July 12, 1868, and never returned to his command. 
eee years d request he was, on August 23, —.— ed a deserter's re- 

Tease under General Orders, No. 35, Adjutant-General's O 

inclosed. This protects him from arrest and trial by court- 

not remove the record of desertion. The Department has no power toremove 

the record of deser 


1890; copy 
but does 


“J. B. BABCOCK, 
“Assistant Adjutant-General.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
A ace amendment recommended by the Committee was read, as 
ollows: 


— peeerin 
tue of the passage of of of this act. st 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MILNES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

IRA POWERS. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5061) to pen- 
sion Ira Powers, of Henderson County, Tenn. 

3 bill was read, as follows: 

ete., That the Secretary of the Derbe and 5 
3 and directed to place the name of [ra Powers, late 
Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, of Henderson County, Tenn., — tg the fe pension Fol 
of the United States, to receive $12 per month, from Septe: 
1 amendment recommended by the ie toa wie . as 
follows: 


words: “Todate July 12, 1808. — 
become due and payable by 


In lines 7 and 8 strike out 5 7 2 1 rds: ven receive $12 por month, 
from September 1, 1890," and in Hou thereof the following: And pay 
him a pension of $12 per See oah 


C0000 

ight to object, the of the report. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred 


I reserve the 


5061) granting a Ira Powers, late private Company A, Second Fen- 
Cavalry, and Companies A and C. S enk Mannesses Cav: Volun- 
teers, having examined and carefull 

Pria Powers respectfully report as follows: 


K 1862, and was honorably discharged, after 
S Ho = a claim 8 under the act 


of June 27, 1890, on st 18, ted December, nervous debility, 
affection. A eim wes 1891, on the penta ge 
no pensionable dinbi under a — ree June 27, 1890. 
He filed affidavit March 21, 1 which alleges e of hernia (right 
affection, and pe; and in afi- 
davit of March 28, 1803, in addition to above, disease of heart. 
sw rt of his claim he filed, March 25, 1893, t S aftiiecitot N. N. Grims- 
to The effect that he had been a neighbor for four years, and claimant 


's work in five years. 
that claimant has spinal a 


8 f Dr. P. W. Aust ffection, sore 
i and has had hernia. 
fourth; from piles, 


headache, does: not see well, subject to piles, 
— ity from spinal affection, one-half; eyes, one- 
one-sixteenth. 


Also, affidavit of W. B. Ruton . affection. 
one-half; seriously affected with heart from which disabled 


examining surgeons at Savannah, Tenn, rated him, May 6, 

10 3 at ee cassette for nounplate: hernia and four-eighteenths for thew. 
E The board at 2 place, April 11, 1894, reported No disabilit; 
and the claim was ected June 11, 1894, on the ground of no rata 
Sco AN found under — une Nane . 1890.5 

Dr. R. A. Dickson files with the committee an affidavit dated February 24, 

Sit, 

= on examination that claimant is suffering with chronic inflamma- 
tion of the left oe ap en te en valvular action of heart, unable to rest on 
left side; also finda hernia of right — I Bk known Mr. Powers and been 
his family p ä n ee 
ability for hysical labor of any kind.“ 


Rev. T. and John H. Rogers testify they served in same company 
with Ira oe and believe him —— to the full benefits of the act of 
June 27. 1890 ($12 per month), the date of filing his claim. 


A 3 anny signed 108 neighbors certify to personal acquaintance with 
wers for over five years, and believe ine entitled to 812 per month 
—.— date of filing his claim. 

Your committee believe this soldier justly entitled to the maximum pension 
under act of June 27, 1890, and therefore recommend that the bill be amended 
by out all after the word States,“ in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
“and pay a pension of $12 per month,” and as amended that the bill do 
pass. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, 
the gentleman from Tennessee asks this special legislation to over- 
ride a ruling of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then why was the claim re- 
jected under the act of June 27, 1890? 

Mr. McCALL.of Tennessee. It seems that his claim was rejected 
when he was rated by ane board of examining surgeons at twelve 
eighteenths disability. case was reopened, and the same 
. o opone, rejected. 
The physicians that rated him at twelve-cighteenths pode ability also 
rated him at no disability and the Commissioner in both cases dis- 
allowed his claim. I know this gentleman and know his condition. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Did he serve in the war at all? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. For three long years. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Was he ever in battle? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, was. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
a of ERDMAN. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

. 0 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules ee bill. 

The SPE. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
for that purpose at present. 

CHOCTAW POINT, MOBILE ieia 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the be hilt 8. 1872) authorizin 
the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange in behalf of the Uni 
States the tract of land at Choctaw Pomt, Mobile County, Ala., 
now belonging to the United States and held for light-house 
iy with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas Cit ilroad Com- 

for any other tract or parcel of land in said county equally 
— or better adapted to use for light-house purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., 5 the 8 the Treasury be, and hoe is kt 
authorized to exchange % United States the tract of land ai 

Choctaw Point, Mobile C Conte Ala. obit Jac tos we aie States and held 
for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, City Railroad 
land in — county which it may 


pany for any other or parcel of 
offer in exchange therefor and which shall be a 1 of by the Light-House 
y well or better adapted to and of 


as eq 
equal value. And, upon 


such exchanges the 
shall execute and deliver to 


of the Treasury 
company a quitclaim deed for said Choctaw 


Point tract, and shall take from it a 9 8 vesting in the 5 

States ... to be taken in exchange, 

with delivery of of su FF 7 — 

Attorn of the United | States in the usual manner. said tract 

8 of land so taken in exchange shall beheld and used for pe —— 
: Provided, That the exchange herein provided for shall be without 

expense 8 the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion 5 this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I take it for granted that this 
has been recommended by the . Pe Board. 

Mr. CLARKE e ee It has. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. S 3 to the gentleman from 
Alabama that it would be well to put the report into the RECORD 
in explanation of this bill. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I will do so. 
The report or Mr. Cor.iss) was read, as follows: 


Prom bd 
The report apon the Senate bill contains the facts with reference to this 
measure, to which report reference is made. 


The Senate report (by Mr. McMILLAN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Commeres, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 1872) au 
thorizing the Secretary of the TAS toexchange in bebalf of the United 
8 the tract = land at Choctaw t, Mobile nty. 5 — 5 


for any other tract or parcel ee 
pted to use for light-house pur- 


e — aiian are set forth in the following letter: 
“House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
“ Washington, D. C., 8 1, 1898. 
“DEAR SENATOR: I inclose a bill with the request that you will at once in- 
troduce it and have it referred to the committee, and then facilitate 
are that the Light-House Board 


land in said county eq 
poses, make a e 
The reasons for seeking 


its as quickly as possible. The 

is about to erect wharves, brid, buil and other portions of a plant 
necessary for tho li hting of the nel of Mobile Bay upon a tract of land 

at Choctaw ates W longs to the — hd —— and is devoted to use for 

light-house It is really not well adapted for use in this particular 
project, as = . — is very — — in its front . the wharf to be built 


be a very long one ase very much t is surrounded by prop- 
erty belonging to the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Rui road Com — 
which is just ae to construct its road from Mobile by way of 5 s 
9 to Kansas Ci 
e road is ve ous to secure this 5 tract for use, in con- 
nection with its other property, as a terminal, and has 1 for some little 
time in communication wi the Light-House Board, offering to secure and 
convey to the Government in exc for the Choctaw Point site a tract of 
land which will be acceptable to the t-House Board as 1 for 
the purposes of the Drogest than the site now owned. While the Board has 


not yet passed u oe 5 site offered as being p-eferable to the one now held, 
Dane 0O Sve that one can be agreed vn which it will wish to Sas in 
exchange. Tt will not have authority to accept it without a special act in the 
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nature of the accom bill. It is my desire to secure the passage of the 
Pill upon two zocompanying that it will Panis in securing to the Government 
r t for lighting the channel upon which the cost of 
maintenance will be less than that upon the present 
Site; and secondly, because I the construction of the railroad as of 
great public importance, as it will certainly largely increase the commerce 
et one port, and therefore I wish to see it secure this t: which is a neces- 
sary part of its terminal facilities, provided it can do so without the Goyern- 
ment baing in any way injured thereby. 

Fou will observe t the bill does not require an exchange, but simply 
authdrizes one approved of hy the Board. Of course the bill will first be re- 
ferred to the Bard, ent it will doubtless make a report in accordance with 

e facts as I have stated them. 

“Asking your assistance in the matter, Iam, 

“Yours, very truly, 

„Hon. JAMES L. PUGH, 

** United States Senate, Washington, D. C." 

The bill having been referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, wasreported 
on as follows: 

HPREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. O., February 6, 1896. 

„Sm: The letter from your committee, dated February 5, 1 
Senate bill 1872, authorizing an exc of the light-house land at Choctaw 
Point, Mobile County, Ala.. for another parcel in said county for light-house 
Pp „ has been received. 

v tn reply I have to inform 1477 that the matter was referred to the Light- 
83 poani; which reports that it knows of no objection to the passage of 

bill. 

*t Respectfully, yours, S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 

„rue CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

“ United States Senate.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report from 
the Committee on the Library, 
The report was read, as follows: 


the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
chairman of the Gommnitios on the Li of the Senate and the rman of 
of the House of Representatives and one other 
ttee on the Library, to be selected the two 

chairmen afo; be, and thog are hereby, constituted a joint 
mittee with authority to sit in Washington, D. C. auring 

for the purpose of 2 into the condition of the Congressional 
Uinrare and to report upon the same at the next session of Co 
such recommendations as may be di advisable; also to N 
the organization, custody, and management of the new Library bi 
the Congressional Library; that the said joint special 


R. H. CLARKE. 


ng and 
committee is also au- 


tho: to employ a stenographer whenever n during the course of 
one ing and that the necessary expenses of the sittings of the joint spe- 
co. 


ttee, ipolading the bay of the stenographer, be taken equally from 
$ onses of 


Strike out all after the . and insert as follows: 

“That the Joint Committee on the Na of the House of Re tatives 
and of the Senate be authorized to sit in Washington, D. C., the re- 
25 of Cor i the Perper nes inquiring i e oonan of 10 brary 
of Congress, an report upon the same at the ne on of Congress 
with padi "recommendations As may be g savin bla; Seo to 1. rt a 

an for the o on, custody, managemen © new ary 

ullding and the Library of Congress. 


“The said joint committee is also authorized to em 
whenever necessary during the course of the inquire. 
penses of the sittings of the said joint committee, including the pay of the 
stenographer, are to be paid out of the con ut fund of 
resentatives and Senate, on vouchers appro 


committee.“ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New Vork. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
have an explanation of this. 

Mr. QUIGG. This is a resolution that has passed the Senate 
unanimously, the Parpose of which is completely stated in the 
resolution itself. The amendment that is eee, by the House 
Library Committee differs from tlie Senate resolution in that it 
8 that the commission shall consist of the two Library 

‘ommittees for the purpose of providing for minority representa- 
tion on the commission, and also for the purpose of preserving 
the equilibrium between the two Houses. The amendment pro- 
vides also for the audit of the expenses of the committee, andy 


uts 
the resolution in the form of o concurrent resolutions of the 
one kind. 


Committee, in their wisdom, or the Joint ober canmi have 

conceived some new plan of legislation, why not bring i i 

let us ae of it here? Why is this special 8 needed? 
Mr. QUIGG, For ther ary building is about 

grensional Library into that new building, and it was thought that 


mitting this matter to the House I have consulted with various 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, including its chair- 


man, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], and the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], and with other members of the 
House, with regard to the form of the resolution as well as with 
regard toits subject-matter, and I think I may say they agree with 
me that the resolution is a very necessary one. I have not pro- 
posed it of N ore motion, 

: Mr. vate sa A ied bret T nona repa 55 ask my col- 
eague [Mr. GG s question: e event of the nonp 0 
of this eee what will happen? Will the new Library build- 
ing be untenanted? 

. QUIGG. Either the library will not be removed to the 
new building when it is completed or action will have to be 
taken by the next Congress looking to such removal without the 
information which we conceive to be necessary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that there will be no power to make the removal from the 
paron ie to the new Library building without special leg- 

ation 

Mr. QUIGG. I think not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then the new building will 
9 for all time untenanted unless we pass such an act as 

Mr. QUIGG. I think some act of this kind will be necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Will the gentleman from New York allow an 
interruption? When the legislative bill was under consideration 
by the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. 
Spofford submitted to the subcommittee an outline of his sugges- 
tions as to the transfer—the necessary additional force and all the 
details ining to the transfer of the library to the new building, 
General Casey, when he came before the committee, also wentinto 
considerable detail; and he stated that it was his purpose that the 
transfer be accomplished about the middle of Feb of next 
year. The whole subject having been gone over, the subcommit- 
tee reached a conclusion that the subject-matter should be taken 
up at the next session of this Congress and that any action on the 
subject should form a so far as appropriations might benec- 
essary, of the next legislative ce a pane bill. But as I now 
understand upon consultation with the gentleman from New York 

Mr. QuiGG], the Committee on the Library, before submitting 
this concurrent resolution, went into an investigation of the details 
of this subject, so as to be prepared to submit to the Committee 
on Appropriations an outline as to what should be our 3 
in appropriating in the next bill for the transfer of the library, as 
well as for its nel, 

Mr. BAR TT of New York. Does the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania pir: BIxoHAu] mean to assert that 
the Committee on Appropriations were not qualified to make such 
an inquiry, but deemed it necessary to have authority delegated 
to the Committee on the Library? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not doubt about the Committee on Ap- 

priations being 8 for the reason that we have the 
recommendations of Mr. ord and General Casey; but there 
certainly can be no objection to a committee of this House, the 
Committee on the Library, passing erica on the administra- 
tion of this matter in the future an ing recommendations in 
connection therewith. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to inquire whether the 
subject of PA in hts is affected by this inquiry 

r. QUIGG. te is not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. 

Mr. COX, Does this inquiry involve the question of the con- 
duct of the Librarian? 

Mr. QUIGG. It does not, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not in any way. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Isuggest that the resolution be amended by 
adding these words: “that the expenses incurred under this con- 
current resolution be reported to the second session of this Con- 


gress. 
Mr. QUIGG. Laccept that amendment. 
The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 


SPECULATION IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HENDRICK. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, together 
with the favorable report of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasing of or 2 
in claims against the Federal Government by United States offi- 
cers was . 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object, 
but I will not make objection if the provision with reference to 
ousting persons from office be struck out. I refer to the final 
clause of section 2, following the words five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. This bill can be presented under a suspension 
of the rules, I call for the regular order. 
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Mr. HENDRICK. Iam willing to acc 


t the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. HOP. S. I withdraw the call for the regular order, but 
I object to the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think this matter ought to be iota into. 

Mr. HENDRICK. It has been looked into by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BIN GHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I move to suspend the rules, and pass the 
n, SPEARE R. ge oe th from P 1 [Mr. B 

e ntleman from Pennsylvania ING- 
HAM] has been NESE 
JOSEPH R. WEST. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 678) granting a pension to Joseph R. 
West, brigadier and brevet major general, United States Army 
Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension la the name of Josep 1 K. West, brigadier 
and brevet major- general. United States Volunteers, ih the rate of per 
month, in lieu of pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out the words“ one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word fifty"; so as to make the rate of pension $50 per month. 

There bein ig no objection, the House e to the considera- 
tion of the bi 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was jose pb to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CHARLES HENTZ. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1345) to amend the 
military record of Charles Hentz, late private of Company C, 
Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Infan 

The SPE . The bill will ber 
objection. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, ohare 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing ot 0 


records of the War De ent against Charles Hentz, late mitet of ‘Com. 
pany a OC Savents ‘Roginent Connecticut Infantry Volunteers, and to issue 
onorable 
eae: BARTLETT of New York. Let us have the report read in 
t case. 
a” report (by Mr. WoomER) was read, as follows: 


Volunteers. 
subject to the right of 


residents of Clintwood, 


„Va,, testif N that in February. Hentz came to the house 


anover, ex 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is that all of the report? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is all. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does it not recommend any- 
thing? 
Mr. PATTERSON. It recommends the passage of the bill, the 
gentleman will obserxe. 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk informs the Chair that the entire | 


ort has been read. 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed 3 a third time; and it was accordingly read | m 
the third time. and p 

On motion of Mer. PA TTERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

CAPT. GEORGE H. PERKINS. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 139) for 
the relief of Capt. Geor; 8 Perkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


> fai 
Navy, as provided 
service în t Pehe late civil the corres 


2 SPEAKER Is there aer tothe present consideration 
of the 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a 129 1 
lation that this shall not increase the pay of this officer. 
inquire, then, what the purpose of the bill is, except 3 Pe 
increase the rank? 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The purpose is to increase 
the rank. This gentleman, I will state, is so fortunately situated 
that he does not care for the additional pay. His friends ask this 
as an e fi ad recognition of his services. 

AILEY. If it costs the Government nothing I have no 
pipet 

There being no edges the bill was considered, and ordered 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, it was passed, 

On motion of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


NEW HAVEN NATIONAL BANK, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up now the bill 
(S. 1365) for the relief of the National Union Bank of the State of 
Connecticut, which was considered the other morning and laid 
aside for the purpose eat one an 1 That amend- 
ment has been p and accepted by the gentleman on the 
other side who 2 the objection. I the present considera- 
0 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and the amendment will be reported. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., ‘oy the Secre of the . is hereby, 
onal New Haven of the State of 


authorized and directed soya the Nai 
Connecticut the sum of $3,5 out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the proposed amend- 
ment to the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the Senate bill = follows: “ Being the amount found to be due John 
W. Griffiths, as appears from a report dated February 27, 1877, made by a 


board of 5 appointed by the Bureau ot Construction and Repair 
of the Navy 8 which report is on file in said Bureau.“ 


Pe r Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

There being no objection; the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment ee by Mr. SPERRY was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPERRY,a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MRS. AMANDA WOODCOCK, 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6037) grant- 


1 A pension to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock. 

SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it pesmi etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, san ds is Sot roo; 
directed to lace upon th the pension roll the seme of 
Richmond, bert Woodcock, ae a — 5 in 15 


Fourth United States ee tn Infantry in 155 Mexican war. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, is there any report accompanying 
the bill? If so I would like to have it * 

Mr. . of Kentucky. There is a report. I ask that 
it be 

a 2 (by Mr. Corson) was read, as follows: 

Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6087) 
enuitied “A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock," beg leave to 
e ina 3 report, and recommend that said bill do pass with an 

el 
“The . — t herein is the widow of Robert Woodcock, who served from 
October 28, 1847, to July 5, 1848, in the Mexican war. He was pensioned at $3 
per — 1 per the act of Jan 29, 1887, and this was su uently in- 


uary 
r month under the act of January 5, 1893, u h ! 
his indigent oe = cumstances and his inability to earn a ä by manual 


labor. 

The soldier died September 6, 1894, and his widow, the benefi , filed 
application for pension, but th emmys aa the fact that the soldier's 5 
for pension and bounty land had been allowed. uor Soong a was eres on the 

und of noservice in Mexico, the soldier having bee: rostrated by typhoid 
‘ever, for months, at Louisville, Ky., while en on fy to: exicoafter his enlist- 


ent, 
There is, however, no question of the service having been rendered, the 
soldier’s eee certificate and other papers on file establishing the same 


beyond 
Took is 70 years old and in eee circumstances, 

dependent on her son- 1 w for su rad “aan oe These facts are fully . 
by the gentleman who in’ bill in the House and who has known 
her (the 1 e tor Eye ipads ears, and also by her written 
statement larly signed and led with the committee. 

The meen ttee recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendmen’ 

Strike out, in Seg and AS the words “subject to the limitations of the 
pension | laws,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “at the rate of $12 per 
mon 


p PAREI Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Pensions was agreed to, 
and the bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a 
ues time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, an 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 

sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
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SAMUEL M’KEE. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 467) for the relief of Sam- 
uel McKee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718, for expenses incurred 
by him in a contest for his seat in the Fortieth Congress. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill 

Mr. PITNEY. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear the report or some statement concerning the bill. 

Mr. COX. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rt. 

The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 467) to pay 
to Hon. Samuel McKee the sum of gins for expenses incurred by him in a 
contest for his seat in the Fortieth S, from the Ninth Congressional 
district of the State of Kentucky, have the same under consideration and 


submit the 5 Pai 
Your committee find t 


$2.509 for his expenses incurred in said 5 
This claim was before the Committee on Elections of the House in the Forty- 
eighth Con s, and was favorably acted upon by said committee, but no 
ion was by the House. 
i 28 committee would therefore report back the bill and recommend that 
it do pass. 


The 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the right to 
object. 


. EVANS. I should like to explain the bill, because I want 
everybody to know what it is. I think there will be no objection 
when the bill is understood. 

In the Fortieth Congress the Hon. John D. Young held a certifi- 
cate of election as a member of this House from the Ninth district 
of Kentucky, but was never sworn in. McKee contested his right 
to the seat and was given the place. He presented at the time no 
account for expenses of contest. Mr. Young was, by resolution 
of the House, on the 11th of May, 1869, directed to be paid $2,500 
for expenses of contest. The Committee on Accounts paid him 

1,500. June 24, 1874, an act was passed giving him $1,000, the 

ifference between $2,500 and the $1,500 paid by the Committee on 
Accounts. Again, on March 3, 1880, by action of that date, he 
was paid $6,865, his salary as a member of the House up to the date 
McKee was awarded the seat. although he (Young) had never 
served. He was never admitted to the Fortieth Congress at all, 
and on the contest it was held that McKee had a majority of the 
votes legally cast. 

In 1881, Mr. McKee’s attention being called to the fact that Mr. 
Young had been paid the salary and $2,500 for expenses of the 
election contest, he made out his account and presented it, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Elections. It was thought that 
it ought to go to a different committee, and at the next session it 
was presented to the Committee on Claims. From that date to 
this, in several Congresses, committees of one House or the other 
havo reported this claim favorably, always recognizing the justice 
of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman inform the House how it 
was that Young was not awarded his seat, and yet afterwards 
received pay asa member? What was the ground of his rejection? 

Mr. EVANS. Young was not awarded the seat originally be- 
cause he did not take the test oath and could not take it. On the 
subsequent contest McKee was held to have received a majority 


of the votes. 
Mr. MILES. Why could not Mr. Young take the oath? 
Mr. EVANS. Because he had given aid and comfort to the 


rebellion. It was shortly after the war. He was therefore not 
admitted on the prima facie certificate, and when the contest was 
subsequently determined it was decided that he was not elected. 
Mr. PITNEY. What was the date of this election? 
Mr. EVANS. To the Fortieth Congress. It was shortly after 


the war. 

Mr. PITNEY. That would be thirty years ago, now? 

Mr. EVANS. But this bill has never been paid. 

Mr. PITNEY. And he never presented any claim until 1881? 

Mr. EVANS. He has been presenting this claim ever since the 
Forty-seventh 3 

Mr. PITNEY. I think it is too stale, and I shall have to object. 

Mr. EVANS. I hope the gentleman will not do that. Itisa 
perfectly just claim. Iknowthisman well. He lives in my town, 
and he needs the money. 

Mr. PITNEY. He made no statement of the claim at the time? 


Mr. EVANS. He presented his claim as soon as he knew the 
other man had been paid, who was not entitled to the seat at all. 

Mr. PITNEY. Because a previous Congress has passed a wrong 
bill that is no reason why we should. 

Mr. EVANS. This is the only case where the expenses of a con- 
testant have not been paid. I sincerely hope that my friend will 
withdraw his objection, because this is clearly a perfectly just 
and proper claim against the Government. The fact that it has 
not been paid for a long time by no manner of means diminishes 
the force of the claim. 

8 . What is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. EVANS. About $1,700. 1 speak with assurance when I 
say this gentleman is entitled to this money and needs it, and I 
do 3 hope no member of this House will object. 

Mr. PITNE I shall have to object. I do not think the state- 
ment is satisfactory. 

Mr. BAILEY. I assume from the fact that the committee 
recommend this bill that the claimant filed properly certified 
vouchers owing that he incurred this expense. 

Mr. EVANS. Perfectly satisfactory to the committee, and the 
claim has been established satisfactorily to committees of one or 
the other of the two Houses ever since the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. PITNEY. But he never presented his claim until fifteen 
years after the election. How could he present properly certified 
vouchers? 

k Ee gis S. It was perfectly satisfactory to those who inves- 
it. 
. PITNEY. Does the gentleman know that he has filed cer- 
tified vouchers? 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I will answer that. Mr. Speaker, this 
claim comes from the Committee on ims. Under the law as 
it exists now, no party cuntesting an election is entitled to more 
than $2,000. It requires that the itemized expenses shall be filed 
with the committee. The trouble in this claim grows out of the 
delay, and that is all. But that this man incurred these expenses 
there is no question about that. 

Mr. MILES. He filed his vouchers? 

Mr. COX. He has filed a statement of his expenses. Of course 
he can not file the vouchers that is, vouchers in the proper shape 
but he filed his claim with an itemized statement of the expenses 
that he incurred, and it passed the Committee on Claims upon 
that idea entirely. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman if this gen- 


tleman drew $6,000, and that the same amount was also paid to 
John eee rown? 
Mr. EVANS. He was paid the salary like any other member, 


Mr. TERRY. There was a time during which he did not occupy 
his seat here, and neither one of them occupied the seat. Now, 
when this man came in did he draw the money for all that time? 

Mr. COX. While in the seat he drew the money. 

— 33 He drew it for a period when neither one was in 

e seat. 

Mr. EVANS. Like every other contestant, he got his pay back 
to the time when Congress n. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, I have had a case of that kind before Con- 
gress for several years, and they never paid the man a dollar. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is the trouble with such claims as this. 
We ought not to pay one of them, because it would establish a 
precedent for the payment of others. 

Mr. COX. Now, hold on one minute and let us get it straight. 
When a man has a contest for his seat and it is decided in his 
favor that he is entitled to his seat, would it not be right to pay 
him the salary? 

Mr. TERRY. Isayit would. I have no objection to that, but 
the point Iam making is this: That here is a man who did not 
have a seat more than a few months and drew pay for the whole 
time; and I have one here who occupied the seat half of the time, 
and is not allowed any pay and has been knocking at the doors 
of Congress for years. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam not objecting to his being paid. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ev- 
ANS] may have an opportun: sk io move to suspend the rules and 
pass this bill, but I am not willing to give consent toits consider- 
ation. It is too stale. 

Mr. EVANS. If J am in order 1 will move to s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must follow the o 
that has been proceeding. 

Mr. EVANS. Do I understand the gentleman to insist on his 
objection? ; 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes, sir; I am constrained to object. 

FRANCES E. WICKWARE. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware, 
The bill was read, as follows: 

That the Secre! of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the roll of the United States the name of Frances E. Wick- 
ware, widow of Lieut. Charles Wickware, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $17 a month. 


d the rules, 
er of business 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


and reserve the right to object; 
ie report (by Mr. BAKER Of Dansas) was read, as follows: 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
granting Wickware, widow of Lieut. Charles 
W late of Com I. Sixth Vermont Volunteer Infan: 
examined and ered the facts in support thereof, respectfully 


les Wickware enlisted as 
unteer Infantry, and served faithfully in said com as private and cor- 
until on surgeon's certificate of E Soe 8 1865. 
reenlisted as second lieutenant of Company B. Forty-third United States 
Colored Infantry, and served until mustered out October 20, 1865, and was 
honorably discharged at Philadelphia, Pa., Nov 30, 1865. 
2a; iaa the ball entering tbe lof side and pasting thresgh the bony io. the 
the en an 0 t 
lumbar region, just: above the cig in marie exit on the left side. He was 
left for dead upon the. battlefield, n prisoner, and sent to Libby Prison, 
where his wound was illy treated. He was ex and after several 
months' treatment, returned to duty, and at the battle of the Wilderness, 
Vi May 5, 1864, he received another severe. ot wound of left arm, 
. 8 vers 8 6 
was e 00 . 
from various sums, between $ and for 
ving at time of his death—May 4, 1 5 — 
“inflammation 0 


valid 
æ pension to Frances 
pan, 


vate in Company I, Sixth Vermont Vol- 


death cause was certified from public records as due to 
P f Ebene, the attending pid elan, testified April 11, 1995: 
0. a A, : 
5 Charles Wickware di last aud his death was 
by paralysisof the bo 


caused wels, superinduced b 1 
the ay ere region, or fete RENE, above the kidneys. .* plastic exu 

tion. u con- 
stan ion or irritation of the nerves of the bowels, causin; par 
sis of the same. ted ‘atally. 
FTW first taken sick; being complete, 
ca death.“ 


ts o the marriage. 

6 testimony t is in feeble and delicate 
ith, being and disease-of the heart, and has 
been confined to her bed for several months from said and her 
family physician certifies “she is not likely to live until the time her pension 
sa E A — — 2 . Vebruary d. 1896, on the d that 
er ‘or on was on groun: 
“death resulted from disease bowels, not due to cause which has been 


legally accepted “; although the record shows that the chief of the special 

l ivision and fhe reviewers accepted the gunshot wound of 

examiner who investigated the case 
says: 


ted, perhaps 


d passage 

out the word “seventeen,” in line 7, 
word fifteen," and also by adding after the 
child untilthey 


Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa to 
give some.explanation of this bill. : 

Mr. DO . The beneficiary is sick in bed, and her doctor 
testifies that she is likely to die. For that reason I have asked the 
consideration of the bill; and I do not care to discuss the matter 


er. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the gentleman knows that, having died 
thirty-one years after having received this wound, it is doubtful 
whether his death was the result of the wound. I notice, further, 
that this woman married the soldier many years after the war, 
and was bably quite familiar with the fact that he was a suf- 
ferer, and why, I would like to ask the gentleman, could e dap 
other woman for the same reason now come to Congress and 
for an increase of pension. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to my friend that this is a widow 
of a soldier who lost his arm at the shoulder. In addition, he was 
shot through and through, and was. nursed by this woman for 
nearly twenty-five years. He died, as this testimony shows, and 
as I think there can be no doubt; by reason of the effect of the 
gunshot wounds received in action. She is sick in bed, with four 
or five minor children dependent upon her, and without means of 


su Therefore I confidently submit her claim to the good 
ill of the House, 
Mr. LOUD. I will ask the gentleman if he thinks we ought to 


extend our charity to all the women in the country who are wid- 
ows of soldiers in this way? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not bring this case before the House as 
a matter of charity. 

Mr. LOUD. That seems to be the strongest claim in the case. 

Mr: DOLLIVER. The Pension Department have found that 
it was not shown beyond a doubt that the soldier’s death was 
caused by his wound. I am informed by those who attended him 
that he died of inflammation of the bowels, and it is shown by the 
8 Who attended him and admitted by the experts of the 

msion Office that there can be little doubt that his death was 
due to that disability, but it is not demonstrated; but it is so 
fully proven that it is a fair and proper case for the interposition 
of a special act of Congress. 


Mr, LOUD. Is there not the testimony of some medical experts 
that he did not die as the result of wo received in the service? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Not at all. 


Mr. LOUD. Then, in God's name, if all the testimony, medical 


and lay, goes to show that this man died as the result of his service 
in the Army, why has not the Pension Office granted him a pen- 
sion? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The examination made by the Pension Office 
was a eee examination, and no medical testimony was taken 
except that of the physician who attended the soldier, and while 
that physician gives it as his opinion that death resulted from the 
wound, the testimony, in the opinion of the Pension Office, isnot 
entirely conclusive. In my ju mt itis. At all events, that 
was the only testimony of a medical character that the office took; 
but the testimony of the man’s wife and of his nurses and of the 
neighbors all agrees that he died as the result of the wound, I 
have known him for ten years, and I know that he was unable to 
perom his duties as clerk of the court except standing upon his 

eet. If he did his work sitting he suffered from pain and diffi- 
culty as the result of this wound, and it is on account of my per- 
sonal knowledge of the case that I have felt. constrained to bring 
this bill here. The Pension Office, finding it impossible to say with 
absolute certainty that he died of that wound, have felt bound to 
reject his claim. 
157 — iN Why did the committee reduce the pension from 

0 

Mr. DOLLIVER. When I introduced the bill I thought he had 
been a lieutenant. The committee found that he was a second 
lieutenant, and they haye recommended the amount named in 
SET amendment to correspond with the rate allowed by the gen- 
eral law. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
Pb ic 7 Posie as 5 e was ordered to be 15 and read a 
r e; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, ý 8 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 7542) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, with amendments in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish not more than four peen of condemned 
cannon to the vi of New Rochelle, N. V.; and 

A bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke. 

The message. also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 
priations: for the legislative, executive, and judicial enses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ing June.30, 1897, and for 
other purposes, asked a further conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. CuLLoM, Mr. TELLER, 
and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagr votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Columbia, 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had notified the Senate that he did, on the following dates, 
apnea and sign acts and joint resolutions of the following titles, 
to wit: 

On January 21, 1896: 

An act (S. 30) to amend an act entitled An act to provide a per- 
manent system of highways in that of the District of Colum- 
bia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893. 

On January 22, 1896: 

Pina act (S. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer 
tami. 

On January 23, 1896: 

An act (S. 43) to amend an act entitled An act to amend an act 
entitled An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,’ approved September: 29, 1890, and tho several acts 
amendatory thereof.” 

On January 28, 1806: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing the employment of askilled 
architect to assist the Su ising Architect of ie Sresenry Das 

artment in preparing , plans, specifications, and other 
wings for the public building at Chicago, III. 

On February 5, 1896: 

An act (S, 1450) toreconvene the delegates of the United States 
to the International Marine Conference of 1889. 

On February 7, 1896; 

An act (S. 650) to incorporate the Post Graduate School of 
Medicine of the District of Columbia; and 

An act (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National 
Bank of Philadelphia, Pa. 

On February 7, 1896; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
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to use a portion of F for foundry 
at navy-yard, Washington, D. C., in the act entitled An act 
making appropriations for the “naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the 
walls of said foundry. 

On February 8, 1 

An act (S. 1547) 3 extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, Eighth circuit, over certain suits now 


ee therein on peal ant writ. of error from the United 
tates court in the 1 Territory. 
On February 12 


An act (S. 708) 5 Ne section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of land ts made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes. 

On February 13, 1896: 

An act (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad 288 to con- 
struct and tea rai telegraph, and telephone 


the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February | the 


27, 1893. 

On February 20, 1896: 

An act (S. 1591) to extend the mineral-land Iaws of the United 
States to lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation; and 

Bayes resolution. (S. R. 89) making an faa vicarage ae 
Terri- 


the joint of locating the boundary line between the 
of Alaska and — — British North American Territory. 
8 soc pai 5 R. 17) providing for certain surveys in the 
State of Florida; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provision of section 79 
of An act providing for the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895. so 


ra to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geological 
N paoe in 1894 and succeeding years. 


2, 1896: 

3 85 5 to amend section 5294 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relative to the power of the Secretary of = 
Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and 
for other purposes. 

On March 4, 1896: 

— act (S. 103) relating to final proof in timber- culture entries; 


An act (S. 879) to amend an act entitled An act to grant to the 
Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right 
of oni e a the. Indian Territory.” ; 


act (S. 2555 f p to the Columbia. and Red Mountain 
Rawas pany a sane of way through the Colville Indian 
ar Yi a in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; 


ani et (8: 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill, 

On March 13, 1896 

An act (S. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, S. Dak.; 

An act (8.477) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, requiring the district judge for the southern 
district of Florida to reside at Key West; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 65) to print the annual report of the 
General Su; t of the ving Service; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 85) granting ie county of Cole, Mo., per- 
mission to use certain rooms in the United States building at 
Jefferson City, Mo.; and 

Joint resolution (8. R. 78) e the Secretary of the 
Treasury to distribute the medals and diplomas awarded by the 
World’s Columbian Commission to he exhibitors entitled thereto. 

On March 16, 1896: 

An act (S. 1825) to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Chureh of the Diocese of Washington; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 54) authorizing the National Dredging 
2 proceed with the work of dredging the channel of 
Mob bor, under the direction of the of War; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 24) for the return to the State of New 
Hampshire of the flag of the Eleventh Regiment of New Hamp- 
shire: Volunteer Infantry. 

On March 19, 1896: 

An act (S. 297) to authorize the Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment to audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong 
to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal Census; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 72) directing the Public Printer to supply 
the Senate and House libraries each with 10 additional copies of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

On March 20, 1896: 

An act (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of entry of New 
Orleans; and 


— 
7 


i act (S, 1 
Scag 
On March 23. 1896: 
An act (S. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, 


1804) to authorize the First National Bank of 
, to change its location and name. 


N. Dak.; and 

An act (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, administra- 
tor of the estate ny Thomas H. Millsaps. 

On March 24, 1 

Joint eee (S. R. 79) 5 the Secretary 
furnish an estimate fi on deepening e channel from Hampton 
Roads to the navy- at Norfolk, Va., and also for 3 
the Western Brauch of the Elizabeth River. 

On March 28, 189670 

An act (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures. in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes”; 

An act (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 
An act (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 

Calumet River 


An act (S. 732) to te the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in several of the Departments; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the disposition of cer- 
tain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

On March 31, 1896: 

An act (S. 1179) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 
1884, relating to ä of officers in the Army or Navy of 
the United Sta 

On April 1, 1806: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison to 
accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directing Bernard 
R. to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
npon ua ech 5 aro eh yia in relation to the construc- 

on and com n of Congress. 

On April 6. 1896: 

An act (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., a 1 mark of entry: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing the imm: te use of a 
portion of the un mded balance of appropriations made for 
construction of c ea locks at the Cascades of the Columbia 
River in construction of protecting walls necessary to the opening 
of said canal and locks to navigation; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 103) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates of cost of further improvement.of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 

On April 14, 1896: 

An act (S. 2132) for the relief of settlers upon lands within the 
83 limits of the grant to the New 8 Pacific Railway 


An act (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore o naian; 
An act (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W, Fisher; 
An act (S. 507) to pension Mollie Crandall; 

An act (S, 626) providing for di of lands on abandoned 
portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation, in Mon- 
tana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 104) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit to Congress a report on survey of the waterway connect- 
ing the waters of t Sound at Salmon Bay with es Union 
and W. to: SDENT acy CATOK of thas opus oCo 
structing sai waterwa 7 and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for Ge 3 of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, Iowa. 

On April 20, 1896: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to 
prine the Annnal Report of the Superintendent of the United 

tates Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form and to bind it 
in one volume, 

On April 24, 1896: 

An act (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled An act to authorize pure of the. property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation, and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company”; 

An act (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late United 
States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services and 


expenses; 
one cae to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
Springs, 
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An act (S. 744) pees for a naval training station on the 


Island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had notified the Senate that bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles, having been presented to him on the several 
dates as follows, and not having been returned by him to the 
House of Congress in which they severally originated within the 
ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become laws without 
his approval, to wit: 

On January 28, 1896: ; 

An act (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; 

An pe 138) granting an increase of pension to James H. Os- 


; an 

An act (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene. 

On March 3, 1896: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, etc., 
as has been done in preceding years. 

On March 26, 1896: : 

An act (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 

in Arizona. 

On April 9, 1896: 

An act (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send. 

On 


April 15, 1896: ; 
An act (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 


and 
An act (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Abner Doubleday. 


FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr.GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and 
empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili- 
Reservation, in said State, as a part of the lands granted to 
the State under the provisions of an act to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, 
and for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lands situated in the Fort Sully Military Reser- 
vation, in the State of South Dakota, may be selected at any time within 
one year after the passage of this act, or the a; val of the survey of said 
reservation by the tary of the Interior, Ly! the State of South Dakota as 
a of the lands granted to the State under the 8 of an act to pro- 

è for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 
22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands; and when said 
herein provided the Secre of the Interior shall cause patents to be issued 
therefor to the State of South Dakota. 

The report (by Mr. BowErs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands have had under consideration the bill 
— — 7821) entitled A bill to authorize and empower the State of South 

ota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation in said State asa part 
of the lands ted to the State under the 8 of an act to provide 
for the ad on of South Dakota into_the Union, approved February 2, 
2 and for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes,” and 
follows: 
Amend said bill by adding thereto the following: 

“Provided, That the State of South Dakota shall have a preference right 
over any person or aa to select said lands, subject to en by said 
State, ted thereto by the act of Congress approved February 22, 1889, for 
a period of sixty days after the foregoing lands have been surveyed and duly 
declared to be subject to selection and entry under the general land laws 
of the United States: Provided further, That such preference right shall not 
accrue inst bona fide homestead or preemption settlers on any of said 
lands at the date of filing of the plat of survey of any townshi, 
land office of said State. 


report as 


ip in any local 


Under the act of July 5, 1884, it is provided that whenever in the opinion of 
the President the lands or any portion of a military reservation have me 
useless, he may by order so declare and place the same under the control of 
the ry of the Interior. Under act the reservation in question 
was placed under the control of the Interior Department by Executive order 
of date November 5, 1894. 

The reservation is unsurveyed and contains about 28,000 as shown by 
letter dated March 24, 1806, from the Assistant Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, which is made a part of thisreport. The State of South Dakota 
has so far been unable to make selections of lands to the full amount donated 
to the State for the purposes designated under the enabling act admitting the 
State into the Union. 

The provisions of this bill are substantially the same as the act passed by 
the Fifty-second Congress (U. S. Stat. L., volume 27, e 593), permitting the 
State to make selections of land from the Fort Randall tary Reservation, 
located in said State, for the same purposes. 

Your committee see no objections whatever to the passage of the bill, and 
believe the State should be permitted to make the selections sufficient to sat- 
isty the amount of lands donated by the Government to it, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill, with the foregoing amendment. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1896. 

Sin: Lam in receipt of your letter dated March 18. 1896, stating that on the 

17th instant you introduced a bill in Co: to allow the State of South 


ment, or has bee ior Department. 
In reply I have the honor to state that the former Fort Sully Military Res- 


ervation in South Dakota is unsurveyed. It was placed under the control of 
the Secre of the Interior for 


8 tary under the act of July 5, 1884, by 
President's order dated November 5, 1894. 

The estimated area of the abandoned reservation, as given in the report of 
this ee for 1895, is 28,800 acres. E F BEST 

ine 75 Assistant Commissioner, 

Hon. ROBERT J. GAMBLE, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman why these lands should 
not be open to settlement the same as other public lands? 

Mr. GAMBLE. For the reason that the State of South Dakota 
so far has been unable to select sufficient lands to cover the amount 
donated to it under the enabling act. 

Mr. LOUD. Is not that the condition of every State? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. My own State is from sixty to ninety thousand 
acres short. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The gentleman is aware that in South Dakota 
we have u large area of Indian reservations, something like 8,000,- 
000 acres, and the State has been unable so far to select sufficient 
lands to supply the amount donated under the enabling act. This 
bill only allows a preference right to the State for sixty days, and 
that is allowed under the general law. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the gentleman understands how this 
lieu land law throws the lands into the hands of speculators and 
corporations. If you are working for the interest of your State, 
wee seek to throw these lands open to bona fide settlers? 

. GAMBLE. In answer to that I will say to the gentleman 
that we are anxious to have our full quota of land that was do- 
nated to the State for educational purposes. The land will be 
certified to the State and then it will be opened to actual settlers 
by the State. 

Mr. LOUD. Ofcourse the gentleman understands the work- 
ing of the new law. If I were one of those land sharks and knew 
a this bill was going to pass, I would cover that land in an 

our. 

Mr. SAYERS. How? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, I would cover it through the State, by 
making an application. There is not one of these land agents who 
has not applications on hand. 

Mr. PICKLER Under our constitution this land can not be 
sold at less than $10 an acre. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that this bill passes the land to 
the State for educational purposes. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. And I sup that the State has already passed 
laws looking to the protection of the lands given to it for that 


pu ? 

Mr. GAMBLE, Yes, sir; they are protected in every way; so 
that it would not be possible for ‘‘land sharks” or anybody else 
to get them, as suggested by the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. How many acres are there in this body? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Twenty-eight thousand. 

Mr. LOUD. Will that exceed the amount given to the State? 
Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir; we are short eighty or ninety thousand 


acres, 

Mr. PICKLER. I will say further that under our constitution 
this land can not be sold to anyone until it brings $10 an acre for 
the benefit of the State. 

Mr. LOUD. Does the gentleman mean 80,000 acres after this? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Without this. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAMBLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


UNLADING OF VESSELS, 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 661) to amend section 
2880 fixing time for vessels to unlade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 

“ SEC. 2880. Whenever any merchandise shall be imported into any por of 
the United States from any forea rt, in any vessel, at the expiration of 
ten workin: nag be if the vessel ess than tons register, and within 
fifteen working days if it is of 500 tons register and less than 1,000, and within 
twenty wor days if it is of 1,000 tons register and less than 1,500, and 
within twenty-five wor days if it is of 1,500 tons and upward, not 
including legal holidays and days when the condition of the weather prevents 
the ing of the vessel with safety to its cargo, after the time within 
which the 7 of the master of any vessel is required to be made to the 
collector of the district, if there is found any merchandise other than has 
reported for some other district-or some foreign port, the collector shall 
e owner or ee 


sion of by the collector after one day’s notice to the collec 
All — so taken shall be delivered pursuant to the order of the 
lector of the district, for which a certificate or receipt shall be granted.” 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The report of Senator FRYE 


on this bill is at the desk, if any gentleman desires to hear it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill is all right. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This bill has been submitted 
to the leader of the majority. [Laughter.] It is a public bill, 
and it has received the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of Navigation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I reserve the right to object until we hear the 


report. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the following report of the Senate 
Committee on Commerce: 


The Committee on Commerce, to which was referred Senate bill No. 661, 
report as follows: 
he ee oe apc is to 2 ges —— for vessels from foreign 
rts, y ng vesse 1 ge the: 
Pis e has become necessary on account Of the increase in the ton- 
nage of vessels since the passage of the present law. 
e present statute was enacted in 1790, when vessels of 800 tons—the max- 
imum named in the law—were of extreme size. Since then, however, vessels 
have more than trebled in tonnage. Ships of 2,500 tons are common, and 


many exceed 3,000 net register. For such vessels the fifteen days allowed by 
law tor the discharge of their cargoes is entirely inadequate. bill pro- 
vides the needed remedy. 


This bill is moreover an improvement upon the present Jaw, in that it sub- 
stitutes for the word burden“ the term “ri er“ to donate the official 
tonnage, which is fixed when the vessel is built, and is not only stated in her 
pa but indelibly carved upon her main beam, as required law. 
e bill moreover remedies the indefinite lan “working days” inthe 
esent law, substituting therefor the more p expression 5 
egal holidays and days so cold or stormy that they 3 provon the 
unlađing of the vessel with 3 to the argh The law of 1799, now in 
force, excepts only “Sundays and the Fo of July,” the only holidays 
then authorized. Treasury regulations have since excepted “ raer daysand 
holidays,“ but it would manifestly be better to avail ourselves of the present 


opportunity and have them covered by Congressional enactment. 
he provision as to weather is necessary, as ce: can not be safely 
= pone while the temperature is below the freezing po nt. 
e enactment of the bill is needed Spares large sailing vessels 
loaded with coarse, bulky car; which can not discharged wi the 
time now allowed by law, such as nitrates, etc., which are usually ed 


at the rate of about 100 tons per day. 

Its enactment into law, therefore, will be for the benefit of the commerce 
of the country at large, without detriment to the interests of the United 
States. The committee recommend an amendment, and as amended that it 


Pass. 

Mr. PICKLER (before the reading was concluded). I do not 
ask for the further reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was read a third time, and y 

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 
House bill No. 3588, corresponding with the Senate bill just passed, 


be laid on the table. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly, 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. TRACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2) disposing of two condemned cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to supply the First Regiment of Infantry of the IIlinois 
National Guard with two condemned cannon, to be placed at the entrance 
to their armory at Michigan boulevard and Sixteenth street, Chicago, III. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to strike out in lines 5 and 6, the words mounted on wheels,” 
was read. eke 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAGER. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secre of the Navy to donate 
condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army of the Republic. at Leaven- 
1 Kans., aud Mathies Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Burling- 

m, Iowa. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
autho: and directed to donate two condemned cannon to Custer Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.; and that two con- 
demned cannon be donated to Mathies Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Bertin lowa: Provided, That the condemned cannon herein mentioned 
are available for the purposes stated and can, in the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Navy, be spared without detriment to the public interests: And pro- 
vided further, That the Government shall not incur any expense in han g 
or transporting said cannon. * 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

KATHERINE S. M’CARTNEY. 


Mr. GROW. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. McCartney, widow of 
William H. McCartney. a 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 

. to place on the pension roll. ee. to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Katherine 8. McCartney, 

widow of William H. McCartney, late captain First Massachusetts Artillery, 

and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 

In the last line of the bill strike out fifty and insert twenty.“ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 

rt in this case. 
he report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
4528) granting a pension to Katherine 8. eg mers fe beg leave to submit the 
following report, and to recommend that the do pass, with an amend- 
aes 9 ing out the word fifty,“ in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof 

e word “twenty.” 

The soldier enlisted April 19, 1861, and was honorably discharged October 
19, 1864, ascaptain Battery A, First Massachusetts Light Artillery. The proof 
shows that he was in the a 1 3 hospital of the Sixth Army vi — 
from June 14 to June 23, 1864, acute rheumatism. One of his comrades 
the service states he suffered with rheumatic attacks after that time during 
his service, and after his return home. associates in business and ac- 

uaintances testify to his having frequent attacks from 1880 to 1893 of severe 
rheumatic pains in his limbs and in the region of his geet tng the physi- 
cians that attended him in his last illness in May, 1804, that he was 
suffe: from in on complicated with rheumatic gout and valvular 
trouble of the heart, which was the direct cause of his deat 

Appended is a statement as to his service. 


Military record of William H. McCartney, captain Battery A, First Massachu- 
setts Light Artillery, late of Wilkesbarre, Pa. 


When the rebellion came he was a Boston 8 lieutenant of the Bos- 
ton Light Artillery, a volunteer battery which been in existence man 
ears. It went into the three months’ service, at one hour's notice, April 
oe rig reenlisted for three years, and was honorably discharged October 
i ptain McCartney served in Franklin's Division and in the Sixth Corps in 
es ‘Oss 


Ca 
poms, Malvern Hill. Second Bull Run. Cramptons Gap, Antietam, 


1862, 
road, Winchester, Fish 
orders for gallantry. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 23, 1966. 


It gives me great pleasure to state that I have known Seky McCartney's 
military personally since the fall of 1861, and that I have served in 
the Sixth Army Corps with him three years. During our service in the 
Sixth Corps I have seen Captain McCartney's battery en; in every bat- 
tle of the Army of the Potomac. The intelligence, skill, and bravery with 
which it was served by him elicited the admiration of all his superior officers 
red the battery a favorite one in the corps, At the battle of Salem 

tain be pag Aang) Pada under my command and was ened tothe 

of the line. The coolness and skill of Captain McCartne 
that day saved our line from being broken, when to break any portion of it 
was sure defeat to the entire corps. 

On the occasion he won and received the warmest praise from the division 
commander, General 5 from the lamented General Sedgwick. On 
all occasions his battery could be relied upon as being always ready for action 
or review. I believe Captain McCartney to be worthy of any re for his 
services during the war that the Government can bestow on him. 

JOS. J. BARTLETT, 
Late Brevet Major-General U. S. V. 


> WASHINGTON, D. C., April 18, 1366. 


It affords me pleasure to bear testimony to the services of Capt W. H. 
McCartney, formerly of the First Massachusetts 2 of Light Artillery, 
who was at ed to the Sixth Corps, Army of the Potomac, during the 
eventful a of 1864, from the Wilderness to Petersburg. Being fre- 
quently detailed to act with my division (Third, of the Sixth Corps). I had 
ample means of witnessing his ability as an officer, which 
render his ba one of the most efficient, while his 
the confidence approval of hissuperior officers. It was while acting with 
—7 division at Spottsylvania Court-House, May 9, 1864, Major Generel Sedg- 

c 


k was killed in battery, and Brig. Gen. W. H. Morris, comman: 
First Brigade, was wounded. I would also add my high roan regard for 
Captain McCartney, with my best wishes as a brother so 2 


JAMES B. RICKETTS, 
Major First Artillery, Brevet Major-General of Volunteers, 


HEADQUARTERS FIRST DIVISION, SIXTH Co 
Winchester, Va., September 20. 1804. 

GENERAL: I take peculiar pleasure in 9 your favor Capt. W. 
H. McCartney, Battery A, Massachusetts Arti whose conspicuous 
meritorious services in every battle in which the Sixth Corps 
gaged since 1861 has earned for him the highest respect from his 
commanders, His eminent services at the battle of Winchester, September 
14,1864, where he gallantly fought and disabled a battery that, by a 
flank fire, seriously impeded the advance of this command, are specially de- 
serving commendation. 

During the campaign of 1864, commencing with the battle of the Wilderness, 
Captain McCartney's services were most marked and meritorious, and 
the lamented Generals Sedgwick and Russell, who were both killed at 
battery, were always referred toin terms of the highest praise. I der 
that the valuable and continuous services of Captain McCartney entitle him 
to prompt promotion and reward. I have the honor to be, 

Very y, your obedient servant, 


FRANK WHEATON, 
Brevet Major-General, United States Volunteers, 
Major Second United States Cavalry. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I trust the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] will give us some 
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explanation in regard tothis bill. Whatspecial reasons are there 


for its ge? 

Mr. GRO . This soldier left his widow barely property 
enough to par his debts, and she needs this ion in or 0 
save what e remnant of property she can sale. As the 

shows, this man was a gallant soldier. 

. BARTLETT of New York. Would not the widow be en- 
titled to on 8 the general law? 

Mr.GROW. ‘This bill proposes to grant her the pension to 
which she would be entitled under the general law reason of 
the rank of her husband. Her claim was rejected at the Pension 
Office on the ground that the evidence did not show conclusively 
that the soldier had not rheumatism before entering the service. 
Yet he served gallantly for three years, was in every battle of the 
Potomac, and was honorably discharged. In 1862, while in the 
service, he was in hospital five days with an acute attack of 
rheumatism; and his death, according to the testimony of the sur- 
geon, was caused by rheumatism of the heart. 

Mr. BART of New York. When did he die? 

Mr. GROW. Two 8 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Twenty-nine years after the 
war he died of the disease which confined him to the hospital five 
days during the war? 

Mr. GROW. He died of rheumatic disease of the heart. 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to inquire whether this woman is now re- 
ceiving an 5 

Mr. GR . No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Why not? 

Mr. GROW. Her application for pension was rejected at the 
Pension Office on the ground that the testimony was not conclusive 
that the soldier was not subject to rheumatism when he entered 
the service. S 

Mr. LOUD. Was not this claim rejected at the Pension Office 
because the woman had too much property to entitle her to receive 
a on? 

. GROW. Shedid not apply under the act of 1890, but under 
the general law, for the pension to which she would be entitled in 
accordance with the of her husband. 

Mr. LOUD. Why did she not apply under the act of 1890? 

Mr. GROW. Because under that act she could only receive a 
pension of $8 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. And are there not four or five hundred thousand 
widows in the country who can get only that? 

Mr. GROW. As her husband died of disease contracted in the 
service she was not obliged to apply under the act of 1890. 

Mr. LOUD. But she could not prove that her husband’s death 
was the result of disease contracted in the service? 

Mr. GROW. I have already stated that this man, according to 
the testimony of the physician who attended him, died of rheu- 
matic trouble of the heart; and two of his comrades testify that he 
was troubled with rheumatism at the time of the battle of Fred- 
ericksburg and was in the hospital for five days in 1862 with an 
acute attack of rheumatism. ow me to repeat, that he served 
during three years of the war, and was in every battle of the 
Potomac. 

Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say to the gentleman that I was in 
the hospital for four weeks during the war with an attack of 
rheumatism, and if there is a doctor on the face of this earth, if I 
were to die to-morrow, who would undertake to say that my death 
was the result of that army service then he ought to be incar- 
cerated in an insane asylum. 

8 ftp if the doctor sorna paas Se apo orno 

eman’s death was from injury is vital powers resulting 
5 that service he would have no ground for complaint. 

Mr. LOUD. This very assumption, thirty years after the serv- 
ice was rendered, that every soldier who dies at this late day dies 
from the results of disease contracted in the Army or from his 
army service is a simple absurdity. 

Mr. GROW. In this case the gentleman should remember that 
his own companions, the associates of this officer, testified that he 
was 5 this 5 he had eee 
quently every few years apart, they were gr y growing 
worse and worse on each occasion. The result was that finally he 
died of that trouble; and it is traced back through his own com- 
panions, 3 testimony. to his service in the Army. 

Mr. LOUD. Ishall not object to the consideration of the case. 
It has probably as much merit as hundreds of others that have 
been in this House. But it is a bill that ought not to be 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a few remarks 
on this bill. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman object to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 


Mr. TALBERT, No; I do not object, but simply desire to dis- 
cuss it briefly. 

As I understand it, this is another claim for pension to an officer 
not of the rank of brigadier-general or general, but as low down 
as a captain. It seems that legislation will after a while reach the 
privates, if any are left. Iwould just like to know if there are 
any privates left in the Union Army at all. Is it a fact that every 
private who ever served in the Union Army has been brevetted as 
an officer? It certainly seems so from the cases that are brought 
before this House. We might fairly judge that to be a fact from 
the records that were made here. But few have descended so low 
yet as to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill to 
raise the pension of a private soldier or the widow of a private 
soldier. All of the efforts seem to be for the officers and their 
widows: and I am very much surprised that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has got so low in the scale as captain. I wonder 
that he, too, did not make the application in behalf of some more 
distinguished officer; for instance, a colonel or general. 

But, Mr. S. er. I wish to call the attention of the House to 
some legislation that was passed here during this session in refer- 
ence to this very subject. No longer ago than last week, I be- 
lieve it was, a bill was brought up here and considered to place on 
the retired list a lieutenant of the Navy, named Quackenbush, and 
I would like to call your attention, and the attention of the House, 
to the record which has been presented and made a part of the 
official records of this House as a reason for placing him on the 
retired list. Iam not surprised, in view of the reasons that have 
been submitted in this case, that enormous pensions should be 
asked for officers and widows on equally fli grounds. As to the 
bill under consideration, I have no partic objection; at the 
same time, it magnos be entirely deserving or meritorious. 

Mr. GROW. ill the gentleman allow me a moment? Do I 
a the gentleman to make objection to the consideration 
of the 

Mr. TALBERT. No; I have made no objection to the consid- 
eration as yet, but only wished to call attention to a specimen of 
Republican legislation. 

But, Mr, Speaker, I started to cite some of the reasons why 
this lieutenant was placed upon the retired list as I gather them 
from the records in the case. In the first place, we find right at 
the very threshold of it that he was dismissed from the Naval 
Academy for drunkenness. That is one reason, I suppose, why he 
should be placed on the retired list. Thai is, at least, given as one 
of the reasons in the rt, or at least it appears in the RECORD. 

In the second place, he was ap) inted a lieutenant in the Nay 
at the outbreak of the war. at of course might be a good 
reason to put him on the retired list. In the third place, includ- 
ing many other different orders, eight in all, as shown by the 
record, he was put on waiting orders at eight different times during 
the war. That is, he was found to be incapable, or utterly worth- 
less, or something of that sort, and he was put on waiting orders 
until something was found that he was capable of doing. Now, 
what do sensible men think of such recommendations? 

The fourth reason for pating him on the retired list was that 
there was no evidence before the committee that he was ever ina 
battle or received honorable mention during the war, or at least 
this appears as a part of his record and should have prevented it. 
Yet t is a strong reason for putting him on the retired list! 
There is not a word of evidence that he ever smelt powder or 
heard a gun fired in battle or ever saw the smoke of battle. And 
yet by an overwhelming vote he was put on the retired list. If 
you regard that as a good reason you are welcome to it, and wel- 
come to the 5 for such action. 

In the fifth place, upon an examination for promotion, he failed 
to pass before two successive and independent examining boards. 
It seems that he had great merit because he failed to pass two 
successive examinations for promotion. That is another reason 
why you seem to have adits him, Isuppose. In the sixth place, 
under the general law he was finally pos on the retired list. Then 
comes a seventh reason for putting him on—Congress intervenes 
and had him restored to the active list. 

Congress had to come along and exercise its power to put him 
on duty. In the eighth place, he was again dismissed for drunk- 
enness. That is another good reason, apparently, why the claim is 
brought up here and, under whip and spur,the application is 
granted to put him on the retired list. In the ninth place, Con- 
gress apan restored him to the active list, and then put him on the 
retired list, I only call your attention to these facts—that you are 
moving like greyhounds to pass such claims as this while you are 
neglecting the claims of the honest soldiers and the widows and 
orphans of the old soldiers. You are neglecting that great mass 
of claims existing against the United States that come from your 
War Claims Committee, claims that are costing the Government 
twenty or thirty thousand dollars a year, but they are never 
brought forward. There is no relief for such claimants. 

Now, I do not know but what the claim that the distinguished 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] has brought forward 
ere is a meritorious one. I do not propose to even vote against 
it, because I do not think he has ever stood up here in advocac 
of a claim unless it some merit. But I just want to 
the attention of the House in to the fact that it seems to be 
the paramount object of the sitting of this C to grant pen- 
sions to bummers, deserters, and coffee coolers, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky will allow me that remark, and to pass by merito- 
rious claims. I just wanted to show the spirit which actuated 
you, it seems, in putting this Lieutenant Quackenbush upon the 
retired list. Here is the bill of fare. It is inthe RECORD. You 
can look at it. He has never been in a battle. He has several 
times been dismissed for drunkenness. He has never 1 an 
examination for promotion; was put under waiting orders eight 
times, and yet you come here with great big crocodile tears in 
our eyes and ask that this great, grand man be put on the retired 

t. you can stand it, I can. That is only a sample of Repub- 
lican legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will ask the gentleman wh he was not here 
to make that speech against the the Quackenbush bill when it came 
up, instead of it after the bill passed? : 

Mr. TALBERT. I was here, but as usual the gag law was a 
lied, and the previous question was ordered, just as you Repu 
5 — do things to keep men from expressing their views. t 
is the reason why I did not do it, and that is reason why I rose 
in my seat to-day to say what I have said. It is a bitter dose. You 
would not swallow it the other day, and you have got to swallow 
it now, however nauseating it may be, and I hope it will so purge 

you as to beget some fairness and justice into you. 

Mr GROW. There has been no law on this bill, The gen- 


tleman has not opposed this bill, an am very much obli to 
him. I ask for a vote. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be barn eee and athird 
time; and it was accordingly read the time, and i 
On motion of Mr. GROW, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
JOHN CASTER., 


Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to suggest 
that we commence on privates. We have come down as low as a 
captain. 

r. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have a bill pensioning a pri- 
vate. l ask unanimous consent for the present ‘eration of 
the bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


d limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Company A, Thirty-third Missouri Enrolled Militia Cav: 


Mr. DOCKERY. Lask for the reading of the rt. 
The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6854) granting a pension to John Caster, having carefully examined and con- 
sidered the facts presented, ully report as follows: 

John Caster en ving Rem 

ri Enrolled Militia 

He filed a clai 8 uly 18, 1874, all gunshot wound of left 

è a m for n 7 W. e 
thigh received in battle near Camden Point, Sa oy gunsh z 

The War Department records fail to show that the tion to which 
claimant belonged was ever mustered into the United States service, and the 
claim for m was rejected on that ground and on ound that the 
evidence in the case, com mae P was not on file before July 4, 1874, the claim 
having been ovempber 10, 1874,as shown on the brief of the claim. 
The adjutant-general of Missouri — the muster. in roll shows John Cas- 
ter, Hed Misso 

a ks W ire Saer y The Third Auditor reports that John 
m the of Company A, Thirty- Enrolled Mis- 
1862, ord intoservice September 26, 1864. 

from duty November 24, 1864. 
8. P. Cox, of same regiment, testified (filed September 5, 1890) that he 
was present when John Caster received wound, and saw the wound soon after 
was shot, July 3, 1864, in left hip, in a battle with bushw under 

and Thornton. 

cae Daniel Lebo filed affidavit December 7, 1874, that he was in command 

of Company A, Thirty-third Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the time, and 


ohn Caster received a hot wound in left hip. John V. Johnston and 
vi M- Mullins, comrades, also testify to the incurrence of the wound as 


egi 

Dr. Wiliam H. Folmsbee, Gallai Mo., filed affidavit November 10, 1874, 
that he treated John Caster for wound of left hip, received while a 
member of 9 Thirty-third Missouri tia. 

Dr. Me testified March 21, 1896: 

“I have known John Caster about fourteen yearsand treated him for ca- 
tarrh and heart affection. The heart's action very weak and ps Wang slight 
exercise produces dyspnea. Ho suffers from_nasal catarrh, which has af- 
He has had 88 wound of left hip at junc- 

ownward in an oblique direction 
esion at both 


voice. 


t of entrance, causing adh 


“in line 7, the words “and pay him a 


ment, adding, after the word * Cavalry 

* of 5 dina noe A a amend by Fe ese, iF by pel Caster“ in- 
stead ot r' in line 6, and also amen spelling the name 
“ Caster" instead of “ Castor.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considerae 
tion of the bill? : 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee, set forth in 
the report, were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the title of the bill was amended, 
so as to read: A bill granting a pension to John Caster.” 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY., a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill passed was laid on the tabie. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up the naval 
appropriation bill as reported from the Senate, with the Senate 
amendments, and that the House disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments entire and request a conference; and that the bill, with 
the Senate amendments, be printed. 

Before asking for a vote on that I desire to make a few observa- 
tions to the House in connection with this bill. I will not state 
in detail the character of the amendments, which are quite nu- 
merous, but I desire to call the attention of the House particu- 
larly, in ar i Se for a disagreement with the Senate, to the 
action of that y in reducing the provision for battle ships 
from four to two. The members of the House will remember 
very well the circumstances, and the condition of the public 
mind, and the conditions prevailing in the Senate and House of 
Representatives at the time when the naval appropriation bill 
was brought into the House, where provision was made for the 
construction of 4 first-class battle ships and 15 torpedo boats. 
I desire to emphasize at this time the very remarkable change of 
attitude on the, of our coordinate legislative branch, which 
has resulted in the cutting down of one-half the provision for the 
strengthening of the Navy made in the bill as it passed the House. 

At the time the four battle ships were ordered, were voted for 
by the House, we found ourselves in a situation in which the pub- 
lic mind had been very greatly inflamed and excited by the dis- 
cussion of wars and rumors of wars” in various directions; and 
it is only fair to say that the Senate of the United States by action 
and speeches had probably contributed as much as any element 


that affected A — 5 sentiment or excited the public mind in regard 
to the strained character of our relations with several of the great 
nations of the earth. 


It is within easy recollection of the members of this body that 
great excitement was produced by a message of the President of 
the United States in regard to Venezuela, which contained some 
very remarkable expressions as affecting our ible future re- 
lations with the greatest maritime power on the globe. The ac- 
tion of this House will be remembered in support of that message, 
and also the fact that the Senate of the United States, after some 
deliberation, followed the action of the House in what seemed to 
be a very strong indorsement of the most emphatic expressions of 
the President's message in the line of aggressive assertion of the 
duty and disposition of the United States to exercise its power in 
regard to the disposition of matters on this hemisphere outside of 
our own territory. 

So strong was that disposition, so strong seemed to be the pur- 
pose of Con „that our country should take a more prominent 
and ve attitude in the disposition of the great international 
affairs of the world that, one after another, remarkable propad: 
tions were introduced in either branch of Congress, all of them 
looking toward a more strenuous declaration of our military posi- 
tion among the nations of the earth than had ever before 5 
assumed; and, as I say, in that direction the Senate of the United 
States took a very conspicuous part. I found in looking over the 
RECORD and public documents of this session a number of extraor- 
dinarily warlike measures brought before that body, to 
show the earnest desire of the Senate that we should put ourselves 
ina A erbain: to maintain the unwontedly aggressive attitude to 
which it seemed the desire of so many people to commit our Gov- 
ernment. Among them, on December 18, 1895, the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] introduced a bill (S. 1043), 
which was read twice and referred to the committee, providing— 

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
strengthen the mili armament by adding thereto, equipped for 7 — 
1,000,000 infantry rifes. 1.000 guns for field artillery, and not exceeding 5, 
heavy gun for fortifications: to be procured by manufacture in the arsenals, 
or by contract for manufacture, or by direct purchase in this country or else- 
where, a to the discretion of the President, who shall conform, when 
practicable, without unwise delay, to the me preseribed for making 
Ape. That the sum 5 „5 appropriated to carry into 
effect the provisions of this act. Wer 

And so exigent was the matter apparently regarded by the framer 
of this bill that the President was 3 to procure this war 
material — 8100. 000.000 worth of war material- either in this coun- 
try or elsewhere.“ if we could not produce it fast enough by do- 
mestic manufacture to meet what seemed to be regarded as the 
exigency of the situation of this country at that time, 
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On the 8th of January 
HALE] introduced a bill (S. 1404) which came with a recommen- 
dation from the Navy Department, which was read a first and 


, 1896, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


second time by unanimous consent, providing that the President 
of the United States should be authorized, whenever in his judg- 
ment an exigency should arise that warranted it, to enlist an un- 
limited number of men in the Navy of the United States for the 
term of two years and to appoint an unlimited number of officers 
not abovethe grade of lieutenant, who should be found necessary 
to command the men thus brought into the service. It provided 
further that the President should authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to call into requisition the Naval Militia, and to charter 
“any private vessel or vessels which may be required for the 
transportation of troops or other purposes, at such rates of com- 
pensation and upon such terms and conditions as may be deemed 
proper for the protection of the public interest.” 

On the same day the public records show that the Naval Com- 
mittee of the Senate addressed a communication to the Secretary 
of the Navy, asking him if he thought that “six battle ships” 
should be authorized at the present session. It was in this form: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether, in his opinion, it would be advantageous to the 
naval service to now contract for six battle ships instead ot for the two at 
present authorized, on the basis of the bids now before the Navy Depart- 
pees modified as might be, in the opinion of the Department, to the public 


In pursuance of the Secretary’s affirmative reply, Mr. HALE, on 
the 19th of December, introduced a bill (S. 1058) providing for 
constructing ‘‘ by contract 6 seagoing coast line battle ships” of 
about 11,000 tons each, and 25 torpedo boats. 

On the 29th of January Senator Mond, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, submitted an elaborate report in regard to 
our relation to the conditions existing in the Island of Cuba, ac- 
ge anying which was a concurrent resolution, No. 19, providing 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of esentatives concurring), That the 
present or orable war in the Island of Cuba has reached a magnitude that 
concerns all civilized nations to the extent that it should be conducted, if un- 
happily it is longer to continue, on those principles and laws of warfare that 
are Lengede to be obligatory upon civilized nations when engaged in 
open hostilities, including the treatment of captives who are enlisted in either 
army, due respect to cartels for exchange of prisoners and for other mili- 
tary pu S, truces and flags of truce, the provision of poar hospitals 
and hospital supplies, and services to the sick and wounded of either army. 

Resolved further, That this representation of the views and opinions of Con- 

be sent to the President; and if he concurs therein that he will, in a 
Friendly spirit, use the good offices of this Government to the end that Spain 
shall be requested to accord to the armies with which it is engaged in war 
oe rights of belligerents, as the same are recognized 
nations. 


On the 20th of February Senator CALL submitted an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute: 


That the United States recognize the independence of the Republic of 
Cuba, proclaimed at Jimaguaya under the Presidency of Cisneros, and under 
beg eek gy constitution and form of government proclaimed at Jimaguaya 
y, 1895. 


Senator WHITE submitted another amendment, as follows: 


That the Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound regret the suf- 
ferings and destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in progress in 
Cuba. While the United States have not interfered and will not, unless their 
vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and dependencies 
of any Euro Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless our people 
have never sed and do not now conceal their sympathy for those 
who struggle patriotically, as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exercise, main- 

n, and preserve the right of 5 Nor can we ignore our ex- 
ceptional and close relations to Cuba by reason of geographical proximity 
and our consequent grave interest in questions affecting the control or 
well- of that island. We trust that the executive de ment, to whose 
investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been committed, will, at 
as early a date as the facts will warrant, recognize the Moos rA of those 
who are main g themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to „and 
that the influence and offices of the United States may be prudently, peace- 
fully, and effectively exerted to the end that Cuba may be enabled to establish 
a permanent government of her own choice. 


On March 2, 1896, resolutions were reported by the committee 
in lieu of these, which provided as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That, in 
the o 8 Con a state of public war exists in Cuba, the parties to 
which are entitled to belligerent rights, and the United States should observe 
a strict neutrality between the belligerents. 

Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 
permanent solution of the contest, equally in the interest of S „the people 
of Cuba. and other nations, would be in the establishment of a government 
by the choice of the popie of mitten it is the sense of Congress that the Gov- 
oromani Aa pe United States should use its good offices and friendly infiu- 
ence end. 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of 

ba, in conseqnence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two 1 present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
le of the United States that Congress is of opinion that the Government of 

e United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of 
our citizens by intervention, if necessary. 


During the discussion of these various propositions the expres- 
sions 3 out in the Senate were also of a remarkably aggres- 
sive character. I find that on the 27th of February the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in an argument as to the duty of the 


under the laws of 


United States in regard to the insurrection in the Island of Cuba, 
used which was reported by the newspapers to have 
caused great excitement throughout Spain, where it was said to 
have been interpreted by the press and in Government circles as 
indicating serious hostility on the of the legislative branches 
of the Government of the United States toward a nation with 
whom we were and still are holding amicable relations. He said, 
as reported in the RECORD: 


Of all those vast dominions won by blood, won through torture and fire, 
there remains to-day to this toothless old wolf— 


Meaning Spain— 
the single Island of Cuba. And Spain to-day, like Giant Despair in that 
wonderful picture of Bunyan, almost helpless, sits at the door of the dark 
cave of d tism and grins with impotent rage at the procession of splendid 
Republics t march on in the progress toward civilization and liberty. 


A little later, in the same debate, he is reported as saying: 


We, Mr. President, are confronted now with one overwhelming, overruling, 
absolute, and determinate question in this debate. Shall we, the great ex- 
emplar of gepublican institutions throughout the world, declare that in our 
opinion the people of Cubaare able to maintain their inci Son eae and have 
achieved it? Are we to wait until that island is desola by fire and sword? 
Are we, a and God-fearing N to stand silent and dumb while 


the Spanish governor, called a e eclares that he intends to u; 
the people of Guba and butcher f eai pa be subjection to the Spanish t — — 
Sir, if we do it. God will curse us. If we do thing and stand here until a 


desert has been made of that splendid island, you may be certain that the 
time will come when there will retribution upon us as a people, because 
we have not been true to the task assigned us by Providence, because we have 
not cherished the legacy of self-government as bequeathed to us by our 
fathers. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Perhaps if it were parliamentary, Mr. Speaker, I might say that 
the Record shows that following this remarkable declaration the 
Senator from whom I haye just made this quotation voted to 
strike out half of the provision made by the House bill for strength- 
ening the Navy of the United States to le to maintain that 
dignified attitude of our Government which he seemed to be so 
desirous of Nr N 

Senator ALLEN of Nebraska offered a resolution providing 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and requested to issue a proc tion recognizing the Republic of Cuba as it 
exists under the constitution and form of government proclaimed at Jima- 
guaya, under President Ciseneros, in the month of May, A. D. 1895, as a free 
and independent nation, and according the envoy extraordinary and minister 


plenipotentiary of ssid Republic all the A son and pri accorded to the 
cates: extraordinary and plenipotentiary of Government of 
p: 


In advocating it he went on to say: 5 


Mr. President, I would E further than these resolutions propose to go; I 
would not only recognize the belligerent rights of Gana but I would establish 
her as one of the republics of this earth. If need be, I would muster every 
man in the United States and every war vessel necessary to the accomplish- 
ment of the task, and I would erect on the ashes and ruins of Spain's con- 
trol of that island a republic modeled after the institutions of our own. 
Sir, I would not only do that, but if 1 had it in my power I would admit 
the minister of the Republic of Cuba, feeble as it may be, unimportant in 
the eyes of the world as it may be, to the diplomatic circles at this capital 
upon terms of equality with the minister from opani 

r. President, one word more. It is said that the action proposed is liable 
to involve us in war. We can not shirk responsi 1 war may fol- 
low as a consequence of the discharge of our duties. The rule of Spain over 
Cuba has not been actuated from motives of humanity to those people, but 
simply for lust and gain. When Spain becomes convinced that republican 
institutions upon this continent mean more than mere empty declarations; 
that it means the United States of America will unfold its broad enough 
to cover the aspirations of the people of Cuba and adjoining countries, then 
the question of the independence of that people will be settled, and we shall 
have nothing to do but to adjust the finan results. 


And, Mr. Speaker, after 3 that utterance, if it were par- 
liamentary I might go on to say that in the line of “ mustering 
every man and every war vessel of the United States” that Senator 
is reported to have voted to strike out all the provisions for battle 
ampe in the House naval appropriation bill. [La Serd 
the 28th of February Senator SHERMAN of Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, one of the most distin- 
guished and venerated statesmen of the Republic and a Nestor in 
the halls of legislation, in a speech in favor of the resolutions de- 
claring the duty of our Government in regard to insurrectionary 
disturbances within the dominion of a foreign power, namely, 
Spain, among other seemingly aggressive suggestions, used the 
following language: 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would not engage in this debate but that I, 


as a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, wish to share in the re- 
sponsibility of the members of that committee for the consequences that may 


come from the adoption of the resolution which I hope is ahout to poe. Ido 
not disguise the dangers, the ties of hostile movements into which 


our Government pin drawn. I know that the people of Spain are a sen- 
sitive, a proud, a gallant people, and will not submit what they consider 
to be an injustice without resentment and resistance, At the same time m 
convictions are strong, made stronger every day, that the condition of af- 
fairs in Cuba is such that the intervention of the United States must sooner 
or later be given to put an end to crimes that are almost verona description, 
Mr. President, we have seen that this actual . araa com- 
menced. I read ina morning paper—it is open to all—the account of about 
the first battle which has been fought there since the arrival of this gene 
and the murder of unoffending prisoners. I wish to say upon ara enn respons 
sibility that if this line of conduct is pursued by Spain in Cuba, and the 
people of the United States are informed of its conditions as they are nar- 
rated daily in the ge papers, there is no earthly power that will prevent 
the people of the United States from going over to that island, run all 
over its length and breadth, and driving out from the little Island of Cuba 
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e e ee tei rey of the worst men who ever lived in the 
wor! use eries. 

Sir, wate — may be the result of the adoption of this measure, I desire to 
take my share of my in connection with it, and with a confidence 
in the judgment of the Almighty Ruler of the Universe, I believe it will be 
wise if we can assist, and all the other nations of America concur, in sec g 
to ine people of Cuba the same liberties we now enjoy. [Applause in the 

es. 


Mr. Speaker, if it were strictly parliamentary, I would say that 
the Recorp shows that the Senator voted to strike out two of the 
battle ships from the provision made by the House to enable the 
United States to maintain an aggressive attitude, if it should be 
necessary to do so, in the affairs of the world. 

On the 23d of March, 1896, the Senator from Texas, Mr. MILLS, 
introduced a joint resolution in these words: 

That the President of the United States is hereby directed to r 
Government of Spain to authorize the people of Cuba, subject to the sover- 
eignty of Spain, to institute such local government as they may „and 
investit with such powers as they may think N to secure to the peo- 
ple of Cuba the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

Sec. 2. That in case Spain shall refuse to grant to the inhabitants of Cuba 
the rightful power of local self-government, then the President of the United 
States is hereby directed to take ssion of the Island of Cuba with the mil- 
itary and naval forces of the Uni States, and hold the same until the people 
of Cuba can or, ze a government deriving its just powers from the consent 
of the governed, and arm and equip such military force as may be necessary 
to protect them from invasion. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, I make 
the point that the debate in which the gentleman is indulging is 
obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the rule? 

Mr. QUIGG. The rule which provides that the members of 
one House of Congress shall not criticise the proceedings of an- 


other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When the gentleman from New York shall 
have served here somewhat longer than he has, he will have 
learned that in order to escape possible strictures under that 
rule it is only necessary for me to ap Seip “if” such a thing as 
I was about to present to the House transpired somewhere, 
and “if” it should prove that in the Senate of the United States 
or in any other legislative body of that high character on a cer- 
tain occasion some Senator from a State, even from Texas, had 
introduced a measure of this kind, then I could state to the House 
that the measure read somewhat in this form—proceeding to read 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has made the 
point of order. Has the gentleman from Maine anything to say 
with regard to it? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state that it is a very familiar 
point of order, one which is very frequently made here, but almost 
always made by very new members. [Laughter.] And I desire 


to say to 5 4 iain’ 8 A 7 

The SPE R. The Chair has the impression that the point 
of order is well taken. [Applause. ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well. en I will suggest to the Chair 
that all that it is necessary for me to do, as has been the practice 
ever since Congress was first organized, is to state a hypothetical 
case, which I will proceed to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the reason of the 


rule 

Mr. BOUTELLE (interposing). I ask a ruling as to whether I 
am not entitled to read from the RECORD anything that has trans- 
pired in either branch of Congress, k 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not; but he will hear the 
gentleman from Maine on that point. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the Speaker rule that a member of 
this House, in debate, has not a right to read from the printed 
record of the debates in the Senate what has been stated in that 
podre, a would like to have a ruling, and I wait for the Speaker 
to e. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will not be a 
ruling for a moment or two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio 
on the point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the matter is to be debated I want to say 
a word myself. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I take the ground that so far 
the gentleman from Maine has not transgressed the rule of the 
House. I can not put my hand on the rule at this instant, but m 
recollection of it is that the criticism of another legislative branc 
of the Government, or of a coordinate branch of the Government, 
which the rule contemplates, does not consist, and can not be con- 
strued to consist, in merely reading the action of the other body 
and quoting the utterances of the members of that body. Iunder- 
stand that the criticism must be something that would provoke 
personal reply, something that is in the nature of a eriticism, 
either of the whole body or of the individual members of the body. 

Now, Ido not like to have it ruled, unless it is right, that we 
may not say on this floor that the Senate has defeated some bill 
of the House or that the Senate has put some amendments upon 
some bill of the House. As I understand the logic of the argu- 


mest the 
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ment of the gentleman from Maine—and certainly he made it 

very clear—he was pointing out that the Senate at one time seemed 

to concur in a certain line of opinion in regard to the necessities 

of the military arm of the Government, and at another time had 

receded from that position. I hope that that may not be held to 
er line of criticism. 


be an impr 

Mr. MIL IKEN. But, Mr. Speaker, was not the gentleman 

onally criticising certain members of the Senate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not think so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did. 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter of considerable importance 
and one which should be very carefully presented. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is a matter that has been presented a great 
many times. The idea that a bill can be pas: by this House, 
sent to the Senate, acted opan in the Senate and amended there, 
sent back to the House, and that we in discussing that bill are 
esto from citing the record of the votes in the Senate and the 
recorded expressions of Senators in debating the measure, is so 
monstrous a proposition that I will not ie 5 it by discussing it, 
I simply say that in any debate in which I hold the floor I have a 
right under the rules as a member of the House to read from the 
records of any legislative body on the face of this earth, and pecul- 
iarly the right to read from the records of the legislative body 
which is coordinate with this; and that no possible point of order 
can be made except upon such an assault on the motives or the 
integrity of a member of the coordinate branch as would involve, 
under well-understood parliamentary usage, the liability of pro- 
voking eg a animosities or recriminations. The rule is per- 
fectly plain. 

Why, Mr. S er, this infantile point of order would preclude 
me from quoting from a President's message or from a decision of 
the Supreme Court. I am amazed that such a proposition should 
occupy the attention of the House for a moment. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, if I am correct in my view, the mem- 
bers of one House can not refer to proceedings pending between 
the two Houses in the way of comment. Proceedings, however, 
of either House as printed in the RECORD become history; and any 
member may refer to them as history, but without commenting 
upon them or discussing the reasons why a member of the other 
body uttered certain sentiments at one time and certain other senti- 
ments at another. The record is history and may be referred to; 
but comments upon it are, I think, excluded by parliamentary law. 

The SPEAKER. The oe le involved in the matter now 
brought to the attention of the House is contained in a statement 
of Jefferson’s Manual which will be found on page 132 of the 
Digest of the second session of the Fifty-third Congress: 

Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken by a member of 
another House it is difficult to obtain punishment, because of the rules sup- 

necessary to be observed (as to the immediate noting down of words) for 

he eine ofmembers. Therefore it is the duty of the Bouse, and more par- 
ticularly of the Speaker, to interfere immediately, and not to permit expres- 
sions to go unnoticed which may give a ser f of complaice tO the other 


House and introduce p gs and mutual accusations between the two 


Houses which can hardly be terminated without difficulty and disorder. 


If the Chair understood the remarks of the gentleman from 
Maine, they were, in addition to the reading of matters in the 
RECORD, criticisms with regard to the personal action of members 
of the other House and in regard to their votes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state that the Chair is entirely in 
error on that point; and 1 think perhaps he may have been misled 
by the fact that he was paying more attention apparently to some- 
ey else than he was to the speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is right. When 
the gentleman commenced to read, the Chair was paying atten- 
tion to some other business of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then if the Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The impression of the Chair was that an ex- 
pranon was used with regard to the vote of a Senator, comparin 

is vote on a portion of this bill with utterances in which he 
indulged in the Senate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, If the Chair will be kind enough to refer to 
the language used, he will find that ‘‘the gentleman from Maine” 
very carefully, very specifically, and very parliamentarily stated 
that if it were parliamentary,” he might call attention, if the 
= were so and so,“ to the fact that the gentleman had voted “so 
and so.” 

1 SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is precisely the same 
ing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is for the Chair to decide. I believe I 
was strictly within the rules. If the Chair does so decide, it is 
entirely a different ruling from any other decision that I have ever 
known to be made upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the Chair, and the 
thing to be kept in mind by the House and by gentlemen in ad- 
dressing this body, not for our own sakes particularly, but for 
the sake of orderly proceedings in public bodies, is that principle 
which is laid down in this Manual—the principle that there should 
be in such bodies no such criticism orreference to the members of 
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another and a coordinate body as would be liable to lead to recrim- 
inations or disputes. 

The reason for this is simple and plain, on reflection. It is that 
all legislation, in order to become law, must receive the sanction 


of both Houses. An therefore, which means misunder- 
standing between the two Houses, like criticism of the person or 
manner Aves members of either branch of those of other, 
would be likely to create friction and have a very bad effect upon 
public legislation. At least that is the theory on which the rule 
and the construction of the rule to which attention is called is 
2725 And I think everybody will see the soundness and wisdom 
of it. 

The Chair has the impression that the rule certainly goes as far 
as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a former Speaker 
of this House [Mr. ORONI AnA amr Ti aco er under 
the usages of the House. So as my personal recollection is 
concerned, my impression is that allusion to the acts, and espe- 
cially to the motives, of members, or the criticism of members of 
the other House, is not permissible here, nor is a criticism of us 
permitted over there, and the purpose of it is that we may avoid 
unnecessary ill feeling between the two bodies in the interest of 
the country and the advancement of legislation. Because where 
criticism is made of a man where he can not reply it is more 
irritating than criticism of a man where he can reply. And so 
the motive for establishing a proper rule to our relations 
with the other body is even stronger than it is for establishing 
proper relations among ourselves. Now, I have no doubt that the 

tleman from Maine will in order. But I think that 

e remark which came to the attention of the Chair was not 
8 order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Speaker be kind enough to indi- 
cate the remark to which he refers? 

The SPEAKER. The remark in which the gentleman had un- 
dertaken to quote language used in debate in another body and 
had referred to certain actions of its members. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What? 

The SPEAKER. Where the gentleman quoted language used 
in debate in the Senate and proceeded to compare the language 
used with the action of a member of that body to show a conflict 
between them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What I said was that if it was permissible 
to do so I should say so and so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said that if it were parlia- 
mentary he would characterize it as so and so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That if it were parliamentary, I would state 
how he voted. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the general rule is 
lain, and the gentleman will see that that language comes within 
spirit of the rule. 
Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman from 
Maine be pene eget order. 


believe to be strictly in order I do not desire to proceed at all. 
Mr. GROW. If the House does not give zoe permission to 


. hat I re to be ht 3 
proceed in w. i my right un x 
If it is ruled b TT the flu- 
s 4 2 A 


the proceedi 
the House further. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be a question of what 
the gentleman from Maine really did say. I ask if it would not 
be in order to have the 5 report read, in order to set 
the matter clear before the House. Let us have the report of 
what he did say, and not undertake to argue this question on 
probabilities, but let us take the facts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late now to have 
the words taken down. 

Mr. QUIGG. The Speaker has ruled on the point of order, and 


I call for the order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I asked the Speaker to inform me, as amat- 
ter of liam inguiry, if the Chair holds that I am for- 
bidden here on the floor of the House to read the language of a 
joint resolution introduced in the Senate and made a part of the 
public records of that kage 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman is enti- 
tled to read it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, that is what Iwas doing, Mr. Speaker. 
That is — Apea I was doing, and all that I was doing. 
Now, I want have this understood, if the Chair please—— 
(Laughter. ] 


TheSPEAKER. TheChair would suggest to the gentleman—— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. This may be a very r to 
some of you gentlemen, but there are some serious aspects of the 
case which involve the rights of a member on the floor, and I ask 

the Chair if I may be heard on this question of order? 
i K pe passed upon the ques- 


viđed the gentleman bears in mind, as the Chair has no dou 
e will, the principles which have been invoked here, and which 
have been quoted from Jefferson’s Manual; and the Chair h 
Mah Oe e EM EEE inorder, under that, as he un 
stands it. 


order for anything except that which he is saying at the time? 
PARERS The Chair thinks that in a case like this, where 


to, and it seems to be going on 
member 


Chair to give it, and 
Then the Chair holds, as I understand 
The Chair has made its A 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I desire to find out t I may 
Mr. QUIGG. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The: order is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania . Grow], that the gentleman Fon 
wed to in order, 


Maine 855 . 
Mr. UTELLE. Speaker, I decline to accept that. I 


[Mr. QuieG]? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hold that the gentleman 
was out of order in doing that. 
eee Then I will proceed to read the rest of the 
resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed in order, pro- 
vided the House so votes on the motion of the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania . Grow]. ; 
Ar. BOUTELLE. The Chair stated that I was in order. I 


was reading from this joint resolution when the gentleman from 
New York pe: QuIGG] called me to order, Now, if the Chair 
8 ve no to read it I will refrain from reading it. 

SPEAKER. Chair has made his ruling, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] moves that the 3 
from Maine be allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (interrupting). Lask the Speaker if I have 
a right to read 

e SPEAKER. Those in favor of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will say aye; those opposed, no. The 
ayes seem to have it; the ayes have it, and the gentleman will pro- 
ceed in order. [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUT. Now, will the Chair be kind enough to in- 
form me—— 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair sincerely hopes that gentlemen will 
conduct themselves with regard to this matter in such manner as 
may conduce to a proper understanding between the two bodies 
anda * understanding among ourselves. 

Mr. UTELLE. I hope the Chair will not admonish the 

members on my account at all, for I am entirely content with the 
record made. I want to ask the Speaker now, in order that I may 
escape the iceable zeal of some member on one side of 
the House or the other, who may think he can distinguish him- 
self by bobbing up in the record of my speech—I want to ask the 
Speaker (nd the Speaker is fully advised m this matter, be- 
cause he ruled on portions of it) whether I am entitled toread 
the remainder of this concurrent resolution offered in the Senate 
of the United States? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has liberty to proceed in order. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, „Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I wish to ask the question of the Speaker whether, if I 
state to the House that I would say a thing 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, was it voted that I should pro- 
ceed in order? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If so, I desire to retain the floor. I do not 

e. 


yield .. DONT ENN MRN 
Mr. L riss to a parliamen 


The SP The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
a TEIA. 1 the Speaker will be sf 
$ er wi as capable—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chase e pea pS to do his duty if he 
may be permitted to do it. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). As capable of administering 
the rules with reference to one member as another of the “unruly ” 
delegation from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do not extend that beyond yourself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I will continue the rea of 
the concurrent resolution introduced in the Senate on the 23d of 
March, 1896, which proceeded as follows: 

That the President of the United States is hereby directed to take poes 
sion of the Island of Cuba with the military and naval forces of the United 
Sta: and hold the same until the people of Cuba can organize a govern- 

t deriving its just powers from the consent of the governed, and arm 
m equip suc. tary forces as may be necessary to protect them from 
vaslon. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I am entirely desirous, 55 good faith, 
of adhering to the rules of this House, not only as I understand 
them but as they may be expounded by the present er of the 
House; and I ask if there is anything in the rules or in the Speak- 
er’s recent holding that precludes or renders it improper for me 
to read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD language used in the 
Banato ot: the United States, which I now purpose to read unless 
precluded? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On the 30th of March, 1896, the RECORD re- 
ports Senator MILLS of Texas as using the following z 


Isa that wherever there are rights there are 
and I say the le of the United States owe it to the oppressed and down- 
of Cuba to way o : “The come when you must 


= = * $ * * * 

Having the gee genta which even an equitable right would give, we 
should of Spain that just government should be given to Cuba. If 
8 we should enforce the demand with the whole military strength of 

nation. 


* 


C 
see e ve the organize 
ment and arm themselves for ite — and I will hod it until t. 3 
able to stand alone.“ If Cuba says: I can not stand alone. I want to 
with you. All these powers are ready to spring upon me. Spain will invade 
me. Perhaps a combination of European powers will combine and assail me. 
Ido not want to stay alone. I want your help—if she says 
Beery me nny $ . ape ea — 3 eet TIAA thee; A 
W er thou goest, I will go; and where thou lodges odge; 00 
shall be 1 ee thy God my God; where thou diest, will Tale, end 
core IT be ee. the Lord do so to me, and more also, if aught but 
ee and me.“ 
Then, ats, I would say to her in the language of that sweet Irish poet: 
“ Come, rest in this bosom, sore stricken deer, 
Though the herd have fied thee, thy home is still here; 
Here still is the smile that no cloud can o'ercast, 
And the heart and the hand all thy own to the last. 
Thou hast called me thy angel in moments of bliss, 
And thy angel I'll be mid the horrors of this 
Through the furnace, unshrinking, thy steps to pursue, 
And shield thee, and save thee, or—perish there too.” 


Now, Mr. S er, I would like to ask, with every deference to 
the ruling of the Speaker of the House and to my sensitive friends 
here, whether it would be in order for me to state that the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD shows that the Senator from Texas voted to 
strike out the two battle ships? [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the answer will be found in para- 
graph 1710 of Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative Assem- 

es: 


forces of the 
a govern- 


It is by, Serer’ also to refer to or introduce the ne debates of 
the other se, though there is no question pending at time, for the 
purpose of making them the subject of comment, whether in the way of 
answer, explanation, commendation, discussion, or animadversion, and on Sh 
ever any such allusion is made in any form in which it can be brought within 
a ee wa erp are a 
introduced into the debate, were it not for the impropriety of — — for 
it to the other House, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, Mr. Speaker, if there be a pona 
of doubt, while I have none in my own mind, I will refrain rea 
reading from the RECORD the vote of Senator MILLS as stated in 
ng, Pahang re uestion. 

ow, Mr. S r, I desire to moye that the House disagree to 
the Senate amendments entirely and refer them to a committee of 
conference, with an opportunity hereafter, of course, for the 
House to act on the results of that conference; and I ask also that 
a conference with the Senate may be requested. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the bill with Senate amend- 
ments I believe has not been ordered to be printed, with the Sen- 
ate amendments numbered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask that py Sea may be modified 
so that the Senate amendments may numbe and the bill 
printed, the amendments di to, and a conference requested. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no desire to interfere in an way with 
the management of the bill as may seem best to the 8 of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; but there are one or more amend- 


ments, one especially, in the bill, that at some stage of the pro- 
ceedings I think the House pers to have a chance to vote upon, 
and I suppose, from what li I know of the way these matters 
are m ; as to one of the amendments that I have in mind, 
later on I hope we will have a chance to take some action. Irefer 
55 the e e 3 striking out ae oi the 1 
ips. the House wi e an opportuni express 

opinion u on — Senate amendment, as to whether it shall insist 
on or shall recede from its disagreement to the amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, it is entirely within 
the power of the House to determine that gee for itself. I 
do not know how the conferees can keep it from coming up here, 
I will state very freely and frankly that, so far as I am con 
as chairman of the committee, and so far as I can speak for the 
committee, I know of no possible reason why any amendment will 
not be submitted to the separate action of the House if desired. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose that would come afterwards, as it is 
not conyenient to do it now, because the bill has not yet been in 
conference, and really the time for action will come after it has 
been in conference. en I hope an opportunity to test the sense 
of the House will be given as to certain of the amendments, I 
have no desire to interfere with the management of the bill, and 
could not if I would,on the part of the gentleman from Maine; 
and I only made the remark for the popoe of saying that I hope 
an opportunity will be given to the House later on to pass upon 
hiie BOUTELLE. M Speaker, I entirel ith the 

x Nr. er, I entirely agree wi - 
tleman from Illinois. M bers tga 


judgment is that mem 
present in very large numbers to-day, and all of the members are 


ba | entitled to act upon a question of this kind; and I think it is de- 


sirable that the information and the debates to which I have 
called attention to-day, as well as the bill, shall be printed for the 
perusal of the House, to enable members to form better judgment 
after reading what I have said this afternoon, and 5 
what I probably intended and desired to say that they may be able 
to dealin the most judicious manner this subject when it 
comes up. I am the more convinced it should take this course 
because I have observed the latent remnant of that excitable and 
bellicose disposition which manifested itself so violently at the 


early s of the session, that I think perhaps it would be well 
to have bill printed and have these extracts from the public 
records of the Government printed, and let members have the 


whole matter before them an: to recognize in so far as th 
can the desirability (which I am glad to beable to say I 8 
from the earliest of the session, in which I had very little 
* on this side) of looking at this question deliberately and 
calmly. 

I think that when th, scare rg read the record of some measures 
that have been introduced in this Congress, and which I had the 


temerity, not being aware of the presence of my vigilant friend 
friend New York . Qurca], to quote, I think there are mem- 
bers who will recognize that probably no such excitable or extrava- 


gant 8 as some of those would be likely to be introduced 
to-day. I think the public mind is in a calmer state, and that we 


have reached a greater degree of equilibrium, and therefore I move 
that the amendments of the Senate be nonconcurred in and that 
a conference ber 


uested, 

Mr. SAYERS. Er Speaker, as stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] for himself, I do not wish to interfere with 
the progre of this bill, but I do wish to have from the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE|—who will oabi; be at the head 
of the conference committee, as he is entitled to be—the assurance 
that the House shall have an 8 to vote upon the Senate 
amendment reducing the number of battle ships from four to two 
separately and independently from other propositions contained in 
the bill. If the gentleman will give the House that assurance, I 
shall not object to his motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know how I can accede to any re- 
quest made prior to the conference, as I do not know what the 
ur. GANNON. Toil to the gentleman that the suggestion 

x s say gentleman that the s i 
of the gentleman from Texas is along the line of precedents, 
Where amendments are nonconcurred in by wholesale, as upon a 
general appropriation bill, it is not unusual for a request to be 
made to the request of the gentleman from Texas, and, so 
far as I recollect, such requests have always been conceded. The 
method would be when you go into conference that whatever 
may be done by way of agreement as to other amendments, this 
amendment will be reported back to the House by way of disa- 

eement, so that the use, or any member of the House, will 
ave an opportunity to test the sense of the House on a motion to 
concur with the Senate or on a motion to instruct the conferees. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. erage that amendment is the most 
important matter for which the conference is desired. I do not 
see how I can nurse to exclude from conference the most impor- 
tant matter involved. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Suppose the Senate recedes from its disa- 
greement, what then? 
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Mr. CANNON. It makes no difference whether it recedes or 
does not recede, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If it recedes there is nothing before the 
House. That settles it. 

Mr. CANNON. You could still report the disagreement. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There would be no disagreement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You could not report what was not true. 

Mr. CANNON. It is to be presumed, primarily, that the Senate 
will not recede. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In other words, does the gentleman from 
Illinois propose to exclude that particular amendment from the 
conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then we must confer upon it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to move 
to concur in the amendment of the Senate which reduces the num- 
ber of battle ships from four to two? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I move that the House concur in the 
amendinent of the Senate which reduces the number of battle 
ships from four to two. 

r. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, while that motion would, of 
course, be in order at this stage, would it not be better to have 
the bill go into conference with an understanding that the para- 

ph fixing the number of battle ships shall be reserved for the 
ouse to act apon under any motion that may be made here? 

Mr. SAYERS. That was my proposition to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]; my idea being that the House ought to 
have an opportunity to vote upon a motion to concur in the 
amendment of the Senate reducing the number from four to two. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The House will have an opportunity to vote 
upon the conclusion reached by the committee of conference on 
that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If my colleague will pardon me, suppose the 
conference—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The only possible object of this must be a 
desire on the part of this Honse—and if so it may just as well be 
expressed at one time as another—that its conferees shall not en- 
deavor to enforce the action of the House in this matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Senate has cut down our House appro- 
priation by one-half. We ask that the House disagree to that 
amendment. If the House want to agree to the amendment, that 
settles it. They will vote down their own bill and accept the 
amendment of the Senate. If the House propose to stand by their 
own action, they will send the bill to conference and instruct their 
conferees to get the best agreement they can. 

Now, if the House is negative rather than affirmative in this 
matter, that alters the case entirely. All of my remarks have 
been predicated upon the idea that the conferees on the part of the 
House would be intrusted with the duty of upholding the con- 
tention of the House. The House voted upon the question 
whether there should be six battle ships or four, and they voted 
by a majority to authorize four. There was a very large ay 
sition on the part of this body to authorize six, but they did 
authorize the smaller number, four. 

Now, I have had no intimation from anybody until this moment 
that the House desired to retreat from that action. If they do, of 
course it is perfectly competent for them to so declare; but to 
send the bill to a conference with the understanding that the 
House conferees are not to confer upon the most important provi- 
sion in the bill seems to me extraordinary. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it isevident that we can not reach 
any definite understanding on this question; and I now move that 
the House concur in the Senate amendment reducing the number 
of battle ships from four to two; and upon that motion I demand 
the previous question. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious ee 

The SPEAKER. If there is no other{separate vote demanded, 
the question will be first taken on nonconcurring in the other 
amendments of the Senate. 

The question being taken, the amendments were nonconcurred 


The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to concur in 
the amendment of the Senate relating to a reduction in the num- 


ber of battle E 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not that question debatable? 
The SPEAKER. Certainl 


M RAYERS T tolievo 1 hava the floor on tho molan and 
control the time. Do Inot, Mr. Speaker, under the rule? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. How can the gentleman control the time as 
against the chairman of the committee having control of the bill? 
0 Mr. SAYERS. It is a parliamentary question presented to the 


hair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not quite sure about it. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The idea of the gentleman controlling the 
time on both sides of the question! [Laughter.] 

TheSPEAKER. AstheChairunderstands, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Poorer el pemg in charge of the bill, moved to non- 
concur in all the amendments of the Senate. Thereupon the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] moved to concur in a particular 
amendment. That is a 1 — 7 bi motion as compared with the 
other, and supersedes it; but it does not change the control of the 
matter. The Chair thinks that the gentleman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Just one moment, if the Chair pleases. Does 
the Chair rule— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was stating his impression. Per- 
haps the gentleman from Texas can give the Chair some light on 
the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know that I can give the Chair any 
light. What I mean to say is that, soror dingo my recollection, 
upon a motion to concur made by any member of the House the 
member making the motion is entitled to one hour, and that at 
the end of the hour or before the lapse of the hour he can, if he 
chooses, move the previous question. If the motion for the pre- 
vious question be voted down, then of course anyone o a to 
the motion to concur is entitled to an hour; but up to 
tion of one hour, if the gentleman making the motion does not 

yield, he has control of t hour, and at the end of the hour or 

fore it he can move the previous question. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Pardon me a moment. I should like the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas on another matter. This is 
individual suspension day, and there are several matters which 
members desire to bring up. The pending question has come up 
unexpectedly, and if the gentleman from Texas and the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill will agree, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the further consideration of this matter be postponed 
ae to-morrow morning, immediately after the reading of the 

ournal. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the question occupying its present status. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; I can not consent to that. I can not 
consent to have this matter go over with the understanding that 
the gentleman from Texas can get up here and move to concur 
in an amendment and occupy the time himself—allow no one 
else to be heard except such members as he sees fit to select. 

The SPEAKER the Chair understands, the proposition is 
that the matter go over subject to a decision to-morrow morn- 


In — 

in. SAYERS. Whatever rights or privileges the rules of the 
House and parliamentary law, under the decision of the Speaker, 
give to me I shall be certain to assert. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is very lucid and graphic. 

Mr. SAYERS. All rights I hope the gentleman understands it, 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair can have theattention of the gen- 
tleman from Maine a moment—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to know whether the Chair has 
ruled 18 1 the extraordinary point of order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Maine will give the 
Chair his attention one moment 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the Chair that I was listening 
to gentlemen around me who, as I understood, were trying to 
5 8 some arran ent 

. MILES. e can not hear what the Chair is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that this matter shall be 
resumed, just where it is now, to-morrow morning, after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

. BOUTELLE. And the pending status is a motion to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment regarding the battle ships? E 

TheSPEAKER. Thatisthe motion. And the Chair, to-morrow 
es will decide the question of the right to the floor on the 
motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, in deference to what 
seems to be a general desire all around me, [have no wish to press 
the matter this evening; and if we can let the matter go over until 
to-morrow morning, I shall not object. 

Mr. AA TEE, the gentleman from Maine will permit me a 
moment, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, well, I am not so anxious that it shall 
go over that it would require very much of an objection to stop it, 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not objecting. The only question is this: 
Should unanimous consent be given, at the proper time to-morrow 
will I be ee with my motion to concur? I submit the 
inquiry to the Chair. k 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion to concur is now 


nding. 

5 SAYERS. The motion to concur is pending? Then, will 
I be recognized as having possession of the floor? 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair will determine hereafter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to know what that possession 
of the floor” may include. [Laughter.] The tleman from 
Texas has indicated that the possession of the floor includes the 
right to control all debate. 


he SPEAKER, The Chair will submit the request. Is there 


e expira- 
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objection that this matter shall go over until to-morrow morning, 
the status to remain as now? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON, A single moment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the regular order.’ 

Mr. CANNON. Before that I ask unanimous consent—and I 
think it will be given if gentlemen will wait a moment—that an 
order be made that the amendments of the Senate be numbered 
and printed with the bill, so that we may have the bill on our 
desks in the morning. x 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is proper, and I hope it will be done. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, before the regular order is pro- 
ceeded with, I desire to state that the Senate has sent back to the 
House theconference report on the legislative bill, nonconcorring 
in the action of the House, and asking another conference. 
move that the House further insist on its disagreement to amend- 
ments of the Senate on that bill, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A me from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
proved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles: a 


es 

On April 30, 1896: eee 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper distribu- 
tion of the publication entitled Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents. 

On May 1, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expense 
of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 
3 

On May 2, 1896: 3 s 

An act (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Schilling; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

On May 4, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 951) toamend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railwa mpany to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Guannel, in 
Aransas County, Tex. 

An act (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regu- 
lation of medical and dental colleges in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 


ax; 
An act (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes; and 
An act (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 1883. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re ed 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

A bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain signed 
at e git on the 8th day of February, 1896: and 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BINGHAM, 
Mr. McCatu of Tennessee, and Mr. DOCKERY as conferees on the 
part of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

PROTECTION OF AMERICAN YACHT OWNERS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8088) for the protection of 8 owners and shipbuilders of the 
United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4216 of the Revised Statutes be, and is 
hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 4216. Yachts belonging to a regularly organized yacht club of any 
foreign nation which shall extend like privile to the yachts of the Uni 
States shall have the privilege of entering or leaving any port of the United 


States without entering or ee at the custom house thereof or paying 
tonnage tax: Provided, ‘That the privil of this section shall not extend to 
any yacht built outside of the United States and owned, chartered, or used 
by a citizen of the United States, unless such ownership or charter was 

uired prior to the passage of this act.” = 

EC. 2. t section 11 of an act entitled “An act to abolish certain fees for 
official services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to ship- 
ping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other pu: ve 
appara June 19, 1886, sofar as the same exempts any yacht built outside of 
the United States and owned, red, and used by a citizen of the United 
States from the payment of tonnage taxes, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I demand a second on themo- 


tion of the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. PA ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I object. . 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BARTLETT of New York and 
Mr. Payne as tellers. 

The tellers reported, on a division of the House—ayes 85, noes 2. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. PAYNE, and the gentleman from New York, Mr, 
BARTLETT, to control the time, respectively, on the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, under the presentlaw an American 
citizen, contrary to the well-understood p of the registry 
law for American vessels, a law which was passed for the protec- 
tion of American shipbuilders, can join a foreign yacht club and 
have a yacht built on the Clyde or wherever he chooses, pay for it 
with American money, employ British laborers and British build- 
ers and use British materials in its construction, and bring the 
yacht to America and have it registered, with all the privileges 
that he would have if he had employed American shipbuilders, 
American workmen, and used American materials. 

Under this provision of the law there have been built some 26 
of these yachts, beat in tonnage from 500 to 3, 000 tons. There 
are now under contract, building on the Clyde, 4 other yachts to 
cost somewhere about one and one-half millions of dollars. 

Now, what we pro: in this bill is to subject all yachts that 
are contracted for and built under these circumstances to the same 
tonnage taxes and the same dues for clearances and entrances at 
the custom-houses that every other vessel belonging to an Ameri- 
can citizen having the like privileges, even to floating the American 
flag, has to pay. In other words, we propose to end this discrimi- 
nation in favor of yachts which are steam pos used exclusively 
for pleasure purposes, as against vessels which are engaged in ton- 
nage trade, and answering some useful purpose besides the pleas- 
ure of the owner, and to compel these pors who desire to use 
these pleasure yachts to come into the erican shipyards and 
have them built there. 

I believe that under the interpretation which must be putupon it 
they will also be required to pay a tariff duty upon such yachts. 
I know that proposition is disputed in some quarters, and I be- 
lieve that will be the result of this bill. It will result in i 
out our policy of requiring American ships and American vessels, 
all of them, to be built within American yards. There is no reason 
why this should not be done. We have the best wash Rare in the 
world, Our American liners are as good as any that cross the 
ocean. Our men-of-war are as good as those produced in any 
other country, and ever since the memory of any of us the Eng- 
lish have been trying to take away from us a certain cup for the 
best 1 that can be Rr uced. 

That is all there is of the bill, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
the passage of this bill, for two reasons. In the first place, I be- 
lieve it will be detrimental to the interests of American labor, and 
in the second place, I believe that it will be destructive of all true 
sportsmanship, that is, of the true yachting spirit, as now shown 
by the investment in large steam yachts. 

I think it is rather objectionable, in the closing hours of this ses- 
sion, to attempt to rush through without consideration an amend- 
ment to the Revised Statutes, to a provision of law which was 
enacted some twenty-six years ago and has remained in force ever 
since, in all the tariff agitations through which we have passed. 
I call the attention of the House to the provisions of the act of 1870, 
which will be found in section 4216 of the Revised Statutes. That 
poe does what? It extends a privilege to foreign-built yachts. 

t gives certain privileges to the gentlemen who invest their mone 
or have inv. large sums of money in steam yachts built Sra 
It is as follows: 

. 4216. > - 
eien ion whic aeaaea ve eiee o te Tachi ge e 
Sh shall have the privilege of entering or leaving any port of the United 


Without doing what?— 
without entering or clearing at the custom-house thereof, or paying tounage 
This proposed bill is special legislation of a most objectionable 
kind, because, although it comes before us in the guise of an at- 


tempt to benefit American shipbuilders or yacht builders, it really 
strik es a blow at some eight or ten or twenty gentlemen in the 


4806 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


United States who have invested hundreds of thousands of dollars 
= the purchase of their yachts under the guaranty of existing 


W. 
Now, as to the first question, the interest of American labor, 


must bear in mind that the cost of running a yacht is far more 
the initial cost. The man who gives a hundred thousand 
dollars for his yacht abroad and brings it into our waters keeps 
it here season after season, spends hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars on repairs to the yacht, on the equipment of the yacht, and 
on the cost of the eee continuous running of the vessel. 
So I say that if you pass this bill you will have no plausible ex- 
cuse, no specious excuse even, before your constituents. You will 
tell them, We have stopped the building of rg pong rsd 
but you can not say to them that these yachts be built here. 
The reason is that the yards abroad are especially equipped for the 
construction of these steam yachts to-day. 

I have no doubt that within a few N the time will come 
when we shall build them just as well „just as satisfactorily 
to the owners, and at an equal cost that is, not at the excessive 
cost that would be imposed upon the yacht owner to-day. But in 
the meantime I tell you that it can not be done, that the men 
whose ownership of these yachts built abroad you stop, and whom 

u force to give up the purchase of yachts abroad, will not go 

to your yards in ka or elsewhere and buy a yacht, because 
the cost is too great, because the delay is too great, and they will 
virtually be compelled to give their whole interest in steam 
8 So 1 is will be a mistake even from 

t ee and I believe as much as any man in the United 
States in the due protection of the interests of American labor. 
I do not think I have ever cast a vote which has not been in favor 
of American labor or the interest of the American mechanic. 

Now, let us see what will be the effect on the interest in yacht- 
ing, on steam ting in the United States, if you pass this meas- 
ure. You will strike a serious blow at that interest, because the 
interestin steam yachting, asin every kind of yachting, as in every 
sport which commends itself to the American people and to man- 
hood throughout the world, depends largely upon emulation and 
competition. It is a noble thing to have these yachts, built in 
foreign yards, come into our waters and stimulate our American 
builders. If no English yacht had ever crossed the Atlantic, if no 
English yacht had ever entered the of New York, you would 
have no yacht races to-day, you would have no general widespread 
interest in the spirit of ting. So it has been with the intro- 
duction of steam yachts built abroad. They have stimulated the 
interest in steam yachting; and had those yachts not been per- 
mitted to enter our 2 without the imposition of onerous and 
destructive charges I tell you that there would not be one-half or 
one-quarter or one-tenth of the number of steam yachts in this 
country to-day. : 

I should like to have a portion of this article read, or I shall 
read it, because it presents the view of a true American who is 
interested in these steam yachts much more forcibly than I can: 


lied to steam yach it 
come. 
The yachtsman who i the investment of several hundred thou- 


If, on the other hand, the order be placed at home with the 

builders of steam ts, there is no guaranty as to who will o ves- 
sel, when she will be completed, or that she will be other than a failure 
when nominally ready for delivery. If anyone is inclined to dispute this, 


ts; one a failure in a ce, speed, 
accommodation, the that a steam — Should have; the 
other even a worse example, and only accepted by owner after a long 


passage of this bill will make a square issue for American yachtsmen 
to consider, either to have no steam yacht or to pay an excessive price for 
one that is practically useless. 
are reasons which need not be quoted now for the unfortunate 
of steam-yacht build: in America to-day, a condition closely iden- 
tical with that of the building of sailing yachts in 1880. That these latter 
conditions altered as 


yachts—M 
and Thi. 


And now I submit, gentlemen, that for these reasons you ought 
not, without dueand careful consideration, to pass an such meas- 
ure as this. I believe that a fair spirit of emulation and competition 
is best subser ved by allowing a few of these English steam yachts 
to come in. There is no great danger. It does not affect the peo- 
ple at large to exempt these yachts. This bill will not bring in 
any revenue to us. Its purpose isnot tobring revenue. Its pur- 
pose is to force an American who wants to invest $100,000 m a 
yacht to have it built in an American yard, at a maximum cost, 


and at the greatest possible risk. Now, whether you be in favor 
of protection, free trade, or tariff for revenue y, it seems to 
me that this sort of legislation is unwise, that it is ©, 
and mee it should not receive the approbation of 
majority. ; 

Mr. LOW. Will the gentleman lain what he means b; 
„risks“ of bei built in an A morian aardt * 

Mr. BAR of New York. I mean this: That any man 
who invests 8100, 000 in a yacht wants to be at liberty to buy where- 
soever and whensoever he pleases. In the first place, the risk that 
is taken in having it built in an American yard in the matter of 
design; in the second place, in the cost, and third, in the matter 
of celerity of delivery of the yacht. 

I claim that we ought not to legislate in this small way. If you 
want to pass a measure and apply it to all vessels of every kind 
of construction in this country, go on and do it; you have the 
power; but do not amend a provision of the Revised Statutes 
which was conceived in a somewhat large and liberal spirit, and 
which has worked admirably for a quarter of a century; do not 
amend it in the closing days of a session without due considera- 
tion and without some argument in its favor and support. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from New York 


[Mr. Payne] yield? 

Mr. PA . I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. FOWLER]. 

Mr. FOWLER Speaker, I just want to say a few words 


in answer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTET In 
the first place, the proposition which the gentleman has laid down 
isentirely untenable, for the reason that these vessels are exclusively 
for pleasure e ee and everyone knows that whenever a manen- 
ters the field of aed it is only a question of whether he wantsthe 
article, not whether he is going to pay $100,000 or $125,000 for it. 
Therefore, whenever aman comes to the conclusion that he wants 
a ae yacht he is going to have it, whether it costs him 
$100,000, $125,000, or even $150,000, and every penny of it should 
be paid out to American labor, and not to foreign mechanics. 

ow, I desireto answer the gentleman as to whether these yachts 
can be built in this country. He says the work will be done at a 
great risk here. Does the gentleman mean to state that Mr. Nixon, 
who has designed alargenumber of the ships composing the White 
Squadron, is ee of designing a argos peas Everyone 
at all familiar with the shipbuilding of the world knows that Mr. 
Nixon now stands at the very head of designers, and fast becoming 
one of the first builders as well. Within the past six months he 
has taken a contract to construct the finest pleasure yacht in the 
world. Therefore there is absolutely nothing in what the gentle- 
man has said on this point. 

The gentleman further argues that it would be in behalf of 
American labor to build these ships abroad, because the sailors 
would not be employed unless the boats are built abroad, as other- 
wise they will not be built at all. The gentleman must know, as 
does everyone at all familiar with the subject, that practically all 
the men 3 aboard these boats are foreigners and not Ameri- 
cans; therefore his solicitude for American labor is a mere pretense. 

In conclusion, I desire to say— 

First. That whenever aman wants to buy a pleasure yacht, the 
difference in cost due to the increased wages paid to American 
labor will not stand in the way. 

Second. That Mr. Nixon, in my own district, at the Crescent 
Yards, as in all other large yards in this country, is p to 
build as fine yachts as can be built anywhere in the world, 

Third. That if there is any class of labor that should be po 
tected, it is that employed in the manufacture of luxuries which 
areused and consumed by therichin our own country. Isincerely 
hope this bill will pass, and that hereafter every pleasure yacht 
sailing under our flag will come from our own shipyards, and 

resent so much money paid to American labor. 

. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have only a word to såy. No 
other class of vessels receive this exemption, and there is no rea- 
son under heaven why a millionaire should receive your favor 
rather than the man who earns his living by trying to transport 
a cargo of goods in a little vessel. I do not think any man in this 
House will oppose this bill, unless it be my colleague from New 
York, and I postoci y oin he will. 

Mr. CANNON. t me see if I understand the gentleman. Do 
I understand him to say that under the law as it now is, if a man 
buys a vessel for service, say, between Fall River and New York, 
that there is one rule as to that vessel as to where it shall be built 
and as to the dues it shall pay, and another rule as to a yacht 
which an individual may purchase for his pleasure? 

Mr.PAYNE. That is correct. An American citizen who wants 
an American register for a vessel to ply between Fall River and 
New York is obliged to have that vessel built in American ship- 
yards, but a man who wants a yacht to sail where he pleases 
throughout the world can by an evasion—for it is nothing more 
nor less than an evasion of the law, as the courts have decided 
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that man, under a rule which extends certain courtesies to yacht 
clubs abroad, can join a foreign yacht club, get into English soci- 
ety, and sail with the Prince of Wales or some other royal ae 
age,and at the same time can employ a shipyard on the Clyde to 
build his yacht under the auspices of the foreign club, and though 
he may be the full owner and controller of that yacht she can en- 
ter the port of New York and even fly the American flag without 
his paying anything to the Government of the United States. 
Mr. CANN ne ell, if eee eee ere 
state of thi am quite sure gentleman’s colleague from 
New York fate, BARTLETT] does not understand it or he would 
not object to the bill. [Laughter.] : 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not know about that. My colleague did 
understand it last Saturday. He had another objection to the 
bill as printed; he did not think itshould be retroactive and apply 
to vessels already built. I did not agree with him, but some other 
gentlemen did, and I have now amended the bill so that it is not 
retroactive in its operation. I understood my colleague to say 
that with amendment he would favor the bill, or at least would 
have no objection to it; but, for some reason or other, I do not 
know what—he may have heard from swelldom e he 
may have heard from these poor men in New York, like the Van- 
derbilts, who go to the other side of the ocean and get à yacht 
built at a cost of half a million dollars or more, but who are not 
pg: to. pe subjected to the operation of a bill which would 
lace on a par with our merchant marine, and require them 
— pay these tonnage dues; he may have interviewed those gentle- 
men, Ido not know but, whatever the reason may be, a change has 
{come o’er the spirit of my e,and he stands here to-day, he 
says, in the interest of American labor to oppose the passage of this 
bill, He says that the people who get their yachts on the other sidé 
of the ocean come over here and spend a few dollars for supplies. 
Now, I want to say to my colleague that they never buy a dol- 
lar’s worth of supplies here if they are going to the other side, 
because they can get them there; and if their yachts were built 


here and they were cruising in our waters, certainly they would | Pe 


buy as much supplies here as if the yachts were built abroad. 
Let me say 3 to my colleague that I have heard from the 
yacht owners and the yacht builders of this country in regard to 
this matter, and I want to assure him that there have been built 
recently in our shipyards steam Repress some of the people who 
are willing to spend the money that they have made in this coun- 
try among the workmen of this country—yachts builtin American 


shipyards at least equal to any that arə foreign built, although 
they are not ae „don't you know.” Laughter.] 
. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, it was somewhat 


refreshing to me to hear a few moments ago from a gentleman 
from New Jersey, I believe, that there was 3 in my srg 
ment. It is so deligħtful, after having been in House for 
several years, to be assured that there is nothing in your argu- 
ments, and, of course, as the gentleman has said it, that settles it. 

Now, in answer to the gentleman from New York, my col- 
league [Mr. Payne], I will frankly state that I know of two or 
three steam yachts built in this country, each of which, I believe, 
is the equal of any steam yacht abroad. But what protection do 
you want? Everything that enters into the construction of a 
steam yacht now comes in free of duty. 

Now, let us look at this matter with reference to the interest of 
American labor. These boats come in here and, in so far as the 
purchase of goods and supplies is concerned, all the supplies are 
purchased here, because the yachts are run throughout the season, 
summer after summer, in our waters. The crews of the vessels, 
too, are made up of American labor, men from Connecticut, Maine, 
and the other seaboard States. So that nearly all the money ex- 
pended upon these yachts, either in the way of supplies, equip- 
ment, or the manning of the vessels, is spent in the interest of 
American labor. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Does the gentleman know that statement 
to be true that these e are manned entirely by American 
labor? I have been told that most of these English yachts have 
English crews, who are brought over and retained 
from year to year. I do notcontradict the gentleman, but I would 
like to know whether he knows of his own knowledge that the 
fact is as he states? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Of course I can not answer for | Be 
all of these boats, but I can answer for a number of them; and I | Bish 


am informed by men who are owners of yachts and who are fa- 
miliar with the subject that on almost all of these yachts the 
crews are American. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I have heard just the opposite statement. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. ell, of course I can notenter 
into the question of the manung of every boat of this kind. 

Mr. FO ER. Let me ask the gentleman whether he has ever 
noticed when he has been aboard these yachts of what nation- 
ality the men were who manned them? 

. BARTLETT of New York. Yes; I have noticed. 

— 8 Of what nationality have they been almost in- 

varia 


in this country FY 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have noticed a great many 


Americans among them. 

Mr. FOWLER. A t many? Would the gentleman think 
there was a majority of Americans? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. A majority on the yachts I 
have been aboard. I have not been on all or many of them. 

_Now, let me add a word. Because a man who owns a yacht is 
rich, that is nothing in favor of a proposition of thiskind. Ihave 
become a little tired of this talk against men because they are rich. 
A man who is poor to-day may, under our system of government, 
become rich next year. it anything against a man that he has 
amassed a fortune by industry and thrift? And is such a man to 
be persecuted breg eliton in a petty spirit? Even if a man bea 
millionaire, is that fact anything against him? Isitacrime? AN 
our millionaires are, in a large sense, simply trustees for the peo- 
ple, because the proportion of their wealth which they can 
upon themselves is yery small. Almost the whole income of our 
men of wealth is distributed through thousands of channels and 
goes to the benefit of the peels throughout the country. 

Now, I ask my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] whether he will not ac- 
cept this amendment in place of his—— 

r. DINGLEY. Under a motion to suspend the rules, no 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This is the amendment which 
I should like my colleague to accept: 

Provided, This law shall go into o : 

Surther, That it shall not apply to any Fache i pt J: Edi 14807 bean 
American citizen exclusively, and which, on said date, is enrolled in the list 
of yachts of any reputable yacht club of the United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. Icannot accept that amendment for tworeasons. 
One is, that my motion is a motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill; the other is, that in making my motion I have amended 
the printed bill so as to accomplish the object which the gentle- 
man desires in a much better way than his amendment would do. 

r guon being 8 pre motion of Mr. PAYNE to sus- 

n e rules an e bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds vot- 
ing in favor coe sia ‘ 

PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the res- 

olution which I ask the Clerk to read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That on Wednesday, May 6, 1896, and Wednesday, May 13, 1808, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on each day, the House Wali resolve 


itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of such bills 
as are in order on the sessions of Friday evenings; and that in the considera- 


tion of such bills under this resolution ten minutes’ debate shall be allowed 


on each bill, with the amendments thereto, such time to be divided equally 
between those favoring and those opposing the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is asecond demanded on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules? s 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand a second. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers, on secondi 
the motion, the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 16, 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The question being then taken on the motion to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution, there were on a division (called 
for by Mr. ErpMAN)—ayes 81, noes 21. 

x No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 44, not 
voting 198; as follows: f 


YEAS—112. 
Aldrich, Ala. Connolly. Howe, Pitney, 
Allen, Utah Soopers 18. Hubbard. Poole, 
Anderson, Cor) Pugh, 
Arnold, Pa. Cousins, Hunter, Reeves, 
Arnold, R. I. Crump, Hyde, 8 
twood, Jenkins, Russell, 
Baker, N. H. Kem, Shafroth, 
Barney, Daniel Kirkpatrick, Sherman, 
Bell, Cale Dingle Layton Smith; Mich, 
: 0. + 
nnett, Dooli pe deca — — 
‘op, Dovener, Leonard, ding, 
Black, N. Y. Ellis, Linton, TTY, 
Blue, Evans, Long, 
Boutelle, Low, p J. 
waster, Faris, m, wart, Wis. 
Broderick, Fischer, Marsh, Stone, W. A. 
Brown, Fowler, McCl „Minn. Strong, 
Brumm, Gibson, Minor, Wis. Sulzer, 
ull, Graff, Moody, Taft, 
Griswold, N Tawney, 
Burton, Mo. Grow, Northway, Thorp, 
Burton, O 8 Odell, Tracey, 
Calderhead, Henderson, Otjen, Upd. 
Canno; Hepburn, Payne, Van Horn. 
Chickering, er. Phillips Wilson 
y, ooxer, 
Clark, Mo. Pickler, Wood.” 
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NAYS—44. The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Abbott, Culberson, Little, Sayers, The SPEAKER. A quorum has not voted. 
F 2 teat Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Bartlett, Ellett, Va. M och, Spencer, The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 7 
Bell, Tex. Elliott, S.C. McDearmon, Stokes. minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
Cate rman, M Talbert, 
Cooper Fla. 5 Dare Terr} 
Some Kyle. Gone. Tarar, Ga: EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
Sox, Latimer, 3 Underwood, Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the report of the Commissioner 
risp, ° R of Patents for the year ended December 31, 1895, was taken from 
NOT VOTING—198. the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Patents, 
Acheson, Gamble, Livingston, ton, 
dams, Gardner, Lockhart, Settle, 
1 Stetina: ates: Eee REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS, 
3 gooi cpa Fog cae Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
Apale Grosvenor Mahany, rg, reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
psley, ` y: ii > 
Avery, Grout, McCall, Mass. Southwick, the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
one k, A 1 owe Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
Bakes, Kans, ag McCormi Steele, ralization, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7415 
Baker, Md. Halterman, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson, for the protection of American labor and to establish addition: 
Barban Baay, — 7 wan Erone O. W. regulations concerning immigration to the United States, reported 
Bartholdt, 5 McLaurin, Strode. Nebr. the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1597); 
h, Harris, McMillin, Strowd, N. C. which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Berty, Earne, we 8 Mr. JOHNSON of California, from the Committee on Pacific 
Black Ga. ech Meredith, TAFIA Railroads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6398) 
Bowers, Hatch, Meyer, Thomas, to define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized b 
Bromwell, Hoatwole, M a an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871, reported the same wit 
Bek 3 Miller weve Tresa amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1598); which said bill 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Conn Milliken, Tucker, and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
bb, Henry, Ind. Un Turner, Va. the state of the Union. 
Sorel, pens pies Nez Wi Voorhis, Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore 
Coffin, Hill. orse, Wadsworth, Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
Colson, Hitt, oses, Walker, Mass. 7868) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
aok, Wis. Howard, Ma, war Va. River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo., reported the same 
Cowen, Huff, ot a Wanger, with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1599); which said 
Crowley, Hulick, Newlands, Warner, bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Crowther, uling, Ogden, ashi 
cere fe fo wee, 
Kurtis. K. K. a cal e Wellington, REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Danford, yohneon, ind 8 whee Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
DEn oy, Price, Wilber, severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
Dockery, Kendall, Prince, Wilson, N. Y. referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
Dolliver, Bern BB, Bh — Ohio By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
Dee nor.” x, N ‘coda The bill (H. R. 8427) pee an increase of pension to John 
paa on. . Biter La. Woodins ena 1757 * .) 4 s 
Pac ald. Pele ver, Robins “5 — W Tal a Asse ( Ron Pee 1601.) act granting a pension to Mary 
3 lowing’ aak," oo The bill (S. 1902) entitled An act granting a pension to Jennie 
Foss, Linney, Sauerhering, 


E. Burch.” ( 155 715 No. 1602.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 

Dixon, and for other purposes. (Report No. 1603.) 

Mr. SPARKMAN with Mr. Henry of Indiana, By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
Mr. Sırta of Michigan with Mr. Berry. The bill (H. R. 1295) to pension Sophronia Bailey. (Report No. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 1604.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4184) granting a pension to Nancy Hollenbank, for- 
merly 5 formerly Nancy Yeley, a hospital nurse during 
the war of the rebellion. (Report No. 1605.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7421) increasing the pension of James B. Skinner. 
(Report No. 1606.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 1139) entitled ‘‘An act ting an increase of 
pension to A. 8. Loudermilk.” (Report No. 1607. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
Mr. Reeves with Mr. CATCHINGS, bill (H. R. 6830) to pension William F. Davisson, (Report No. 
Mr. Beacu with Mr, Harrison. 1608.) 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. Swanson, 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. HART. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 
The followin irs were announced on this vote: 
Mr. CLARK of Iowa with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. STRAIT, 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. THomas with Mr. MEREDITH. . 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr, Sora, 

Mr. Copping with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. SToKEs. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. Yoakum. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. GARDNER with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Kol with Mr. SPERRV. 


No quorum voting. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Moses. 


Mr. HemeENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. Hulk with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. McLaurin. 

Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
Mr. HADLEY with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. HUTCHESON. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
a 1 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8667) providing for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Elizabethtown, in the State of 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8668) to provide for the further improvement 
of Green River, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8669) to provide for the improvement of Salt 
ed in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 8670) in relation to marriage 
between white men and Indian women—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8671) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Niagara River, in the town of 
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Lewiston, in the county of Niagara, State of New York—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ö 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction 
upon the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or any court 
in said District having general equity jurisdiction, to decree a sale 
of real estate in said District belonging to insane persons for pur- 
pose of reinvestment, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 8673) to incorporate the 
National Society of Colonial Dames of America—to the Commit- 
tee on the Lib 3 

By Mr. JEN S: A bill (H. R. 8674) relating to pensions—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT (by 5 A bill (H. R. 8675) to prevent 
repeated redemptions in gold of United States notes and 
5 — and for other purposes to the Committee on Ways an 


eans. 
By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8676) to enable the 
town of Flagstaff, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds to 
construct a water system—to the Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. oe donating four con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids cannon to Grand Army 
of the Republic post, Bar Harbor, Me.—to the Committee on 


DUO r : 
By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 8678) granting an equip- 
ment of old arms to the Illinois Naval Veteran Association—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8679) to prevent the adultera- 
tion of candy in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8680) to relieve certain renee 
or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from ti charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: Resolution (House Res. No. 299) request- 
ing the President to make immediate proclamation to the effect 
that a condition of war in Cuba is recognized, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Resolution (House Res. No. 300) to 
print 1,000 copies of Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Rich- 
ardson’s compilation, for sale, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
= consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6624) granting a pension to Cornelia A. Thomp- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8457) to increase the pension of Mrs. Margaret 
Custer Calhoun—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were sparan and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 8681) granting 
a pension to Emma Weir rg oe the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8682) to increase pension of 

William P. Aydlott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8683) granting a pension to 
Frederick Lierman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8684) for the relief of 
Mary A. Flynn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8685) for the relief of Theresa 
E. Sn der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B . LOW: A bill (H. R. 8686) granting a pension to George 
W. Farnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8687) granting a pension to Pheebe 
Elizabeth Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 8688) granting a pension to An- 
drew R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension 
to nah Dawd Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8690) granting a pension to 
Louisa A. Brigham, widow of thelate George W. Bailey, of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8691) for the relief of the 198 sur- 


vivors of the Twentieth New York Volunteers—to the Committee | on 


on 8 Affairs. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8692) increasing the pen- 
sion of Socrates Drummond—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following penton and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Birming- 


ham, Ala.,for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amend- 


ing the postal laws; also praying for legislation authorizing the 
Post-Office. Department to prohibit the use of the mails in adver- 
tising frauds on the business public—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Memorial of the Massachu- 
setts Library Club, of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, urgin; 
the pee: of a bill to regulate the printing and distribution a 
public documents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Resolution of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Two Rock, Sonoma County, Cal., against the pas- 
sage of the“ funding bill,” or any bill extending time of payment 
by railroad companies—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

z Mr. BLUE: Resolution adopted by the Business Men’s Club 
of Fort Scott, Kans., recommending the passage of House bill No. 
8110, to establish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States—to the Committee on the Judic- 


By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Presbyterian and Methodist 
Episcopal churches of Strasburg, Pa., favoring the enactment of 
the Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of the heirs of Joseph W. Trigg, 
deceased, late of Franklin County, Tenn., praying reference of 
his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BURRELL: Petition of citizens of the Twentieth Con- 

ional district of Illinois to accompany bill for the relief of 

William H. Blades, of Shawneetown, Ill.—to the Committee on 
aims. 

By Mr. COFFIN (by request): Petition of William K. Tubman, 
of Maryland, relating to official acts of certain judges of the 
United States courts for the district of Rhode Island—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Florida Society of the 
Sons of the Revolution, tayoring the publication of certain records 
and pease of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, petition of W. C. McKee, secretary of South Side Young 
Men's Christian Association, Pittsburg, Pa., for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Post-Office Clerks, 
Branch 17, of Kansas City, Mo.; also resolutions of superintend- 
ents and clerks connected with the Philadelphia post-office; also 

tition of the Detroit Board of Trade, favoring the passage of 

ouse bill No. 3273, relating to the reclassification of postal 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Encampment No. 1 of the Union Veteran Le- 

ion, Pittsburg, Pa., against conferring the rank of Lieutenant- 
neral on Major-General Howard—to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany House bill increas- 

ing the pension of Socrates Drummond—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Hannah Dowd Vanderford—to the 5 on 8 

85 Mr. HENDERSON: Petitions of Hon. Matt Parrott, Hon. 
F. C. Platt, W. W. Miller, and Elizabeth Ballow, all of Waterloo, 
Towa; also of C. D. Kellogg and 84 others, of Kansas City, Mo., 
in favor of the eof House bill No. 3273, for the classification 
of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Theo. Sterling and others; also of 
C. H. Churchill and others, of Oberlin, Ohio, in favor of the adop- 
tion of the metric 5 of weights and measures to the Com- 
mittee on 11185 eights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
Chickalah, Ark.; also citizens of Larned, Kans.; also citizens of 
East Conemaugh, Pa.; also citizens of Oneida, Pa., regarding the 
Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Lib: 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of J. F. Culp and J. B. 8 of 
Athens, Mich., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos, 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massachu- 
setts Library Club, favoring the passage of a bill to te the 
printing and distribution of public documents—to the Committee 


Printing. 
By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the city council of Beatrice, 
Nebr., in favor of the ississippi exposition at Omaha, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolutions of Journeymen Stone Cutters’ Association of 
Omaha, Nebr., asking for the passage of a bill to prohibit the use 
of convict labor in the construction of buildings erected by the 


Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
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against the statueof Pére Marquette remaining in N Hall 
s the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the We 
wn, Conn., in favor of bas 
tem—to the Committee on Coi 


ature 
By Mr. THORP: Petition of John, Richard, Philip, and Simon 
Mayer, of Dinwiddie County, Va., ‘erence 


claim to the Court of ittee on War Claims. 
Also, tion of the heirs of Reuben Tinney, deceased, late of 

Prince’ rge County, Va., praying that his war claim be re- 

ferred to the Court of to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of the heirs of William E. Richardson, 

late of County, Va., praying reference of his war 

Bain to the Court of Claims— Committee on War Claims: 


Also, petition of Cornelius Munford, of Dinwiddie County, Va., 
cat ome serra his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Piety of Abraham Lincoln Coun- 
cil, No. 2, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Boise, 
Idaho, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 

on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 6, 1896. 


yer by the Cha Rey. W. H. Miu munx, D. D. 
on 8 of Mr. , and by unanimous consent, the 
„5 the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the nE 
eae enrolled bills; which had previously been signed by the 

Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

of bt (S.2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
e treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
W ng on the 8th day of Fe x 100; 
NE R. 145) for the relief of J. J. 
A bill CE R.1191) to provide for the disposal of ublic reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- 
of Oklahoma; 
A bill (H. R. = granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo. 
A bill (H. R. 7200 for the relief of A. T. Hensley, 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HIRAM SOMERVILLE. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up and consider at this time the bill (S. 581) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Somerville. It is a small bill, 
= will not lead to any debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
3 roceeded to consider the bill. ft proposes to pa: ee 
representatives of Hiram eee 
Marion County, III., for supplies furnished by him to the United 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the nt con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four 

ds of condemned cannon balls to the ceme association 
the city of St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near foot of the 
soldiers’ monument in said cemetery. 

There being no objection, the ‘Sonate, as in Committee of the 


Whole to consider the bill. 
The bill was 5 to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. KYLE. I present a resolution adopted the South Da- 
kota Immigration Association, favoring the 3 of a read- 
ing and writing test for all immigrants between theages of 14and 

60 years, and stating that illiterate i ts are not desired as 
oe in that State. Inasmuch asa bill on this subject has 

eee from the Committee on Immigration, I move that 
ution lie on the mne 

ane motion was 

Mr. KYLE 


CCC ³˙¹³ ˙² became 0 tie cient 


May 5, 
Florida Society of Sons of the Revolution, ing for the publi- 
cation of the records and papers of the 1 8 ; 
which was referred tothe Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Baptist Church of Browns- 
ville, eee Rev. A. J. Diaz be given a speedy and 
fair trial and granted the recognition of his rights as a citizen of 
the United States engaged in missionary work in the Island of 
Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

. NELSON presented the petition of Peter and 19 other 
citizens of , Minn., praying for the adoption of the 
metric system o weights a and ‘measures; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finan: 

Mr. HILL presented a petition Sy the ee Christian T m 
perance Union of Newar = piwan 
consent be raised to 18 3 je Se 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Co. 

3 5 presented = ooa of the 1 altro o ae the 

Florida, praying an appropriation o 000 be made 

ag ony soot Aa the navigation of Orange Creek; which was referred 

to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as ‘ana 


House resolution. 
Whereas fe county of Lee, Stato of Florida pasos through 
hatchee River, 8 ee st ahd deri 
and enters into one of the richest and most fertile Phe Stab 2 and 
—— — is now AT rising 


of the State of Florida, ‘That 


— to: — — 000 for the purpose of improving 
8 8 tioned obstruc- 
j pimss y 30, 1895. 


STATE OF 3 Office of Secretary of State, ss: 


0b the Us oe fone ane a 8 
e at a e ots 
of the State of fan, 1805, and as filed and of record in this 


” Given under m 


W ani tho groat soat of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
, the capii D. 1896. 


this 2d day of 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD. 
Secretary of f State, 

Mr. PASCO presented a concurrent resolution of the legislature 
of the State of Florida, relating to an 5 for tho im- 
provement of the mouth of Peace River and Charlotte Harbor; 
Which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

concurrent resolution relatin; an appropriation by Congress 

5 8 rement of the mouth of sek River and Shanice Harbor. e 


Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Florida (the house of shee wow 
tives concurring), The Senators and Representatives in the Congress of th: 
paea States from mae State of Florida are here’ 


requested to urge 
ee the necessity of appropriating $000 e 
tee 


„„ 1804 for such 
small to these 
in 1892 about | 600 tons Be 


about ; in 1894 over 100000 tons. The commerce har bor 18 
rapidly approximating in 1894 $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 in value. 
secretary of state is requested of this resolu 


the mouth of . — 
— of the legislature of 


Gi — a d the seal of 8 State of at Talla- 
3 this tho 2d series AD ere 
NO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of Slate. 


heii 3 eee a gion State 
of Flori ‘a: an a m be made for 
Santa 5 2 Fr Thick cast coast of Florida; which Mach was 
referred to the Committee on ne 
in the RECORD, as follows: ‘ 


Memorial to Congress asking an oE, eaat coast of Fior Santa Lucia or 
Prospect Inle 2 oe 
8 of Santa 
the regular 


Whereas necessity exists fı Lucia or 
Prospect Inlet, east coast of Florida, y which is outlet of the Se 
Lucia River, and fotas extent so that vessels drawing 10 feet of water may 


pass over the bar; 

Whereas the commercial prosperity of this part of Florida is im- 
peded for want of 8 1 — ee e at the entrance of inlet to 
utilize the value o vigation on the St. Lucia River: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Florida, 

... any penton a here — ao 
take proper steps toward sec: thop a bill a sufi- 
appropriation by Congress to deepen 8 bar of the Bt. — River 
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outlet so that vessels drawing from 10 to 16 feet of water may enter said river 


in safety; and 

Be it resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby requested to 
3 the Senators and Representatives in Congress this State 
. 

Approved May 14, 1895, 

STATE OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 

John L. Crawf secre’ of state of the State of do hereby 
MR Fa 6 copy of a memorial to Congress 
saking Ee Eor cia or Tnlet, east 
coast of as the session of the legislature of Florida, 

and as filed and of record in this office. 


Given under my great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
F A “u May, A.D 2. oa Ro 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 

of orian prar g that an ä of $50,000 be made for 

e channel at the month of Carrabelle River, up to the 

town of belle, and for the improvement of Carrabelle Har- 

bor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 

dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


orial to the of the United States, asking an appropriation of 
of the channel at the e Nee 
and for the improvement of Carrabelle 


ae o> Se mein ce Creme nN 


Whereas the town of Carra at the mouth of Carrabelle River, 
the tributaries 


of the Gulf of Mexico, with a of some 1, 


and ra ip pres, a ing largely upon the timber, lumber, and naval 
stores 3 y FC 
timber. 7 and naval stores find a market in 


both foi and domestic lands. this la: and trade 

reign 9 d drat of 3 Goy- 

of the by a small appropr: materially aid in 

the tr: rtation of the timber, lumber, and naval stores shipped from and 

the Carrabelle Harbor and channel of Carrabelle River, 

where vessels of d draft of water can load from the wharves, thus concen- 

all the trade of the territory above mentioned at Carrabelle, 
one of best harbors on the Gulf of Mexico: 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, That our Senators 

8 — — Of tie 

to secure a approp: or - 

and deepening the channel of Carrabelle River up tko town of 

improve the harbor of Carrabelle. 
ly each of our Sen- 
memorial, 


Resol That 
ators and resentatives in with a copy of under 
Soe ant Poe tie Beale a 
Approved May 25, 1895. 
STATE OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 
I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 
that the fi is a true and correct copy of a memorial to the 
of the United States ropriation of $50,000 for the deep- 
ening of the channel of the mouth of Carrabelle River up to the town of Car- 
rabelle, and for the improvement of Carrabelle Harbor, passed at the 
session of the legislature of the State of Florida, 1895, and as filed and 
of record in this office. 
Given under my hand and the Kas seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
the capital, , A. D. 1896. 


gare cae JNO. L. CRAWFORD 
Secretary of State. 
2 a petition in the form of resolutions 
of managers of the Florida Society of Sons 
raying for the publication by the Government 
pepes of the Continental Congress, which 


ocuments of the Revolutionary pa, inthe 
custody of the Secretary of State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Union, No. 215, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Lafayette, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to secure Govern- 
ment o ip and control of the telegraph lines; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of the First tist 
Church of New Orleans, La., praying for the release of Rev. A. J. 
Diaz; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New Orleans Credit Men's 
Association, of New Or La., praying for the of the 
so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill as amended; ich was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also 1 sepa or a petition of district council, Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Union of America, of New Orleans, La., praying for the 
G which was ordered to lie on 

e. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pineville, La., 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second-class 
mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advan of the act of 
July 16,1804; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 

Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the New Orleans Board of Trade, 
Limited, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the 
of House bill No. 7250, to amend An act to simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 1890; 
F211 

5 presented a pe ren T 
of the Daughters of the American Revolution, of Norfolk, Va., 
praying for the publication of the records and papers of the Con- 


Mr. PASCO 
2 by the 
of the Revolution, 
of the records an 
comprise the official 


tinental Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices = eee Sore whom yoe: 9 eoii Parra 
cerning the levying of fines against the pay of employees of the 
Post-Office Department for mistakes, errors, ete., submitted by 
the Senator from Kansas . PEFFER] December 16, 1895, to re- 
port it adversely. In thea ce of the Senator from Kansas the 
resolution — L the Calendar. 

The VICE- ENT. The resolution will be placed upon 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts 
Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United 
States ee. reported it with an am ent, and submitted a 

thereon. 

. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. 
ees aridenn it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

ing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, of 


bill (H. R. 3689) 5 
500 | Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, reported it without 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4526) erecting apension to Jonathan Scott, 
rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
r. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2653) for the relief of M. S. Hell- 
= it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 27th ultimo, 
viding for payment to the Portland Company for the construction 
of the United States double-ender gunboats Agawam and Pontoo- 
suc, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 

it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 4th instant, providing for 
pores! to George Baber, of Kentucky, as re to Congress 
in House Executive Document No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, third 
session, intended to be propona to the deficiency he e geri 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be to the 
Committee on A 1 and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLIN! , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 2983) aaa pension to Ida Emmott, daughter of the 
late Thomas Emmott, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a r thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3922) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Richardson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
so ger 1 no same 5 to Ta was referred mi 

(8. granting a ion iliam T. Hill, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


referred the bill (S. 694) for the relief of James R. D. Morrison 
and William H. Morrison, executor of William M. Morrison and 
administrator of Charles J. Morrison, deceased, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
County, Ark., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

ereon. 


tth 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2633) for the relief of Nimrod D. Keneaster, reported the 
8 resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the bill (S. 2633) entitled “A bill for the relief of Nimrod D. 
r with all the accompanying 


visions of an act entitled An act to provide f ts brigg 
an act en “An aci pro ‘or the 


ved 
ocveed with the same in accordance with the 
ch act and report to the Senate the facts in the case in accord - 


Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2708) 
authorizing the purchase by the United States and the making 
free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite National Park, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, 5 by a bill (S. 3064) au- 


thorizing the purchase by the United States and the making free 
of the toll roads passing over the Losemite National Park, and for 
other 8 which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha 
Railway Se ced to construct and operate a railway 5 the 
Omaha and Winnebago Reservation in Thurston County, Nebr., 
and for other , reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PRITC D, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2913) ting a pension to Nettie A. 
e reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: > 

A bill (S. 2489) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus; 

A bill (S. 2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 

A bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; and 

A bill (S. 2433) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse 6 thereon; 
which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2648) granting a pen to George F. 1 

A bill (S. 922) to increase the pension of Graham McClosson; 

A bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to William Herriott; 

A bill (S. 2647) granting a pension to Robert J. Miller; 

A bill (S. 919) granting a pension to Christian White; and 

A bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pension to John Fletcher. 

Mr. PASCO submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2962) 
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims, in the case of the 
book agents of the Methodist ss arate South inst the 
United. States, heretoforereported by him; which wasordered to be 

rinted. 
zi Mr. MCBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 525) for the relief of Thomas Guinean, of 
COEN, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE (for Mr. Hoar) introduced a bill (S. 3050) to vali- 
date the appointments, acts, and services of certain deputy United 
States sin the Indian Territory, and for other p ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3051) defining the rights and 
privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and statutes 
of the United States, confirming the title of said Indians to their 
lands, allowing the same to be alienated under certain circum- 
stances, and for other pu S; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 3052) to correct the mili- 
tary record of and grant an honorable discharge to Peter Rourke, 
late of Company C, Seventh Regiment of Rhode Island Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8053) granting a pension to Mary R. 
Dean, widow of Amos G. Thomas, late captain in the Eleventh 
Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3054 7 a pension to Mar- 

t McTighe, mother of Michael McTighe, alias John Smith, late 
tswain’s mate on the U. S. S. C. P. Williams; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3055) granting a pension to Dr. 
Charles G. McKnight, late lieutenant and assistant surgeon from 
Rhode Island in the war of the rebellion; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3056) to correct the naval record 
of and grani an honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of 
Pawtucket, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs 


Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (8. 3057) granting à pension to 


Adolph Schrei; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
paige te papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3058) to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 3059) granting a pension to 
William Soden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3060) to furnish old equi 
ments to the Illinois Naval Veterans’ Association of Chicago, Ti; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

r. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3061) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to correct the enrollment of an act approved March 
8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of anact 
to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United 
States, and toregulate theremoval of causes from the State courts, 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1875,” approved August 
13, 1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the J acinar. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3062) for securing costs accrued 
in State courts when suits are removed to the courts of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the J 5 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3063) for the purchase of a 
site and the construction of a suitable school building for a school 
for the Croatan Indians in Robeson County, N. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3065) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Hayburn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by e introduced a bill (S. 3066) for the 
relief of Adel Virginia Spangler, of Frederick County, Va.; which 
man read twice by its title, and referred to the 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3067) for the relief of the Methodist 
epi Church South, of Fox Hill, Elizabeth City County, Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 142) to au- 
thorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dispose 
of the Force School propery on Massachusetts avenue = to 
obtain another site for that school; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT UPON NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 10,000 copies of the report made by Messrs. 
Ludlow, Endicott, and Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua 
Canal, together with all the appendixes, maps, plans, and 1 accom- 
panying the same, as submitted by them; 6,000 of which shall be for the use 
of the House of Representatives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 


CAPTURE OF SCHOONER COMPETITOR. 


Mr. CALL. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to protest inst the execution of the citizens of the United States 
captured on board the schooner Competitor by a Spanish cruiser, and to re- 
quest and demand of the Government of Spain that they shall not be subjected 
to cruel treatment, but be held only as prisoners of war, unless it shall be 
established that they were engaged only in carrying merchandise which was 
contraband and for which they were subjected to no punishment other than 
the confiscation of the property. 

Mr. CALL. I hope there will be no objection to the resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the res- 
olution will be a: to, without objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What has been done with the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted whether there 
was objection. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that this is a question about 
which the United States is asked to protest against the action of 
some country, Ido not know what. I think I would rather see 
the resolution in print. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 
will go over. 

Mr. CALL. I nape the Senator from Colorado will not Say 
to the resolution. I trust there will be no objection to it. e 
United States should ask that citizens of this country captured 
on board a vessel carrying contraband of war should not be sum- 
marily executed under trial by court-martial. We are informed 
by the newspapers that this is threatened, and the relatives of 
these le are in a state of extreme anxiety. 

I submit to the Senate that there is no reason either in the law 
of nations or in the customs of civilized war why the resolution 
should not be promptly passed. These people were on a vessel of 
the United States that had a right to go to Cuba under our treaty 


mmittee on 


1896. 
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relations. In England similar questions have arisen. The pre- 
mier of Great Britain, Lord Palmerston, said on one occasion 
when protest was made against allowing vessels carrying contra- 
band of war, ‘‘ Your only remedy is to capture them, if you can 
capture them; they are not subject to any other punishment than 
the loss of property.” 

Our citizens have a right to take munitions of war and of 
any description into the Island of Cuba, and when in Spanish 
waters they are subject to capture, and capture alone, or the con- 
fiscation of the property, and the men on board the vessels are 
not subject to p ent. I hope the Senator from Colorado 
will not object to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate, Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am entirely unfamiliar with the subject- 
matter of the resolution except as explained by the Senator from 
Florida. As I understand the explanation of the Senator, it is 
the manifest duty of the President of the United States to inter- 
fere in this case, under the statement made by the Senator from 
Florida. If that be so, I think we should consider the phraseol- 
ogy of a resolution to be passed by this body requesting the Pres- 
ident to do his duty. I think the resolution should go over for a 
day at least, that we may see how it looks in print. 

3 If the objection is insisted upon, of course the 
resolution must go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 


objection. 
SUGGESTION OF ABSENCE OF A QUORUM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate adjourned yesterday afternoon 
nding a suggestion by me of the absence of a quorum. The 
Presiding Officer, the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] then be- 
ing in the chair, decided that a motion to adjourn - does not re- 
uire a quorum, the Chair will state.” I will only detain the 
mate now by offering a resolution, which may go over until to- 
morrow. I shall then ask to have it taken up and acted upon. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the su on of the absence of a quorum, requiring a call 
of the Senate, may be e pending a motion to adjourn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule, 
ELECTIONS IN FLORIDA, 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie over and to be printed: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators shall be appointed, who 
shall be charged with the duty of investigating and reporting to the Senate 
whether there are any influences aff g the elections of members of Con- 

in the State of Florida which are properly the subject of action by 
Bonares, and without interfering in any way with the exclusive right an 
power of the States to regulate the same, except as to time and place. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GEAR. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has asked 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa after the 
river and harbor bill is taken up. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) ranking appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Isu t the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell, Martin, She 
Bacon, Cullom, Mills, Shoup, 
Baker, Daniel, Mitchell, Oreg. Ste 
Bate, Dubois, Morrill, Teller, 
Bisckiurn, Galt Palmer Tilim 
nger, er, an, 
Blanchard, i ie, 
Browni . — Ean x 
urrowsS, 0 erkins, 
Butler, r Pettigrew. Wal 
Call, Hill, Prite. Wetmore, 
Cannon, Kyle, uay, White, 
Carter, dsay, 5 Wilson, 
Chandler, Lodge, Sewell, Wolcott. 


Mr. FRYE. While the clerks are making up the record I sim- 
ply desire to state that I regard myself as instructed by the vote 
or yesterday and that I have no intention of moving again at 2 
o'clock to proceed with this bill until after the bond resolution is 
finally of. Imerely want to improve the time there is 
between now and 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Maine to pr to the consideration 
of the river and harbor a propeiation bill, 

The motion was . to. 


Mr. FRYE. Seyeral Senators desire to call up some bills for 
present consideration, and as I do not wish to be invidious in the 
matter of objecting, I will allow the river and harbor bill to be 
ria ee until a quarter of 1, and Ishall object to anything after 

at time. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask leave to call up House bill 8018, which is 
a short bill. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg to remind the Chair that Ihave already been 
recognized to call up a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Colorado that the Senator from Iowa had been recognized. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. t me suggest that we take 5 by unani- 
mous consent unobjected House bills and dispose of them as a 
class. We can run through them. There is quite a number of 
Senators who want to have those bills passed, and such a course 
will save any trouble. That can be done inside of the time. If 
the Senate will agree to this course we will dispose of all the un- 
objected House cases, I ask that that may be done, and I hope 
the Senator from Iowa will consent to it. 

Mr. GEAR. I will consent. The bill I wish to call up being 
the first in order, of course I will not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri re- 
state his request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is that the Senate consider the unobjected 
5 that are upon the Calendar which have been reported 

avorably. 

Mr. ALLISON. After my colleague gets through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] ought 
to have an W to call up his bill. 

Mr. GEAR. It is a House bill, and I make no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. The first 
House bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

ENOCH DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis was an- 
nounced as the first House bill on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
directs the proper accounting officers of the Government to liqui- 
date and settle the claim of Enoch Davis, late a member of Com- 
pany G of the Sixth Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry, for pay 
and bounty, and 9 8300 for the payment of the amount 
that may be awarded to him on account of the claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bills be called in their order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be called in their order. 
That is the unanimous agreement. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING BILLIARD TABLES, ETC, 

The bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. 
The pending question is on the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, section 4, after the word Colum- 
bia,” strike out: 

To sell or to allow to be sold in the same room ora room connected with 


mo opening out of or adjacent to such room spirituous, vinous, or malt 
quors. 


And insert: 
To allow any person under the age of 21 years to play at any 


billiards, pool, shuffleboard, or any e that may be played on suc! 
or boards, or play at bowls on said alleys, or permit su parson to come 
saloons, or 


into or remain in their pool or billiard rooms, 
where spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors are sold. 


So as to make the section read: 


Spo. 4. That it shall not be lawful for the proprietors of billiard tables, pool 
tables, eg siete tables, jenny lind tables, or other tables of the kind men- 
tioned in the first section of shuffleboards, and bowling alleys, kept 
for pabio hire and gain in the ict of Columbia, to allow any person un- 
der the age of 21 years to play at any e of billiards, pool, shuffleboard, or 
any game that may be played on such tables or boards, oy play at bowls on 
said alleys, or permit such person to come into or remain in their pool or bil- 
liard rooms, saloons, or bowling alleys, where spirituous, vinous, or malt 
liquors are sold; and all such places shall be cl: durin: e entire twenty- 
four hoursof each and every Sunday, and also during the hours that bar- 
rooms are required to be closed. 

Any person violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction, be 

ed by a fine of not less than fiye nor more than forty dollars, and shall 
addition forfeit his or her license, in the discretion of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the bill been read at all? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read, the Chair 
will state to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was read on a former occasion. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. All ri 

She bals wae reportas to 
ment was con 

FF to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


t. then. 
e Senate as amended, and the amend- 


PORT OF SYRACUSE, N. Y. 


The bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of de- 
livery was announced as the next House bill in order on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. LODGE. Let that my 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
made, 


o over. 
bill will go over, objection being 


MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


The bill (H. R. 3018) to amend section 4131 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant marine 
engineer service, and there ‘by also to increase the efficien of the 
Naval 175 795 Was considered as in 3 of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not require r It has been read 
once. The amendment of the Committee on , Which is 
a substitute for the bill, has been Moppa, ar and the question is 
simply on ordering it to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 

time. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear the amendment read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 


That section 4131 . Statutes of the United States be amended 


TTF 
— pg ard Fone on the coas 
„ States, and en to 


pa who shall have charge a. a . g pilots, shall in all cases 
be citizens a the United States. ‘officers’ shall include aoe’ chief 

d each — 2 — engineer in charge of a watch on N EO: 

Urea an ia part pa y steam; ‘and after the Ist da et a =O 

atte paa a license as a 


States who is not 5 A 
a amen ob O A teas Pelee oe leted.“ 


to such officers shall be for a 


a merchant —.— oE Se 


for one renewal and t 

ors with a statement of the applicant verified before a consul, or 
cer of 8 Unies States 1 

reasons for not a pearing te person; and upon rece 
of local — that originally issued such license renew the same 
for one ad: Pinal tere Of such teehee, and shall notify the applicant of such 


bas 

No master, mate, e or en ag of steam vessels licensed under Title 
Lilof the Revised be liable to draft in t in time of war, except for 
the performance of duties such as mired his license; and 


services; 
or wounded wne performing such duties under 7 United States they, or 
their heirs, or their Ba representatives shall be entitled to all the 3 
2 accorded 10 201042 rs and Staten ne 5 
laws of the United =. 


t 
of the act of June 26, 1584, 6 a cues eee 
voyage. or on a voyage from an Atlantic toa Pacific port of the United States, 
such vessel is f ved of the services of an officer 


the grade of master, hing lace, by the tion of 
T, ora be supplied by a promot an- 
other officer to such ae — mo not a citizen of the 
United States until the first pn Bod of such its home port; and such 
vessel not be liable to any penalty or 8 tax for such employment of 
an alien officer.“ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was agreed to when 


the bill was formerly under consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to amend section 
4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the 
merchant-marine engineer service and thereby also to increase the 
seat the Naval Reserve, and for other purposes,” 

YE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment, 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 5 

SQUIRE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 

The bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 

surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish per- 


sons Violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to make a brief statement con- 
cerning the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the bill go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think when I make the statement it will 
satisfy the Senator from Nebraska. 

The bill was once up for consideration and was objected to 
the Senator from Florida . CALL]. The Senator from Flori 
informs me that he will not object i I ask unanimous consent at 
some future time for the consideration of the bill, except that he 
desires to be heard on the bill, and as it will consume some time, 
I ask that it may go over without prejudice, retaining its place. 
pos yrs A DA that at the earliest possible op ty, as I re- 

gard this as * Is ask consent for 
its consideratio: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will go 
. F 
will be announ: 


ALASKA FUR-BEARING ANIMAIS, 


The bill (H. R. 8206) to amend an act entitled An act to pre- 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and 
8 , Was announced as next in order. 

That bill may as well be passed over, because it 
will provoke discussion 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without p 
udice. The next House bill on the Calendar will be announ 


F. L. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 1889) oh toes tree an honorable 
Taylor from December considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It pro proposes 5 correct the military record of Capt. 
F. L. Taylor, late of the Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volun 
and to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge as 
December 2, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withontamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE STORAGE BUSINESS, 


The bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. bill will go over under objection. 


LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


The bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the State of California was announced 
as the next House bill in order. 

on COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over without losing 

85 It will probably lead to discussion. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to anthorize 
the construction of a free bridge across Arkansas e connect- 
ing ae Rock and Argenta, was considered as in Committee of 

e Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE (at 12 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.). Mr. President, 
the quarter of an hour has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will not the Senator from Maine extend the 
time a little, so as to get rid of bills Senators are calling up every 


8 
YE. I wish to get rid of the important river and har- 


bor bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Give us a quarter of an hour more. 
Mr. GORDON, I hope we 


go forward with the river and 
harbor bill. 


Mr. FRYE. I guess I shall have to ask the Senate to take up 
the river and harbor bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
a and harbors, and for other purposes. 

he Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 4, line 10. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 

4, line 11, before the word thousand.“ to strike out “thirty” 
insert “twenty ”; so as to make the clause read: 

55 harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 

Mr. LODGE I ask sees 3 from Maine to have the kind - 

N i me why the reduction is proposed. 
FRYE. The committee on investigation found that $20,000 
Rari practically complete all of the works as laid out by the 
Engineer Department up to the present time, and therefore they 


discharge to F. L. 


1896. 
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propose to reduce the a priation from $30,000 to $20,000, and 
placed in the bill a provision ae the survey of another project. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The 1 amendment of 
„ on Commerce was, on page 4, after line 21, to 
in 

pog orng Stage Harbor at Chatham, Mass.: Completing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 16, after the word 
Massachusetts, to strike out“ $20,000”; in line 17, after the 
word ‘ project, to strike ont “ approved by Chief of Engineers” 
and insert ‘‘ submitted in the Annual rt of the Chief of Engi- 
neers for 1895, $20,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving W H Channel, Massachusetts, in ro; 
ect submitted in 1 ual Report of the Chief Bagtuee en fer 1808, $200, i. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 23, after the word 
** to,” to strike out make a resurvey of Manchester Harbor ” and 
insert “ cause a survey and estimate of cost of improvement to be 
made”; in line 25, after the word“ between,“ to strike out“ its“ 
and insert the“; and in the same line, after the word mouth,” 
to insert of Manchester Harbor”; so as to make the clause read: 


Manchester Harbor, Massachusetts: The Secre of War — ee, out 
of the estimate 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 6, line 11, after the word 
“ submitted,” to strike out by Maj. D. W. Lockwood, in House 
Document No. 59, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session,” and insert 
„November 29, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 
ving New Bedford Harbor, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement, 


with a view of securing an an increased area for anc in the upper harbor 
in accordance with report submitted November 29, 810,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 16, after the words 
“ Rhode Island,” to strike out 810,000“; in the same line, after 
the words report of,” to strike out Chief of Engineers”; andin 


line 18, after e word “ ninety-five,” to insert 840,000 *; 50 as to 
make the eee 
n Great Salt Pond. e ee Tes in accordance 
the report ber 29, 1895, $40,000. * 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 6, line 20, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out fifteen and insert „ten“; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Newport, R. I.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, after the words 
„Rhode Island,” to strike out $6,300”; in line 22, after the word 
“project,” to strike out “ of September 4” and insert ‘ submitted 
in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for”; and in line 
24, after the word “ ninety-five,” to insert $6,300”; 80 as to make 
the clause read: 

an ei N harbor at Wickford, R. I. in accordance with pro; 
in the Ann Report oR no GRE of 8 

sum the . War is a d directed to expend 
— on hand heretofore e for entrance to Point. Judith Pond. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 

Impro harbor at Block Island, R. I., T., $5,00, in accordance with the ap- 
aroved mi ed project of December 14, 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, after the word “ im- 
F project" te to strike out $18, 000 *; and in line 9, after the word 

project, to strike out for the improvement thereof and insert: 


8 of 477 5 shall be expended upon Yellow Mill Pond for con- 

. 304 ol 12 feet deep and 200 feet wide from the main channel to 
the — 5 upon the city of Bridgeport constructing a draw- 
bridge at the causeway. 

So as to make the clause 1 

cordace with th harbor at Bridge: 

modified ject, 000, $10,000 of w. 

Yellow ul Pond for Lee ren 3 
from the main 8 to aren causeway, condi 

Bridgeport constructing a drawbridge at the 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 8, line 9, after the word 
improvement,“ to strike out. $8,000”; in line 10, after the word 
modified,” to strike out and a oved, ” and in the same line, 

88, 000”; so as to make the 


after the word project,“ to inser 
clause read: 

Improving harbor at Coscob and Miamus River, Connecticut: Continuing 
improvement in accordance with the modified project, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


8 


Wan deep and 
oned upon the ci 


toot 
city of 


8, line 12, after the word 
P; in line 13, before the word 
modified,“ to strike out “approved,” and in the same line, after 
the word “ project,” to strike out for the improvement thereof” 
and insert $10,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

Nearing Berne at Norwalk, Conn., in accordance with the modified 


The next amendment was, on 
Connecticut,“ to strike out $10, 


project, $10, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 16, after the — 
with,“ to strike out approved project for the 5 
thereof. The” and insert project submitted November 29, 1895. j, 
$3,000, which said sum the”; in line 19, after the word “expend, 
to strike out “the sum of $3,000 ont of the balance unexpen 
and insert from the balance on hand heretofore approp oo 
and in line 22, after the words Rhode Island,” to — 1555 out for 
the improvement of said harbor at Westport, Conn.“; so as to 
gak e clause read: 

harbor at Westport, Conn., in accordance with submit- 
told oven c 
Setar ce A eee r eed pees 
propriated for entrance to t Judith Pond, R. I. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 18, all after the word “dollars” may be 
stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 18, page 8, 
it is proposed to strike out all of the remainder of the paragraph 
down to and including line 23. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 8, after line 23, to insert: 

rg e eg 
gress, third session, $6, ° 


5750 wan aed As. i 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 12, after the word 
line,“ to strike out: 


At a cost not exceeding $35,000, and that the northerl ee ae ae 
rant to Stony Point and the sand-catch pier ‘extension shall first be con- 
eted. 


And in line 17, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 


And vided orar, That the unexpended balance of former a; ria- 
tions 3 made available for this work and the 5 of L harbor 


structures in addition to the amounts herein named Surther, 
That the rough stone and gravel required in the building 5 the breakwater 
may be brought from Canadian waters and shores free of duty. 
So as to make the clause read: 
Impro harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Improvement by extending the break- 
That contracts may be entered 


waar southerly to „ Provided, T 
into by the Secretary ar for such materials and work as may be neces- 

= 2 carry out — extension and the plan of such improvement as mod- 
ified in the re of — Chief of Engineers for the improvement of ned 


such co 
to the bulkhead line, fg be paid for as Sperone ma: 


be made by law, in the i the aggregate not to ex $2,200,000: And provided further, 


That the unexpended ce of former Se is es r avails- 
ble for this work and the care of e harbor addition to 
the amounts herein named: And y That the rough 8 and 


eB pl 
vel required in the puding 25 29 77 D ater may be brought from 
dan waters and shores free of 


The amendment was 

The next amendment was, Aj age 10, li 10, 
„thousand,“ to strike out ten 
the clause read: 

n harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


line 2, before the word 
insert two“; so as to make 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 6, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert to be immediately available ; so as to make 
the clause read: 

. at wen N. Y.: For dredging and maintenance, $5,000, 


The amendment as . to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 22, after the words 
Bay Ridge,” to strike out “Gowanus Creek, Red Hook, and 
Buttermilk channels, and removing triangular area between Red 
Hook and Bay Ridge channels” and insert channel, the trian: 
lar area between Bay Ridge ana Red Hook channels and 
Hook and Buttermilk channels”; on page 11, line 2, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out sixty” and insert “two hun- 
dred”; in line5, after the word “ others,” to strike out ‘‘northerly, 
until completed” and insert “in the order named, until each, as 
the work advances northerly, is completed in turn”; in line 13, 
after the word ‘‘ whole,” to strike out or any part”; in line 16, 
before the word “hundred, to strike out seven“ and insert 
“six,” and in the same line, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out “seventy-seven” and insert “thirty-seven”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Bay Ridge Channel, the triangula 


Red Red Hook 
New York, N. V.: Continuing improvemen 


rarea between Ba: and 
5 in of 
vement, $200,000: Provided, That the work 
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shall be begun at the southerly end of Bay Ridge Channel and continue through 
it and the oth in the order named, until each, as the work advances north- 
erly, is completed in turn, so that each shall have a uniform mean low-water 
depth of 20 feet and width as recommended for each: And provided further. 
That out of said sum $5,000 shall be expended in dredging Gowanus Canal 
from Percival street to Hamilton Avenue Bridge: And ed further, 
That contracts mig be entered into by the Secretary of War, for the comple- 
T ee E 
of the amount herein: and heretofore — — . i 

The amendment was to. 

Ene TOIDE of the bill was continued to the end of line 4, on 

. HILL. There is a statute of New York which limits the 

distance between pier bulkhead lines to about 70 feet, I am in- 
formed. I have some papers in regard to it at my house. I did 
not suppose the bill was coming up this morning. I would there- 
fore suggest to the Senator from Maine that this item be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. FRYE. It need not be passed over, but the Senator from 
New York, after the committee amendments are attended to, can 
8 the matter and see whether or not anything should be 
done. My judgment is that the law of Congress is preeminently 
powerful in arranging the matter of piers. 

Mr. HILL. I may desire to offer an amendment to the effect 
that nothing herein shall conflict with the statute of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from New York to offer the amendment hereafter. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 12, after line 4, to strike 
out: 


For the Vapo of straightening the channel of Gowanus Bay, the harbor 
line of the northerly shore of Gowanus Bay instead of exten: a point 
ly side of Court street (as said Court street e and waslaid 


on the easter! 

out May 20, 1875), distant 500 feet eet from the intersection of the said 
easterly side of Court street with the sout ay side of B t street (as said 
Bryant street existed and was laid out May 20, 1875) thence westerly 
parallel with said B: t street and 500 feet therefrom, 380 feet, and thence 


southerly and at right angles to the last-mentioned line and parallel with 
Clinton street 393 feet, to the exterior sea wall as at present established, shall 
extend from the point first above described in a 1 line in a southwest- 
erly direction to said point where the above-descri line parallel with Clin- 
ae and 393 feet in length intersects the above-mentioned exterior sea- 
wal e. 

The amendment was to. l 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 1, after the word 
“ submitted,” to strike out ‘‘in report of Maj. H. M. Adams, 
of Engineers, United States Army, dated h 24,” and insert 
„March 25”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Newtown Creek, part of the harbor at New York: Continui: 
A in accordance with modifled project submitted March B, 1506, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 18, line 19, after the wérd 
„improvement,“ to insert ‘and $15,000 thereof may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War, be used in the repair of the break- 
water ”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Oswego, N. V.: Continuing improvement, $60,000, in 
accordance with the modified project for its improvement, and $15,000 thereof 
may, in _ discretion of the F of War, be used for the repair of the 

water. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 14, line 10, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ” and insert ten,“ and in the 
same line, after the word dollars,“ to strike out out of which 
sum $5,000 shall be used in dredging Lemon Creek, on Staten 
Island“; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 14, to strike out: 

Improving harbor at Larchmont, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 14, line 22, after the word 
“ submitted,” to strike out by Col. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of En- 

ineers, November 26” and insert December 1”; so as to make 

e clause read: 


Impro harbor at Pee N. I., in accordance with re submitted 
Desehnber . 1884 $10,000. . A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 1, after the word 
“the,” to strike out “approved project for the improvement 
thereof” and insert “ project submitted in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for 1891”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Mattituck, N. Y., acco: to the t submitted 
mn B Au Tepart or che Guin? or T aooorde tothe projec 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 5, after the word 
“the,” to strike out approved project for the improvement 
thereof,” and insert project submitted in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for 1889”; so as to make the clause read: 


Im in . Y: the 
mitted in tie Anwani Revert of the Obief of Engineers for 1880, HU 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 15, line 11, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out “fifty ” and insert “seventy-five”; and 
in the same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert: 

eee That two-thirds of said amount shall be expended between South 
Amboy and Great Beds light, in accordance with report in House Executive 
Document No. 298, Fifty- Congress, third session. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Impro harbor at Rari y, New : O 
8 with . e ae That — Ma 
said amount shall be expended between South Amboy and Great Beds ligh 
in accordance with report in House Executive Document No. 298, Pitty-teird 
Congress, third session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p: 15, line 19, before the word 
to,“ to strike ont ‘‘resurvey ” and insert survey“; in line 20, 
after the word Pennsylvania,” to strike out out of” and insert 
“and the cost of improvement to be estimated, the expenses of 
the same to be paid from“; and in line 22, after the word ‘‘unex- 
pended,” to strike out money“ and insert balance of funds”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: The Secretary of War is hereby directed to 


cause a survey to be made of the harbor at Erie, Pa., and the of improve- 


ment to be estimated, the expenses of the same to be paa ae the unex- 
e impro 


nded balance of funds heretofore appr 
per pel bai toi ppropriated for vement of 

Mr. QUAY. In relation to the amendment made in the item 
with reference to the improvement at Erie, I do not desire, of 
course, to contest the amendment of the committee, but to men- 
tion the fact that the amendment I offered to the bill some twoor 
three weeks ago at the suggestion of the Board of Trade of the 
ony of Erie has been aban onog a garenne pe seems to 

ve been a 8 i report of the Engineer artment, and 
with the expectation that after the resurvey is made the appro- 
priation asked for will be granted. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 16, line 10, after the 
word ‘‘ appropriated,” to insert: 

Provided further, That in making such contracts the Secre of War 
shall not obligate the Government to pay in any one fiscal year, 

J uly. ol more than 25 per cent of the whole amount authorized to be ex- 
pended. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Constructing harbor of refuge Delaware Bay, Dela’ in accordan 
with plans submitted by the Chie? of Engineers, January 29, 1892, $5,000: 
vided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for such 
material and work as Dar he necessary to complete said harbor of refuge, 


co 
Pro- 


to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not 
to exceed in the te $4,660, 008, exclusive of the amount herein appro- 
riated: Provided her ther, t in making such contracts the Secretary of 


ar shall not obligate the Goyernment to pay in any one fiscal year, begin- 
ning July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount autho: to 
be expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 16, after the word 
“improvement,” to strike out 820,000“; and in line 17, after the 
word “project,” to strike out for the improvement of the same” 
and insert $20,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

Impro harbor at W. n, and Chris ki H — 
— . in Hort bros with the Modified Preset. Ga 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 2, after the word 
Delaware,“ to strike out: Continuing improvement”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

n maintenance and repairs of iron pier, Delaware Bay, near Lewes, Del., 


* 


ti 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 3, to insert: 


Improving deep channel in Baltimore Harbor, Maryland, in accordance 
with the project submitted December 1. 1894, $100,000: Provided, That this 
may used in the discretion of the Secretary of War, under the direc- 


sum 
tion of the Chief of Engineers, for deepening the present channel toa depth 
of 30 feet. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 18, after the word 
‘“ Craighill,” to strike out “in House Executive Document No. 
200, Fifty-third Congress, third session,” and insert ‘‘Corps of 
Engineers, January 7, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 

Im Rock Hall Harbor, Maryland: Compl im 
3 rauas submitted by Gen. William Oe Graiehlll Corn ot 
Engineers, January 7, 1895, $9,600. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 16, to insert: 


Impro inner harbor at Rock Hall, Md., in accordance with report sub- 
mitted 8 of Engineers in House Executive Document No. third 
session, y-third Congress, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 20, to strike out: 


Wr Queenstown Harbor, Maryland: Continuing improvement, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 17, line 24, after the word 
st rt,” to strike out of Col. Peter C. Hains, dated” and insert 
“submitted”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor of Southwest Baltimore (Spring Garden), Md., in accord- 


ance with report submitted March 7, channel 100 feet 


h 7, 1896, for constructing 
wide on the bottom, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 3, to strike out: 
The proviso relating to the a riation of $10,000 for continuing the im 


provement of harbor at Ca es City, Va., and its approaches, as con- 
in the act of July 13, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on e 18, line 15, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “one hundred andten” and insert ‘‘sev- 
enty-five”; and in the same line, after the word“ dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present 
projec to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by 

W, no e Pt in the aggregate $1,996,250, exclusive of the amount herein 
appro F 


So as to make the clause read: 

Im ore harbor at Tare Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improve- 
mou Lge : Provided, Tha contracts may be entered into by the Secretary 

ar, © 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 21, to strike 
out: : 

Harbor of Savannah, Ga.: Continuing eee Oe Provided, That 
contracts may be entered into by the etary of War for such materials 
and work as may be necessary to complete the project of further improve- 
ment recommended by Capt. O. M. Carter in his reports of December 7, 1894, 
and July 1, 1895, and to complete the project for the steamboat channel be- 
tween Beaufort, S. C., and Savannah, Ga., recommended by Capt. O. M. Car- 
ter in his report of December 4, 1895, and mentioned in that report as route 
2, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not to exceed the amounts recommended in said reports, the ate of 
which for both projects is $1,098,950, exclusive of amount herein or hereto- 
fore appropriated. 

Mr. GORDON. After conference with my colleague [Mr. 
Bacon], not now in the Chamber, I ask that this item may be 
pemos over for the present, and a little later in the progress of 

bill we will ask the Senate to restore the House provision. 

Mr. FRYE. It may be passed over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be 8 over as indicated 
by the Senator from Georgia. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 20, line 2, after the 
word “made,” to insert personally under the supervision of the 
Secretary of War,” and in line 4, after the words “Secretary of 
War,” to insert: 

And that when said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, have procured a 
200-foot channel of a minimum depth of 23 feet at mean mgn tide, $30.00 shall 
eet wide, of 23 feet 
$30,000 shall be paid therefor; and 


pat mean high tide, 
an additional $10,000 shall be paid therefor; and when he procured a chan- 


of the Secretar: 
cer of the Coast 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.: C. P. Goodyear, the contractor 
with the Government of the United States to Soaps the outer bar of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., under the river and harbor act of „shall be d the sum of 

000 for a 23-foot depth when he shall receive a certificate that a 24-foot 

th has been obtained under said act, together with the $40,000 to which he 

be entitled for such -foot depth, out of moneys heretofore appropri- 
ated by said river and harbor act of 1804. The survey provided for in said act 
shall be 5 under the supervision of the Secretary of War, by 
an experienced official of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be designated by 
the Secretary of War. And that when said C. P. Goodyear, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 17, to increase the 
5 for improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia, from 
$1,641,500 to $2,845,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 22, to increase the appropria 
tion for improving the harbor at Pensacola, Fla., from $100,000 to 


,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 8, to increase the 
a eg for improving the entrance to the harbor at Key 
est, Fla., from $80,000 to $100,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, to increase the 
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a 8 for improving Charlotte Harbor and Pease Creek, 
Florida, from 816,000 to 820,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 14, to insert: 

Improving Mobile Harbor, Alabama: For maintenance of the channel by 
dredging, $60,000, $10,000 of which may,in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War, be used for engineering and contingent expenses connected with the 
superintendence and inspection of the work of dredging carried on under the 
provisions of the joint resolution of Congress approved March 16, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 24, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ten and insert twenty“; and on 

age 23, line 5, before the word thousand,” to strike out“ twenty- 
ve ” and insert “ fifteen”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving mouth and passes of Calcasieu River, Louisiana: Continuing 
improvement, $20,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the 
Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary to com- 
plete the present project of ay hid ects be paid for as appropriations 
may from time to e be made by law, not to exceed in the egate $315,- 
000, exclusive of the amount herein and heretofore appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 9, to insert: 

For dredging the bar at Galveston, Tex., $5,000. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that there is 
a mistake there. The word “ five” ought to be“ 1 9 It says, 
“For dredging bar at Galveston, Tex., $5,000.” Fifty thousand 
dollars is what the committee allowed. 

95000 VEST. That is right, It should be $50,000 instead of 

Mr. MILLS, It is printed wrong. 

Mr. FRYE. This is the outside at Galveston. 

Mr. MILLS. It says, For dredging the bar.” I suppose it is. 

Mr. VEST. Les; it is. 

Mr. FRYE. Here is a clause, For improving and maintaining 
ship channel in Galveston Bay, $50,000.” Was it also $50,000 for 
Galveston? 

Mr. VEST. For dredging the bar. 

Mr. MILLS. It was. 

FRYE. Iam inclined to think the Senator from Texas is 
right. 

r. VEST. I know he is. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the change be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, e amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out five” and inserting “fifty”; so as to read: 

For dredging the bar at Galveston, Tex., $50,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 23, after line 14, to 


insert: 
For the purpose of pang he way, Sores character and value of the improve- 
eat the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, by the Branos Hiver 
Channel and Dock Company, a board of engineers, one of whom shall be a 
civil engineer, to be appointed by the President, one a member of the Corps 
of Engineers of the ted States Army, to be selected by the Secretary of 
War, and onea member of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be selected | 
the Superintendent of the 5 shall personally e examination of the 
work done by said company for the purpose of deepening the channel and 
removing the bar at or near the mouth of said river. It 1 be the duty of 
the board so constituted to report the depth of water upon the bar at the 
time of their examination, the character of the work done and the cost of the 
same, together with the value of said work to the Government of the United 


RANE and such other information as they may deem essential. Said board 
re 


rt the result of their investigation to the Secretary of War on or 
before the first day of the next session, and the Secretary shall immediately 
transmit the report to Congress, and $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
necessary, is hereby Cay at apart to pay the expenses of the said board and 
for the services of the said engineer, the amount of such compensation for 
said services to be fixed by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the words “ the first day of 
the next session” and insert the first Monday in December next.” 
The paragraph as it stands is susceptible of the interpretation that 
the report shall be made by the first day of an extra session, if one 
should intervene. It says the first day of the next session.” To 
make it certain I moye to strike out those words and to insert 
“ the first Monday in December next.” 

Mr. FRYE. t is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, page 24, it is proposed to amend the 
committee amendment by striking out the first day of the next 
session“ and insert the first Monday in December next.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] propose 
to discuss the next item, relative to the improvement of the harbor 
at Sabine Pass, Tex.? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; a little. 

Mr. FRYE, Then I guess we had better pass it over for the 
present, 
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Mr. MILLS. Why can we not settle it now? I am going to 


take but a few minutes. In fact, I think the chairman of the 
committee ought to withdraw the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. FRYE. The chairman of the committee has not authority 
from the committee to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. We may as well determine it right now. It will 
not take — 7 5 

Mr. FRYE. I am entirely willing. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on 24, line 15, before the 
word ‘‘fifty,” to insert one hundred and,” and in the same line, 
after the word dollars,“ to strike out: 


ore appropria: 
So as to make the clause read: 
Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 
Mr. ae h ene ask that Ie 8 3 put 
on agreeing e amendment increasing the amount of the appro- 
iations from $50,000 to $150,000. I have no objection, of course, 


that. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment referred to. } 

The SECRETARY. On page 24, line 15, before the words “ fifty 
Le ara it is proposed to insert ‘‘one hundred and”; so as to 
read: 

Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been read. 

Mr. QUAY. If the clause from line 15 to line 22, which the 
committee to strike out, is to be reinstated, then I think 
the amendment of the committee, in line 15, increasing the amount 
of the appropriation, ought to be voted down, because the increase 
of $100. ere was based the supposition that this work 
be put under a continuing contract. 

Mr. FR The amendment which the committee reported 
should not be agreed to at present. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I propose as a compromise that we let the 
bill stand as it came from the other House, and let the sum appro- 
priated pana at $50,000 and the proviso stand for the continuing 
contrac 

Mr. FRYE. The motion of the Senator is that the second 
amendment of the committee be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
of the committee will be disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the whole of it be disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to understand the matter. As I under- 
stand, the effect of the suggestion of the Senator from Texas, if 
adopted, will be to leave the item as it stood in the bill as it came 
from the House. If the $150,000 is appropriated it would not be 
desirable to provide for a continuing contract. 

Mr. QUAY. The entire amendment, then, Mr. President, in 
this clause should be voted down, inclu the insertion of the 
words one hundred and,” in line 15, and amendment strik- 
ing out the remainder of the clause after the word dollars,” at 
the end of line 15, down to and including line 22. Is that the un- 


derne VICE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it understood that that is agreed to? 

Mr. MILLS. I propose to let the bill stand as it came from the 
other House. - 

Mr. FRYE. I understand exactly what the Senator wants. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator wants the Senate to 
vote down the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. What I want to know is whether theSenate agrees 
VVV Texas? 

The PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWN. Let the question be again stated. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Chair will allow me, I will state it. The 
House appropriated for Sabine Pass $50,000 and placed it under 
the continuing contract clause. The Senate committee struck out 
the continuing contract clause and increased the appropriation 
from $50,000 to $150,000. The Senator from Texas å 8 
desires the Senate to disagree to both of those amendments, so tha 
it will stand $50,000 and with the continuing contract clause. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to have the question on these 
amendments separated. I ask the Senator, first, as to whether 
the committee consent to the appropriation of $50,000 or $150,000? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator has a right to demand a separate 


vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, according to the sugges- 
tion a s Senator gargs Utah 7 — 3 „ wi — A 
Sena e question agreeing amendment, whic 
will be stated, 


The SECRETARY. 
thousand,” it is p 
read: 


On 24. line 15, before the words ( fifty 


to insert one hundred and”; so as to 


Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvement, $150,000, 


Mr. GRAY. I would ask the Senator from Texas are not both 
of those amendments so connected that they are not divisible? 

Mr. MILLS. That was the understanding of the committee, 
If we are to give up the $100,000 additi: we want to be sure 
— we shall have our work under the continuing contract sys- 


Mr. TELLER. There is so much noise in the Chamber that I 
do not hear a word the Senator from Texas is saying, and we are 
over here absolutely without any knowledge as to what the Sen- 
ate has done. 

Mr. MILLS. I should like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas saying that in this part of the Chamber 
we do not know what is going on and can not hear a word the 
eee from Texas says; and itis not the fault of the Senator, 
either. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to be 
seated and to refrain from conversation. 

Mr. MILLS. I simply state that it is but fair, if we are going 
to disagree to one part of the amendment, that we sh dis- 
agree to the whole of it. Of course we should be glad to have 
the $100,000 additional appropriation, but I say thatis a part of the 
amendment striking out the continuing contract system from the 
bill, and if we are to have the benefit of one of them taken away 
we ought to have the advantage of the other. Therefore I ask the 
Senate to di to both of the amendments of the Senate com- 
mittee and to let the bill stand as it came from the House of 


8 

. TELLER. I only want to say a word about the harbor at 
Sabine Pass. It is undoubtedly the place on the whole coast 
for a good harbor, and it can be made so with very much less ex- 
pense than can a harbor be made at Galveston. Itis the natural 
outlet for the Northwest, the section of country which I in part 
represent, and it is about the only thing in this bill in which we 
have the slightest possible interest, except, of course, as we have 
a general interest in the whole country. It seems to me that if 
any port ought to have the benefit of the continuing contract sys- 
tem this is one of the places that ought to have it. 

Mr. BLAN CHARD. The improvement of Sabine Pass has 
peon cory tent ad the last ee ee „ and it is 
time it should be bronght to a conclusion. It is the nearest 
deep-water port, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ‘ere 
says, not only to his State, but to Kansas and those States no: 
of Kansas and the States immediately west of Kansas. It pre- 
sents the best conditions on the Texas coast for a deep-water 
harbor. It is the dividing line between Texas and Louisiana, 
though Texas has always claimed the improvement. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, there is a railroad called the 
Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad, which has started 
from Kansas City, Mo., and has been constructed to Shreveport, 
La., where I live, and has 1,500 men at work now between Shreve- 
port and Sabine Pass. It will reach Sabine Pass in the course of 
the next twelve months. This railroad ey 
chased and laid off a town in the Sabine Pass, which is to bea city 


€ S very satisfactory. 
projects which ought to go under the continuous contract system, 

As the Senator from Colorado has said, I know from long expe- 
rience in the other Chamber, in reference to this improvement, 
that the people of the Northwest, particularly north of Sabine 
Pass, have —— more interest in the development of that harbor 
and that of Galveston than in any other harbor upon the South 
Atlantic or Gulf Coast. Those States up there do not ask for any- 
thing themselves outside of an appropriation for the Missouri 
River, but they are interested in a deep-water port both at Gal- 
veston and at the mouth of Sabine River, and they ought to have it. 

I think this amendment, taking this improvement the con- 
tract system, should be voted down, and this project thereby 
resto to the continuous work or contract system, and, as the 
Senator from Texas has said, let the amount stand at $50,000 as the 
House has placed it. 

Mr. FRYE. I very freely admit the importance of this im- 
provement at Sabine Pass, and the committee have been exceed- 
ingly friendly to the improvement ever since I have been on it, 

e have Prat waco annually from one hundred and ha — 
two hun and fifty thousand dollars. I have no doubt it 
been well expended, but this bill came here from the House of 

tatives with some thirty continuing contract clauses. 
The Senate was desirous of putting on some others, and our com- 
mittee examined with great care to see where it could economize 
to a certain extent . ing out some of the clauses which the 
House had put in. e had executive sessions, and the committee 
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was understood to be perfectly silent in regard to what we 
had done, but the moment we touched a little House appropria- 
tion or a continuing clause in less than an hour from that time 
there was a procession from somewhere else marching into the 
committee room, earnestly opposing any 3 and 
when arriving there not only ing any to cut off 
appropriations, but immediately proposing es to increase. 
en the improvement of Sabine Pass was s out, I said to 
the committee myself that must not be known, because we shail 
be overwhelmed; and yet in less:than an hour from that time a 
tel was received from Mr. Kountz, who is away up in Col- 
5 8 us that that had been stricken out. 
that it was an outrage, and that it ought to be retained. The 
birds of the air carried everywhere ig ha yea that we 
made for the slightest reduction in the bill, and we have been 
compelled to put back item after item until, my recollection is, 
that of the continuing clauses only three are now left, one at 
Sabine Pass, one at Yazoo, and one at Savannah, and the distin- 
ee Senators from Georgia are going to make a furious on- 
ught on the Senate of the United States to have Savannah 
restored, and I have no doubt they will succeed. 
Mr. BACON. On the contrary, we are going to throw ourselves 
on the sense of justice of the committee and ask them to consent 


to it. 
You will have to 


Mr. FRYE. You will fail in that utterly. 
to the Senate, * > 

do not suppose that the committee is concerned particularly 
about this amendment. Ido not ane they care particularly 
whether they are overruled or not. is is a good improvement, 
and the committee all so understand it, but the Senate must un- 
derstand if this is done the others will be restored, and in confer- 
ence there will be nothing left to confer about, except Senatorial 
amendments. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I do not see any reason why this 
should not be restored as the others have been. The Senator from 
Maine has given a very strong argument in favor of that, when 
he says that so soon as the committee struck out Sabine Pass he 
was telegraphed to from the great Northwest in ag to it. 
Mr. President, that whole population has been looking for years 
to going through Texas to the sea, Their railway on are 
pointing toward the coast of Texas. We all want the o 

„Ports we can get on the Gulf in order to stimulate competition 
and reduce freights. The Song A is eating up the produce 
of the Northwestern le is enormous freights they have to 


pay to get to the sea and Texas is, I su a thousand 
nearer to Colorado than the city of New York. I therefore 
ask in all earnestness that the Senate will not to the amend- 


ment proposed to the House bill striking out this continuing con- 
tract s for Sabine Pass. 

Mr. RDON. I ant to say to the Senator from Texas, al- 
though not living in Texas, and with a constituency which has no 
interest in Sabine Pass whatever, that I have been applied to from 
as far west as Nebraska to help Sabine Pass. I trust, therefore, 
the motion of the Senator from Texas will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


made te $1,403,856, exclusive of the 
nh a and heretofore appropreted: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
8 by the Committee on Commerce, which has just been 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, at my suggestion the chairman 
of the committee kindly consented to pass tem y the amend- 
ment of the committee in reference to the harbor of Savannah. 
I now ask the Senate to disagree to the committee's amendment 
on page 1, beginning at line 22. 

It it hardly necessary to detain the Senate on this matter. 
The report of the engineers demonstrates that this additional im- 
provement at Savannah will save to the Government in mainte- 
nance not less than 3200, 000 per annum, which is the interest upon 
a very large sum of money. This amendment of the Senate com- 
mittee strikes out all of the appropriation made for that great 
port, which I think now has some $150,000,000 of commerce and 
which is rapidly increasing. I trust the Senate will disagree to 
the amendment of the Senate committee striking out this item. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Commerce reported to 
strike out, on page 18, beginning at line 22, as follows: 


Harbor of Savannah, Ga.: F Provided, That 
contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for such materials and 


work as may be to complete the ect of further improvement 
„ Capt. * rin he ess of ry 


y G. M. December 
July 1, 1895, and to complete the 
Beaufort, S. C., and Savannah, „ recomm: 
his re of December 4, 1895, and mentioned in thai 
be for as appropriations may from time to tim 
exceed the amounts reco: ed in said re 
for both projects is $1,003,950, exclusive of amount 
propriated. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not design that there shall 
be any such onslaught made upon the Senate as was or 
anticipated by the distinguished Senator from Maine . FRYE]. 
I do think, however, that proper and careful consideration of this 
matter would induce the committee itself to consent to restore the 


in this matter, and not an appropriation, ei 
a little further on. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate, Mr. President, to the 
fact that this is not a local matter in its broadest sense. Savan- 
DDN AD 8 Bees en a ar ee eee Ot a large 
section of country. While this matter was under investigation 
by the Senate committee, or rather after the Senate committee 
had acted, there was in session in Charleston what was known as 
the South and West Grain and Trade Co com of del- 
egates from almost all the Southern and Western States, and dur- 
ing the session of that congress I received a telegram which I ask 
the Secretary to read from the desk. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CHARLESTON, S. C., April 30, 1888. 
Senator A. O. Bacon, Washington, D. C.: 


The South and West Grain and Trade Congress now assembled in third an- 

nual session at Charleston, S. C., composed of delegates from the Southern 

and Western States, and especially engaged in formulati: 

pan for the active utilization of the ports of the Gulf 
or the direct f n of the and other 

tions, have 


Grain and Trade Congress do most earnestly appeal to the Senate of the 
United States in the interest of international trade and commerce to restore 
to the House bill the appropriation for Savannah River and Harbor which 
4 Committee on erce recommend be stricken out from said House 


H. S. POTTER, President. 
JNO. A. SMITH, Secretary. 

Mr. DUBOIS. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a question? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ihave not a copy of the bill before me, but doI 
understand the Senate committee propose to strike out the House 
provision, and that the Senator desires to have the bill amended 
so that it will be the same as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives? 

Mr. BACON. That, and that only; and the main feature of the 
provision is not an appropriation at this time, but simply the. 
authorization of a contract to be appropriated for in the Tabure. 
I trust that the Senate will restore the bill to the condition it was 
in when it came from the other House. 

Mr. FRYE. I supposed the Senator would ask that all of this 
provision might be restored, except that which relates to the com- 

letion of a project for a steamboat channel between Beaufort, 
8. C., and Savannah, Ga. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, in answer to the chairman of 
the committee, I would say that we greatly prefer to have the 
provision retained in the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. But if it is a matter of great moment to the com- 
mittee, and if it will prevent the ion of time in debate, 
I would rather agree to the portion being left out to which the 
Sfr. PR TI. T should be i d aggressive in 

`; . more Vigorous an ve 
defense of the action of the Rivers and Harbors Committee of 
the other House if that provision was to remain in the bill. The 
idea of putting a 7-foot channel between Beaufort, S. C., and 
Sav: into a continuing contract clause, which is going to 
cost about $120,000, is utterly absurd. It has beensimp. — — 
into the bill elsewhere, and never ought to have been fs 
at all. I never heard of such I suggested to the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that if he was going to 
make a proposition of this kind and he did not expect to meet 
with a pretty vigorous defense of the action of the Senate com- 
mittee, he should not ask that on page 19 the words between line 
8 and line 9 should be retained, 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine was kind 
enough to make that suggestion to me in the interest of what pos- 
sibly might conduce to an understanding on the part of the Senate 
favorable to the Savannah project. Ihave had some telegraphic 
correspondence with the people of Savannah since upon that sub- 
ject. They say, of course, that if the Senate of the United States is 
unwilling that the channel shall be opened they must necessarily 


a case before. 
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submit, but that they are extremely anxious that this change shall 
not be made. 
In that connection, I desire to say that the work already done 


by the Government in the opening of the Savannah River has ob- 
structed the very channel which it is now sought to reopen; that 
is, the channel between the town of Beaufort, in South Carolina, 
and the city of Savannah. I am not prepared tosay to the Senate 
exactly how this has been done; but a very large portion of this 
appropriation, if made, will be devoted to removing the obstruc- 
tion that the Government itself has put inthat channel. In other 
words, in the work of opening the Savannah River the Govern- 
ment has obstructed this other channel. Of course I do not pre- 
tend that all of this money is for 3 

Mr. GORDON. If my colleague rmit, he refers to the 
money appropriata for that particular channel. 

Mr. BA For that particular channel only. 

Mr. GORDON. And not for the whole improvement. 

Mr. BACON. It amounts to 8105, 000. This is a separate enter- 
prise, although these provisions are put in the bill together, but 
the two works are entirely separate. The work, so far as it con- 
cerns the Savannah River, is confined in this bill to a provision 
for a contract, and not for an appropriation, except to the amount 
of $5,000. The work that is to be done on the channel between 
Beaufort and Savannah is independent of that,and embraces, if 
I am correctly informed, about $105,000 of this total amount. 

Mr. President, it does look like a matter of simple justice. It 
is not only the people of Savannah who are interested in this 
work, but also the people of South Carolina; and the Govern- 
ment in the prosecution of a great work, a very important work, 
in opening the harbor of Savannah, has obstructed another chan- 
nel, and should remove that obstruction. If in the removal of 
that obstruction it is found necessary to go still further in order 
to open the channel, it would be the part of economy to do the 
whole thing at once, rather than do a little piece now and under- 
take the rest in the future. 

The distinguished Senator from Maine speaks of this feature of 
this appropriation as haying been smuggled into the bill. Of 
course the Senate will understand that the Senator has no refer- 
ence to anything that has occurred in the Senate, because that 
feature of the bill, as well as the other features of it, came from 
the House of Representatives in that shape, and has not been in 
any manner modified by the Senate or by the Senate committee, 
except to strike the whole thing out. I do not know to what the 
Senator refers when he speaks of the provision being smuggled in. 

Mr. FRYE. This Senator is not at liberty to say. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the Senator from Maine is not 
at liberty to say; but the Senator from Georgia is at liberty to say 
that it no reference to anything which has occurred in the 
Senate, because it came from the other House in that shape. 

Mr. FRYE. If it had occurred in the Senate I should not have 
mentioned it. 

Mr. BACON. Probably it is not necessary for me, then, to press 
that point, but take it for granted. I thought it due, however, in 
view of the statement of the Senator from Maine, to make this 
explanation as to the character of these two branches of this great 
work. Itis not an extravagant appropriation for this particular 
feature to which the distinguished tor from Maine, the chair- 
man of the committee, now objects. While it is a comparatively 
small matter in amount, it is really an important matter, in that 
it is the great water highway between two of the principal cities 
in the South. I trust the distinguished Senator may not oppose 
any part of it, and that not only the Savannah River scheme but 
the ufort channel project improvement also be allowed to go 
through. It is certainly modest compared with a great many 
other appropriations in this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no more reason why that channel should 
be put under the ee contract clause than there is why 
every river and channel in the United States should be put under 
the continuing contract clause. No reason can be given. Every 
river in the South where the improvement is not going to cost 
over $100,000 with the same propriety could go under the contin- 
uing contract clause, and every river in the North and North- 
west. I certainly shall not consent to the restoration of the clause 
with that proposition remaining there. 

Mr. GORDON. I doubt whether the Senator from Maine is 
informed of the fact that this river, which that small appropria- 
tion is 5 to open, carries a very large amount of local trade. 
I say “ because it is trade between the ports of South Caro- 
lina and Georgia. k 

Mr. FRYE. Only $600,000 worth in a year. Thatis not avery 
largo amount to go under the continuing contract clause, 

. GORDON. It is an inside channel. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask if the Georgia Senators still insist upon keep- 
ing that channel in the bill? 

. GORDON. I will ask the Senator from Maine if we con- 


sent to that coming out, will he, as chairman of the committee, 
consent to the other portion of the clause being restored? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no right to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, let me say this: I feel ex ingly 
kind toward this improvement at Savannah. I think I under- 
stand it. It has been before the Commerce Committee frequently 
while [have been a member of that committee, and I must say 
to my friends from Georgia that if this precedent is adopted of 
interjecting into this great improvement this little side improve- 
ment from Beaufort down to Savannah, as the chairman of the 
committee has properly said, we must apply the continuing con- 
tract system to every other improvement in the bill. The remain- 
der of us can not stand here and see this thing done in justice to 
our constituents without demanding that the same legislation 
shall apply all along the line; and instead of having a bill of $70,- 
000,000 upon the continuing contract system you will have a bill 
of $170,000,000 or $270,000,000. 1 think those Senators ought to be 
satisfied, for I believe I can assure them, if they take out this 
inside arrangement from Beaufort to Savannah there will be no 
trouble about the continuing clause. 

Mr. GORDON. Then we assent to that portion of it coming 
out; and I moye to amend by striking ont lines 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and9, 
and including the words said reports,” in line 10. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us see what is stricken ont. 

Mr. FRYE. From line 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words stricken out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five,” in line 3, strike out all of the paragraph down to 
and including the word ‘ reports,” in line 10. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. GORDON. The words “ both projects,” in line 10, are also 
stricken out. 

Mr. FRYE. Strike out the word “ both” and change the word 
Seay ” so as to make it singular, and change the aggregate. 

r. BACON. I suggest to my colleague that I have the para- 
graph marked as it would be amended, and I have handed it to 
the chairman of the committee. He will indicate to the clerks 
the words to be stricken out. 

Mr. GORDON. That is all right. 

The paragraph as proposed to be amended was read by the Sec- 
retary, as follows: 


Harbor of Savannah, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $5,000 


That a contract may be entered into by the Secretary of War for aah mate- 
rials and work as may be necessary to complete the project of further im- 
gongs recommended by Capt. O. M. Carter inhis reports of December 7, 

to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not to exceed the amount of $987,250 recommended in said report, exclusive 
amount herein or heretofore appropriated. 

The amendment was J Sg to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph having been = 
fected, the question recurs on the amendment of the REEE 
to strike it out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 23, page 24. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 25, line 1, after the words “according to a,” to strike out 
survey and recommendation approved in 1894” and insert ‘‘proj- 
ect submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 
1895”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at pret es OBE Continuing improvements, $50,000, 
of which amount not less than $40,000 shall be applied toward the construction 
of breakwaters Lhe rhage a project submit in the Annual Report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1805. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 7, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty“ and insert“ thirty“; in line 
9, after the word made,” to insert ‘‘ and the cost of improvement 
to be estimated”; and in line 10, after the word to,“ to strike out 
“recommending such improvements as may be necessary to pro- 
vide” and insert ‘‘ providing”; so as to make the clause read: 


of War is auth: ted to cause a surve 
made and the cost of improvement to be estimated, with a view to providing 
better access to said harbor and the safety of boats therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 15, after the word 
“ also,” to strike out in accordance with the recent report and 
recommendation of the local engineer, Col. Jared A. Smith”; in 
line 21, after the word “depth,” to insert in accordance with re- 

rt submitted March 25, 1896”; in line 23, after the word That,” 

strike out ‘‘ the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to enter into” and insert contracts may be entered into 
by the Secretary of War”; so as to make the clause read: 

è n 000! 
sie A E E EE 
FFC 

char between the piers and in the cuter harbor and maintaining the 
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necessary depth in accordance with report submitted March 25, 1896: Pro- 
That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for the 

completion of the aboye projects, to be 4 or as 8 a o 

time to time be made by w. the cost not to exceed in the gate $1,354,000: 

And provided also, That the Secretary of War be direc 

to be made of the said breakwater as heretofore ns. with a view of 

the advisability of changing the plan 
the 1155 construction of the eastern shore arm, and in lieu thereof ex- 
tending the said breakwa 


ter eastwardly in a general direction el with 
the shore; and the sums hereby appropriated, or authorized to be e: ded, 
may be e: ded in such manner as the Secretary of War may deem best for 


xpen 
the improvement of said harbor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 18, after the word 
„the,“ to strike out approved project for the improvement 
thereof” and insert ‘‘project submitted April 3, 1896”; so as to 


make the clause read: 
. POND chall be applied toward the constraction 
of a breakwater according to the project submitted April 3, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 27, line 4, after the word 
„har bor,“ to insert and the cost of improvement to be estimated,” 
and in line 5, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike out “recommending 
such means as shall secure and maintain” and insert “securing 
and maintaining”; so as to make the clause read: 

harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: Continuing improvement. 000; 
Tsy Sade of War is directed to cause a survey tobe made of Ay bar 
at the mouth of the harbor and the cost of improvement to be estimated, with 
a view to securing and maintaining a permanent navigable channel of suf- 
ficient depth next to Cedar Point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 16, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert two”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 20, after the word 
the,“ to strike out latest approve project recommended for 
the improvement thereof,” and insert ‘‘ project submitted March 
24, 1896”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Conneaut, Ohio: For improvements under existin, 


lans, $40, of which amount not less than $20,000 shall be applied to 
Bie construction of a break water according to the project submitted March 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to strike out: 

Improving outlet to Wolf Lake, oy D accordance with the approved 
project for the improvement thereof, $8, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 7, after the word 
“project,” to strike out pro y Maj. W. L. Marshall, of 
the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, under date of 
June 30,” and insert ‘‘submitted in the Annual Report of the 
Chief of Engineers for”; so as to make the clause read: 

Impro umet Harbor, at Chi „II.: Con in; s 
aag 8 roject submi in the Lane e e et 
Engineers for 1895, $70 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 18, after the word 
“ repairs,” to insert and providing a navigable depth of 18 feet”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Im harbor at Frankfort, Mich.: Contin 
re ne anavigable depth of 1 est. ö Soa 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 25, after the word 
“and,” to strike out “for repairs, twelve” and insert “dredging 
interior channel, fifteen”; on page 29, line 1, after the word dol- 
lars,” to strike out Provided, t” and insert “and”; in line 2, 
after the word “appropriated,” to insert (for said improvement”; 
in the same line, r the word ‘‘now,” to strike out ‘‘on hand”; 
and in line 8, after the word may,” to strike out ‘‘also be used in 
the same project” and insert be used for dredging such interior 
channel, in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army: Provided, That the former requirements have been com- 
plied with”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvements and 
dredging interior channel, $15,000; and all money heretofore appropriated 


for said improvement and now unexpended may be used for dredging such 
interior channel, in the discretion of the Chief of ineers, United States 
Army: Provided, That the former requirements have been complied with. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 8, to increase the 
1 for improving the harbor at Holland (Black Lake), 

ich., from $8,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for i the harbor at Marquette, Mich., 
from $24,000 to 829,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 30, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for improving the harbor at Ludington, Mich., from 
$20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert for maintenance of channel and pier”; so as 
to make the clause read: 

at Menominee, and Wisco: : Contin im- 
8 Palo ton 55 8 and ee ane, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 21, after the word 
“ report,” to strike out ‘‘ of Chief of Engineers under date of and 
insert submitted,“ and in line 23, after the word ninety-six,” 
to strike out in House Document No. 318, of Fifty-fo Con- 
gress, first session”; so as to make the clause read: 

xbo at me Isle Point. Marquette Bay, Mich- 
„TFC 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. According to the agreement, I will not ask the 
further consideration of the pending bill at the present time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the third committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, further insisted 
on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 
233, 305, 306, 807, 308, 309, 310, 318, and 314, asked a further confer- 
ence with the Senate on the 1 votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. MCCALL of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. DoCKERY managers at the further conference on 
the part of the House. : 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 673) gomg to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet 
major geeral nited States Army Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2) disposing of condemned cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) to amend the military record of Charles 
Hentz, late private of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut 
Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R.2708) to constitute a new division of the eastern 
judicial district of Texas, and to provide for the holding of terms 
of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for the appointment of a clerk 
for said court; 

A bill (H. R.4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. McCartney; 

A bill (H. R.5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 

A bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wood- 


cock; 

A bill (H. R.7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation in said State 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school 
lands, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River near Grafton, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) for the protection of yacht owners and ship- 
builders of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of 
bankruptcies throughout the United States. 


JOINT SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the resolution passed by the 
Senate April 24, 1896. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That the Joint Committee on the Lib: of the House of Representatives 
and of the Senate be authorized to sit in Washington, D. C., during the re- 
cess of Congress, for the purpose of inquiringinto the condition of the Library 
of Congress, and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable; also to report a 
1 — for the organization, custody, and management of the new rary 

ding and the Library of Congress. 

The said joint committee is also authorized to emplo: 
whenever necessary during the course of the inquiry. 1 
penses of the sittings of the said joint committee, inch 


a stenographer 
he necessa: 
ding the pay 


ex- 
the 
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See aud Senata on vouchers a 2 —— 1 
on vouchers a} chairman mid — 
Pr Sted. That thee under this concurrent 


tee: Provided, 5 
wa bo reported tothe sooo session of this Congress. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. | a is not. 
Mr. VEST. What is 
Mr. HAN SBROUGH. 10 is a substitute for a e ere 
Aged orig some 5 ago, which is . y the Commit- 
on 


ving a standi 
5 


mgress ts 
for the Library. It is an extraordinary proceeding, it seems to 
me. I want to be as good-natured and courteous as Seabees on on 
the fioor, bis th ose’ to me that this is rather stretching parlia- 
men recedent. 
Mr. ma PERONI I oe ~~ the Senator from Mis- 
souri t the special commi now in existence pertaining 
a Li was simply to look after the Library during 
urse of construction of that bui , and that the purpose 
of the work to be performed by the Joint Committee on the 
ba in accordance with the resolution to the Liteary 
after it is completed and Government. 
T. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell us what 

his i information is as to the time of completion 6 of the building? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The resolution has nothing 9 


do with the building prior to its completion and 

Mr. VEST. But I understand the resolution provides es that the 
committee shall sit here during the vacation? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. To formulate a plan for the future man- 


agement of the Library of Congress when it occupies the new 
buil , after the 8 eted and accepted. 
ayi Do I understand t e Senator to claim that the 
committee ought to be in session ban to formulate that plan? It 
strikes me that it is rather 2 that they can not formulate a 
DAC aa malt AIAI IEA ah ESS peopel 
as well as in i isan proposition. 

. HANSBROUGH. The resolution does not provide thatthe 
committee shall sit outside of Washington. It provides thatit shall 
sit in Washington during the recess and examine 

Mr. VEST. That is the very point. Task, why is it necessary 
to meet here in the recess to formulate a plan for the government 
of the Li ? Iam informed (I have no information about it 
except from t Librarian) that the building will not be 
ready for occupation for a year at least; and that the committee 


shall be here d the summer months in advance of the com- 
pletion of the buil in order to formulate rules for its govern- 
ment is a little extrao’ 


extraordinary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that the Library buil 
will be ready for occupancy next February. It is not 
that the committee shall sit during the entire recess of Congress. 
The understanding is that perhaps two or three weeks during the 
month of e will be occupied in formulating a plan for 
the fut 7... wad aetna or the Liars baig and 
the Library of Congress. 

Mr. VEST. That is almost a year from now. There isa differ- 
ence of two months in the time. isthe resolution just introduced? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The resolution passed the Senate origi- 
nally and the House amended it. The Committee on the Library 


accepts the amendment, and my motion is that the substitute sent 
here by the House be to by the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESID. Tue Chair laid before the Senate the 


amendment of the N The 8 is upon the motion of 
eee e O Dakota, that the Senate agree to the 


amen 
Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senate eee Was under con- 
sideration I asked that the words in W. n“ might be in- 
serted so that by no possibility should we authorize a committee 
to make trips. The suggestion was at once accepted by the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota. As I read the House provisions this 
morning they are very brief and simply authorize the joint com- 
mittee to sit here in Washington during the recess and p 
such recommendations as may seem wise to them in reference to 
the transfer of the existing re building and any 
other recommendations that it d be proper for them to make. 
While I am opposed to any such scope wire 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] introd: the other da: 
banish to O RRS ORS Se ne iene lees or sneer 
ing the recess, I regard resolution as entirely con- 
servative and in very way meficial to the public service. 
Mr. HANSBROUG should like to have the resolution read 
for the information of Senators. I think the Senator from 
uri misunderstood the resolution. 


Library outside of Washington p 


Mr CHANDLER. Let the amendment of the House be read. 


read the amendment. 
The VIOE. ENT. The i 
A AAA the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The follo: bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
The Committee on Stitary “Affaire * 


S ae the relief of George W. Freeman 
The fo! owing b were severally read twice mee titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 4528) gran 
8 widow of William H. 
bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 
A qer R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wood- 


cock; 

A bill H. R.7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware. 

The follo were several read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the ittee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R.7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
We Dill (EL K. 8088 for th 3 f yachi 

) for the on o t owners and shi 

builders of the United States. = = 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 2708) to constitute a new division of the eastern 


judicial district of Texas, and to bd pies for the holding of terms 
of court at Sr sa Tex., and for the appointment of a clerk 
for said court; 


1 bill 9 755 R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of 
Lge ors out the United States. 

patho bi 1 (H. K ) to authorize and empower the State of 

South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation in 

said State asa part of the lands granted to the State under the 

rovisions of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota 

into the Union, a 5 February 22, 1889, and for indemnity 

school lands, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Commi on Public Lands. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having 3 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, w. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER, pro- 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and report 
the salo of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Teeasars 

e of Uni y of the 
in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896, 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President. I shall ask the Senate to remain 
in session to-day until the resolution is disposed of. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, have Inot the floor? I believe I have 
the floor on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from New York is entitled to the floor. The Chair did not know 
for 5 the Senator from Kansas had risen. 

I think it was a very proper oy eee I Lespay 
W 
sed o 
. HILL. I would have been entirely willing to the floor 


if the Senator from Kansas had asked me, yar I — no e 
the * taken from me arbitrarily to make any sort of announce- 
men 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
one moment in order that I may offer an amendment to the pend- 
ing soona 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORDON I will state that the amendment simply pro- 
F “a committee of five Senators” to the 

mmittee on Finance.” I ask that the amendment lie on the 
table for the present. I shall call it up at the proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment lie on the table 
as requested. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, during the debate of yesterday I was 
asked the question what objection had to the passage of the pres- 
ent resolution, now that some of its y offensive provisions 
have been eliminated. I said I would answer that question before 
this debate terminated. I might as well devote a few moments 
to that question now. 

Ate am opposed to the resolution because I consider it wholly 

and uncalled for, unprecedented in its character, 

ana as establishing a most icious and unwise precedent. É 
— a sufficient sufficient objection to e of the resolution that it is 
Pension, sir, must go, if it should pass, to the 
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will involve still further delay, and will not permit us to secure 
that information deemed so necessary by some to enable us to vote 
on the river and harbor bill, which was the argument urged yes- 
VVV apy the aa = 

Every single fact sough' investigated e resolution, 
with the exception of 8 is before the Banate. either in docu- 
ments presented by the Seeretary of the Treasury or in the form 
‘of other information now pending before us. I am opposed to the 

resolution because I want to protect the Senate making 
itself ridiculous. It does that often enough without having any 
additional provocation or inducement. 

I propose to analyze the resolution for a few moments. What 
facts are to be investigated? What is the information sought? 
To what points are the minds of the committee to be directed? 

First. To investigate and report ially what amount of 


available f classified, was in the United and 
„ subject to the order of the Secre! of 
the Treasury at the time the bonds were sold or offered for 


Second. Whether there was or was not coin enough on hand 
bligations of the Goverument due at the time 
gaid bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale.” 
Third. What obligations were due at that time and the amount 
of each, stated separately.” 
Fourth. „Who Based the bonds, in what amounts, and 


persons. 
was the market price of our Government bonds. 


Fifth. 
at the time.“ 

Sixth. eee e eee 
of said bonds; by what aut 
Seventh. contracts. wertisements, or ee, Ce Leen eae 
made by the Secretary of the 

Eighth. „What agreements or e. and whether oral or 


in by Seeretary of the Treasury 
—— respect to the sale and purchase of the bonds.” 

Every one of these eight subdivisions of information has been 
3 documents on file before the Senate, and I ob- 


ject to here and “of Teoriaa pon oe pt 
e soe are the plea these 

If Senators need i 3 tinct te lot 
them read their own files. Let eres the See- 
retary of the 6 te infor- 
mation which is subject to their disposal before set up the 


plea that they want information. The suggestion 
need further infi i i 


y upon 
eight distinct questions. No Senator eens in my humble 
judgment, to give his vote in regard to the great and important 
questions relating to our finances when hesteps forward and says, 
I want information upon eight distinct propositions,” where the 
iuteeation in alseedy — 

The amount of classified „.. easyer yg 
eS eee eee The amount. of coin on 
hand and available in every daily statement of the Treas- 
ury. What obligations are due from the 5 
eee report made by the Secretary of the 
„Who bonds, in what amountsf“ that, it seems, is 
what 8 and where the purchasers live is also 
VVT 

a special repo: 0 Treasury, con the 
names of the „the amounts of the bids. 
purchasers reside. What more is wanted? 

Mr. GRAY. Does anybody suggest that those reports are 


erroneous. or 
ne HILL. ae 8 N 
reports. admi no e passage e reso- 
lution is a a 9 ce. I would not vote 
for such a resolution because it wo stigmatize me as an igno- 
ramus unworthy of a seat in this body, and, in my humble judg- 
ment, F the part of every Senator who votes 
for it that he desires to be considered an ignoramus. 

„Who purchased the bonds?” Read the reports, I answer. 
“In What 3 amounts?” Here it is, clearly stated in Carlisle’s spe- 
cial report. Where do they reside?” T ewit is, all set forth. 
Read it. This appears to be and is a foolish, a contemptible, an 
absurd resolution. There is no law against its passage, of course. 
zan can pass the resolution if you have the ss the maj 

desire it. FFF 

of itself if it is so disposed. In 6 eee 
persons or r classes,” is one of the facts 8 

the report. What did the konda aall fart a Thatap 
committee is to investigate and report by what aathort ity” the 


bonds were sold. That presents a question of law. Read the 
3 If you can not 
compreh Lee 


85 = a . e hich 
are the jects w. not appear in any report upon w. 
information is desired? What was the reason for any unusual 
withdrawal of coin from the Treasury shortly before booda were 
sold or offered for sale?” is one of these points. Who knows? - If 
the committee is appointed, it may sit here until its members are 
ay-headed, . — it 5 never obtain that information. Why 
+ and ask gold for them? That is. 
what 3 is resolution want to know. A man has a 


and wants to get gold for it. He presents it at the 
the Treasury? Why? Because Cong: w why he pre- 
sented it to the Treas ? Why? Because Co way back in 
1875 passed a law which says Sia paper tions of your 
Government, such as be redeemed in coim. 
When any n has one of these ks he has a right un- 


it. The inquiry is absurd and ridiculous upon 
one of the facts, of eee. the Treas- 


What 
purposes were are immaterial for purposes of . — 
are immaterial to any matter upon which. we as Senators are 


n 

3 The information sought does not 
Se ap a S a ae 
port. What is it? We are to inquire 

r ͤ ͤ—ü— ̃ͤͥÄ— oa 
the United States. 

Thatis.a great problem. It involves no specific information 
to be readily ascertained. It involves more than a mere question 
of fact. It 8 the whole 
seriously that we are to 


continuously differ. ä — 
on the eredit of the United States, and the gold men will contend 
that it had a good effect. The great mass of the people will say 
it was, absolutely necessary, there was no other way to 


because 
finances protect the honor and the credit of the Government. But you are 


simply investigating an abstract question. You are simpl. — 
—— what agg termed a hypothetical question. 
e ental investigation. What effect 

the bond sales had? N. had?” No one can definitely determine. I 


Pllc ee syndicate 
that. pur the bonds. t Polite readieer — Who 
knows what prices the Government bonds are going to be to-mor- 
row? Who can forecast the future? If I, as a member of the 
syndicate, purchased Government bonds, how can I know or any 
week? - What profs are to be made in the future by the syndi- 
wee What profits are made in ture = 
cate? Who can tell? The other deans Senator on 

in his place and objected to any 
futures. He said it was 

part of the Senate of the l nited States 
transaction of investi 
the future sale of bonds. 


oe eae Se is going to 
i 
The questions which I have mentioned, of 
eee ee ge can not be determined by the printed record. 
y must be determined by outside investigation, if at all. I 


to 
— 
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tell me how it is to be done under the resolution? I say you can 
not subpoena a single witness under the resolution as it now stands. 
Isay you have no constitutional power under the resolution to 
compel a angie member of the syndicate to answer any question 
relating to what he received for his bonds when he sold them to 
Tom, Dick, or I suppose the friends of the resolution will 
Say, We will determine that afterwards.” Yes; run up against 
the Constitution. It will not be the first time they have done it. 
They propose to antagonize the laws. You have no power, you 
have no authority in the resolution for summoning witnesses; 
no power to subpoena witnesses, no power to compel answers to 
questions about the private transactions of syndicates or of men 
who buy bonds. I assert as a proposition of law that if I put in 
a bid for the purchase of bonds and receive an allotment of them, 
and I should voluntarily go before the committee, I could refuse 
to answer to whom I sold the bonds or what profits I made by 
such sale. The resolution is not based upon any allegation that the 
information is desired for future legislation. It is not based upon 
an allegation of misconduct against any member of the Senate. 
It involves no question of high privilege. Therefore it does not 
come within any of the decisions of the courts in which it is held 
that you can cag ab into private transactions of individuals. 

Mr. GRAY. can not investigate as ground of impeachment. 

Mr. HILL. And, sir, we can not investigate for grounds of im- 
peachment. The Constitution settles that question. But we 
ought to have an investigating committee to determine what the 
Constitution is, because some Senators do not seem to understand 


it. They are going to investigate by what authority the bonds 
were issued; a legal question. y not investigate what the Con- 
stitution is? 


Need I remind the Senate that under the Constitution of the 
United States the House has the sole power of impeachment? As 
a matter of propriety, if nothing else, it would be better that the 
Senate should wait. Let the House, fresh from the people, present 
its articles of impeachment against the Secretary of the Treasury, 
because if there is anything at all to investigate here it is simply 
a question which might or might not constitute a matter of im- 
peachment, which the House should originate. Therefore I have 
answered the question put to me yesterday as to what objection I 
have now to the resolution in its amended form. It still retains 
the provision for a special committee, objectionable to all the tra- 
ditions of this body. There is contained in it a proposed inquiry 
as to facts not needed or really demanded, andif any Senator here 
wants this information for any honest purpose, for the purpose of 
tty im in casting his vote upon any Pe question involved 
here, he has only to read the records on file now before him. 

When I was discussing this question yesterday just prior to the 
adjournment of the Senate, I was considering in detail the alleged 
ao for the investigation so far as the last public sale of 

mds is concerned. A great deal has been said in the public 
proes and elsewhere in regard to what is called the Graves bid. 

thought it undignified that the Senate should proceed to inves- 
tigate what was the occasion or subject-matter of a lawsuit 
against the Secre of the Treasury. I pointed out the fact 
that Mr. Graves gone into court. I pointed to the fact that 
Mr. Graves had made serious allegations against the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I ponio to the further fact that in the litigation 
the Secretary of the Treasury had replied. I pointed to the fact 
that the plaintiff had abandoned the litigation. Is that not enough 
for the Senate? Do z want to invite Mr. Graves to go ahead? 
Are you not satisfied with his withdrawal of the litigation? Do 
you want to aid litigation against the officers of your Treasury by 
stirring up resolutions of inquiry? Are we retained to aid this 
litigation? No,no, Mr. President, it is unworthy of dignified Sen- 
ators. Let the lawsuit stand upon its own merits. Let the law- 
yers of Mr. Graves fight the question in the courts, where both 
sides can be heard, where Mr. Carlisle can have his day in court. 
But, notwithstanding the withdrawal of the litigation, notwith- 
standing the abandonment of it, the resolution is pressed to take 
the place of great appropriation bills, pressed because it is seem- 
ingly of tremendous importance, pressed as though the whole fate 
of the present Administration was to hangin the balance, depend- 
ent on the determination of this investigation. 

I put in evidence yesterday the proposal for bids by the Secre- 
i of the Treasury. I answered some of the criticisms which 

been made against the proposal. Ihave investigated the de- 
tails of this Graves matter a little more thoroughly than I had 
theretofore. Iam now en to say that I am perfectly satis- 
fied that the of the Treasury, so far as Mr. Graves's bid 
was concerned, absolutely discharged his duty. 

The Morgan bid was a full bid for the $100,000,000 of bonds. I 


will read it 
> FEBRUARY 3, 1896. 


We erat DEC es under the terms of your circular of January 6, 1896, 
to paronae nited States 4 per cent thirty-year bonds described in said cir- 
of the face value of 000. and agree to pay therefor at the rate of 
110.6877 and accrued in per We er agree upon due notice of 


the acceptance of this subscription to de 


tthe amount thereof in 
or gold certificates with the 


lā coin 
r nited States assistant treasurer at New York 
or other cities mentioned in the circular, to be 3 by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in accordance with the terms of said circular. 

We desire (registered or coupon) bonds in denominations as stated below. 
and we wish them to be delivered to us at such places as may be designated 
after receipt of notice that By ES has been accepted. 

TAER NATIONAL Crry BANK OF NEW YORK, 


ORGAN & CO. 
By JAS. STILLMAN, President. 
By EDWARD DADAMS. Atiorney in fact, 
R 8 in 
HARVEY FISK & SONS, ee 
To the SECRETARY oF THE TREASURY. 


Coupon. 
100 22 
D —— 

1,000 1... 


It will be observed that this bid was for the full amount of the 
$100,000,000 of bonds. It being for the full amount, and the 
greater including the less, it was for every part of the $100,000,000 
of bonds. There was no provision, any more than there was in 
any other bid, that if the full amount of the bid should not be ob- 
tained the parties did not want to takea part. The bid, therefore 
was for the full $100,000,000 of bonds or, in legal effect, any part 
of the $100,000,000, 

There were 4,641 distinct bona fide bids. The highest accepted 
bid was 130.8749 for $50 only. In other words, the highest bid was 
130 and a fraction for $50 only. The lowest accepted bid was that 
of reg & Co., at 110.6877. It is the lowest . bid so far 


as the Government is concerned. The bid was for the full sum of 
$100,000,000, and there was first awarded to Mo & Co. what 
was left of the bonds after all previous higher bids had been ac- 


cepted, to wit, $37,915,850. The next highest bid to Morgan's was 
that of Kidder, Peabody & Co., of Boston, 110.69 for $2,000,000, 
There were 830 accepted bids, of which 829 were higher than that 
md 2 7 Morgan bid, leaving 3,811 bids lower than that of Morgan 


The Graves bid was for $4,500,000 at 115.3391, which made the 
rate of interest 3,4, When Mr. Graves failed to produce his gold 
on the day specified in the proposal there were two courses to pur- 
sue: Frst, to advertise and sell the bonds again or not advertise and 
sell them, or else to accept the next highest bid, which was that 
of Morgan & Co. I did not state that fact yesterday because I had 
not then examined fully the a recently presented here, not 
e ing that the debate would be resumed yesterday. It isa 
fact, not heretofore fully stated to the public, that Morgan & Co.’s 
bid was the next highest bid for the benefit of the Government, 
and therefore when Mr. Graves’s bid failed, collapsed, forfeited, 
because he did not produce the gold, the Secretary of the Treasury 
said j onis accept the next highest bid, which was that of Mor- 

an 7 

10 There is but one possible criticism to make, and that is that he 
should have put the bonds up and sold them again. What then 
would have been the criticism? If the bonds on the resale had 
not brought as much as Morgan & Co. had bid for them, then it 
would have been said that Morgan & Co. had bid a hundred mil- 
lion dollars and the Secretary of the Treasury had a right to hold 
them to it; that he ought to have made them take the bonds at 
that figure, because their bid was higher than 3,811 other bids. 
Therefore I am prepared to say that in my humble judgment the 
Secretary of the Treasury acted wisely, acted discreetly, acted as 
a business man, acted legally, and that there is no sort of criticism 
which can be made in regard to his conduct. 

When grave Senators propose here to pass a resolution asking 
for the names of the bidders, as the resolution does, asking infor- 
mation as to the amounts of the bids, asking what the bonds were 
sold for, Iam inclined to ask the Secretary to read, as a part of 
my remarks, the report which I holdinmyhand. If youare going 
to pass the resolution saying you want that information, you might 
as well have it now as at any other time. Strike that portion of 
the resolution out. You do not need it. Here is the information 
in the book. Youcanreadit. Iwill reserve, however, that ques- 
tion for the future. 

How many bids were there which were forfeited? My friend 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. yer last evening asked me in 
regard to that matter, and I was unable to furnish him the exact 
information. There were only ten forfeited bids, of which Graves's 
bid was one. The Graves bid, as I have said, was for $4,500,000, 
The nine other forfeited bids amounted to only $287,000. Those 
were given to Morgan & Co., because Morgan & Co. were the 
next highest bidders. I wish to ask the Secretary to read the 
names of the forfeited bidders with the amounts, because I want 
the facts to go into my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as indicated. 


1896. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Care X 
& Co., 197 South Canal 
street, Chicago, III. 


Mr. HILL. So, Mr. President, aside from the Graves bid, 
which was $4,500,000 of itself, instead of there being millions of 
other forfeited bids, there were only bids to the amount of $237,- 
000—ten in all—and those bids, I say, were properly and legiti- 
mately given to the next highest bidders, which were Morgan & 
Co. There were a few bids thrown out, of which there has been 
no criticism anywhere. I stated yesterday that I knew of a cer- 
tain gentleman in my own State who had bid for a large amount 
of the bonds, and whose bid was thrown out for good and valid 
reasons. Ifind that the A. P. A. 5 Whatever they may be, 
of Moores Hill, Ind., subscribed for the wholesum of 8100, 000, 000. 

The newspapers gave the reasons why these bids were thrown 
out; and there was also one from Vernon, Tex. Nobody has made 
any criticism of such action of the Secretary of the ury or 
pretended but what those bids were absolutely fictitious. One of 
the bidders was insane, and had made a bid when he had nota 
dollar in the world and was confined in an asylum. Nobody has 
made any criticism, and there is not any point in regard to such 
bids; so I will not put them in the RECORD, because it is not nec- 
essary to refer to them further. Therefore, resuming my argu- 
ment on the Graves bid, Isay the Graves bid was Tropang thrown 
out and the Morgan bid was properly accepted. It not do 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to advertise $100,000,000 of 
bonds and let capitalists make their figures accordingly—Morgan 
& Co.’s bid being higher for the Government than some 3,000 
0 d then, when certain people forfeited their right to 
secure bonds, to assert that Morgan & Co. should be ignored, or 
that the bonds should be put up for sale in. We wanted no 
mock- auction business in d to this affair. When the Gov- 
ernment puts up its bonds, let them be sold to the highest bidders, 
and euch bidders obtained them here. The situation, legal and 
otherwise, was exactly as though the Graves bid had never been 
made, and if it had never been made Morgan & Co., being the next 
highest bidder, would have received the bonds in the first instance. 

ow, Mr. President, it may do for the press, which sometimes 
wants sensational matter—and I do not blame them for it—to talk 
about the Graves suit. I do not know that I ought to follow this 
matter up; I do not know that that is neooni: ut I want to put 
in evidence here the affidavit of Secretary Carlisle himself in thi 
litigation, which has now been withdrawn, which details just 
what sort of a fraud Mr. Graves was. Ihave already commented 
on the fact that on the day before he was to fulfill his bond con- 
tract he was peddling these bonds around the city of New York, 
and he could not obtain the amount of his bid for them. On that 
day the market price of the bonds was considerably less, and he 
could not get in that great city an Dody ko take his bid off his 
hands, and that is the reason he failed ; and Ihave here the affidavit 
of Mr. Carlisle in this litigation. If we are going to make our- 
selves a tender to litigation in the District of Columbia; if we are 
not going to be sa with the matter when the complainant is 
beaten in court and when he withdraws his suit, abandons it, 
but if we are still going to continue this investigation which is 
nothing more nor less 5 gy getting up a scandal and 
throwing mud—if the record which we are makin’ here to-day is 
to go down to history, let us accompany it with the affidavit of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the litigation, which I ask the Secre- 
tary to read, so that we may have the whole truth for this fall’s 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Un the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. No. 89805 at law. The 

United States, ex relatione William Graves, vs. John G. Carlisle, Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States.] 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN G. CARLISLE. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia; 


John G. Carlisle, having been first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
2 y ter toe purchasnot United 
è s, in pro ‘or the purchase of Un 
Btates bonds. It was stated that “purchasers will be required to pay in 
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United States gold coin or gold certificates for the bonds awarded to them 
and the interest accrued thereon after the Ist day of February, 1896, up to 
the time of payment for the bonds.” Payments for the bonds were required 
to be made at various subtreasuries of the United States by installments 
as follows: Twenty per cent and accrued interest upon receipt of notice of 
8 of bids and 20 per cent and accrued interest at the end of each 
ten days thereafter; that all accepted bidders were given the Biri abo ol of 
g the whole amount at the date of the first ins ent, and those who 

paid all installments previously maturing were allowed to pay the whole 
amount of their bids at any time not later than the maturity of the last in- 


ent. 
On January 6, 1896, a circular was issued by me which contained the follow- 


= The subscriber should state ey the amount of bonds 9 price 
which he proposes to pay, and the place where the bonds should be delivered, 


which maris at the subscriber's home, or any other convenient place.” 
* e proposals received was one from William Graves and associ- 
a 


Said Graves was wholly unknown to the Department, and the facts that 
he failed to give his street or office address, that the names of his associates 
were not disclosed, and that the price he p to pay for the bonds was 

„considerably er than responsible and bona fide idders were offering 
were sufficient, in afflant's opinion, to justify an inquiry concerning his finan- 
posal. Affiant accord- 


cial character and morgen by ore of his pro 

ingly caused inquiries to be made at once in the city of New York, but no 
definite or satisf: information his ess or financial stand- 
ing was obtained, and on the 7th day of Feb t caused a tele- 


rer of 
standing and ibility of said Graves, 
pee ae effect that Graves 
financial agent, but not as a capi- 


Although the information thus secured was not considered sufficient to 
show to affiant’s satisfaction the ability of the bidder to pay for such a large 
amount of bonds, yet as he a to have been known asa financial agent, 
and as he professed to have others associated with him in making his bid, it 
was deemed better not to reject his offer without first 8 him an 
tunity to comply with the terms of the circular and his bid. Out of eee 
caution, therefore, and in order to avoid a possible mistake in a matter of 
such importance to the bidder and tothe Government, a notice of acceptance 
was ed. The of Graves and associates was dated“ New York 
City, N. Y.” No other address was given. The body of the bid contained 
the following: 

“We desire ( 


registered or coupon) bonds in denominations as stated be- 
low, and we wish them to be delivered to us at I. B. Newcomb’s, Mills Build - 
ing, New York City, or Bank of Calif San Francisco, Cal.“ 
rstood to refer alone to the deliye: 


not to have any reference to the ad: 
of the bid 88 be sent. There was no “ designated 


of to 
associates, New York, N. Lob which was in accordance 
with the address given in his bid of bet end 1896. 
3 This — 5 was received at the post-office ew York on the morning of 

‘ebruary 10. 
galt notices to other bidders were mailed according to the address given in 

e bid. 

The acceptance of this bid was on the printed form used in notifying all 
goer anara 5 ay variation being in the filling of blanks in each case 
acco: © 

The acceptance contained the following: 

“ You are therefore requested to deposit with the United States assistant 


treasurer at New York on or before the l5th day of February, 1898. the sum 
of $1,038,051.90, which is 20 per cent of the amount of your subscription at the 
price above named.” 
de ee ae Wal receipt by the Secretary of th 
“The bon y upon ipt by the 0 e origi- 
nal certificate of deposit of the nt r receiving the payments.“ 
A list of the acce idders, which included William Graves and associ- 


for him to know, and w. 


received the formal 


Feb 
Bank 


warded? 
To the above telegram an immediate reply was sent, stating that his noti- 
fication had been forwarded. 

On the lith day of February, which was four days before he was required 
to 8 an pereas he received a duplicate of the original letter of notifi- 
cation otmen 

The statement in the ninth ph of the petition that petitioner . im- 
mediately upon the receipt of this duplicate notice 8 to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, requ an allowance of the time lost to y the neg- 
ligent act of the Department in the original notice of alotment, 
but that said allowance was declined by said Department through a tele- 

received by your petitioner on the 15th day of February, 1896,” is false. 

The first application for an extension was made February 13, at 12 m., 
through Mr. Nailor, of Washington. 

At the same time Mr. Nailor 3 a letter which was written to him 
by 3 Graves from New York on the 12th day of February, 1896, which 

as follows: 


“WALL STREET, MILLS BUILDING, New YORK. 


“My Dear Mr. Nation: Iam among the fortunate bidders for $4,500,000 
Government fours, and Iam going to my negotiations to an issue, and 
of course every day counts, and I want this favor from some one to 


Carlisle: 

= Because all bids were su to have been forwarded on Satur- 
day last or Sunday and due here Monday. My notice I did not receive, and 
on Monday I wired, but got no answer until the following day (Tu y). 
Gold advanced, the bonds sold for less, and my notification of acceptance 
marked ee. * came wrongly addressed, — it found me yesterday p: m., 
but only after my advising the letter carrier, whom I know, to hunt it for 
me; and I have the envelope to prove its clerical error. In view of this fact 
amn behind nearly two days, and quotations prove my loss to be at this writ- 

g over . 

“Tam, however, prepared to carry the loss and pay my deposit of, say, one 
million and over on Saturday. 


notwithstanding which he failed to make any deposit whatever on account of 
E K cas tioner deposit gold in thi 2 
men er in the su 
— certificate of such deposit to the Department 
me tho was and is a requirement not exacted of other bidders, is 
untrue. 


Affiant further states that the averment in gt ition 
that certain allotments of said bonds were sent to New York, and in this 
certain bidders were favored, is untrue. It is not true that any bonds were 
sent to the subtreasury in New York and were there delivered as the gold 
was 2 


deposited 
The statement in paragraph Zl, that the Treasury Department acos 
a CGG er successful bid- 
is un Š 
The statement in ph 22, that the of the Treasury could 
e conditions for the forfeiture of bids on account of non- 


pode with th within a stipulated time, ignores the whole purpose 
a 
Me ras — — t the loan should 


com 
for which the loan was undertaken. It was n 


lished if had bee rent be 9133 with 
Id have been acco! rsons n no 
fim ed 25 2 thus . eee to keep the 


Government from realizing on loan except at pleasure and 
ing the whole scheme into a mere tion. 

e statement in ph 24, that there are still in the Treasury De 
ment, of thesaid issue of Satie undelivered of, an amount of 
million-dollar issue ha N — — . 

m e have rs, 
offering the bonds tothe public and the bids made 


the terms of the circulars 

3 re disposed of beer aire nation died ar became . 
o ore was an 

ot ther boon Ade 3 a the right to demand their Aa 

ö eee JOHN G. CARLISLE. * 

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 24th day of April, 
* — — Notary Public. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, no Senator around this circle need 
hereafter complain that he wants any further information in re- 

to the details of the Graves bid and the litigation which fol- 
owed, Theaffidavitof the distinguished Secretary of the 
explains the whole case and leaves not a single particle of groun 
m which to predicate the suit. I do not know that Senators 
1 5 favor the resolution will still be satisfied. I Wig they are 
disappointed that Mr. Graves has not continued that litigation. I 
sopposs that the next thing in order will be a resolution request- 
ing Mr. Graves to institute his suit again for the benefit of the 
Senate and the country. 

Mr. President, it is a miserable, contemptible proposition here 
to pr to have an investigation involving a 8 pending 
lityzation with the Secretary of the Treasury. There is nothin, 
of the Graves business, there never has been; there is nothin 
this whole bond business, there never has been, that is not as clear 
as the ight of heaven. Senators may differ with the Secre- 
tary about silver question. That is another matter. But so 
3 = the a ae vee soneran ore itp 0 was rag 

ightest ground for an investigation, except to gratify curiosity, 
to gratify venom, to gratify spite, because the Secretary of the 
Treasury was what was called a ‘‘ gold bug.” 

Now, Mr. President, I am not alone in this view of the case. I 
want to read from the Philadelphia Inquirer, a leading Repub- 
lican paper of Philadelphia, and the n of the distingui 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], a recent candidate for 
the Republican nomination for the Presidency. [Laughter.] 

IS THE LOAN A FAILURE?—WHERE THE RESPONSIBILITY RESTS. 

It is evident that the bond question is going to be thoroughly ventilated in 
Congress. Mr. TILLMAx's to secure an investigation 

The editor has got Mr. TILLMAN mixed with Mr. PEFFER, In 
the light of recent developments I do not wonder at it. 

Mr. TILLMAN's effort 

It should be, of course, Mr. Perrer’s effort 
to secure an of the various issues has been followed by a some- 
what similar resolu offe: 

I strike out the offensive term and will not read it— 


genre 
ETRE 
Kp 
1 
17 
1 
28 
Lies 
Fate 
115 
Ree 
ug 
PH 


i 
H 
E 
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That is, in my judgment, the public estimation of the bond trans- 
action. C any serious figure 


to investigate every subject upon the bare suggestion of a Senator 
there is no telling what 5 be 8 
to Ker: 5 W mien e 2 oth t tat 
offer resolutions of inv on other ple are 
te hake Chueh Alan oak When aha Semaine ca to treat such 
resolutions seriously it will be overwhelmed with similar applica- 
tions of all kinds: 
[Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the State of New Tork. 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
217 WEST ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY-FOURTH STREET, 

New]York, April 6, 1896. 
„„S 

of ane morality, and respectfully 


is I y ask that 
9 tion into the causes of removal. 


vestiga 
ith I , MAR BURT 
respect, I am, very truly, yours, 1 1 
President W. C. T. U. of the State of New York. 
egg Bt pn Pe S x . 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
_ Mr. President, the t will be set here that every time an 
important public and official transaction occurs it must be inves- 
tigated by a committee, no matter whether there is any 
for it or not, no matter whether there is any good reason for it or 
not. verything which we do is to be subject to investigation at 
the caprice, the whim, the desire of a Senator. 
have some other resolutions which have been forwarded to me, 
disapproving of the present action which I am taking, and it isin 
justice to those people, as well as my sense of fairness, that I 
Think they Gashi to go unos tha resucd OF the Bailes: 


BROOKLYN, February 29, 1896. 
Sin: The inclosed resolutions were ad at a mee of Anti-Trust 
Legion of America, held last night at 508 avenue. 
Yours, truly, 
H. V. MONAHAN, 
President Anti-Trust Legion. 
Senator D. B. HILL, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
That comes from a suspicious place Fifth avenue,” Brooklyn, 
The elab- 


r 3 I will ask the Secre 
to read these resolutions to see the difficulties, the labors, whi 
the Anti-Trust ion of America are involved in, the difficulties 
which confront the American ple, the things that ought to 
be investigated, and the concluding trifling matter of censure of 
m 


e PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
will read as indicated. 

Secretary read as follows: 

thas been made to give up a 
=e Bridge za) for 
sire to know hat 

van DY OaD AEO Hoar Howell eat 

Heights Traction Company, the pi 


Uhlmann. t of the Brooklyn Union Elevated Rail- 
y, the dee: watered stock corporation in this city (so heavily 
watered i FTC sold to our officials a cer- 
charter known as the East 3 
lators to build a bridge, which he made no attempt to build, and he now 
ano charter ready to sell the city, presumably, for 000 more of the 
`s money, will Uhlmann permit the inquiry. 


Whereas an atte 
streets 


aaron their personal 


treasury 

Whereas the whole system of trustsare devouring thesubstance of the peo- 

2 Kb trust, railroad trusts, 

sugar beef trust, Standard Oil trust, and the dozens of other trusts, it 

is absolutely necessary the T their ministers denominations, and 
e 


attempt of Senator D. B. HILL to cover up the 
and, as his constituents, call on him to su] 


C States Sen- 


streets be given to railroad company. 
A lease of twenty-one years ata reasonable rental should be given until the 
people are prepared for m ownership of railroads. 
Resolved, That under no consideration should our city establish the princi- 
peo ving Mr. Uhlmann and his partner politicians who championed his 
a — sega the object to ars back next year for $200,000. 
Resolved, That whole system of dishonest, immoral, and un- 
and ey web ce way before the advancing tide of popular disap- 
proval, to the end that the whole people be no longer beasts dt burden for a 
very few favored 


4828 
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May 5, 


Resol That the persistent attempts to loot our depleted treasury before 
consolidation by Brooklyn's present officials should receive the condemnation 
of the people. Mayor Wurster, will you kindly say what is the amount of 
burglaries committed in Brooklyn in one year? It seems to us they must be 
considerably less than ,000, while the plaza job and bridge franchise job 
amount to $1,200,000, and the other watered-stock jobs in Brooklyn to a few 
millions more yearly. We employ about 1,700 policemen in the attempt to 
save the $500, y not 1 licemen to save the $1,200,000? They 
could be placed at the doors of all the watered-stock gentlemen and their 

litical allies to warn the ee the nature of their business, as is 

one with other places of questionable character. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be furnished President Cleveland, 
Senator HILL, Mayor Wurster, and the independent press. 

We way. ask the people to investigate these uations for themselves 
as to whether they are true or untrue, 

Mr. HILL. There is a mostdelightful mixture of investigation of 
Brooklyn bridges, Brooklyn bonds, Brooklyn burglaries, trusts of 
all kinds in the United States, including a censure upon myself. 
There is a great field for this Anti-Trust Legion of America, but 
it is that sort of a feeling and sentiment that the United States is 
truckling to. It is the Populist sentiment which is being encour- 
aged—a sentiment which is clamoring against capital, whether 
capital is acquired properly or oo! abi be It is an effort to an- 
tagonize men of wealth; it is an effort to denounce men who have 
accumulated property or men who have obtained public position. 
We are simply fooling with fire here when we attempt to set this 
example, clamoring — your Secretaries of the Treasury and 
other public officials when there is no reason for it and when there 
is no ground for it. ; 

I have introduced the last two communications in order to show 
whither we are drifting, what precedents we are setting here, and 
how ridiculous is the attempt to make serious allegations out of 
this bond matter that could not stand investigation a single hour 
in any court. Do you want another tacle of the utter failure 
and collapse of your investigation like the sugar investigation, 
which simply cast discredit over the Senate in the estimation of 
the people and disclosed little or nothing? Do you want to have 
an investigation as was proposed by the Senator from Nevada 
Mr. 1 a short time ago, to investigate every Senator who 
owned national-bank stock? And that was deemed worthy of dis- 
cussion and worthy of consideration for a day or so here in the 
Senate of the United States! The next thing you will want will 
be to investigate those who own mining stock. 

Mr. President, how ridiculous this whole performance is and 
how unworthy of men who are competent to be Senators of the 
United States. If there is any matter presented that in good 
faith requires investigation I am the last one to oppose it. We can 
always find enough trumped-up charges lying around loose with- 
out seeking to investigate mattersin which there is really nothing. 

Mr. President, there is nothing new in these accusations in re- 
gard to bond issues. Similar accusations occurred during all the 
resumption and refunding periods of the past. Senators have for- 
gotten the fact; the public press seems to have forgotten it; the 
people seem to have forgotten it. There were syndicates in those 

ys as there are syndicates now, and necessarily or inevitably so. 
There is nothing about a syndicate that requires any Epoo 
planation. A syndicate is simply a number of men having mon- 
eys to invest making an agreement to make a common bid or to 
take a common action. It is the same thing as a number of labor- 
ing men organong a trađes union and operating together for the 
common benefit; that is all. A syndicate of capitalists is nothing 
more nor less than a syndicate of workingmen who put their labor 
in common with each other. If labor has a right to combine—and 
I say it has—capital has a right to combine, too. I believe in the 
personal liberty of a citizen. I believe in the right of men to or- 
ganize and act together as one man, legitimately, properly, within 
reasonable bounds; and when you attempt to stifle the spirit of 
liberty you aim a blow at your free institutions. 

But you would think from the remarks of Senators that there 
never had been a syndicate in the United States until a syndicate 
was organized under the Cleveland Administration. Such is the 
ignorance displayed that men now ask what is this syndicate? 
Who are Morgan & Co.? Some people have forgotten about the 
syndicates that we had during the period of resumption and re- 
funding. Some people imagine, and some Senators imagine, that 
syndicates are something new, an invention of the present Ad- 
ministration; something that has come into life and prospeređ 
under the present Democratic National Administration. It is not 
so. There were syndicates for the purchase of Government bonds 
during the war. There were syndicates organized in the resump- 
tion period and the refunding period of our history. There always 
have been. Sir, but for these organizations of capitalists I do not 
OR what this Government would have done during its war 
E President, for the purpose of showing to the coun at 
large that syndicates are not new, that they are not some g 
that Mr, Cleveland has invented, that they are not something that 
Mr. Carlisle has invented, to aid the gold policy, but that they 
are something which existed heretofore, that they occurred after 
the war, I wish to putin evidence a few contracts made years 


ex- 


ago. Iam going to ask the Secretary to pe me a little while, 
and I will par in an early contract, dated August 24, 1876, which 
I wish the retary to read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
will read as indicated. 
Mr. PEFFER. I oao to the reading of the contract. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the ques- 
tion will be submitted to the Senate. 
Mr. PEFFER. I sug; the absence of a quorum, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorumis sug- 


gested. The Secre will call the roll. 
The ry called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Cockrell, se Sh 
Allison, Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg. 8 
n, Daniel, Mitchell, Wis. Ean 3 
Baker, Dubo organ, Stewart, 
te, 5 Nelson, Teller, 
Berry, George, y Ti „ 
Blackburn, Go Peffer, Turpie, 
Blan Gray, Perkins, Vi 
Brice, Pe W. Vilas, 
5 va 
ery, ones, Nev. 5 ‘etmo: 
Call, yle, y. White, 
Cannon, Lodge, Wi Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Chair will state for the information of the Senate that the Senator 
from New York requested the reading of a paper, to which the 
Senator from Kansas . PEFFER) objected. The Chair will 
ħave the rule in relation to the matter read. 

The Secretary read Rule XI, as follows: 

Wh f is called for, 
mdse by ee eee set tot al be deter 
„„ OFFICER. The question is, Shall the paper 

re 

Mr. TELLER. What is it? We would like to know what the 


aper is. 
p The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York will 
state what the paper is. 

Mr. HILL. I will explain it, if the Senator from Colorado de- 
sires. I was commenting upon the fact, in the course of my dis- 
cussion, that charges and accusations made against syndicates 
were nothing new; that syndicates had occurred before in the his- 
tory of the country; that they had existed all during the refund- 
ing period and the resumption period. In proof of that statement 
I produced one of the first contracts, which was made with Morgan 
& Co. and others, of London, by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and asked the Secretary to read the contract. Objection was 
interposed. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] asked for a 
call of the Senate. That is the question before the Senate. I will 
not trouble the Secretary to read the contract. I will read it 


oo 
. GRAY. Let the Secretary read it. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill read it. 

Mr. GRAY. Question! 

Mr. HILL. Senators suggest that I let the question be voted 
upon. I will do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the paper 
be read by the Secretary? 

The question having been decided in the affirmative, the Sec- 
retary read as follows: 
CONTRACT DATED AUGUST 1876, BETWEEN THE SECRETARY OF THE TREAS- 

URY (HON. LOT M. MORRILL) AND MESSRS. N. M. ROTHSCHILD & SONS ET AL, 


(Nore.—This contract was in force at the beginning of Secretary Sher- 
man’s administration of the Treasury Department.] 
No. 1. 


land, and 
ational 


& Co., of London, and themselves, of the second pers: 
d 88 


on d assoc’ ar ere’ Led ee 
urchase from the Secretary of the Treasury $16,500,000 of the United States 
Fonds known as the 4} per cent funded loan of 1891, ed under the acts of 
July 8 January 20, 1871; and that Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., for 
themselves and their associates, hereby agree to from the Secretary 
of the Treasury Ae of the bonds hereinbefore described; and tha 
Messrs. Drexel, Messrs. J. S. 


London, E 
a $8,750, 


York to the extent of $600,000, the Third National Bank of the City of New 
York to the extent of 000, Messrs. Kuhn, Loeb & Co.,of New York, tothe 
extent of $1,050,000, the Bank of New York National Banking Association to 
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the extent of $300, Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of London, to the extent 
of $1,125,000, and 5 5 Morton, Bliss & Co., of New York, to the extent of 
$1,125,000, hereby agree to the extent severally for each as above stated, to 

‘chase from the Secretary of the Treasury $10,000,000 in the agrrogato of 
fhe bonds hereinbefore described, making a total aggregate of $40,000,000, 
upon the terms and conditions following, to wit: 


,000, may be 
leasure of the ties of the second into several successive subscri 
ree of not — — eae prior tothe 4th day of 


subscribe, in the same rtion to each of the subscribers, for the remain- 
à 000,000, o any rtion of said loan authorized to be issued 

Congress Storena: by Hag notice thereof to the Secretary 

the Treasury on or before the 30th day of June, 1877; but the party of the 
ares pert reserves the ht to terminate this contract at any time after 
4, 1877, by giving ten days’ notice thereof to the parties of the second 
Third. That the Secre 


acts 


ld coin, matured United States gold-coin cou 
20 bonds call 


making any of said su tions able specificall 
5-20 bonds of the United States, 5 case th 


in sending bonds to London upon their request or by transmitting bonds, 
5 Th Treasury De 


ing all cost of — exchange of Dand, and shall also 
ng of the bonds. 

No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part, or 
either of them, until payment shall have been made in full therefor in ac- 
cordance with the terms of this contract. 

Seventh. During the continuance of this contract any sales of bonds ordered 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, by authority of law, except those that it 
may become necessary to . of the Court of Commissioners 
of bama Claims, shall be e to the parties of the second part, who shall 
be allowed thereon a commission of 1 per cent in gold coin. And it is pro- 
22800 1008 the anoun E Pona so onenen, 3 ore exceed in the aggregate 

,000, unless by mu agreement of the parties. 
: LOT M. MORRILL, 
of the Treasury. 


clu 


For Themselves and Associates,as named 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know whether the Secretary so read 
it or whether it is stated that that contract was made by me. It 
ye 3 made by me. It was made by my predecessor, Lot M. 

orrill. 

Mr. HILL. It was made by Mr. Morrill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was substantially renewed in the same 
terms, I think, the year following for a short time. It only lasted 
during the period of that season. 

Mr. HIL That is correct. I now ask the Secretary to turn 
to e 61 and to read the contract to be found there. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CONTRACT OF JUNE 9, 1877. 


This 8 entered into this 9th day of June, 1877, between the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United States of the firs! 


& „of Lo 
Mo 


k: 

Witnesseth: That the said Messrs. August Belmont & Co., on behalf of 
Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons and associates and themselves, hereby agree 
to purchase from the Secretary of the Treasury $10,312,500 of the bonds known 
as the 4 per cent consols of the United States, issued under the acts of July 
14, 1870, January 20, 1871, and January 14, 1875; and that Messrs. Drexel, Mor- 
gan & Co., on behalf of Messrs. J. S. — & Co. and themselves, to 

urchase 4,082,500 of saidbonds; and that Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., on 

of Messrs. Seligman Bros. and themselves, agree to purchase $4,062,500 
of said bonds; and that Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co.,on behalf of Messrs. Mor- 
ton, Rose & Co. and themselves, agree 9 $4,062,500 of said bonds; and 
that the First National Bank of the City of New York agree to purchase 
$2,500,000 of said bonds, making a total aggregate of $25,000,000 of said bonds, 
on the terms and conditions following: 

First. Of the said aggregate amount not more than $5,000,000 shall be sold 
for resumption p e remaining 33 to be sold for funding pur- 

and subscri 1 by the parties of the second part during the months 


poses 
of July and A 8 3 

Second. The parties of the second part shall have the exclusive right to 
subscribe in the same pro; m to each of the subscribers for the remainder 
of the 4 per cent conso. the United States, or any portion of said consols, 
authorized to be issued v the acts of Congress aforesaid, by siving notice 
thereof to the Secre of the Treasury on or before the day of June, 


1878; but the party of the first part reserves the right to terminate this con- 


tract at any time after the 3lst day of Daemen 1877, by giving ten days’ 


notice thereof to the ies of the secon 
Third. shall not sell for resumption 
p exceeding five ons per month during the continuance of this 
contract, except by mutual 8 of the parties hereto. When sub- 
scriptions are made for other resumption purposes by the parties of the 
second part the party of the first part shall issue calls of even date with said 
subscriptions for the redemption of an equal amount of 6 per cent 5-20 bonds 
of the United States, as provided for in said act of July 14, 1870. 
Fourth. The parties of the second ners to pay for said 4 per cent 
TTT te o * on for delivery of said 
bonds in gold coin, matured United States gold-coin hurr gg or any of the 6 
r cent 5-20 bonds called for redemption, or in United States gold cer- 
ificates of deposit, issued under the act of March 3, 1863, with the under- 
5 payment to the extent of the amount of any call shall be made 
within the time during which such call shall mature: Provided, That if the 
parties of the second part shall elect so to do, they may have the 
making any of said subscriptions payable speci e uncalle 
5-20 bonds of the United States, in which case the Secretary of the Treas- 
wy: ma; 1 5 the extent of such payments, omit the calls mentioned in con- 
on No. 

Fifth. The parties of the second part shall receive in coin a commission of 
one half of 1 per cent on all bonds taken by them as allowed by the act of 
July 14,1870, and shall assume and defray all expenses which may be incu! 

ds to London or elsewhere upon their request or by transmit- 
ee yee tg or coin 0 eee Lan pool poi at 3 

uding all costs of making the exchange of bonds, and shall also charged 
with the cost of the pre tion and issuing of the bonds. 

Sixth. No bonds s be delivered to the parties of the second part or 
either of them until payment shall have been made in full therefor, in accord- 
ance with the terms of this contract. 

Seventh. During the continuance of this contract any sales of bonds ordered 

the Secretary of the Treasury by authority of law shall be made through 

e ies of the second t, who shall be allowed thereon a commission 
similar in amount and subject to the same deductions as prescribed in the 
fifth clause of this contract. 

Eighth. It is also agreed tbat the parties of the second shall offer to 
the people of the United States at par and accrued interest in coin the 4 per 
cent stered consols and 4 per cent coupon consols of the denominations of 
$50 and $100 embraced in this contract for a period of thirty days from the 
public notice of such subscriptions and in such cities and upon such notice as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may ake ings prior tothe opening of the lists, 
and, further, to offer to the subscribers the option of paying in installments 


extending months, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO., 
On behalf of N. M. Rothschild & Sons, of London, 


and Associates and Themselves, 

On behalf of J. S. Morga 1 oh 
0 bd n 0 On, d. nselves, 
E J ew. SELIGMAN & CO. 

behalf 0 man s. and 

Mön N, BLISS & CO., 
On behalf of Morton, Rose & Co., f London, and Themselves. 
THE First NATIONAL BANK OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK, 

By H. C. FAHNESTOCK. 
Lc es as toall: 


. O. MCCORMICK., 
E. J. BABCOCK. 
Mr. HILL. Ifind that under that contract there had been re- 
ceived to July 16, 1877, subscriptions as follows: 
Belmont 


National banks and other financial institutions together. 
Popular subscriptions. 


veg. 


76, 343, 150 

That was a popular loan, which was authorized in the contract 
itself, but at its conclusion it was found that the popular subscrip- 
tions only amounted to $4,104,900. A few small institutions and 
national banks bid for $2,011,350, and August Belmont and asso- 
ciates and the First National Bank of the City of New York bid 
for over $70,000,000. 

There was a clamor a short time ago for a popular loan, and it 
was said in the argument had along in January that if the bonds 
were only submitted to a popular loan, as they had been formerly, 
they would all be taken by the people. I then stated that it was 
my recollection that under many contracts where the syndicate 
was given the contract and required to allow the people to sub- 
scribe within certain periods the popular-loan feature was a fail- 
ure; that after all the syndicates got the bonds. The figures 
which I have given are those taken under the very contract which 
has just been read, and the total amount received up to July 16, 
1877, under this very contract isstated. Soit seems that Mr. Car- 
lisle is not the only Secretary of the Treasury under whom syndi- 
cates have taken bonds or under whom subscriptions by popular 
loans have been very few. Sometimes popular loans can be a suc- 
cess, but not always. Sometimes you have to fall back upon cap- 
italists and dicates who are willing to take the bonds. It de- 
pends upon the time; it depends upon whether or not money is 
scarce; it depends upon numerous conditions. 

I merely proc these figures from the books in order to show 
that while under some of thecontracts popular subscriptions were 
provided for in the first instance, in the end then as now the 
= Saat usually got the bonds. You can not change things. 

othing has been done differently under this Administration than 
was done under previous Administrations. The purchase of bonds 
is open to the world as a rule. Men of money subscribe. Men who 
have not money can not subscribe. The men who pay the most get 
the bonds. That is all there is of it, and there is no use, especially 
on the part of Democrats, to attempt to throw mud at our own 


Administration. when in the past, and in the 
lar transactions have been had by Republican N of the 


Treasury. 

All E u fair pla , and that we do not play into the hands 
of this coterie of Populists who want us to join them in wing 
mudon a 8 Administration. Let me say to Democrats, 
that you can not keep up your party that way. You will drag it 


Ido not blame the Populists. I do not blame those 
„CFF zat 
enough pol capi ox their purposes—eno' to be satis 
with, if we are to believe their professions. I do not blame them 
if they want to support this resolution without regard to the 
merits of the question; if they do not wish to consider the merits 
of the case; if they do not wish to consider the unfairness of it, 
the unusual character of this proceeding. If they want to throw 
all such conditions aside and to enter upon a questionable pro- 
ceeding in the effort to make party capital I do not blame therf. 
My oonan here is not that I care an about the political 
Mr. Carlisle or of this Administration, but that in this 
9 ign we can put side by side with Carlisle's syndicate 
contract ublican contracts made after the war. e will 
comment upon them on the stump, and we will see which side 
gets the best of the argument. eP ts and Republicans | . 
are seeking to make political capital. is their p 
That is all there is of it. There is a coterie of Po 
the balance of power in the Senate, and we m 
we must be ite to them, we must take off our hats to them, 
because they hold the balance of power. Iam through with that, 
so far as Iam concerned, I vote the way which I think is 
right. I will sustain any investigation that has merit to it. Lam 
through with trumped-up investigations just to keep our Popu- 
list friends good-natured or merely to gra them. 

On page 295 of the volume is another of these Republican con- 
tracts, and I ask the Secretary to read it. It is the contract dated 
April 11, 1878. I wish to state right here before it is read that it 
was made with Drexel, M & Co. and J. P. Morgan & Co. 
Who is another? Morton, Bliss & Co. These are Republicans. 
The same Mr. Morgan whom we have been talking about now, 
the same Morgan for whom you seem to hold President Cleveland 
responsible. It is the same Morgan and the same London crowd. 
Here are the names of Drexel, Morgan & Co. and J. S. Morgan 
& Co. All the M are here; Republicans, all of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
CONTRACT OF APRIL 11, 1878. 
ment, entered into this 11th day of A 1878, between the Sec- 


——— — of ~~ United Sta of the first part, Ce ged 
a & Co. of New York. 3 of Messrs. N. M. 


5 gma " emselyes; Mi 
Morton, Bliss & Co., of New York, on be! Messrs. Morton, 
of d themselves; and the Firat National Bank of the Gite of New 


th: e eee 
M. schild & Sons 


— f sereo fo purchase. TT 
—— ä . On the teres 


and 
conditions 
First. VCC 


have the exclusive right to 
rs 


Pe che Se der e 


Panay Fae be of the Halifax 
. hived States and those only for 
3 ent ot the parties hereto. 
Fourth. eee e . 
cation for delivery of said Ponda in interest accrued to the date of a 
coupons, gr any ofthe States 
ofthe 6 cent 5-20 bonds h 
tion. or fn tho t ‘or dn the United States gold o 


of in papa 
coin certificates of deposit of authorized 
2 that! have cere with the law. 


cent 
li- 


second in gold coina 
3 T cent on al bonds Saker. Dy on oaa 1 as 
owed 0 1870, ani and defray all expenses 
which may be 2 bonds to London or elsewhere upon their 
uest, bonds, coupons, or coin to the 
ment at W. inclu all cost the . bonds, and 
with the cost of the prepar: i of the 
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of until payment shall have been made theref 
e wit te ea — nea, ao tal 
JOHN SHERMAN, 


and Themsel: 
DREXEL, MORGAN & CO., TÈ 


On behalf of J. 8. Morgan € 6 o., of London. and Themselves, 


On behalf of Seligman ch of London, and ee 
j MORTON BLISS & $ 
On behalf o; . Morton, Rose & Co., of London, oer 7 
Tue FIRST National BANK OF T = Orry or New YORK, 
Witnesses as to all: T to 
THOS. HILLHOUBE, 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States. 
E. J. Bancock. 


Mr. HILL. There was subsequently a modification of that con- 
3 but I do not care about putting it in evidence. ask the 
to now turn to page 482, and read what is there marked. 

tis e last of these contracts which I care about putting in 


pare nce, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
Pee gar OF JANUARY 21, 1879. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
tered into this 21st of 8 bet 
of the United fod Beates of the fst part, and Mewar d Ne, . 
— gre pc on bebaif on Messrs. * 
and associates an mse] H — —ä— 
` fon ote York, on bebe ot Mees R Moras & Co. ——.— 
and J. & W. Seligman & Go. of New York, on behalf of 
a Seligman Bros., of London, and themselves; and Messrs. Morton, 
Bliss & Co. eee Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of London, 


of the second part here vi 

of the „ consols ct 

under the acts of July ly 1870, aad January 

and — och of the aid sovetal parties: and { — . 
each and eet e 

the second shall not be for $5,000,000 of Raped apm 


the party of the first —.— is authorized to forthwith pon ea this contract; 
but the next subscription need not be made before April 1, 1879, and all of 
said subscriptions shall be made on the terms and conditions followin, 
First. The proceeds of said bonds shall be 3 
acts, to tho refunding of the public debt. 
on ngage subscription er this con 
—.— a call 


or exceeding said 
3 The parties of the second part to pay to the 1 
Treasury in Washington 8 ing of 
call, the amount nt of 4 ost to the cent Dooa subscribed for under this contrac 
at and accrued interest to the ase of . in United States go 
United States matured certificates of de t issued 
under the act of March fim or United St States 6 per cent 5-20 bonds called for 
been Sor not later than date of the subscription to which the pay- 
men es. 
Third. The parties of the second part shall receive a commission of one- 
fourth of 1 per cent on all bonds taken by them under this contract, and for 
such sumsin excess of hy) ,000,000 subscribed for and taken by said parties they 
shall 3 — Sl additional commission of one-tenth of 1 per cent on the 


amount 
2 The 5 the shall transmit to London, 


Washington, 


this contract: And the said parti 2 pond past 
con $ parties e secon 

shall provide for agency, without expense to the United States, a suitable 
—— room or skult accommodation for the safe-keeping of its 


8 that this contract shall remain in 
force unless previously as ince and full pori until the abt da day of 
ties of the 1879, that Dart the Secre its erik full ay eh, ga ae co by she the 7. — 

ies shall u. 
liver ler parties an the said 4 per cent ì bon ze this 
shall not bod Sere FIERAR tary of the 
ce rig 4 Ken parpi already snct sery tree panei ti 

— a re first su ion 
— moder considered as on said sum shall be allowed to 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 

F wx 4 el Werde BELMONT & CO., 
behalf lessrs. Rothschild 3 d Themselves, 
mm of . MORGAN & CO., 


DREXEL, Mí 
behalf F A nd Themselves. 
Ondina SW SELIGMAN E CO 


On behalf of Messrs. Seligman & E pros London, ond Themelues. 

On behalf of Messrs. Morton, Rose c Co., 8 nd Themselves. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me, as I wish to make some remarks upon the pending bond reso- 


lution? 
Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I simply wish to give a his- 


tory, so that it may appear in the RECORD, of the numerous bond 
sales made by the present Administration. 

It has been the policy of the present Administration to destroy 
the use of silver as a money metal, and to manipulate the credit 
of the United States in such a manner as to enrich its favorites, 
while piling up a load of debt to oppress the whole people. 
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first was the extra session of Congress, called for the purpose 
g the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. Phe call 
extra session was a direct 


crats, while the industries of yo gee States and Congressional 
districts were intended to be left defenseless foreign com- 

tition. Fortunately for the country, the rules of the Senate of 
fhe United States afforded an op ity for debate and for 
careful consideration of the provisions of the tariff as it came to 
us, and it was amended so as to be a little less obnoxious, in fact 
quite satisfactory, to the iron, cotton, and most Eastern industries 
before it became a law without the President’s signature. 

As soon as the Democratic Administration ne re 


goods, and thereby diminished the ipts from customs. 

The act repealing the purchasing clause of the act of July 14, 
1890, known as the Sherman law, was signed by the President 
November 1, 1893, it having passed the House August 28 and the 
Senate October 31; but though it had been promised that this 
would restore confidence, it failed to do so, but rather increased 
the distress and misery by further contracting the volume of 
money, driving prices to a still lower level, closing mills and fac- 
tories, and causing a steady increase in the number of bankrupt- 
cies in all producing industries to the present time. 

On December 27, 1894, the cash Tatars of tbe a o Wan 
reduced to $88,914,096, the lowest on record. The tary of 
the Treasury then applied to ee Ae for relief, suggesting an 
issue of 3 per cent five-year bonds for the purpose of augmenting 
the gold reserve and meeting deficiencies. January 15, 1894, Mr. 
Carlisle, in a communication to the chairman of the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, stated that unless new legislation could be 
obtained he would feel compelled to resort to the resumption act 
of 1875, and issne bonds for the purpose of replenishing the gold 
reserve. 

The chairman, the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES], replied to Mr. Carlisle that he could not give an assurance 
of prompt action any new financial measure, and therefore 
Secretary Carlisle decided to issue $50,000,000 5 per cent ten-year 
bonds, and arrangements were accordingly made. 

‘The price fixed for the issue was 117.223, which would net about 
8 per cent interest. The large N would reduce the inter- 
est which the Government would have to pay to 3 per cent. 

The question was raised that no portion of the proceeds of those 
bonds could be used for any other purpose than for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes, and this brought out a statement by 
Mr. Carlisle that the gold reserve was and always had been held 
as a part of the Treasury cash, and not. as a separate fund. 

The ing of this question had somewhat of a deterring effect 

m intending subscribers, and Mr. Carlisle went on to New 
ork and had a conversation with some of the bankers. 

One result was the formation of a syndicate, arranged by Mr. 
John A. Stewart, of the United States Trust Company, through 
whose infinence subscriptions amounting to $58,002,250 were 
— 0 at from Se orate award was made Janu- 
ary 30, on which day the in the Treasury was reported at 

598,871, and the general cash, including this sum, $82,975,908. 
yment for the bonds resulted in an increase in the net gold in 
the Treasury to $106,539,703 at the end of February, 1894. 

But the expenditures of the Government were running ahead 
of the receipts. Gold was wanted in Europe to carry out the 
Rothschilds’ contract with Austria by which that country was 


uring making $2,500,000 for the month. 
In April $8,874,000 was shipped, and in May $18,150,000; and the 
net gold in the Treasury at the end of that month was $80,692,962. 

In June the continued drain of gold from the Treasury caused 
some apprehension, and a few of the New York banks agreed to 
supply the demand for export, but only a little was so furnished; 
and on the 22d of June the net er was down to $61,903,746, and 
the total movement to Europe that month was $21,150,000. 

In July shipments were $10,700,000, and the net gold was reduced 
to $45,516,218. 

e 


Wilson tariff bill was passed on August 14 and it became a | dra 


law August 27; but the mischief had been done; trade and manu- 
facturing had been so ee the contraction of our cur- 
rency by the repeal of the w and the export of gold 


that prices continued to decline; trade and manufactures had been 
so far depressed that recovery was impossible without a reform of 


our financial system. The deficiency in the revenue continued to 
opine and in September there was some talk about a new issue 
n 
November 14 the Secretary of the issued a call for 
$50,000,000 5 per cent ten-year bonds under resumption act. 
The conditions prevailing at the time this issue was made were 


r. 

The bonds sold in January had been absorbed at home and none 
had been taken abroad. The Stewart syndicate had been treated 
fairly by the Government, and there was a disposition on the part 
of these bankers freely to subscribe for the new issue. 

Mr. Stewart and Mr. J. P. Morgan visited Washington in the 
interest of the syndicate, and it is represented and generally be- 
lieved that Mr. Stewart, at least, had a distinct unders i 
with the President and with Mr. Carlisle that nothing would be 
done by the Administration in any way whatever to interfere with 
the marketing of the bonds. 

These bankers went back to New York and forwarded a bid for 
the round amount of the bonds at 117.077. 

The total cers (sears $178,341,550. The award was made 
to the Stewart syndicate on the understanding that the gold to be 
paid for the bonds would not be taken from the Treasury, and 
payment was prompt, $29,021,518 having been turned into the sub- 
treasury by the oad of November. 

The syndicate immediately to sell the bonds had 
bought, and offered a lot of $5,000,000 at 119. It is belie that 
this amount was sold at the price named, but before they had an 
are to dispose of many more the President’s message and 
the report of the 5 of the Treasury recommending changes 
= . effectually stopped the marketing of any more of 

2 

The particular section of Mr. Carlisle's bill which did the busi- 
ness for the Stewart syndicate was section 1: 

Beit That all acts which or au 
e e 
tions bo and the same are hereby and such notes h pre- 
pared shall not contain the statement they are so secured. 

Now, Mr. President, let it be borne in mind that Messrs. Stew- 
art and Mor, visited Washi m in relation to the bond issue 
on or about November 24; that in all probability had it not been 
for the assurance given by Mr. Carlisle and the President that 
nothing would be done by the Administration to interfere with 
the marketing of the bonds, these bankers, and particularly Mr. 
Stewart, would not have bid for them at all, much less have bid 
a high price for the whole or none; that the formulation of a bill 
so important as that prepared by Mr. Carlisle must have been 
under consideration for some time prior to its tation to 
Congress at the beginning of the session, and the ident must 
have known the views of Secretary long. before their publica- 
tion in the annual rts, or had ired them; and there is the 
explanation of the statement made by Mr. Stewart early in De- 
cember that his syndicate would dissolve December 27, 1894. It 
was also then stated that not more than $10,500,000 of the bonds 
bought by the Stewart syndicate of the Government had been 
sold, and only $5,000,000 at 119. 

It is my opinion that this bad faith on the part of the Adminis- 
tration was planned in advance and for the purpose of depressing 
the price of the bonds and ruin the credit of the Government, so 
as to compel e Sexe to enact such a TEER as the 
President might demand, and afterwards to account in 
enriching the favorites of the President, if not the President himself. 

The net gold proceeds of the fifty-million-dollar bond sale in 
January, amounting to $58,000,000, went to Europe during the 
summer of 1894, and there was no reason to expect that the pro- 
ceeds of the $50,000,000 sold in November, 1894, amounting to 
$53,472,319, would long remain in the Treasury. 

Europeans were laughing at us, and sneeringly alluded to the 
financial methods pursued for rehabilitating our gold reserve. 
American bankers were coolly calculating upon the time when a 
new issue of bonds would have to be made and wondering who 


On the 8th of December, 1894, gold again began to flow out of 
the Treasury to Europe, and even then redemptions of legal ten- 
ders for the purpose of hoarding gold were well under way, hay- 
ing really begun toward the close of November, for concurrently 
with the settlement of Boo syndicate for the bonds bought by 
them there was a withdrawal of large sums of gold with which to 
pay for the bonds. 

By the end of December the net gold in the Treasury had been 
reduced to $86,244,445, inst $111,142,020 December 6, and 
$9,680,000 gold was ship to Europe during the month. With- 
wals thus exceeding shipments by over $15,000,000. 

In January, 1895, the withdrawals of gold for shipment were 
large, and considerable amounts were taken for hoarding by indi- 
viduals and by banks, Confidence was unsettled, and the situation 


similar | would buy them. 
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May 5, 


was regarded by Treasury officials at Washington as grave, but 


none recalled the blundering of the Administration which had 
sha erage it by discrediting the bonds bought by the Stewart 
syndicate. 

January 30, Subtreasurer Jordan, at New York, reported that 
he thought he could hold out until February 2 with the gold coin 
in the New York subtreasury, but the next day might decide the 
situation. 

The single day of January 25 had seen $6,902,081 in gold with- 
drawn from the New York subtreasury, and the evening of Feb- 
ruary 2 arrived with only $9,700,000 in gold coin available for the 
redemption of United States notes in New York. A day and a 
half like the 25th of January might have seen the United States 
compelled to refuse the redemption of its notes in gold at the sub- 
treasury in New York, the only place at which they are by law 
redeemable. 

Gold was hurried from Philadelphia and every available point, 
even at the risk of reducing below the point of safety the gold fund 
at other subtreasuries for the redemption of coin notes, with the 
result that on Monday, February 3, 1895, the available gold fund 
had been increased about $1,000,000. Assistant Secretary Curtis, 
who was then in New York, telegraphed to Secretary Carlisle for 
authority to sell bullion to exporters at a reduced rate in order to 
prevent the absolute exhaustion of gold coin. The Treasury had 
already violated the law requiring pora coin to be held against 

lä certificates, and had practically borrowed from the trust 
Fand of the certificate holders several millions of dollars. 

There was gold bullion still left in the Treasury to cover the 
certificates, which would have been adequate if it had not been 
feared that the certificates would be presented in large quantities 
for redemption, 

The gold coin available for all p ses at New York on Feb- 
ruary 2 was 820, 465,334, but it was absolutely known that $10,- 
765,000 in gold certificates were in New York in the hands of a few 
holders, which were liable to be presented at any moment. 

The further sum of $37,069,869 was outstanding in gold certifi- 
cates, without exact information at the subtreasury as to where 
it was held, but with the probability that the bulk of it was also 
held in New York and was liable to be presented at any moment 
for pare Sires 

If only half of the certificate holders had decided that their gold 
coin was safer in their own custody than in that of the Treasury, 
et Toae have acta a dollar lett for the redemption 15 

egal-tender paper, and the suspension of specie payments wo 
have been decreed by Assistant Treasurer Jordan. The remain- 
der of the gold held by the United States, outside of insignificant 
sums of coin at other subtreasuries, was in the form of uncoined 
bullion, of which there was $22,446,828 in the mint at Philadel- 
phia and $18,301,470 in the assay office at New York. 

The mints had been ordered to work full time in the coinage of 
gold, but rolled ingots and machinery were not in readiness, and 
the net daily product was buta drop in the bucket to the payments 
on account of redemptions. The demonstration that the crisis 
was too acute to be longer trifled with, and that gold was being 
withdrawn by the million for hoarding, was afforded, in the opin- 
ion of the Treasury officials, by the awful gap between the with- 
drawals from the subtreasuries and the exports. 

The total withdrawals of gold from the subtreasuries from De- 
cember 1, 1894, to February 13, 1895, were $80,786,302. 

The exports during the same period are computed by the Treas- 
ury at $36,852,389, leaving a difference of $44,000,000 to be other- 
wise accounted for. 

The New York bank reserve in the meantime had declined from 
$96,000,000 in gold to 882,000,000 in gold, indicating that another 
$14,000,000 had swelled to $58,000,000 the fund which had aap. 
peared from circulation and from official knowledge. That hoard- 
ing was really going on, under the belief that the Treasury of the 
United States would be forced to suspend gold payments, was 
proved to the satisfaction of the Treasury officials by reports made 
tothem by New York bankers who were 1 gold at 
the request of customers. One New Vork bank reported that on 
the single day of January 30 it received requests from over 150 
different sources for gold coin. Before the repeal of the Sherman 
law of 1890 there was practically no difference between the with- 
drawals and shipments of gold. 

These facts, Mr. President, constitute the evidence of a deliberate 
pot or conspiracy upon the part of the Administration to break 

own the credit of the United States and to discourage American 
bankers from investing in the bonds of the United States by 
threatening to discontinue the use of the bonds as security for 
bank circulation, for the Loa Aas of enabling certain favor T- 
sons to realize enormous profits at thé expense of the people of the 
United States or of compelling Congress to enact certain legisla- 
tion at the demand of the President. 

While this drain of gold was going on the Administration was 
actively negotiating with Messrs. Belmont and Morgan regardin 
measures of relief for the critical condition of the Treasury mel 


by the deliberate action or the criminal blunders of the Adminis- 
tration itself. 

For reasons just stated nothing could be expected from Ameri- 
can bankers, and Mr. Morgan, as one of the Stewart syndicate, 
well knew how that combination had been treated, and why it 
had been so treated. Negotiations were transferred to New York, 
and Assistant 3 Curtis took charge there. 

Messrs. Belmont and Morgan well understood the situation 
and the necessities of the Government, which they and the Presi- 
dent had helped to create, and they refused to make the desired 
loan at the maximum of 3} per cent. They pointed out that the 
price of the former 5 per cent bond issues had fluctuated from 
119, at which they were taken immediately after their issue, down 
to 114, ae than 3 per cent below the price received by the Goy- 
ernment. 

The representatives of the foreign houses declared that they 
could not take the risk of this fluctuation and the cost of main- 
taining a favorable rate of exchange without getting a higher 
interest than Mr. Curtis, under Mr. Carlisle’s instructions, was 
willing to yield. 

One of the elements in placing the bonds abroad was the tax of 
14 per cent imposed by the British Government upon the face value 
of foreign securities. The syndicate, it was represented, would 
not only have to consider that fact in placing bonds in Great 
Britain, but the cost of transporting foreign coin and bullion as 
well as controlling the exchanges, The differences in price be- 
tween a 34 per cent rate and the rate at which the bargain was 
made—a little under 34 per cent—was 4% per cent on the selling 
price of the securities, amounting to about $3,000,000 on the entire 
amount. The negotiations were finally 8 and the con- 
tract was made on February 8, and these bonds were bargained to 
this combination at 104} as against 117.077 which the Stewart 
syndicate had paid for the last issue and $8,325,000 less than the 
market price for similar bonds on that day for the total issue of a 
little over sixty-two million of bonds. This was asecret contract, 
from which the public was excluded, participated in by the Presi- 
dent’s former law partner. ill not comment on this trans- 
action. I leave it to the American people to pass upon and for the 
judgment of . much may be said, however: If a 
similar negotiation been conducted by the governor of any 
American State or the mayor of any city instead of the President 
of the United States, impeachment or criminal prosecution would 
have followed at once. 

The contract of February 8, 1895, is as follows: 


THE BELMONT-MORGAN CONTRACT. 


The agreement is as follows: 


This agreement, entered into this 8th day of February, 1895, between the 
Secretary of the asury of the United States, of the first and Messrs. 
August Belmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. . Rothschild 
& Sons, of London, England. and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan & Co., 
of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., of London, and them- 
selves, parties of the second part— 

Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutes of the United 


tit led“ An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved 
of Con- 


in United States 4 pe cent thirty-year coupon or re; b 
bonds to be dated February 1,1895, and Dayane at the pleasure of the United 
States after brands Ree from date, issu f — 15 of Jul 
14, 1870, January 20, 1871, and January 14, 1875, bearing interest at the rate 
4 per cent per annum, payable durent 
Fis Such purchase -and sale of gold coin being made on the following 

conditions: 

1. At least one-half of all coin delivered hereinunder shall be obtained in 
and shipped from Europe, but the shipments shall not be required to exceed 
300,000 ounces per month, unless the parties to the second part shall consent 


thereto. 

2. All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasuries, or at any other 
legal depository of the United States. 

All gold coins delivered shall be received on the basis of 25.8 grains of 
standard gold per dollar, if within the limit of tolerance. 

4. Bonds delivered under this contract are to be delivered free of accrued 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part 
at the time of their delivery to them. 

Second. Should the Secretary of the Treasury desire to offer or sell any 
bonds of the United States on or before October 1, 1895, he shall first offer the 
sume to the parues of the second part; but thereafter he shall be free from 


every such obligation to the parties of the second part. 
d. The Secretary of the Treasury hereby reserves the right within ten 
days from the date hereof, in case hes receive authority from Congress 


therefor, to substitute any bonds of the United States bearing 3 per cent in- 
terest, of which the prin: cpa and interest shall bə ADSON payers in the 
United States gold coin of the present weight and fineness for the bonds herein 
alluded to, such 3 per cent bonds to be accepted by the parties of the second 
part at pan i. e., at $18.60465 per ounce of standard gola. 

Fourth. No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part, or 
either of them, 3 payment for coin from time to time received here- 
under; whereupon Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall 
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and will deliver the bonds as herein provided, at such places as shall be desig- 
nated by the parties of the second part. 

An 3 of delivery out of the United States shall be assumed and 
paid by a 


parties of the second part. 
consideration of the of such coin the parties of the 
reunder assume and will bear all the ex- 


à n 
part and their associates 
yo and inevitable loss of bringing gold from Europe hereunder; and, as 


as lies in their power, will exert financial influence and will all 

an Sooner efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the 
thdrawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 

witness whereof the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 


parts this 8th day of February, 1895. 
J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the 


AUGUST BELMONT & CO. 
Themselves. 


On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and 


J. P. MORGAN & CO. 
On behalf of J. S. Morgan & Co., London, and Themselves. 
Attest: 


W. R. Curtis— 
Representing the Treasury in the negotiation at New York. 
FRANCIS LYNDE STETSON— 


The law partner of Grover Cleveland at the time he was last 
elected President, 

After the contract was signed the right was reserved to the 
Treasury Department, under the third section of the compact, to 
substitute any bonds of the United States bearing 3 per cent in- 
terest, payable in gold. 

The ident at once communicated to Congress the terms of 
the contract, at the same time asking for the of a law 
authorizing the issue of 3 per cent gold bonds, but the authority 
was not given, and the contract went into full effect February 
18. Two days thereafter it was announced, with great circum- 
stantiality, that the syndicate had then paid into the Treasury 
$32,558,137.50 gold for the American half of the bonds. 

Immediately upon the signing of the contract there was an ear- 
nest desire on the part of American bankers and capitalists to get 
in. Application was made to the syndicate, and the applicants 
were let in; but under this stipulation: All who were admitted 
were 2 5 5 to unite in a practical under writing of the entire 
issue of bonds. That is to say, as one-half of the bonds were re- 
served for Americans, these subscribers were required to deposit 
with the syndicate gold coin, not obtained from the Treasury, to 
double the amount of their Fe ee which gold was to be 
placed under the absolute control of Messrs. Morgan and Belmont, 
to be used by them as they saw proper. The subscriptions came 
from every quarter, and it was stated by the syndicate that they 
were so large that not more than 50 per cent could be awarded. 

The bonds were offered in New York at 112} and in London at 
£227 per $1,000 bond, equal, with exchange at $4.90, to 111.23, 

The subscribers agreed to the stipulation of the syndicate, and 
therefore these bankers were enabled ces bed to make full pay- 
ment for the bonds immediately after the closing of the books. 

But, Mr. President, the gold so paid did not go into the Treas- 
ury, though it was credited in the accounts, for as late 
as June 21, 1895, $6,856,752 gold was transferred to the Treasury 
from one or more of the banks selected by the syndicate as de- 
positories of their money. 

Immediately upon the signing of the contract it was announced 
that £1,685,000 gold had bought in London for the syndi- 
cate, and on the 21st of February they paid over to the Treasury 
143,102 ounces of gold on foreign account. 

Not all the American bankers who subscribed for the bonds 
paid in full their quota of gold until some time in May, and then 
the full amount due from them was collected, and there was turned 
over to the Treasury on June 8 $10,449,462, and credited on the for- 
eign bond account. 

As at that time $14,545,972 had been im 


to be paid $7,562,702. 
22, 1905. with about $880,000 gold for the syndicate, 


there remained 


act. 
But the terms of the 5 were not literally complied 
with by this payment, and it is evident that either the President 
or the 5 of the Treasury waived that ae of the con- 
a — required that one-half of the gold should be imported 
m Europe. 

The amount of gold to be imported under the original contract 
was 832.558, 137. e amount actually imported was a little over 
$15,000,000, the balance having been made up from the contribu- 
tions of the banks which were interested in the syndicate opera- 
tions in the manner just stated; that is, every er was re- 
quired to ree as much gold as he received in bonds. 

Now, Mr. ident, why was this syndicate permitted to close 
its contract without having imported from Europe nearly $17,- 
000,000 of the gold which they had agreed to 8 

I propose to read an extract from a New York paper of that 


XXVIII—303 


date, as it so clearly details not only what had happened, but what 
would happen. It is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 8, 
The Administration contract with the bond syndicate was more infamous 


than at first aj 
There was a secret verbal contract with the dicate of bankers to whom 
the Administration in the negotiation of the last batch of bonds, 


This 5 ga 3 ae os a very simple 3 
partmen no au of law to enter into such an 
8 any person or combination of bankers. N 


The written contract submitted to Con 


ily sor no one could export — exceptataloss. The fact that 

dicate is now 5 under this verbal contract 

with which pol is poen d into the Treasury. It also explains the cheerful 
i x tion contemplates the situation. In fact, the 

Administration flatters itself that the endless chain is broken. 

But is the endless chain really broken? If there is a demand for gold from 
this country, can the syndicate stop the endless chain from working any longer 
than their — receipts from the sale of bonds in Europe hold but? Have 
not the bankers, who have been constituted the fiscal agents of this country 
by a verbal contract not authorized law, always earned the reputation of 
ae e cored et pra bps ves in every transaction in which they 

ve , Boras en; 

Was not thee clause in the written contract giving to them the option 
all other issues of bonds until October drawn to meet this vi case? 
not the members of the syndicate know that they could not continue to sell 
exchange low enough to prevent gold exportations during all of the next six 
months without sacrifi some of their profits unless more bonds were 


Treasur 
be issu 


ers. 

While the endless chain was in operation the people knew what the sale of 

bonds to buy gold to replenish the Teee was „going to cost them in the 

way of interest. The: public notice of the © when bids for bonds 
v. and 


would be received opened, that awards would be made to the best 

bidders. tear Porat also that the bonds were to be paid for at once and the 

gold Copaan in the in plain sight of people of the United States, 
whom o 


gratui 
m every million under the written pied 


on. 


In the face of these facts it seems to me there is something to 
investigate; that it is ex ingly proper to go to the bottom of 
this transaction and ascertain all there is in connection with the 
secret bond contract. I presume it is not to prevent the disclos- 
ures which must come from laying bare this secret transaction 
that the Senator from New York is making such frantic efforts to 
prevent the proposed investigation. I think the American people 
oeron it, and the Senate should probe this transaction to 

m. 

So this transaction was closed and the American * paid a 
premium of over eight millions of money for sixty- millions 
of gold which did not maintain the po reserye seven months, or 
from February 8 until September, 1895; for long before Congress 
assembled in 1895 it was apparent to everyone t another bond 
sale must be resorted to, and in November the gold reserve had 
been reduced to less than eighty millions. Early in December 
members of the Morgan syndicate visited Washington to negoti- 
ate for the delivery to them of one hundred millions of bonds at 
104% and the transaction was about completed by the 20th, but the 
President hesitated, and on the 21st of mber the members of 
the Mo: -Belmont syndicate and others joining, sent the Secre- 
tary or the President a telegram that they would furnish one hun- 
dred millions of American gold if their offer of 104% was accepted 
at once; that the credit of the United States was so bad that not 
a dollar of gold could be secured from Europe, and that if the 
Government delayed accepting their offer this chance would be 


lost and the Government would find it im ible to obtain a youd 
at all. This telegram was aunt to produce the desired effect, 
and Iam of the opinion that contract was closed. 
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It was generally understood that the contract was closed and 
reported that enough bankers had been taken into the syndicate 
at an advance price over what Morgan-Belmont were to pay to 
afford them several millions of profit, and that these bankers con- 
trolled all the available gold in the United States, except what 
was in the Treasury. : 

Resolutions were introduced in this body condemning the pri- 
yate sale of bonds, and the New York World began an exposure 
of this transaction that startled the country. I quote from the 
New York World of January 1,1895: 

MORGAN ET AL.’S PROFITS FOR 1895. 


If this new loan is negotiated the account of J. Pierpont Morgan and his 
associated gold brokers with the Government of the United States will show 
the following handsome book profits for the year 1895: 


HOW THE ACCOUNTS STAND—FIRST TRANSACTION—LOAN OF FEBRUARY 18 
LAST, 
Face of loan 


8, 418, 757 
The United States, therefore, lost by this transaction the differ- 

83 3 the price they took and the market price the sum of 
, U ° 


Sae . o 12.7 


Morgan and other bankers’ profit. 


50, 000 
Morgan and other bankers’ profit in February 8, 418, 757 


Total for 1895 if new contract is accepted 21, 168, 757 
This is an appalling sum, $21,000,000; a sum greater than the 
average savings of 400,000 laborers for a year donated to men 
who never produced one element of wealth, but who have spent 
their livesin gathering together that which others have produced. 
In the face of these facts and the attitude of the Senate on this 
subject, the Administration did not dare to carry out its contract, 
and so in January advertised for bids. No price was stated, and 
the officers of the Treasury did not expect the popular loan to be 
successful. They looked and hoped for failure. It was well 
known that the syndicate had most of the goldin this country 
cornered. The people did not bid, as they were afraid they could 
not get the gold to pay for the bonds. 

At this juncture some of the banks that had been members of 
the syndicate put in independent bids, and Morgan & Co., fearing 
that they would be shut out of participation in any profit in the 
transaction, bid 110.6877, or a fraction less than 110.7, for the whole 
one hundred million or any part thereof. Sixty-seven millions of 
the bonds went for a higher price. irty-three million dollars 
was awarded to the Morgan syndicate at their bid of 110.7 or 6 per 
cent moreon the dollar than their private contract with the Sec- 
retary called for, thus saying to the people between six and seven 
millions on this transaction. These bonds would have sold at 1174 
on the day the bids were opened, if this had been an honest effort 
on the part of the Treasury ent to offer them to the public 
and a price or range of prices been published, showing the term of 
the bonds and the rate of interest they would draw at the various 
prices and payment accepted in lawful money, and thus over six 
millions more would have been saved to the people. It is no ex- 
cuse to say that this sale was for ee puree of obtaining gold, 
for, if the bonds had been sold for lawful money, for a fraction of 
a 7 05 on the dollar, lawful money could have been exchanged for 


gold. 

But other favors were to be showered upon Morgan & Co. W. 
R. Graves, of New York, had bid 115.31 for $4,500,000 of the 
bonds and was unable to secure the gold to pay for them. Re- 
liable parties thereupon bid 114.5 for these bonds, but the Secre- 
tary sold them to the syndicate for 110.7. The Secretary should, 
in law and equity, have sold all bonds not taken by bidders at the 
best obtainable price and looked to the defaulting bidders for the 
difference. This would have been done by any private individual, 
but the Secre chose to turn the bonds over to 1 
for their bid price, or at $190,000 less than the bid e by re- 
sponsible parties. I Will now read the bid which the Secretary 
received on the 15th of February and refused to accept: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 15, 1898. 

Sin: The Investment Corporation of New York hereby bids 114.50 for any 
or all bonds allotted to parties who did not comply with the terms of their 
bids by phs payment of 2) per cent or more of the amount awarded them by 
noon urday, the löth instant, in accordance with the terms of the circular 
issued by you. We offer 114.50, with the understanding and condition that 
none of the gold to be paid for the bonds shail be drawn from the United 
States . Weare pre to te Bee the gold on the receipt of ad- 
vice from you t this bid will be enter ed. The Investment Corporation 


insists that the bid of J. P. Mo: & Co. is not entitled to any further allot- 
ment of bonds, and we beg to hand you herewith our 3 brief 
upon that proposition. 
Very respectfully, 
INVESTMENT CORPORATION OF New YORK, 
By H. L. McDONALD, 


Post-office and office address, Room 4, ninth floor, Mills ding, 15 Broad 
street, New York. s Ban 5 


To the HONORABLE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


This company had already bid for $5,000,000 of bonds and had 
been awarded $2,000,000 of bonds at a higher price than the bid of 
Morgan & Co., and had paid for the bonds and received them. 
They were entirely responsible and able to c out the bid 
which they had made, and yet the Secre of the Treasury chose 
to refuse a bid of 114} cents on the dollar for this four and a half 
million of bonds and turned them over to the Morgan syndicate 
for 110.7, thus apparently openly, intentionally taking out of the 
pockets of the people $190,000 to turn over to this syhdicate of 

ankers already enormously enriched at the expense of the people. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? hat would the Sen- 
ator have had the Secretary of the Treasury do after the forfeiture 


uestion? I did not hear 


113 | of Graves’s bid? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. What was the 
the question of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] corrects 
me. I thought you were speaking of the Graves bid. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did speak of the Graves bid. I said that 
Graves forfeited, and after he forfeited the Investment Corpora- 
tion of New York bid 114.50 for those bonds; that their bid was 
refused; that no attention was paid to it, and the bonds were 
turned over to the syndicate. 

Mr. HILL. I ask what would you have had the Secretary of 
the Treasury do then? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I would have had him do what any indi- 
vidual would have done. 

Mr. HILL. What is that? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I would have sold them at the highest 
attainable price. 

Mr. HILL. Would you have advertised them,or would you 
have Sot a private bid? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. He should properly advertise them, and if 
he did not advertise them he should have accepted the best bid 
which he could get. 

Mr. HILL. And notaccept any of the bids already in? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir; he should have done exactly what 
an individual would have done, and he would have protected the 


Trony . 
Mr. HILL. The Senator, then, would not have accepted the 
next highest bid? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator knows the fact, does he not, that the 
bid of Morgan & Co. was the next highest bid? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think likely the bid of Morgan & Co, 
was the next highest bid. 

Mr. HILL. there any doubt about it in the Senator's mind? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have this to say in regard to that point: 
If their bid was the next highest bid, the Secretary of the Treasury 
was not bound to give the bonds to them, nor would they have 
accepted the bonds if the price in the market that day had been 
below 110.7. They would have laughed at the Secretary of the 
Treasury if he offered the bonds to them if the market price 
on that day had been lower than their bid. But with a profit of 
$190,000 in the transaction, of course Mor; & Co. took the bonds. 

Mr. HILL. What would the Senator have said as to this state 
of facts, which might or might not have occurred, depending on 
the market: If, after the forfeiture of Graves’s bid, the bonds had 
gone down and the Government had refused to accept the bid of 
Mor; & Co. and had placed the bonds on the market again and 
the bonds had not realized the amount of the Morgan bid? 
Where, then, would the Secretary of the Treasury have been 
plac 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow 
me in this connection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill yield to the Senator from Nevada 
in a moment. 

Mr. STEWART. He reserved the right 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the bonds had gone below 110.7 in the 
market the Morgan syndicate would have refused to accept them, 
and would have said that their contract was closed when they re- 
ceived the $33,000,000 of bonds. TheSenator knows that very well. 

Mr. HILL. HOW 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the market price of the bonds had gone 
below Morgan’s bid on the date when Graves defaulted, and Morgan 
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was still anxious to take them at his price, of course it would 
have been the duty of the Secretary to have accepted it, for that 
would be ing out what I believe proper—that the Secretary 
should have obtained the best possible price for the bonds in order 
to protect the interests of the people of the United States, whose 
servant he was. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. HILL. I am not through yet. 

Mr. STEWART. In the propos the Secretary reserved the 
right to reject any and all bids, and he had a perfect right to sell 
the bonds as he pleased under that reservation. He was not 
bound when he was offered 114 to take 110 or 111. Certainly not, 
because he had the absolute power reserved to himself. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This seems to have been a transaction 
where there was a partnership as to profit between the Secretary 
and a syndicate of bankers, and the interest of the people of the 
United States was entirely left out of the reckoning. t seems 
to have been the sum and substance and gist of the whole trans- 
action, rotten and dishonest and corrupt to the core. It seems to 
me it is entirely proper and timely for the Senate of the United 
States thoroughly to investigate the transaction. 

Here isa telegram from the Morgan syndicate sent on the 2ist 
day of December to the President and Secretary of the Treasury, 
telling the Government officials that the gold can not be procured 
in Europe because the credit of the United States is so bad, and that 
if their bid of 104% is not accepted at once they will withdraw the bid 
and refuse to furnish the gold in the United States, knowing as 
they did, and as the Secretary knew, that all the gold not already 
inthe Treasury had been thoroughly cornered by Morgan and the 
banks associated with him. 

The Secretary of the Treasury could not have been ignorant of 
what Morgan was doing, because Morgan came to Washington— 
he says on the invitation of the President, which the President 
denies, but admits the interview when the negotiation with the 
syndicate took pua Mo immediately after that interview 
formed his syndicate, descri the bonds as running twenty-nine 
years, and assumed that the price would be 104$. e arrange- 
ments that Morgan was making with the syndicate were public, and 
it was understood at the time that the gold in the country had been 
pooled or cornered for the purpose of purchasing the $100,000,000 
of bonds by the syndicate. Under these circumstances the threat 
that they would deprive the Government of the means of obtain- 
ing gold was most significant. 

Ar. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to s of what Morgan 
& Co. would have done if thé bonds had diminished in market 
value. I understood the Senator to say that they would not then 
have insisted upon them taking the bonds under their bid. Is that 


correct? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator can go on with his statement, 
whatever it is. 

Mr. HILL. Of course Iam not authorized tos 
gan & Co., and I assume the Senator from South ota is not 
authorized to speak for them. Therefore I ask him whether his 
argument comes down to this, that whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury should have given the Graves bonds to the next high- 
est bidder depends upon the fact as to what the market value of 
the bonds was. In other words, if the market value the next 
day was ged below the bid, then he should have insisted upon 
Morgan & Co. ing the bonds, but if it was higher, then he 
ee a noi have let them have the bonds. That is what I com- 

of. 
; Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from New York seems deter- 
mined—I do not know that he is trying to misrepresent me—not to 
understand what I say. I simply say the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was bound to get the best price he could get for the bonds 
after they were not taken by the original bidders, and that Morgan 
& Co. were not bound in law to take them. Their transaction 
was closed. They had taken the bonds that were not awarded 


to other people; 

Mr. HILL. Then let me see if I understand the Senator, for I 
am endeavoring to do so in faith. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithinkso. Ihave no doubt of it. 

Mr. HILL. In case the bonds decreased in value, the Senator 
says that the Secretary of the Treasury was not bound in law, 
and of course, then, he was not bound in fact, to compel Morgan & 
Co. to take the bonds. Now, What would he have done in case 
the bonds went up in value? e 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Isaid I would have sold the bonds at the 
neue obtainable price. Itis possible—— 

HILL. Then, in either event, no matter whether the bonds 
went below the Morgan bid or beyond and higher than the Mor- 
bid, the Senator would have sold them to the highest bidder. 

e would have made a new advertisement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say further, in reply to the Senator 


for Mor- | id 


from New York, that the Secretary reserved the right to reject 
any and all bids. 
r. STEWART. That is it. 
Mr. HILL. That is a different question. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. And inasmuch as at the time Graves failed 


to take the bonds the market price was very much higher, the 

Government could have made $190,000 or more than that if the 

Secretary of the Treasury had put the bonds upon the market, 

and it was his duty to protect the people and the Treasury by 
oing so. 

Mr. HILL. Does not the Senator know that on the very day 
before the gold was to be paid by the bidder on the Graves bid 
the market value of the bonds was below the price bid? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No; I do not know that fact. 

Mr. HILL. It is the fact. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But I do know that the Secretary on the 
day Graves defaulted on his payment was offered 114.50 for those 
identical bonds and for all bonds not taken. 

It is im ible for the Senator from New York to so obscure 
the question as to deceive the public. The Secretary reserved the 
right to i any and all bids. He was under no legal e ag 
to accept the Morgan bid for any part of the loan. When he ac- 
cepted the Morgan bid at 110.7 for $33,000,000 the transaction with 
Morgan was closed. He had no other bid and had no other claim 
upon the Secretary. When the Graves bid failed it was as if no 
bid had been made. The Secretary then was at liberty to adver- 
tise for new bids or to sell to whomsoever he pleased, forif he had 
any power at all to sell, the mode of sale was entirely discretion- 
ary with him, provided he acted honestly. He did dispose of the 
Graves bid at private sale. He was offered by another respon- 
sible bidder nearly $200,000 more. It is true the bid was not made 
in pursuance of an advertisement, nor was the bid of Morgan made 
in pursuance of advertisement. They were both private bids. 
The simple fact is that the Secretary of the Treasury sold $5,000,- 
000 of bonds to his friend on a private bid for nearly $200,000 less 
than another r msible bidder offered. Is that honest? 

Mr. HILL. hat right had the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take an outside and a private bid which had not competed with 
aay of the others? 

r. PETTIGREW. It would have been better to have taken 
an outside bid, a private bid, which would have saved the Treas- 
ury of the United States $190,000, than to have sold the bonds to 
a coer or an inside private bid which lost to the Treasury 

Mr. President, I ask to have incorporated as a part of myspeech 
a brief statement by these people who offered 144 cents premium 
for the bonds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HILL. What is it that the Senator asks shall be incorpo- 
rated in the RECORD? > 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator from New York object? 

Mr. HILL. I want to know what it is. Ihavenot the slightest 


ea. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It is simply a statement by the Investment 
Company of New York as to the reasons why those bonds should 
not have been awarded to the Morgan syndicate. 

Mr. HILL. When was it prepared and where did the Senator 
get it, may I ask him? [A pause.] He may decline to answer if 

e wants to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator can secure a copy by calling 
upon the Treasury De: ent for it by resolution. : 

Mr. HILL. I should like a little more definite description of 
what the Senator pro sto put into the RECORD. Whereabouts 
did the firm make this statement? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator desires, I will have the state- 
ment read by the Secretary. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care to take up the time to do that, for I 
am anxious to progress in this matter. But I should like to have 
a little more definite idea of what the Senator is going to putin. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a statement—— 

Mr. HILL. Astatement prepared by whomand when? Where 
does it come from? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was prepared on the 15th of Februa: 
last. It is addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, and is sign 
by the Investment Corporation, per H. M. McDonald, its presi- 
dent. It gives the reasons why the bonds should have been 
assigned to them instead of to Morgan & Co. 

Mr. HILL. Assigned to them, although they were not bidders? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Assigned to them upon their bid which 
ad put in at the same time. 

@ y: MiL Upon their subsequent bid, after the failure of 
raves 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Is that it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Exactly. Iam very glad the Senator un- 
derstands it. The Secretary refused to deliver the bonds on this 
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subsequent bid of 114.50, but delivered them to Morgan & Co., on 
* 3 bid for $190,000 less money. 
If the Senator thinks ea ae explain that trans- 


. and their right to have those bonds, although they bid for 
them in a su 5 the Senator is welcome to all the argu- 
ment he can om the statement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will leave to the public and to the Sen- 
ate to determine whether or not the syndicate the Senator from 
New York champions—— 

Mr. HILL. Ido not object. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Had a better right to those bonds at $190,- 
000 less than the Investment Corporation bid for them. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 15, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: We respectfully submit the following statement: 
FACTS. 


The Secretary of sao gy sen OP en circular of Janu 1896, and cir- 
culars amendatory thereto, invi — propos or $100,000, nited States 4 
bruary 6, 1896. 
3 e 
was one made organ & 
New Yorkyand associates for $100,000,000 of pI Tor none loan or any portion . — 


N es the terms of 


ven Messrs. Morgan & Co. under their pepo of 8 
e a — 5 loan ase Sap R. Graves, of New York, who pro- 
posed to to 3 t 115.31. 
The — amount of —.— was u ed Mr. Graves and associates. 
Mr. Graves has not paid for the bonds allotted him, as required by the terms 
of the honorable Secretary’s circulars. 
PE cob er allottees for comparatively small amounts may also have defaulted 


yments. 
e Investment e ee of New York offers, he 4 the terms of its ac- 
purchase the bonds awarded 


panying proposal, to Mr. Graves and all 
„ C0 bas not Bait TAk, paging there- 
for 114.50 and interest. 


one 


Saen, that Nr. NE) atin f Bid in rood noth i act 
T. aip u an 
the bonds were allotted co pat in the re routine of th 
and he became entitled 2 the bonds on the payment of his id 
Mr. Graves's bid was about $250,000 better than the bid of Messrs. J. P. 


of the 


Morgan & Co. and associates. 

Undoubtedly Mr. Graves depended on arran with banks to carry out 
his bid. The high price he offered and the tion of the Government 
bond market at the great money center by those who bid much less for their 
bonds compelled Mr. Graves to default. 

Messrs. Mo: & Co. bid for any or all of $100,000,000 issue. = 
——— . — were only enti titled to * any “lett to them after b 

rices were filled. When Messrs. Mo: „ were allotted their 

pee poe ee 575 to which they were en teat Ser 8 were flxed. 

bom red wi moral o; * tion remained in abeyance up ona 

future „„ what they asked for, to wit Pang the 
bonds at their p. 


uestion ae goag faith or moral pigen iape on the part of the Govern- 
ment Diet apee Morgan & Cd. can The transaction was ended so 
far as award of bonds was concerned. 

With the default of Mr. Graves, Messrs. Morgan & Co. have no concern; 
they tir pao no interest in Mr. Graves's bid. or pia the relation of the Goy- 
ernmen 

If the Government has any legal rights to enforce under the contract with 
tel a sit be r Messrs. Morgan 


Ifthe N saw fit, wht, ey conia bring either of several forms of action 
against Mr. 8 . rformance for damages, for difference in 
price, ete., as 81 might elect. think this undoubted. 


Eee if the Government were a bank, per could put up the bonds for sale 


anang . Graves for the loss, if an 

With the legal rights thus fixed, sd it is impossible to conceive of the exist- 
ence of any o on in favor of any party as residuary legatee of all 
defaulted aw: or contracts. 


Furthermore, ho Morgen bid upon the amount involved. s million of dol- 
Sc ors than the Morgan bid ibys the amount invol 


e on contemplated by Mr. Graves was such 
as was, with a margin, out by most of the ers, includ- 
Messrs. Morgan & Co. 
nn T E E ee ce 
Recentl strongest factor in fixing the Wall street has been the 
)) the financial 
it moral equity can Mente Morgan & Co. ha when it has been 
m can Messrs. Mo ve 
manipula‘ io — tom hat the market for Government —.— 


8 to the extent oe that Graves has been shaken out” pen thus pre- 


ted from compl with the terms of his bid by the very ties who 
now seek to lain a acral TE oral obligation to 338 the bonds all Graves 
on their bid at a lost to the Government of $250,000 and to their advantage to 
a very much greater amount? 


diti If the market 5 of Government bonds to-da: 
2 100 — would — r 


C of 110.6877? It is a poor rule 
will not wor wa: 
We feel assured that the 3 obligation of the Government is not to 


Messrs. Morgan & Co. 's bid as entitled to any defaulted award, and 
t reason: It is the desire of the Government to obtain the very 
ce possible for its bonds; no prudent responsible bidder will here- 

r dare venture to bid close to the range of market quotation if a far lower 

bidder can manipulate the market and make it im ible for him to 

out his contract in the light of an established ent 

par i arae atic receive the bonds, with the serious loss which w 


for 


* peo ae Messrs. Morgan & Co. tn this instanco wonid 
um upon market manipulation to 


warn off all bidding close to the 


a market tothe serious loss to the 

arrapo DENERS, Sone very lous Government in all future 
meant OS good morals the Government can not afford to adopt any 

‘As a matter of law the bid of Messrs. M. & Co. has 

uw the be —— a the een no present standing. 

should be again sold at the best private sale possible or new bids 


Either course is warranted by the statute, at the Secretary's discretion. 
CONCLUSION. 
One of two courses, as already indicated, are open for grange ee the 
viz: Either 9 


Graves and 8 -for 1 ther 
bidder or 
5 e e em 85 by privet 3 N — the 


ly attaina 

tioned course involves considerable ex cxpenas ge the 

tion of extensive governmental machinery of detail in comparison 
amount involved. 

is also open to the objection that some bidders to whom bonds shall be 

awarded may not fulfill their contracts, thus necessitating another resale of 


On the other ———— a haps by private contract is expeditious and entirely 
The In er * Conn theref: 

ango of its ofer R hae ‘ore, respectfully requests the accept- 
The fit and . e ee 


. 
the 1 present market value of the bonds. 
t is an increase of 


more than ice is also 8 to the Governmen: 
more 3 per cent over average price at whi * recent loan was 
allotted, or in amount at least $150,000. 


jera- 
the 


THE INVESTMENT CORPORATION, 
By m M. NE D President. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, N 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But the most remarkable of all is that 
while the Senator from New Yorkis so anxious that this transac- 
tion shall not be investigated by a committee of this body, the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] should come in and 
indorse the whole transaction, for on the 29th of April the Senator 
from Ohio, 5 to this issue of bonds, said: 

Siew Fae Though I hold far different 
finan tons ot tian kero present condition of things T think the Seerstary 
of the Treasury and the President have done der full guter, and I could say no 
more ioe weren Republican President in office. (April 29,1806. RECORD, 
page 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? 
Who is more competent to upon that subject than the dis- 
ua ed Senator from Ohio, who ft for so many years had charge 

t finances of the country? 
Mr. PETTI ETTIGREW. My answer to that question would be a 
7 25 of opinion, and therefore I will not burden the Senate with 
it. I do not doubt that the Senator from New York and the Mor- 
gan syndicate will forever proclaim that the Senator from Ohio 
is the best authority who can possibly be found so long as his 
opinins indorse the plunder of the people and the robbery of the 


Mr. President, the plain statement of the facts connected with 
the several bond issues by the present Administration constitutes 
an arraignment which no eloquence could make stronger. First, 
there was the attack upon the credit of the United States by the 
inspired object lesson from the banks of New York; then the 
extra session of the Fifty-third Congress; then the passage of the 
Wilson tariff for a deficit; the further de depreciation of the national 
credit by the demonstration that the revenues were not equal to 
the n expenditures of the Government; then the endless 
chain, the first bond issue of $50,000,000 of 5 per cent ten-year bonds 
at a fixed price of 117.233; then the second issue of similar bonds 
at an accepted bid of 117. O77; the depreciation of the market value 
of these bonds by the recommendation to Congress that a bill be 
passed discontinuing the use of them as a basis of bank. note cir- 
culation; then the secret contract with the 5 n syn- 
dicate for the sale of $62,000,000 of thirty-year 4 per cent bonds at 
104%, which bonds were quoted last December at 121; finally the 
attempt to 3 > organ syndicate the last loan of $100, 000,000 
at the same figures actual award to them at their bid of 
110.6877 of about $5,000, 000 upon which default was made in pay- 
ment, for which other es offered 116, and which were quoted 
in open market at a maa price. 

Upon this record, . President, the Administration and the 
Democratic party es go before the people next November, and 
the verdict of the people will be even more emphatic in condem- 
nation than it was in 1894 and in 1895. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me to 
ask whether the Democratic party can not we with great effect 


on many 
in 


the remarks the Senator has quoted from Senator from Ohio 
Pon SHERMAN], a distin leader of tho ne One party, 
wing that be pa transaction was all Can not the 


1 * well on that Prin ssl 
IGREW. They undoubtedly will quote it; but that 
will not justify the iniquity of this whole transaction. 

JOSEPH R. WEST. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 673) granting a 


1896. 
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nsion to J h R. West, brigadier and brevet major general, 
United States Volunteers. 
Mr. GALLING: I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 


amendment of the House of Representatives and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. SHoup, and Mr. Roach were appointed. 


FRANCIS WALSH. $ 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska assure me that it 
will not lead to any debate? 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not lead to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
object? 

Mr. HILL. I do not, under the circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me for 
amoment? If the Senator from New York does not wish to pro- 
ceed further to-night with his discussion of the bond resolution, 
I see no reason why we might not devote a half hour to private 
bills, by unanimous consent. I should have no objection. 

Mr. KRELL. Let us continue the order of this morning 
for the consideration of unobjected House bills. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let this bill be first disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]? 

"Thess being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two” and insert 
“fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Mr. ALLEN. T hope the committee will not insist upon the 
amendment, but will let the bill stand as it passed the other 
House. This party 3 
unable to be without an attendant at any time. It isa very 
meritorious case, and one in which I think the claimant is en- 
titled to $72. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I feel sure I speak for the committee when 
I say that in view of all the facts in the case it will not insist 
upon its e e and is quite willing that the amendment 


shall be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that the bond resolu- 
tion may be temporarily laid aside so that Senators may be per- 
mitted to call u ivate bills, 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri 

. COCKRELL] that, as a t many Senators have requested 

t I should get speedy action on pension bills which are on the 
Calendar, we might devote a little time to the consideration of 
those bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to facilitate the of unob- 
jected bills without having Senators getting up and asking unani- 
mous consent for their consideration. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Precisely. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us go on with the unobjected pension cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To go on, under the order of this morning, 
with the consideration of unobjected House bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will agree to modify his re- 
quest as I suggest? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I accept the su ion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to take up pension b 

Mr. E. I have no objection to that course, but I would 
prefer very much that Senators should have an opportunity to 
call up other bills in which they are interested. However, I donot 
wish to oppose the suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
pe PEFFER], who has in charge the resolution which has been 
id aside, when he expects to secure a vote on the resolution? 


Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that I 
think we will surely be able to reach a vote some time to-morrow, 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then might we not have a unani- 
mous-consent agreement to vote on the resolution at a certain 


hour? 
Mr. PEFFER. I should be glad to have such an 
tor from New York, 


ment, if it can be made with the 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. PEFFER. To arrange a time for taking a vote on the 
bond resolution. r. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would ask if it is not possible to agree to an 
hour for taking a vote on the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Iowa has not been listening to 
the debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam sorry I have not been able to do so, but 
I understand the debate has progressed very satisfactorily during 
the day and that the resolution has been discussed with great 
9 Senator from New York. 

Mr. L. Iwas going to suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
that out of extreme ones | to the Senator from South Dakota 
pe PETTIGREW] I yielded for an hour and over, and he has 

taking the time of the Senate. Therefore it is impossible 
now to fix an hour for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely desired to express the wish that we 

ight some time agree to take a vote. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why not go on with the bond 
resolution this evening? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 

uest of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
. BACON, I will first ask what the request is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To take up unobjected pension bills. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

TESTIMONY IN LAND CONTESTS. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am directed on the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the (H. R. 4804) to amend sub- 
division 10 of section 2238 and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 
2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it 
favorably with an amendment. I ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to yield to me to put the bill upon 
its passage. It will not take two minutes, There is no objection 
to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection, if there will be no 


is totally disabled, as the report shows, and | deba 


te. 

Mr. DUBOIS. There will be no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was to 
strike out section 2,in the following words: 

Src. 2. That subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is hereby repealed. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted. etc., Thatsubdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Tenth. Registers and receivers are allowed, jointly, at a rate not exceed- 
ing 10 cents per hundred words for testimony reduced by them to writing 
for claimants in all cases, and in all cases where they can secure a compe- 
tent person to reduce the testimony to writing for a sum less per folio than 
the sum herein prescribed it shall be their duty to do so.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to amend sub- 
ae 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates.” s 

JERUSHA STURGIS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar under 
the order just made will be announced. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 122) granting a ion to J Sturgis 
widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 7, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out one hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘seventy-five”; and in line 8 to insert , in lieu of the pension 
she is now receiving ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
Dig eg em de ee 

4 le ani 
from and after the passage of this ack fa Tien dhe is now 


The amendments were agreed to, 


msion of 


the pension 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 


of pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. 
Sturgis.” . 


SAMUEL E. LISCOM, 

The bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Liscom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ps to paco on the pension roll the name of Samuel E. Liscom, 
te of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PLUMY E. MARDEN. 

The bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the ion roll the name of Plumy E. Marden, daughter of 
Benjamin Chote, late a soldier in Colonel Poor’s regiment and 
afterwards in Capt. Edward Burbank’s company in the war of the 
Revolution, and to pay her a sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

SIMPSON EVERETT STILWELL. 

The bill (S. 2787) granting a pension to att ss Everett Stil- 
well was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Simpson Everett Stilwell, 
late scout and guide in the United States Army, at $20 per month. 

The bill was ly abies to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN TRACY. 

The bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pranon roll the name of Mary Ann Tracy, as daughter of 
David y, late lieutenant in the Thirty-seventh Regiment United 
States Volunteers in the war of 1812, and to allow her a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOPHRONIA s. STOWELL. 

The bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Sophronia S. Stowell on the pension roll as the surviving 
widow of Maj. David P. Stowell, late of First Maine Cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension of 825 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA A. TAFT. 

The bill (H. R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ee to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Lydia A. Taft as the widow of 
Lowell Taft, late a private in Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EBENEZER G. HOWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private of Company F, One hundred and six- 
tieth New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension roll the name 
of Ebenezer G. Howell, late a private in Company F, One hundred 
and sixtieth New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of all other pensions. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE D. MOWATT. 


The bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the poe roll the name of Caroline D. Mowatt, as widow 
7 e B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine 

olunteers. F 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY ON PUBLIC LANDS FOR ELECTRIC POWER. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
will allow me to call up a bill of some local importance. Thereis 
some necessity for its immediate passage. It is a House bill and 
will not take up any time. If there is any discussion over it I 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield for that purpose. 


Mr. TELLER. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 
3, 1891, E the right of way upon the public lands for reser- 
voir and canal purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
act entitled An act to permit the use of the right of way through 
the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other 
preposi approved January 21, 1895, by adding thereto the fol- 
owing: 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h 
empowered, An general regulations to: be fixed by him, t 5 
of right of way to the extent of 25 feet, ther with the use of m 
ground. not ex 40 aren upon the public lands and forest reservations 
of the United States, by any citizen or association of citizens of the United 
Aone itor the purposes of generating, manufacturing, or distributing elec- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


` The bill (H. R. 3426) ting an increase of penson to Eugenia 
R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in lines 6 and 7, to strike out the name Sweeney“ 
where it occurs and insert Sweeny”; so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension — the name of Eugenia R. Sweeny, widow 
of Thomas W..Sweeny, deceased, late a . United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now recei a 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were con in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny, widow of Brig. Gen. 
Thomas F. Sweeny, deceased.” 


CHARLOTTE O. VAN CLEVE. 


The bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ one hundred” and insert fifty“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Charlotte 


O. Van Cleve, widow of the late Brig. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Horatio P. Van 
Cleve, at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN MAINES. 

The bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,” to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert ‘‘ eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and He is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Maines, late a private 


in Company K, Ninety-seventh Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension of $8 per month. 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMANTHA BARNES, 

The bill (S. 536) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension roll, at $20 month, the name 
of Samantha Barnes, of Denver, Colo., widow of Newcomb M. 
Barnes, late captain of Company I, One hundred and first Regi- 
ment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in lieu of the pension of $8 per 
month she is now She a . i 

The bill was reported to Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET C. M’KAY. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 

shire yield to me for a moment, as I am compelled to leave the 


1896. 
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Senate, to ask to take ape pill a little farther along on the Cal- 


endar? It is a case in which I take some interest, Senate bill 527. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I Boe for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Senator from Oregon asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 527) for the relief of Margaret C. 
McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 7, to 
fill the blank before the word ‘‘dollars” by inserting the word 
„twenty“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of Margaret C. McKay. widow of the late Dr. William O. 
McKay, of Oregon, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. WHITNEY. 

The bill (S. 2430) granting a pension to James W. Whitney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll thé name of James W. Whitney, late private, 
e D, First Ohio Light Artillery Volunteers, at 812 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB P. FLETCHER. 


The bill (S. 2428) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name Fletcher,” to strike out 
“late captain Company A, Nineteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, at the rate of 824 per month from the e of this 
act, in lieu of that he is now receiving,” and insert, late a lieu- 
tenant, Company A, One hundred and ninety-fifth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, at the rate of $17 per month,in lieu of the pension he 
now receives”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the on roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, er, late a 
lieutenant, Company A, One hundred and ninety-fifth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, at the rate of $17 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE E. TUTTLE. 


The bill (S. 2341) granting a ion to George E. Tuttle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 8, be- 
fore the word dollars,“ to strike out twelve“ and insert 
“ eight”; and after the word“ months,“ in the same line, to strike 
out from the passage of this act”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of George E. Tuttle, late of 
Company G, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment TITANIA Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMBROSE B. CARLTON. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask permission of the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire to allow me to request the immediate considera- 
po of Penat bill 2601, granting an increase of pension to Ambrose 

. Carlton. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall soon reach it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I believe it is a pension bill. 

a, : 8 It is a pension bill, and we shall soon 
reach it. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I have no objection to its present consider- 
ation. It is just as well to consider it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we are going to have a rule we should 
observe it. There are many other Senators who are interested in 
bills. We can pass them all in a few moments, and I do not think 
it is right to make exceptions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think so either, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the re; order proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e next pension bill in order 
will be proceeded with. 


e name of Jacob P, Fle 


ABRAHAM RHODES. 


The bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Abraham Rhodes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “sixteen”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abraham — late pri- 
vate in Company I, Sixth Kentucky Cavalry, and BY, him a pension at the 
. — per month from the passage of this act, eu of t he is now 
rece: 4 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham Rhodes.” 


GEORGE D. NOBLE. 


The bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, after the word ‘“‘ regiment,” in line 7, to insert 
„Wisconsin“; and in the same line, before the word dollars,” to 
strike out twelve and insert eight“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George D. Noble, late pri- 
vate Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $8 per month from the passage of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD T. SELTZER. 


The bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert ‘‘ eight”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard T. Seltzer, late 
private Company F, Fortieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $3 per month from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. A 

ELIJAH A. GILBERT, 

The bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Gilbert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“twenty-five,” and insert twenty“; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ah A. Gilbert, late of Com- 
pany E, One hundred and second ent Illinois Infantry, and pay him a 
pension of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
THEODORE V. PURDY. 


The bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Theodore V. Purdy, late 
private Company F, First Michigan Sharpshooters, and to pay him 
a pension of $50 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHAN MITCHELL. 

The bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Nathan Mitchell, a soldier in the 
Mexican war, at 88 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA WEIR CASEY. 

The bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to Emma Weir Casey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘*dollars,” to strike out 
* one hundred” and insert “ seventy-five ”; so as to make the bill 


States Army, at the rate of $75 a month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SARAH d. IVES. 


The bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives was 
considered as in Committee of She ole. It pro to place 
on the pension roll the name of Sarah G. Ives, widow of Joseph 
C. Ives, late of Company A, Iowa Volunteer Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico, at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HELEN A. JACKMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4968) tare ting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, 
dependent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth ent of Maine Volunteers, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the pension 
roll the name of Helen A. Jackman, dependent daughter of Lieut. 
William Jackman, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment of 
Maine Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMBROSE B. CARLTON. 

The bill (S. 2601) granting a pension to Ambrose B. Carlton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions rted an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two” and insert 
“fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. seine gh dict oh, of Torre 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Ambrose B. 

Haute, Vigo Coun’ d., late a private in the Mexican war aad Canto 
paid a pension of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move toamend the amendment b ee 
“sixty” in place of fifty.“ Iam authorized by the c 

the committee to move that amendment. The pensioner is already 
drawin ie r month. 

Mr. GER. I think that amendment ought to be made. 
I am ATA E the committee intended to report the rate at $60, 
inasmuch as the soldier is now drawing $50. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The eae ‘ It py proposed | to amend the amendment by 

The amendment to the amendment was 7 to. 

The amendment as amended was 3 

Mr. TURPIE. The pensioner is ibed in the bill as a pri- 
vate, when he was a corporal, and he was also described as a cor- 
poral in a revious bill. I ask to have that corrected. 

Mr. COCKRELL 


an 
That can be 3 simply striking out | the 


the word “‘ private” and inserting ‘‘co 
The PR ING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the words ‘late a,” it is pro- 
poset to amend by striking out private“ and inserting “ cor- 


Perle amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was 5 to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred 

The bill was en t to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. a 

LANDS IN CALIFORNIA AND OREGON. 

Mr. WHITE. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 5819. It is a matter of great importance to 
California and O m and affects no other State. 

it a pension bill? 
No. The Senators from both the States of Ore- 


sca gel California are very much = in the bill, and we 
ould like to have an opportuni get it passed this evening. 
PALMER. We shall bea 1 to . to it directly. 


Mr. MITCHELL A niga: I hope the bill ay be faken up 
and of at this time. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I yield for that p 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 


1 CULLOM. I have no objection if it leads to no debate. 
Mr. WHITE. Oh, no. It is exactly the same as the law which 


is now applicable to Idaho and Montana, except that this is less 
expensive. 
. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read. 
Mr. WHITE. I suggest that the bill has been once read, and 
He amendments may now be stated. They are printed with the 


Mr. HILL. What bill is that? 

Mr. WHITE. A bill to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the State of California. It is the same 
as the law now in force in Idaho and Montana. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for 
the 3 and classification of certain lands in the State of 
California. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 7, after the 
word lands,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That where CCC 
are common known a to, be nonmineral the Commissioner of 


the General commissioners 70 take evidence with 
relation thereto. and if i it be found that such bodies of land are nonmine 


ral 
th 
rey. shall classify the same accordingly in a body without beat inspection 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, 
word compensation,“ to strike out the wo: 


and ve 


4, line 9, after the 
“their actual nec- 
essary expenses incurred while in the performance of their official 
duties, and in addition thereto the further sum of ”; so as to read: 

The oath of office of said commissioners shall be filed by Chena: in the office 
of the Commissioner of 3 Land Office. Said commissioners shall 
r 
Secretary the Interior and 

The e e, was ee e . 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4, after the word 
“act,” in line 23, to insert “and shall fully complete said Diaa: 
fication within the term of four years from date of this act”; 
as to read: 

And the ah immediately upon their 
and the lands herein mentioned, wi 
as provid in this act, and shall fully completo sald classification 
term of four years from date of 

The amendment was peck! re 

The next amendment was, in section 8, Page 10, line 11, before 
the word thousand,” to strike out “ twenty” and insert “forty”; 
so as to read: 


That there is ery. EEC out of any mony dg the Treasury not 
the 


eprom — — to examine 
Ak ee land districts, 
within the 


otherwise rd hack 
expen 
necessary, to ba expended fo carry be the provisions oft 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit the amendment which I 
send to the desk and ask for its adoption. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be read. 
The SECRETARY. After section 7 of the bill add the following 
as additional sections: 
Sec. 8. That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
idi 8 . — all un tented ian lands within 
City land Districte in the 8 of Oregon within 
nutty end land-grant limits of — is known as the 
being in the State of 


. = lands to aid in the con- 
srention of a rail and ph line from the tral Pacific Railroad 
in California to Portland, approved July 25, 1866, and acts sup- 
plemental thereto and amendatory to be examined and 3 by 

‘er- 


commissioners to be appointed as hereinafter 


oners S take evidence with relation thereto, and if 

4s bO Toma peor anca bodies of land are nonmineral, they shall classify the 
same according! a a body 9 actual mopa by 

= aged 9. That for the purpose of — frai herein prgvided 

commissioners shall be appointed by the me President of the United 


that 

of the t commissioners shall be a 3 Sana and a resident of the 
said State of Oregon. 3 their duties each of said com- 
missioners shall take an oath to faith 10 orm the duties of his office. 
The oath of office of r 5 * filed by them in the office of 
the Commissioner of the General 8 Shall 
receive for their com: pe * pone a5 0 they pe Bh: Rate 

in the performance o Ftheir du and their Secon be audi Cy 
Secre of the Interior and paid monthly. —— commissioners shall make 
exe of the lands herein men: their respective land dis- 


tricts, and may also take the testimony 7 
mineral — < of shall of said lands —— receive an otee 9 relating 


to said 5 and have power to summ to appear ‘ore 
pointi and to ter oaths; and they shall, immediately upon their a; 


classify the lands 
r e on provided in this act, and shall full: 
cr reapoctive land distr the term of four years from the date 
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of valuable mineral Re caved are pen to exploration, 5 pur- 
chase under 8 of the a 
missioners in i 


or artificial boundaries to re them as the commission- 
ers may determine. Where patents have issued for mining 
section of land this shall be taken as prima facie evidence that t 
subdivision within which it is located is mineral land: Provided, That the 
word ‘mineral,’ where it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include iron 
or coal: And provided further, That the examination and tion of 
lands hereby autho shall be made without reference or regard to any 
previous examination or report or classification thereof. 

“ SEC. 11. That such of the lands herein mentioned as have been surveyed 

to of this act shall be first examined and classified as herein 

provided, and afterwards, and as speedily as icable, the lands herein 
mentioned which have not been Wee until all the lan men- 
tioned have been examined and classiñed as herein provided. 

cathe Als in the office of che repister AÀ ressiver of the land office of the 
month, file in the office e r and receiver of the land office of the 
district d examin d classified 


land 2 nt gy ee 1 5 
report, uplicate, in such form as the Secretary Interior may pre- 
scribe, showing all lands examined them during the preceding month, 

clear] e land is surveyed, or 


e one duplicate of 

together with all accompanying testimony and 
pers, and the other duplicate shall be by them forwarded direct to the 
Ferre of th 8 said commissi shall furnish to the Secre- 
Salis ua ca a contre SAE try ventions AAE 0s tote teeter or 
as he ma: any rs re uties or 

= yor the same. Upon of such the register of 
lished OE Peaca TOTA Lin MAGE eo Rne ged nd 
so classified is located, at least once a week for four consecutive weeks, notice 


of the classification of lands as shown 


report; and any person, cor- 
ieved ch classifica’ 


su tion may, at any 


„„ A AAA CEAO OE pack: tan oles 
an su ce 
in contests involving the a hate or n character of land in other 


cases, and an a from the decision of the register and receiver shall be 
Silowed to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and to the Secretary 
0 


recei 
each duy's actual services before 
erg 
“Sec. 


etermined 

ings shall be paid by the unsuccessful party, 
— — — 19 ä regulations be to 
aw as ma; necessary 
seers inte effect the true intent and provisions of this Let as speedily as 


ble. 
PSO. 14. That no patent or other evidence of title shall be issued or deliv- 
ered to said Oregon and California mpany for any land 


eset or other oa 
ence of title shall only issue then to such land, if an said State as said 
company may be, by law and compliance therewith, and by the said classifica- 
tion, entitled i to; and sny tent, certificate, or record of selection, or other 
or righ’ ion of any land in said State, issued, en- 
vered to said r; compan violation of the 
void: Provided, That tained in 
r ed as or confirming 
7777.7... ce tea DAA isba epee tie wid cokient 
a a forferture of any land grant heretof mad 
company.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon the title was amended 
so as to read: A bill to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the States of California and Oregon.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate uest a conference 
with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendments. 

The motion was to. 


By unanimous consent. the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DUBOIS, 
Me PETTIGREW, and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 3 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 6, 1896, 


at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, May 6, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 
qa Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
rov 
2 EXPLANATION OF A VOTE. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. S er, I wish to call attention to the REC- 
ORD of last evening. I voted upon the resolution offered by the 
tleman from South Sprig fate PIKER the understanding 
beit that my pair with Mr. HUTCHESON of Texas had been can- 
pit by striki out my name and inserting Mr. BROMWELL’S 
instead. Ifind that was a mistake, and consequently my vote was 
cast through a misapprehension. 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, ETC, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi- 
ine rt from the Committee on Rules. 
i 8 EAKER. The report and accompanying resolution will 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 288, 
having had the same under consideration, ask leave to report the following 


substitute Sere we May 8 18 May 13 

“Resolved, That on Wednesda 1896, ani ednesday, 
immediately after the reading of 9 on each day, the mane chal 
tselt into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 
such bills as are in order on the sessions of Friday even 8 
ts thereto, such time to be divided 
equally between those See. and those opposing the bill: Provided, how- 

That nothing in this resolution shall be construed as interfering with 
ereon.“ 

Mr. HENDERSON. ask the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr, CRISP. Speaker 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 


ae 

Mr. When the gentleman gets through I shall occupy 
the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will make a brief explanation first and 
then hear what my colleague on the committee has to say. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well. . 

Mr. HENDERSON. This resolution, Mr. Speaker, is the same 
as the one which the House voted upon last night, with the single 
exception that we have added thereto an exception in behalf of 
. bills, so that conference reports on appropriation 
bills may be taken up and considered at any time during the two 
oe set apart by this resolution. 

e effect of the rule is to allow Wednesday of this week and 
Wednesday of next week for the consideration of such bills, and 
such bills only, as are in order for consideration under the rule 
on Friday nights. And I wish to call the attention of the House 
5 the Calendar of . there are 887 
pryate pension bills pending on the endar, reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and from the Committee on 
Pensions, and that there are 18 bills which have already passed 
the Committee of the Whole and are! still pending, undisposed of 
by the House—bills reported from the same committees—making 
a total of 405 private pension bills undisposed of. It is because 
of this condition of the Calendar and the great need for the con- 
sideration of these bills that this rule is presented for the consid- 
eration of the House. 

For reasons which I will not now discuss, no great progress has 
been made at the Friday night sessions, and it has been thought 
wise to allow the House one day of this week and one day of next 
week to be devoted to the consideration of these bills usively. 

Mr. HULL. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. I take it from your statement that the special rule 
is to be devoted only to private pensions. There area large num- 
ber of desertion cases upon the Calendar; and if you propose to 
os died pension cases alone it will be necessary to amend the 
resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL, If they are in order on Friday night, they are 
included in this rule, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to my colleague that I did not 
count up the desertion cases, for I was not familiar with that 
class, But they are in order for consideration under this special 
rule because they are in order at the Friday night sessions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The point is, as I understand the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HULL], that the two days should be limited to 
pension cases only, and not desertion cases. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That was not the intention of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, whose wishes we considered in re- 
gard to the matter. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. emg I am not one of those that oppose 
reasonable and equitable pension bills, but I want to say a word 
or two before the House adopts this order. Of course I know well 
the majority are going to adopt it, that nothing I might say would 
affect it, and yet I want to say a word to justify my own vote 
against this proposition. 

In the first place, all men must admit that our general pension 
laws are very liberal. I suppose no man, no matter how anxious 
he may be to appear as a special friend and champion of the sol- 
dier, will deny that our general laws are very liberal in relation 
to the granting of pensions to soldiers of the late war. Of course 
there are exceptional cases that arise, cases which the general law 
does not cover, which it is proper should be considered by Con- 
gress on their merits. Now, the first criticism I make of the prac- 
tice here is that the Committee on Pensions does not confine itself 
to the consideration of cases which equitably come within the 
spirit of existing law, and yet by its strict terms are not included; 
but the Committee on Invalid Pensions report in favor of distinct 
classes of pensioners who, under the general law, are not included. 
I have always thought, and I now maintain, that it never was 
intended that the Committee on Invalid Pensions should report 
pension bills in favor of distinct classes of people who, under the 
general law, are not entitled to pensions, but it was intended rather 
to be like a court of equity, which might afford relief in certain 
cases where the general law, by reason of its universality, was de- 
ficient—some cases where specific proof could not be made, or 
something of that sort; but the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
does not limit itself in that way. 

Now, in spite of the liberal law to which I have referred, I am 
told that there are more than 3,000 applications for pensions which 
have been introduced during this Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. They are still coming. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, a great number have been reported. A 
great number have been considered under the rules of the House, 
to which I make no objection. 

This proposition is to change the rules of the House and to pro- 
vide for the consideration of these bills during two days of this 
month, and that no more than ten minutes’ debate or consideration 
shall be given to any one bill. 

Now, think of that for a moment. If the report is read, it must 
come out of the ten minutes’ time. I venture to say there are 
cases in which the report can not be read in five minutes. We 
can not even understand the ground upon which the committee 
5 the pension, and yet we are told that this is equitable 
and just. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the House felt bound to accept the verdict 
or judgment of any of its committees absolutely, then, of course, 
there would be no occasion for any debate; but if the House re- 
serves to itself the right to consider a bill reported by a commit- 
tee, then I submit, Mr. Speaker, that ten minutes is too little time 
in which to permit the House 3 to pass upon an anp 
cation for a pension. Now, why should this be done? hy 
should the rules be changed in this way? Surely this House wants 
to pass intelligently upon these cases, and surely no gentleman 
upon that side will insist that you can do that in ten minutes. I 
undertake to produce—at least I am informed that I can produce— 
reports from the Committee on Pensions that can not be read in 
five minutes, and that is all the time allowed in favor of the prop- 
osition. Therefore by this rule you deprive the House of hearing 
even a report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I sub- 
mit, Mr. Speaker, no matter how anxious gentlemen may be to 
consider these bills, this is not the proper way in which to con- 
sider them. 

Again, the House of Representatives for some or has been 
through with all the general appropriation bills. hy can not 
the House, under its rules, proceed from day to day to consider 
Spray bills, if that is the purpose or the desire of its br oe 

these bills are regarded as so important that the rules of the 
House must be changed, so important that they must be consid- 
ered without the House even knowing the reason why the com- 
mittee report them, let me ask why it is that yon can not proceed 
from day to day to consider them under the rules? Five days last 
week you gave to the consideration of the bankruptcy bill. Five 
days or more you gave the week before to general debate on the 
pension bill, a mere opportunity to permit gentlemen to make 
speeches to send home for campaign purposes. Why now, if it is 


so important that these bills should be considered—and I agree 
that they ought to be considered—why not proceed to consider 
them in the same manner that you consider other business? Why 
not give a reasonable time in which to discuss them? Is it true 
that gentlemen have reported bills when they are afraid that the 
country shall see and hear the reasons they allege for their pas- 
sage? Is it true that gentlemen on that side of the House desire 
to pass bills which they are ashamed to have discussed in the open 
hearing of the House? It seems to me, sir, that this is not only 
unusual, but that it is unjust, and can only be defended by those 
who believe that every man who served in the war on the Union 
side is entitled to a pension irrespective of existing law. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I shall o this resolution. 
I shall vote against it, and in doing so I shall feel that I am doing 
my duty as a Representative to vote against any rule which pro- 
vides that I shall be forced to pass upon a question when you do 
not afford me sufficient opportunity even to hear the report read. 
z I pae five minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr, 

OUD]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this rule; and no 
man recognizes better than I the imaginary idea 8 upon 
our side of the Chamber of the delicate ground upon Which I 
tread; but I do not believe that even the claim of an old soldier is 
so sacred that the ple of this country desire to pass his case 
without due consideration. I have repeatedly heard it uttered 
here on Friday nights, ‘‘Why, the committee have investigated 
this case and we will follow the committee.” I have heard it 
stated that there have been 400 cases reported. Permit me to say 
that there are no committees in this House that can carefully con- 
sider 400 cases in the length of time they have devoted to those 


t deal more care 
iven to the consideration of matters by a whole 
committee than is given to these ion cases, this House in many 
instances has overturned the deliberations of the committee. In 
many instances, Mr. a ieee the committee has carefully consid- 
ered bills for weeks and weeks and yet the sober judgment of this 
House hasoverturned the conclusions of the committee. Ido not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is any bill so sacred that it should 
be denied the light of day. Now,then,if the cases that have 
passed this House could bear that close investigation that the 
ought there might be some excuse for passing this rule. But 1 
have been brought to contemplate, when we look at the cases that 
have been ed here on Friday nights, whether there were any 
private soldiers left at the close of the laterebellion! Mr. Speaker, 
50 per cent of the cases that have passed have been to place upon 
the pension rolls, at a high rate, widows of officers; 25 per cent 
of the cases that you have have been toremove the charge 
of desertion from what I believe to be bona fide deserters. 

Now, then, let me to say to vou, gentlemen, that I think you 
mistake the temper of the people of this country when you pro- 
pose to pass through this House, or any legislative body, cases 
under the rule that you have presented here. I know what I say 
to-day will fall upon deaf ears; no one recognizes that better than 


I assume, Mr. Speaker, in cases where a 
and thought is 


Ido. But there is no man on this floor, Mr. Speaker, who will 
not recognize that one of the principal ar; ents used for the 


passage of the act of 1890 was that it would do away with the 
vicious pension legislation that had confronted Congress for 
many and many a session. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] says 3,000 cases have 
a y Doen presented, and I said in an undertone to the gentle- 
man that they were still coming. Look at your RECORD from 
day to day and see if what I say is not a fact, and the party with 
which I am associated are, under the guise of this rule, to force 
through this House cases that have had, permit me to say, no 
consideration whatever. Cases of pensioners and private claims, 
Mr. Speaker, do not receive deliberate consideration in committee, 
I know whereof I speak. These cases are referred to one indi- 
yidual member of the committee, and as the result of his delibera- 
tion this House is called upon to act. Yesterday I believe I was 
the only Republican who voted inst this resolution, and I 
shall do so to-day, perfectly satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
doing what is right and just and what the Republican party 
ought to do. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LOUD. If I have time. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like to ask what your remedy is, and 
how would you dispose of these several thousand private bills? 
Should they remain for consideration on Friday nights and meet 
with the 8 we all know, or shall we pass this rule? 

Mr. LOUD. Ninety-eight per cent of your cases have no merit 
whatever, and investigation will show it. If you will present 
meritorious cases to this House there will be an abundance of 
time to pass them. 

Mr. CRISP. I reserve the remainder of my time, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. How much time has that side remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I reserve that. Of course if the gentleman wants 
to close, I will give him an opportunity. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The 

Mr. HENDERSON. 


entleman has sixteen minutes. 
. Speaker, it is true, as the gentleman 


from Georgia says, that the pension laws, the general pension 
laws, are liberal; and no thanks to that side of the House for that 
fact. The ublican party alone, with a few assistants from 


the North, and one or two, as I remember it, from the South, have 
made them so. Under a friendly administration of the pension 
laws it has been found necessary in the t to pass ial pen- 
sion bills; and now, with a mailed hand protruding 1 every 
Executive Department of this Government, when the interests of 
the old soldier are brought forward it needs some special legisla- 
tion to take care of the unfortunate ones who have difficulty in 
getting their proofs. [Applause on the Republican side.] Every 
man who has served a single term in this y knows that there 
are special difficulties surrounding the old soldier in getting his 
e P The Angel of Death is swift among the ranks of that 
class, carrying away witnesses, and it is difficult, after the lapse 
of thirty years, to procure the necessary evidence in these cases; 
and the i, of the people has been called upon, is called 
upon, and will be called upon, to provide for such defects. 

The gentleman from Georgia complains of the ten minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, if you had ten hours on a pension bill Democratic 
tongues would be found on that side char with bitterness and 

to consume that time in order to defeat the e of all 
such bills. [Applause on the Republican side.] The first time 
that I ever crossed swords with the gentleman from Georgia, when 
we were both commencing our term in Congress, was on account 
of his opposition to a private pension bill for the widow of a poor 
soldier. The gentleman soon saw that he was not in the proper 
field. His greater abilities called him to a Per plane, and he 
turned over to the petty little Garing gons of his p this petty 
warfare on the honored and maimed veterans of the Union. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] I congratulate him on his 
promotion. Ileave those who took his place to make up a con- 
science fund, from their own standpoint, to settle with their 
Maker. as e applause on the Republican side.] Ten 
minutes is ample. Why? There are no new principles involved 
in these cases. They are settled on rules ene PERDIE well 
known to this House and to the country; the reading of the re- 
port, which on an average consumes about two minutes, will 
state each case, and tiye minutes will be left for the ancient, oft- 
T ted, abusive attacks coming from the Democratic side. 
eons gentleman on that side says that the Republican party has 
a ‘soldiers’ trust ” that we depend upon. I concede to most of 
ou gentlemen on the Democratic side that in that matter and 
J that alone you are conscientious antitrusters. [Laughter; ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] These pension bills are consid- 
ered carefully in subcommittee and they are again considered and 
voted upon in full committee. They come here based on simple 
principles, and this rule is brought in because it is absolutely 
8 for on Friday nights the mass of you gentlemen on that 
side are found, as you were found yesterday when we asked for 
this order under a s nsion of the rules, obstructing the way 
and trying to defeat this pension legislation. 

The gentleman from Georgia said something about our doing 
this for campaign purposes. When I presented this report, Mr. 
Speaker, I used no partisan word; I presented the report as a busi- 
ness proposition, representing the committee of which the gentle- 
man and I are both members; but when the leader of the Demo- 
cratic party in this House hurls that venomous imputation against 
the members on this side, most of whom have served side by side 
with the poor fellows who are sending us their petitions for this 
legislation, I hurl it back in his teeth, and assert that under this 
dome men can act for their constituents conscientiously in behalf 
of the old soldiers of the Union as well as for filled-cheese insol- 
vents and other classes of unfortunates. [Laughter; applause 
on the Republican side.] And when you talk about campaign 

urposes possibly the thought isin the minds of some of you who 
Eeo here perennially on Friday nights and on every other occa- 
sion that you have campaigns at home in which you can make 
your boasts of having been obstructionists and strong assailants 
of the old Union soldier. Take that comfort home into your cam- 
palgns; but I assert that if the Democratic leaders on the floor of 
is House would lay aside this partisan abuse, if they would treat 
these old Union soldiers as their defenders as well as ours, we 
would reach reconciliation and that union of hearts for which I 
love to labor as a member of this House and for which I long with- 
out areservation. You gentlemen are the ones—some of you, I 
will not say it of you all—you gentlemen, the big and the little of 
you in the main, are the ones who keep tearing open afresh the 
wounds of war and preparing your campaign material on lines 
which God and your own consciences both ought to disapprove. 


[Loud applause on the Republican side.] We reservethe balance 
of our time on this side until we hear again from the gentleman 
from gs tg 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, just a word. My friend from Iowa 


[Mr. HENDERSON], pursuing his usual custom, with which those 
of us who have served long here are very familiar, proceeds to set 
up a man of straw and then to knock him down. And he does that 
in a loud tone of voice, and he does it as though he felt and wanted 
the whole country to feel that the interest of the old soldier de- 
nded at this moment upon the action of the gentleman from 
owa. 1 8 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I said no word about this = ition bei 
made for ato de purposes. I said that for five days you 
debated a general pension bill which was for campaign purposes, 
and that if you thought as much of the gentlemen who are now 
asking pensions as you profess to think you might have used that 
time in considering private pension bills rather than making 
speeches on the general subject of pensions to send home for cam- 


pai, That is what I said. 

Mr. HEN DERSON. That is worse than I thought it was. 
1 

Mr. CRISP. I made no criticism like that which my friend 
from Iowa has attributed to me. I defy you, Mr. Speaker, or any 
man in this House to make an argument against any proposition 
that is presented by the gentleman from Iowa without his work- 
ing himself into a great passion and claiming that he stands here 
preeminently in the interest of the people and that those who op- 
pose him are the enemies of the public weal. 

That isan old ery. It does not mean anything. The gentle- 
man himself does not mean anything. It is simply a atti hates 
fallen into. [Laughter.] Of course, if it affords him any pleas- 
ure it does us no harm. 

Mr. 1 788 I think I will leave the matter there. 

Mr NDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is the statesmanlike reply 
we have heard from the gentleman from Georgia! He attacks my 
voice. I do not brag of my voice. I came honestly by it driving 
breaking teams. [Laughter.] It is the best voice I have. 

I opened this debate without bringing in any politics. The 
gentleman from Georgia seemsincapable of discussing such ques- 
tions on a high plane. Even now, as I understand him, he claims 
that in the passage of the bankruptcy bill we were using it for 

rtisan pu es. He seems to treat me as though I thought 
indeed he charges it—that the interests of the old soldier rest on 
my shoulders. Did I make any reference to myself, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Georgia? I devoted most of my time 
to complimenting that side of the House on its devotion to the 
determination to fight the Union soldier. I said nothing of my- 
self. No man ever heard me, on the stump or elsewhere, allude 
to the part thatI playedduring the war—a very simple part. God 
knows there is work enough here for us all in holding you fel- 
lows in check, with your 1 eri for the old soldier, without speak- 
ing of ourselves. I know that I have the habit, as the gentleman 
says, of voting in the interest of the old soldiers, I cannot retort 
that charge upon bral Jesu cr mez from Georgia. It is a habit that 
he never acquired. His associations are such that it would 
be very difficult for him to acquire it; and I presume he never 
will. that is a bad habit, Ihave it. Iwish my other bad habits 
were no more hurtful than that. I will waste no more time on 
the gentleman from Georgia. He has sunk into a petty personal 
response which really answered itself. (Applause, 

I yield now to my colleague on the committee, 
from eres eee Mr. DALZELL). 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the proposition embodied in this 
rule is to give one whole day this week and one whole day next 
week to the consideration of legislation of a particular kind. I 
think this rule can be justified as a plain business proposition. 
The reasons for it are, first, the character of the legislation; and 
second, the . under the rules of the House, of havin 
this business considered in any other way. There are, as my col- 
league has said, some three or four hundred bills of this character 
on the Private Calendar. These bills are of a pressing nature. 
The very fact that they have been before this committee and are 
reported here for action testifies to the necessity for their imme- 
diate consideration. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia says, why not consider them 
from day to day under the rules of the House? The answer is a 
simple one—that these bills can only be considered in one of two 
ways, either by unanimous consent, which experience shows it is 
absolutely im ible to have, or under an order of business re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules. There are only these two 
methods of securing the consideration of this class of business 
outside of the ordinary Friday evening sessions. Now, why is it 
that Friday evening sessions do not answer the purpose of a fair 
consideration of these measures? No gentleman who comes here 
on Friday evening, or, failing to come, reads the RECORD, is igno- 
rant of the fact that week after week, night after night, gentle- 
men get up on the floor of this House and consume the time of the 


e gentleman 
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Committee of the Whole by long debate—possibly not, as my 


friend from Georgia for campaign purposes, but, for 


whatever p „with the result that these bills unconsid- 
ered, un apon and remain on the Calendar, blocking the 
business of the House. 


There are, then, I suggest, two reasons ba rapes rule should 
pass, from a purely business point of view—first, the character 
and number of the bills; second, the impossibility of their con- 
sideration in any other way than under such a rule as this. Now, 
what are the objections urged against the passage of this rule? 

My friend from Georgia says that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has increased the c of pensioners. Idenyit. I 
deny that any bill has been 1 or, so far as I have been able 
to ascertain, is now on the Calendar which deals with any other 
than persons equitably entitled to pensions under existing law. 
And I deny that the committee has abused its power or discretion 
in the number of bills that it has reported. According to the 
gentleman from Georgia, there have been referred to that com- 
mittee at least 3,000 bills; yet it has rted only about 10 per 
cent of them; so that the reasons alleged against the passage of 
this rule fall to the ground for lack of truth. Without entering, 
therefore, into discussion or any consideration as to 
whether pensions ought to be granted or ought to be refused, I 
submit these bills are entitled to the consideration of the 
House, and that they can receive such consideration in no other 
way than by the adoption of this rule. / 

. WIL A. STONE. Is it not a fact that most of these 
bills are bills that were on the Calendar of the last two Con- 
bills which have accumulated during those previous 

gresses and can not now be considered 

Mr. DALZELL. A t many of them are in that situation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A majority of them. 

Mr. DALZELL. And if previous Houses had acted as we pro- 
pss now to act our Calendar would not be loaded with these bills. 

ether they are worthy or unworthy bills, whether the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Loup] is right or wrong in the exag- 
rated statement he makes that 98 per cent of them are unworthy 
they can in any event be trusted to the judgment, the dis- 
cretion, ae one sense of a Republican House of * 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania one question. How many cases of private pensions have 
been defeated in this Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not answer the gentleman from Califor- 
nia. I have not the I understand the gentleman from 
California, however, has done his best to defeat a good many of 
them. [A pes on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the gentleman is making a statement of 
which he knows nothing personally. Permit me to say it is only 
hearsay testimony. 

i The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
resolution was a to. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division. 

Before the count by division was announced, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 56, not 


voting 126; as follows: 
= YEAS—172. 
A Cousins, Harris, Linton, 
Aldrich, Ala. Crowther, man, Long, 
Anderson, Crump, Heatwole, Low, 
WS, Hen Mahon, 
Arn R.L Curtis, Kans. Henry, Conn. 
Baker, N.Y. Hepburn, M Mass. 
Baker, Md. 7 ermann, McCleary, Minn. 
Baker, N. Daniels, Hicks, McCor: 
Barham, peT Hilborn, 1 
Bell, Colo. Dolliver. Hi 1 
Bennett. Doolittle, Hooker, Miller, Kans. 
Bing! Dovener, Hopkins, Miller, W. Va. 
Bishop, Dow A Howe, Mün 
Black, N. Y. Eddy, Howell, Minor, 
Blue, Ellis, ubbard, Mondell, 
Boutelle, Evans, Hulick, oody, 
Brewster, Fairchild, H 25 Morse, 
Broderick, Faris, Hall, 
Brom Fenton, Hunter, Northway, 
ang Fase ved) Hurley, oa 
‘owler, e, en, 
ie 5 sa e 
Bu ibson, ohnson, Cal. yne, 
Te GE, B 85 
8 7 em. 
Burto n, . Griffin Riba Pit er 
Chickering, Griswold, Knox, Poole.” 
Clark, Mo. Grow, Lacey, Powers, 
Coffin, Hadley, ee frm quiet 
Colson, N ever, „ 
Cook. Wis. e e Leisenring, — Rey burn. 
rman, „ 
Corliss, % Leonard, Robinson, Pa. 


Royse, Sou Van Voor 
Sauerhering, Spalding, Tawney, Watson, Ons 
Scranton, Sperry, Tayler, illis, 
Shafroth, Stewart, Wis. Towne, Wilson, Idaho 
Sherman, Stone, W. A. well, ilson, A 
Simpkins, Strong, v. Wilson, O. 
Snover, Sulloway, U: ograff, ood, 

Tg, S r. Van Horn, Woodman. 

=a NAYS—56. 
Abbott, Culberson, d. Russell, Ga. 
Allen, Miss. De Arm McClellan, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Denny, Settle, 
Bartlett, Ga. Spencer, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Ellett, Va. Laurin, 8 
Bell, Tex. Elliott, McRae, Strait, 
Buck, E eredith, Strowd, N.O. 
Catchings, Hall, es, Tal 
Clardy. Harrison, Money, Tate, 
Cockrell, Hendrick, Ogden, Terry, 
Cooper, Fla. ones, tey, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, r, ens, Turner, Va. 
Cox, Linney, Patterson, Williams, 
Crisp, ttle, Pendleton, Yoakum. 

a NOT VOTING—126. 
Acheson, letcher, Mahany, Stahl 
Aitken, Foote, Meal! Tenn. S m 
Aldrich, Foss, McClure, Steele, 
Allen, U Gamble, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson, 
Apsley. Goodwyn, McEwan, Stewart, N. q. 
Arnold. Pa. Grosvenor, MeMillin, Stone, C. 
Atwood, Grout, Meyer, Strode, Nebr. 
Avery, 4 Millike 8 
Babcock, y, Miner, N. Y. Tho 
Bailey, Moses, Thorpe, 
Barrett, teh. Mozley, Treloar, 
Bartholdt, Heiner, Pa. 12 . Tucker, 
Beach, 3 Neill, 7 
Belknap, Henry, I Newlan nderwood, 
Berry, Howard, Overst Wadsworth, 
Black, Ga. Huff, Pearson, Walker, Mass, 
Bowers, Hutcheson, Price, alker, Va. 
Calderhead, Johnson, Ind. Prince, alsh, 
Clark. Iowa Johnson, N. Dak. Raney, Wanger, 
Clarke, endall, Ray, Warner, 
Cobb, Kiefer, W. 
Coddin Kulp, Robertson, Watson, Ind. 
Cooke, Kyle, Rusk, We 
Cooper, Wis. Latimer, Russell, Conn. Wheeler, 
Cowen, Lawson, Shannon, White, 
Se Livingston, Shurord, Wilsons 0 
„Iowa o; m, 8. 
Danford, Lockhart, Skinner. Woodard, 
Ne, Koudemslager, mit Mion, Weight 
2 uu . mith, 

DDES Maddox, Southwick, 
Fi i Spar 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 


Mr. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON., 

Mr. PRINxck with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana with Mr. BLACK of Georgia, 

Mr. HeMENway with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Hvurr with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Surrg of Michigan with Mr. BERRY, 

Mr. MozLxx with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. DocKERY. 

For this day: 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. HUTCHESON, 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. Copping with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr. Harca with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

On this question: 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have my 
name recorded if I can have it done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT in the chair). 
Was pe gentleman in the at the time and failed to hear his 
name 
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Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I was present, though not on the floor. 
I was in the for a moment when my name was ed. I 
would like to vote in the affirmative. Á 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the Chair can not 
entertain the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Idesire to withdraw my vote, 
being paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and not knowing how he would 
vote on this question, I desire to withhold my vote. I should vote 
in the affirmative if he were present. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I have been paired with the gen- 
tleman from Texas, Mr. BAILEY, for some time. I do not know 
whether he is aware of the fact that I have returned or not. I 
voted in the affirmative on this question, but under the circum- 
stances, as he is not t, will withdraw my vote. 


Mr. GAMBLE. 8 er, I was unavoidably absent when 
the roll was called. IfI been present, I should have voted in 
the affirmative. I expected to have returned in time to cast my 


vote for the resolution. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a con- 


ference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Nn See of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1904), an act to regulate mar- 
riages in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free conference 
pare agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

lows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same. 


CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
JAS. MoMILLAN. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is there a statement accompanying the re- 


rt? 

Por. CURTIS of Iowa. No; it is unnecessary. The Senate re- 
cedes from its disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. Has this been acted upon by the Senate? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It has been. 

I will say for the information of the House that the conference 
report recommends that the Senate recede from the disagreement 
to the amendment of the House; or it was agreed in conference 
that that would be the report of the Senate conferees. This re- 
port simply sets forth the fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the Senate, as I understand it, has receded 
from its action and has concurred in the House amendments, it 
is not 8 to take any further action here. 

Mr. CUR of Iowa. I think none is necessary except that I 
am simply submitting a report under instructions from the con- 
ference committee to show what was done. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it needs no action. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The two Houses are brought together? 

ae of Iowa. The two Houses are brought precisely 

er. 
e SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the report will be 
considered as accepted. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have a conference report. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the gentleman 
from Texas, Mr. Kleberg, sworn in. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the resolution which I hold in my hand 
may be considered. It will take only a moment. 

r. BOUTELLE. The matter presented by the gentleman is 
no more a privileged matter than one I am calling up. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
calls for the order. 

Mr. BING I have a conference report. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask leave, before the regular order is taken 
up, that this gentleman be sworn in. 

The SP. The regular order has been called. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose the swearing in of a member isa 
question of the highest privilege. 

The SP . But this is a case which requires unanimous 
consent of the House to have the member sworn in. It can not 
be done races D7 unanimous consent in this case. 

Mr. HOO . I understood the gentleman from Maine that 
he would give way to permit me to offer a resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was on the floor and that the matter which he desired to 


t was the regular order; that it was a conference report, and 
ence I gave way. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. Task 
to di with the reading of the report, and I will make a brief 
statement, which will, I think, dispose of the matter. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the conference re- 
port. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the information 
of the House that the conference report now to be acted upon was 
duly considered and agreed to by the House on the 25th of April 
last, in all of its details save two paragraphs. The Senate non- 
concurred in the action of the House, for the reason that after the 

rt had been made to the res ive bodies it was discovered 
with reference to the judicial district of the State of South Carolina 
that the committee had reached a conclusion not warranted by the 
law, in so far as they had failed to use the words of the existin: 
statute with reference to the disposition of the as Wi 
as the district attorney for the district of South Carolina. It was 
simply the using of the word“ division“ where the word “ dis- 
trict” should be used, so that the amendment would read: 

For the eastern and western districts of the district— 

We used the word “ division“ 
of the district of South Carolina, $1,500, $2,500 of which shall be for the per- 
formance of the duties of the district attorney for the western district. 

It was simply a change in that one word, and the framing of 
the sentence so as to be consistent with the statute. That also 
runs with reference to the marshal. 

The other paragraph of change is in reference to amendment 99, 
for 10 examiners, to constitute a board of examiners of surveys, at 
$2,000 each, the appointment to be certified to the Civil Service 
Commission, $20,000. That was a Senate amendment. The Sen- 
ate recedes from the amendment in this agreement, for the reason 
that after examination it is found to be a subject covering so 
much ground that it was deemed wise to postpone it for future ex- 
maine and legislative action. If there are no inquiries, Mr, 

peaker 

Mr. HENDERSON, I should like to ask the gentleman from 
E have you agreed entirely on all matters of dif- 
erence 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; this is simply a modification of a report 
which was presented to the House on April 25. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is simply for the correction of phraseology 
stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BING I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move a further insistence on the di 
ment of the House to the remaining amendments of the Senate, 
and that the House ask for a further conference, 

The motion of Mr. BINGHAM was agreed to. 


HENRY T. BAKER. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

ene cone een of a joint resolution which I send to the 

erk's j 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood that when the House adjourned 
with a question ding 

The 8 Does the gentleman call it up? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not desire to interfere with any matter 
that will take but a short time. 

Mr. HOOKER. This will only take a few moments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There are other tlemen here who desire 
unanimous consent. I should like to have some idea about how 
much time is likely to be taken up? I do not want to interfere 
with any matter that can be di of briefly. 

Mr. HOOKER. This is ve ief indeed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish simply to state that I shall not deem 
it proper to assent to requests for unanimous consent for any great 
length of time, because this important matter must be di of. 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HOOKER] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolu- 
tion which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet Henry T. Baker. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives oF the United States of 
America in 6 That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
cadet to fill the 


his 
March 7, 1896, with the same standing, rights, and pri ones in 
asif such 5 had not been fen — ‘Provided, hat he shall aoe 
receive pay while out of the service. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 
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Mr. BAILEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear an 


lanation. 
me HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, six years ago this young man 
was appointed a cadet upon his application to the President, being 


one the ten appointees given by the Secretary of the Navy. 
He served, and was at the Academy for four years, took his ex- 
aminations, passed a creditable examination, and then took his 
two years at sea. He returned about the 1st of March this year. 
Some would-be friends of his advised him to resign, wanting him 
to go into the employ of a shipbuilding concern; and, acting sg 
their advice, he resigned, which was done on the 6th or 7th day 
of March of this year, and the resignation was accepted by the 
Secretary of the Navy. The young man came from my district. 
He came to me on Friday of last week and stated the circum- 
stances. I went with him to the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Secretary stated to us that, inasmuch as the resignation had been 
accepted, he had no power to give him any relief, and that the 
only relief he could get would be through a resolution of Con- 

, and the resolution was prepared by the Secretary of the 

avy. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is all the more reason why I would object 
to it—— 

Mr. HOOKER. But, the gentleman will bear with me, the 
making of this appointment does not interfere with any other. 
This young man is nearly through his course, and all that he has 
to dois simply to take his examination, which will occur next 
week. It does not interfere with any other appointment through- 
out the country, because the vacancy has already been created, 
which will be filled by an appointment next fall, and I hope the 
gentleman will not object. young man has passed a very 
creditable examination. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And has completed his studies? 

Mr. HOOKER. He has completed his studies. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is simply a case where a young man re- 
signs one place to accept a better one, and failing to get the better 
one, he wants to take the other one back. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is true in some respects, but he is so young 
that I hope the gentleman will not insist on objecting. 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall not object to the consideration, but shall 
vote against the passage of the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER., Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; 5 engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House now that Mr. Rudolph Kleberg, successor of Mr. Crain, 
may be sworn in as a member of this House. I send up a certifi- 
cate of the State officers, : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that Mr. Kleberg, a member-elect from Texas, be 
sworn in, and sends up the following communication to be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE, STATE OF TEXAS, 
Austin, April 27, 1898. 

DEAR SIR: Some days we sent you a telegram in reference to the spe- 
cial election held in the Eleventh district of this State on the 7th instant to 
fill the vacancy caused 17 the death of Hon. William H. Crain; but, being re- 
quested to do so, this written statement is forwarded. Although the election 
re now in the office of the secre of state, can not opened and 
coun until forty days after said election, including tho said day, we can 
state upon general and reliable unofficial information t Rudolph Kleberg, 
of Dewitt County, Tex., has received a plurality of votes over his two com- 

titors and all other candidates or persons voted for in said election, and 
Saat eg doubt is elected to fill the unexpired term, and there is no contest 


no probability of such. 
Very r yy C. A. CULBERSON, 
Governor of Texas. 
ALLISON MA LD, 
Secretary of State. 
M. M. CRANE. 


‘Attorney-General. 
Hon. THOMAS B. REED, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do those parties who sign the communication 
constitute the canvassing board of Texas? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There can be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. Kleberg then appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath prescribed by law. 

VESSELS PROPELLED BY GAS, NAPHTHA, OR ELECTRIC MOTORS. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1646) providing for certain 


requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or elec- 
tric motors. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York whether the words all vessels so propelled” 
yona not force naphtha launches of any size to employ an engi- 
neer 

Mr. BENNETT. I believe it does not, as I understand it to 
mean vessels of over 15 tons burden that are used for hire shall 
comply with the rules and regulations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and that all vessels of whatever tonnage should obey the 
rules of the road. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This applies only to boats propelled by the 
naphtha power when engaged in carrying freight and passengers, 


and not pleasure? 

Mr. BENNETT. No; not pleasure boats. Vessels of over 15 
tons burden that are used for hire shall comply with the rules and 
l of the Treasury Department. 

r. BINGHAM. Of what kind? 


Mr. DINGLEY. It does not apply to pleasure boats? 
paar: BENNETT. It means for carrying passengers, as a ferry- 

at. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This bill ought to be amended. I have had 
several letters from parties owning these small launches on ponds 
and lakes, who complain that this will subject them to a great 
deal of inconvenience. 

Mr. BENNETT. This bill will be misunderstood by members 
conflicting it with the bill H. R. 4442, a bill that was presented by 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

a SA TERS ze Speaker, this is 2 pe that imay affect a 
great many e and put a great many to inconvenience. 

Mr. BENNETT, I can assure the gentleman that this bill as 
amended has passed the Senate, and is one that is generally ac- 
ceptable. The bill has already been passed upon by the Senate, 
and was amended in the Senate to comply with the request made 
by Senator FRYE. 

Mr. LOUD. I would ask the gentleman if this provides restric- 
tions for those vessels that do not now comply with the regula- 
tions that are prescribed for vessels propelled by steam? 

Mr. BENNETT. It allows them considerably more latitude. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I would like to know why it should not 


Pass. 

Mr. BENNETT. L see no reason why it should not pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has this bill been reported by a committee of 
the House? 

Mr. BENNETT. It has been reported by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I understand the gentleman to say 
that this bill a ee only to boats of over 15 tons? 

; 3 5 BENNETT. Yes; and to those only when they are used 
or hire. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to obstruct 
the 1 bill or to injure its position in any way, but I 
would like to have it go over until to-morrow, so that I can exam- 
ine it. I have received thirty or forty letters in relation to this 
character of 1 

Mr. BENNETT. I can assure the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that the bill (Senate bill No. 1646) which has received the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce is the bill that was revised and amended according to 
the suggestions that were made to the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce, of which Senator FRYE is chairman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
pleasure craft are protected under the bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. They are. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I do not object to the consideration of 
the bill at this time. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, asked for 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CARTER, Mr. DUBOIS, and 
Mr. Berry as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 
Taylor from December 2, 1864; 

bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; and 
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A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across Arkansas River, connecting 
Little Rock and Argenta. 


PETER RAFFERTY. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pen- 
sion of Peter Rafferty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena etc., That the woreda Seed the Interior be, and he is hani 
authorized and directed to propeny p ce the name of Peter Rafferty, la 
private in Company B, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
on ee pension roll and to pay him $45 per month, the same to be in lieu 

Spo. 
sage. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended amendments as 
follows: 

Line 4, strike out the word 8 

Line 7, strike out the same to be paid.” 

Lines 8, 9, and 10, strike out of per month, upon certificate No. 12469." 

Strike out section 2. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

On motion of Mr. SULZER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
on the legislative, executive, and judicial 1 bill Mr. 
BINGdHAM, Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee, and Mr. DocKERY. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call for the 
it a order, 

SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The regular 
order is the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I find by the RECORD that an 
arrangement was made yesterday afternoon that the pending 
proposition in regard to the naval appropriation bill should come 
up this morning, at which time the would decide who was 
entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the original motion 
made in the matter now before the House was the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which was that the House should nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. If a vote were to be taken upon that 8 
and it were decided in the Bow faery the Chair would announce 
that the House had concu: with the Senate. Consequently, 
the motion made by the gentleman from Texas . SAYERS] is 
simply a preferential method of putting the question, favored 
cause it is supposed to look toward an agreement between the 
two Houses. e Chair thinks that that rule, which is a rule of 
ordinary parliamentary law, has little if anything to do with the 

uestion as to who has control of the matter, and the custom of 
the House is so invariable, as well as so entirely suitable, so well 
founded in good sense, that the committee in charge of the bill 
shall continue in charge ot it until an adverse vote on the part of 
the House, that the ir can not see that the making of this 

referential motion makes any change in that aspect of the case. 
The Chair therefore thinks that the gentleman from Maine (Me. 
BourkLLE] in charge of the bill has charge of it until there 1 
be some adverse vote on the part of the House. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand that the pending question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Texas . SAYERS], to con- 
cur with the Senate, as an amendment to my motion to non- 
concur. 

The SPEAKER. Not as an amendment, but as a preferential 
motion, a motion that is entitled to precedence. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I Will ask the gentleman from Texas how 
much time he desires to occupy in favor of his motion. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are two or three gentlemen who would 
like to speak briefly on the motion, and if we can have an agree- 
ment for forty minutes’ debate on each side I think that will be 
. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think, Mr. Speaker, that if the matter is 
to be debated at all, one hour on a side is as little as we ought to 


have. > 

Mr. SAYERS. Allright. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine proposes that the 
debate on the pending motion be limited to one hour on each side, 
and asks unanimous consent to that effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, an hour on a side may not be 
enough, and it may be too much. I should be content with an 
agreement for an hour on a side with the understanding—of course 
uot a binding agreement, but an implied understanding—that 


9. 


nsion now paid him of $24 per month, upon certificate . 
25 That ay Ee 12 after its pas- 


this act shall take effect and be in force on and 


when that time has expired if the House should desire further dis- 
cussion it can be had. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not seeany particular object in making 

such an agreement at this time. 
* Mr. CANNON. I do.not desire to make an ment, but I 
should like to have an understanding to that effect. I think it 
apt likely that an hour on each side will prove to be sufficient. 
If the gentleman will let the debate run for an hour on a side, and 
then test 5 of the House 

Mr. BO I suggest that the vote be taken on ordering 
the previous question at the expiration of the two hours. 

The SP R. The gentleman from Maine proposes that at 
the end of two hours, one-half of Which shall be controlled by 
each side, the previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BOUT. Not that it shall be considered as ordered, 
but I give notice that I will move the previous question at the 
expiration of two hours, so that then the House can act as it sees 
fit about closing the debate. 

The SPE R. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that there be two hours’ debate, one-half on either side, 
and gives notice that at the end of the two hours he will move 
the previous question. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose the gentleman from Texas would 
like to be heard on his po sition. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,when Ishall haveconsumed twenty 
minutes the Chair will please let me know. 

Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the House I believe 
the facts which I, in connection with others, will be able to submit 
will induce a majority of the members present to support the mo- 
tion to concur. This is purely a business and by no means a 
litical question, and if a political discussion should be developed 
it will because gentlemen who may engage in it will not con- 
tent themselves with discussing the question directly involved in 
the motion, but prefer to divert the minds of members from the 
real matter in issue for the purpose probably of having the motion 
to concur voted down. 

This is not the time, Mr. Speaker, for either side to engage in 
a discussion as to the appropriations of the present Congress as 
compared with the appropriations of 8 Congresses. My 
effort shall be directed entirely to calling the attention of the 
House to the prospective condition of the ury and also to the 
. already passed by the House and to the demands 
that will rest upon the Treasury because of the contract obliga- 
tions that have been placed upon some of the bills. 

I wish it to be distinctly understood that I am not criticising 
the great body of the specific appropriations that have been made 
at the present session. The appropriation bills themselves, inde- 
pendent of the contracts which some of them carry, are, in m 
judgment, fair and reasonable, and can not be considered as at all 
extravagant. I allude especially to the bills which have been re- 

rted from the Committee on Appropriations, and only 

om a general knowledge of the bills which have been reported 
from other committees. 


The Secretary of the Treasury in his report to the present ses- 


sion of this Congress estimates the revenues for the next fiscal 
year as amounting to $464,793,120.75. This sum is the total of the 
estimated revenues which will accrue to the Treasury during the 
fiscal year beginning the ist day of July next. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That includes the postal revenue. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does. Starting with the fact that $464,793,- 
120.75 will constitute our total revenues for the coming fiscal year, 
we find that the appropriations which have already passed the 
House amount to $336,025,250.88—not including the estimated sum 
of $3,000,000 appropriated in an indefinite form on the river and 
harbor bill to purchase the Monongahela works. If we add to 
this sum the permanent annual appropriations for 1897, $119,054,- 
160, the different classes of appropriations, annual and permanent, 
will amount to $505,079,410.88 as against $464,793,120.75 which 
will come into the Treasury as revenue during the next fiscal year. 

It is fair to say, Mr. Speaker, that of these permanent appropri- 
ations, amounting to $119,054,160, $50,000,000 is estima’ as a 
sinking fund. It has been the custom for years, I believe, begin- 
ning with the Administration of Mr. Harrison, not to set aside 
the sinking fund, upon the theory that in previous years so many 
bonds had been purchased and retired that the sum total of those 
bonds so purchased and retired would be for years largely in ex- 
cess of the sinking fund required to be set apart under the law; 
and for the further reason that the reyenues were declining and 
that there was not a sufficiency in the Treasury to meet the cur- 
rent expenditures of the Government and at the same time to 
provide for the sinking fund. If we exclude the sinking fund 
$50,000,000—we then have $455,079,410.88 as probable current 
expenditures, which is but $9,713,709.87 less than will be the 

robable current revenues if the appropriations shall be lim- 
ited to the bills as they have passed the House and not increased 
at all—and that, too, entirely without reference to the contracts. 
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Now, let gentlemen bear in mind that, taking the appropriations, 


excluding contracts, that have passed the House, and including 
permanent appropriations, without the sinking fund, there will be 
a working balance of only $9,713,709.87, comparing current appro- 
iations with current revenues. Nor have I included certain and 
ge deficiencies which must certainly be appropriated for at the 
next session of this Con, 5 

Mr. DINGLEY. And that on the assumption that the revenue 
will prove to be as large as estimated? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. Speaker, let us see what has been done in the way of appro- 
priations at the present session, A fortification bill has been 

I think that it was a fair bill. I am not here to criticise 

t. I gave it mysupport, both in the committee and in the House. 

But I wish to call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that in 

that bill as it passed the House is contained authority to make 

contracts amounting to $5,542,276, which amount was over and 
above the appropriation actually made. The river and harbor 
bill as it the House carries an actual appropriation of 
_ $10,453,860, besides an indefinite appropriation to purchase the 

Monongahela works, estimated at not less than $3,000,000, and in 

addition it carries contracts amounting to $51,741,210.91. 

The naval bill, that now under consideration, appropriates as 
it passed the House $31,647,239.95, and in addition to that amount 
of actual appropriation contracts are authorized, including the 
specified limit of cost of ships and three-fifths thereof for arma- 
ment, amounting to $26,680,000. So that, ponder ese we have, 
in addition to the specific appropriations y made by the 
House, $386,025,250.88, the further sum of $86,963,486.91 in the 
form of authorized contracts and an indefinite appropriation, all 
on three bills—the fortification, naval, and river and harbor bills. 

I have given only the figures as taken from the bills when they 

assed the House. Of course they may be increased or diminished 

fore their final enactment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen, Republicans and Democrats 
and Populists alike, is it wise for us to authorize these immense 
contracts to burden the revenues of the Government not only for 
the next vear, but for one, two, and three years to come? That is 
the proposition now before us. It isa proposition that has no 
politics in it whatever. It should bea purely business matter for 

«this House to take hold of and to solye—whether or not it will 
impose on the Treasury more than $86,000,000 in addition to the 
e ee annual and specific appropriations, and to the permanent 
appropriations, and to the contracts already subsisting and author- 
ized by previous Congresses. x i 

It must be borne in mind that public buildings have been here- 
tofore authorized and are still uncompleted, and that there are 
river and harbor contracts yet to be finished. These must also be 
provided for. : 

But as to the pending bill. Itcarries an 1 amount- 
ing to $12,779,183 for the increase of the Navy. That is every 
ler it provides for that purpose. The Secretary of the Navy 
informs us that of that amount $9,522,833 will be required for the 
ships heretofore authorized and now in progress of construction. 
But that is not all. He also says that in addition to this amount 
the further sum of $8,571,796 will be required for the ships already 
authorized before they can be put in commission. ‘herefore, 
the $12,779,000 which the bill carries falls short of completing the 
ships already authorized in the sum of $5,315,496. there is 
carried on this bill for the construction of ships authorized by 
the bill not a dollar of specific appropriation, though the appro- 
priation is in such a form that it may be used for the ships so 
authorized. 

But what is the present condition of the Navy? Since 1884 we 
have constructed and put into commission 41 vessels of all classes; 
and in addition to that 24 vessels are now in progress of construc- 
tion, and 1 vessel has not yet been begun. So the number of ves- 
sels that have been authorized amounts to 66, and the total appro- 

riations heretofore made for this purpose have been more 
102,000,000. 

Mr. HALL. How far does that go back? 

Mr. SAYERS. To 1884. The number of vessels that I have 
mentioned includes only what is denominated the new Navy. 

Mr. HALL. Does it include all other classes of vessels, or only 
the battle ships? 

Mr. SAYERS. It includes all kinds of vessels, battle ships, 
cruisers, torpedo boats, gunboats, and so on. 

Mr. CU. GS. And tugboats? 

Mr. SAYERS. It includes everything. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Do J understand the gentleman to say that 


it includes tugboats? 

Mr, SAYERS. No; the gentleman did not understand me to 
8a t. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If my friend will allow me, he will find 


that they are included in the schedule as belonging to the naval 
branch of the Government, 


Mr. SAYERS. Upon examination of the list I have I find that 
I was mistaken and that the list includes five tugs. 

In addition to the new ships Congress has authorized an in- 
crease, from 8,250 men and so gn in the Navy, to 10,000 men 
and apprentices, and the pending bill authorizes the further in- 
crease of 1,000 men, bringing the strength of the Navy up to 
11,000. The Marine Corps has been already increased from 1,500 
to 1,600 men; and the bill as passed by both Houses authorizes the 
further increase to 2,026 men for the Marine Corps and 74 addi- 
tional tty officers and musicians. 

Mr. ' That is correct. But I wish the gentleman 
had stated it the other way, as his mode of putting it might create 
a wrong impression upon the minds of the House. He says that 
the number has been increased to 2,026, which might convey a 
wrong impression. The total increase has only been 500, 

Mr. SAYERS, Well, if the statement be correct, I do not see 
why it should not be stated as [have done. 

r. BOUTELLE. Certainly not; except the impression might 
be created in the mind of some one that we have increased it 2,000, 
whereas the increase is only 500. 

Mr. SAYERS. This increase, Mr. S , of 3,250 men of the 
personnel of the Navy and the Marine Corps means a fixed annual 
charge of about $3,000,000 a year for their pay and maintenance. 

But, sir, battle ships are expensive institutions. The cost of 
running one during a single year is very heavy. For maintain- 
ing and running the New York, for ins oad the fiscal year 
ended June 30,1895, $488,101.41 was expended. The cost of main- 
taining and running the Columbia during the same year was 
$313,421.35; and of the Philadelphia $289,747.73; so that gentlemen 
of the House may understand that the . required for 
the construction of the vessels is not all the cost involved, enor- 
one as it is, but that a vast sum is required to keep them in con- 
stant use. 

With this statement, Mr. Speaker, I submit the question to this 
House whether or not it would be better to accept the Senate 
amendment, which provides for the construction of two vessels 
instead of four, and by vessels I mean two battle ships, involving 
as they do such enormous expenditure of money? 

Let us for a moment consider their cost. The Indiana has just 
been completed. Her total cost, she being a vessel of 10,288 tons, 
from the commencement of her construction until she was commis- 
sioned for service, was $6,172,786.15. So that these four vessels 
that the House authorized in this bill, if no better contracts 
should be made than for the construction of the Indiana, will cost 
over $24,000,000. 

Mr. COX. at, I understand, is the complete ship; the total 
cost of the vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the complete vessel, and her entire cost, 
from the time her construction began until she was put into com- 
mission, $6,172,786.15, This sum of $24,000,000 and over the Treas- 
ury must provide for for four battle ships alone. It is true, Mr. 
Speaker, that it will take some three years to build these ships; 
but that will make $8,000,000 a year for four ships; and when it 
be taken into consideration the fact that there are public build- 
ings all over this country which have been authorized, and which 
are now in progress of construction, that are to be completed also; 
that there are works on rivers and harbors which are in pr 
of construction, and for which contracts have already been made, 
which must be provided for; that there are ships already author- 
ized by Congress, and they, too, are in 8 of construction, 
which must be pora for in addition to the $12,779,000 appro- 
priated in this bill, it becomes a very serious question as to how 
the Treasury Department can meet these ork mands. 

Can Congress go to its relief, beginning with the first day of the 
next fiscal year? Suppose that a law should be enacted to increase 
the revenues at the next session of this Congress. Such alaw 
certainly could not operate in time to bring revenue sufficient to 
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government and at the same 
time meet these onerous contracts and burdens which are imposed 
upon the Treasury. 

Mr. S er, I appeal to 3 to lay aside all questions 
and feelings of a political c r, taking hold of the pending 
question as a purely business proposition, and ask themselves as 
to whether or not, under the circumstances, 4 battle ships and 15 
gunboats should be authorized at the present session. 

Mr. COX. How many vessels are now under construction which 
are not completed? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are 24 in progress of construction that 
have not been completed, and one vessel not begun. 

Mr. HALL. Do you mean that there are 24 battle ships? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. The gentleman asked me how 
many vessels, There are 24 vessels, 

Mr. COX. My question was how many vessels, and I under- 
stand there are 24 now under construction, and that one is not 
commenced. 

Mr. SAYERS, One has not been commenced, 
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Mr. HALL. That includes torpedo boats, does it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; it includes such boats, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand if the House agrees to your 
motion to concur it will reduce the liabilities of this bill a little 
more than $12,000,000? 

Mr. SAYERS. A little more than $12,000,000. There are 5 
battleships, the Kearsarge, the Kentucky, the Towa, Massachusetts, 
and the gon; 1 monitor, the Puritan; 4 cruisers, the Brooklyn, 
the Helena, the Wilmington, and the Nashville; 6 gunboats and 7 
pd ee boats, now in progress of construction, The Secretary 
of the Navy says that it will require every cent of the $12,779,133 
carried in this bill and $5,315,496 more before these vessels which 
I have named can be completed and put in commission. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state to the gentleman that he is not 
quite accurate there. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I shall be glad to hear the 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Secretary of the Navy 


that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill read what the Secretary of the Navy says. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Secretary of the Navy distinctly says 
that the $12,779,000 did not apply to these vessels that are now 
under construction, but only a portion of that sum, some $9,000,- 
000 of the amount carried by the House bill, is applied to the com- 
pletion of the vessels now under construction or authorized, and 

256,000 —1 think that is the amount of the sum carried in the 
bill as it the House-—will be applied to the construction of 
the vessels as authorized in the House bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let ussee what the Secretary of the Navy says. 
I will read the letter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I have his letter here. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I 88 1 the gentleman was furnished with a 
copy of the letter which I hold in my hand. 

. BOUTELLE. Well, I know the fact. I did not need the 

copy. I knewit before the gentleman called for the information. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will it. > 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am supposed to have paid some attention 
to the details of these matters. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading)— 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 5, 1896. 
Sim: In zeny to your telegram, which reads as follows: “ How much is 


mtleman. 


required to appropriated to complete, including armament, vessels for 
the Navy autho’ 5 to this Gongress? Would amount in pending 
naval bill ¢ by House for ‘increase of the Navy - 


$12,779,000) as pamos com 
plete and arm said vessels? If not, approximately how much additional to 
said will be required?” 

This is the answer of the Secretary of the Navy: 

Thave the honor to state that the total amount of $12,779,133, yg riated 


in the naval appropriation bill as it passed the House, under ead of 
* ad by Oo of the Navy,” is not to be charged against the ships already author- 


prior to this one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly asI stated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave no doubt that the Secretary of the Navy 
and the gentleman from Maine are in complete sympathy in the 
effort to get these four ships. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not exchanged a word with him on 
the subject—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope that the gentleman will not take my 


time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Texas that the thirty minutes have expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will take five or ten minutes more. 

Mr. MILES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish gentlemen to pay attention to this part 
of the letter: 

Of said sum $9,522,833 was the amount estimated for by the Department to 


be expended d the coming fiscal on the ships already authorized, 
leaving, therefore, the sum of $3, as the 8 appropriated in the 
House to be expended on the new ships authorized in the same. 

Now, listen 


Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, but the gentleman did not state it all. I 
think I ought to have sworn him to tell the truth and the whole 
truth. Ido not think he told the whole truth. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I told all I had time to tell. 

1 pn: SAYERS (continuing). Not if you had a copy of this 
etter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, let us see. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading)— 

In addition to this sum of $9,522,833 appropriated in the House bill for the 
completion, including armament, of all ships hitherto authorized, the follow- 
ing sums will be required to complete said ships. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Did not the gentleman understand that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. So did I. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish the House to understand it. 

Mr. COX. Now, let us see how much he says will be required. 


XXVIII— 304 


oes not state | hoa 


Mr. SAYERS (reading): 


For hulls and machinery „4„4„„4„„U“n none $+, 500,000 

For armor and armament.. — 4,021,796 

For equipment . — 50, 
e ede a E a S a a 8, 571, 796 


Mr, BOUTELLE. That is to complete these vessels after this 

ear. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is just exactly what I said. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what I was trying to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this shows that if every dol- 
lar that is 8 by the present bill should be used for the 
construction of ships already authorized by Congress, there would 
still be needed $5,315,496 in order to complete them. Notwith- 
standing this we are asked to authorize 4 battle ships, to cost,in 
round numbers, if they are to be equal to the battle ship to which 
Thave called attention, over $24,000,000, besides 15, I believe, smaller 


ts. 
= Mr. HALL, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

ion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL. You sta a moment that there was an in- 
crease in the personnel of the Navy of 3,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. r 

Mr. HALL. I want toknowif that means an absolute increase, 
or does it authorize the Secretary of the Navy, in an emergency, 
to call in certain men? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the Ay ghar from 
Missouri that in my judgment if this bill should become law, 
there will not be by a thousand sailors and marines sufficient 
to properly man the vessels which have been authorized when 
they shall have been putin commission. Congress can not prevent 
this increase. It must on. It must provide for additional 
men; and not only for additional men, Mr. Speaker, but it must 
also provide for additional officers, in order to command and man 
these ships. if they are to be run. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALL. I want to make this point clear for the House. 
We provide that the Secretary of the Navy shall be authorized to 
call a certain number of men into service in an emergency. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL. You have said that for the payment of the men 
now on the list it would cost $3,000,000 a year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HALL. Now, then, my colléague from Missouri [Mr, 
Dockery] stated that your motion was to strike out $12,000,000. 
Your motion is not to strike out $12,000,000, but a motion to strike 
out $3,256,260. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us see, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman is 
correct. Ido not want to get between the two gentlemen from 
Missouri. The gentleman from Missouri spon my left [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] is amply able to sustain himself. But I believe that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] was correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I used the word liabilities. 

Mr. HALL. You intended to include what you understood the 
expense would be of these vessels eventually. 

r. SAYERS (to Mr. HALL). Does the gentleman say that it 
is only $3,000,000? 

Mr. HALL. Three million two hundred and fifty-six thousand 
two hundred and sixty dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman say that it will take only 
the sum named by him to complete these two vessels and put them 
in commission? 

Mr. HALL. Of course not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then why does he make such a statement? 

Mr. HALL. You are attacking this appropriation bill, and I 
say that this appropriation bill carries the amount I have stated 
for the purpose of starting the construction of these two battle 


ships. 
r. SAYERS. Does the bill so state? 

Mr. HALL, In substance, yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not the bill indefinite, and can not the Secre- 
tary of the Navy apply all of this money, if he pleases, toward 
the construction of the ships already authorized? But what will 
these ships cost? I understood the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
LAEL] to say that it would cost a little over $3,000,000 to complete 
them? 

Mr. HALL. I did not ay that. 

Mr. SAYERS. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. HALL. Isaid that in the next fiscal year, for the purpose 
of making contracts and starting the building of these two ves- 
sels, there was appropriated $3,256,260. 

Mr. SAYERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I do not think 
he made that statement. I may have been mistaken, but I under- 
stood him to convey the impression that it would require only 
about $3,000,000 to complete each of these ships. 

Mr. HALL. I did not mean anything of that kind, 
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Mr. SAYERS. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I acknowledge m 
mistake, but I will say that if these vessels should cost as much ~ 
the Indiana cost—and she is a 10,288-ton ship—it will require 
twice $6,172,786.15 to complete these ships and put them in com- 

ion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Texas, I know, desires 
to be perfectly candid. 

Mr. SAYERS. I try to be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, the gentleman ought to state that 
since the Indiana was built we have contracted for two ships, 
which are now under construction at Newport News, that are 
each 1,000 tons larger than the Indiana, for $2,255,000, whereas 
the contract price of the Indiana was $3,120,000. So that the re- 
duction in the cost of these ships has been very great, 

Mr. HALL. About 33 per cent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. About one-third. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman can not 
only look into the future but can also put a limit to the greed and 
avarice of men, then he can tell us what these ships will cost. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lask the gentleman from Texas which is 
fairer, to make an estimate based upon the prices of five years ago 
or to take the latest bids that have been accepted by the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. When was the Indiana completed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. She was contracted for in 1890. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was she completed? - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. She was contracted for in 1890, and was to 
cost, exclusive of armament, $3,120,000. This year, on the 2d day 
of J N we contracted for two battle ships, larger and finer 
than the Indiana, for $2,255,000 each. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not wish 8 to take up my time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not to occupy the gentleman's 
time if he does not desire the information. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr er, in conclusion, I desire to 
emphasize this proposition. We will most probably have only 
$464,793,120.75 as revenue with which to meet the expenses of 
this Government during the next fiscal year. Leaving out the 
sinking fund entirely, this House has passed 1 in- 
cluding the ent, amounting to $455,079,410.88; $9,713,709.87 
only less than the amount of the estimated revenue for the next 
fiscal year. The appropriation bills have been increased by the 
Senate. Appropriations will continue to be made as long as this 
session lasts, and to the gentlemen who control the legislation of 
this House and who are responsible for it I F ain the question: 
Are they prepared to exact of the Treasury during the coming 
year an expenditure amounting to fully $50,000,000 more than the 
revenues which will accrue during the same period? I am not. 
Ishall vote for the pending motion because, as a pure business 

roposition, it commends itself to my judgment. Mr. Speaker, 
ow much time have I left? - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT). 
has seventeen minutes remaining. ` 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the balance of my time. I will insert 
in the RECORD a list of the vessels that have been completed and 
also those in progress of construction for the information of the 
House. . 

Vessels that have been completed since 1884. 


The gentleman 
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Vessels that have been completed since 1884—Continued. 
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10, 288 

6, 060 
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Gunboat No. 1,000 
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* Practically completed. 

All vessels authorized by Con: are in process of construction, except 
“one swift to o cruiser of about 750 tons lacement“ authorized by 
act of June 30, (Bids for this vessel were all in excess of amount appro- 
pria 
Total cost of maintaining and running and of repairs of the following-named 

vessels for the fiscal year e une so see. z 

Repairs (in- 
Cost of main- |cluded in cost 

Name. tain of maintain- 

ing and ae 
CROWN No cies oct ae canine memos $438, 101. 41 |, 582. 17 
Columbia ae 313, 421. 35 se 130.77 
Philadelphia. — 289, 747, 78 29,370.17 
Paltimore = 253, 123. 60 24.76 
Monterey. 8 171, 562, 35 8,915. 45 
Cincinnati . 191, 191. 90 8,212. 18 
Montgomery - 5 155, 159, 22 8, 927. 51 
ccc (TTT A 306,006. OB: . 


Cost of the U.S. S. Indiana from commencement to date of being commissioned 
Jor service. 
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FCC a E E AN A E 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. S 
would seem a great pity t 
SAYERS], and such ot 
matter, did not indulge in these ‘‘ business” propositions at an 
earlier period in the session. No one can tell what influence for 
peace, good will, and common sense might have been exerted 
upon this House and upon the country if the gentleman from 
Texas and others who assent to his views had arisen here ata 
time when the di ition of Congress and of a large portion of 
the public press might have been fitly described as ‘‘ flamboyant ” 
and had suggested to the representatives of the people that assert- 
ing the ‘‘ primacy” of the great Republic” among the nations 
might cost a few dollars; that if we were to undertake to regulate 
all the South American boundaries and to compose all the dis- 
turbances in the adjacent islands around this iar y sept if we 
were to take a new and ive attitude in regard to the dispo- 
sition of all the great international questions affecting the peop es 
of the earth, it might entail the expenditure of something besides 
resolutions of Congress, and that a dictatorial attitude by a great 
nation might have to run upon — else besides wind. 
Laughter.] I think if the gentleman taken this position 
nen it would have been very timely. 
Now, I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that as a member of this 
House, charged under the rules and by the designation of its pre- 
siding officer with the chairmanship of one of the important 


6, 172, 786. 15 
er, in some aspects of the case it 
t the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
er gentlemen as agree with him in this 
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committees of the House, I felt myself under obligations to consider 
not simply my own views and impressions, but the disposition, 
the manifest pu , the public policy, declared upon the floor of 
this House and in the Senate by such unanimous expression as 
has rarely if ever been known in the history of our legislation. 
The future historian, if he devotes any of his attention to the 
work of the Fifty-fourth Congress in its first session, will cer- 
tainly declare that the dominant spirit was in favor of the assump- 
tion of an aggressive attitude by this country in regard to mat- 
ters beyond our own borders, and that that attitude was asserted 
in a remarkable and emphatic manner. 

That was the condition when the Committee on Naval Affairs 
were e in framing this bill. I make a moderate statement 
when I say that at the time the bill was reported to this House 
recommending authorization for the construction of six battle 
ships it was far within what plainly appeared to be the ve 
desires of members of this House and of the public sentiment” 
voiced by the press. Iam bound in all candor to say that from 
the first session of our committee, throughout our entire delibera- 
tions, we felt pressing upon us an aggressive and belligerent spirit 
on the part of the membership of this House and the other branch 
of Congress that tended to urge even beyond the recommenda- 
tions that we made. > 

Mr.MAHON. Does the gentleman think this House has changed 
its attitude in 25 5 to a strong rh Ai policy? : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust not, so far as the strengthening of 
our Navy is concerned. 

Mr. MAHON. It has not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish the gentleman could give me more 
than his individual assurance. 

Mr. MAHON. The votes will show it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am glad to have this prophecy, and hope 
it will be fully confirmed when the vote is taken. 

I am reminding the House of its attitude when the Committee on 
Naval Affairs brought in this bill. The only question raised on the 
floor of this House when the bill was pending here was whether we 
should authorize six battle ships or four. ere was a great deal 
of Cuba libre” in the air; there was a great deal of Venezuelan 
enthusiasm afloat, and not even my economical friend from Texas 
ventured at that time, when public sentiment was represented 
here to be rising in arms and anxious to embark for some foreign 
shore, not even my friend from Texas made a whispered sugges- 
tion that we had better cut the number of ships down below four. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman say—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am stating the matter to the best of my 
recollection, : 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman state to this House that I 
was in favor of four battle Supel 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, I have to state that as my understand- 
ing. Ihave had no official information that the gentleman was 
opposed to them. 3 ; 

Mr. SAYERS. When the House adjourns, if the gentleman 
will come to me, he will find that I tried to be of material help in 
cutting down the number still lower. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the géntleman say he voted against the 
four battle ships? 

Mr. SAYE Certainly I voted against them, if there was 
any vote on the proposition. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Did you vote against authorizing the four 
battle ships? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not remember that there was any recorded 


vote. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Idonot wish to do the gentleman the slight- 
est injustice—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I state to the gentleman that I can not remem- 
ber now how I voted. 

A MEMBER. There was no division. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I can tell the gentleman how he did not 
vote. He did not vote against the four battle ships. 

Mr.SAYERS. Thegentleman does not know anything about it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I know the record of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. On that question there was no record kept. 
But I will state to the gentleman that I was exceedingly anxious 
that, instead of having four battle ships, there should be but two, 
and I can substantiate what I say by an authority that will be 
satisfactory even to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. BO LLE. Iam speaking of the official action of mem- 
bers of this House, as recorded in a yea-and-nay vote. 

. Mr. SAYERS. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know what the gentleman may have 
said in private, but on the floor of this House I recall no motion 
to cut down the number of these battle ships. I recall no utter- 
ance either on the part of the gentleman from Texas or anybody 
else against them, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Naval Affairs reported a 
bill authorizing the construction of four battle ships. We did that 
as a reasonable recognition of what seemed to us the demands of 


this House, and such as we thought we had reason to believe at 
that time would be acceptable to the other branch of Congress, to 
which I desire to allude with all that awesome respect and ne 
ness which the rules of Congress are supposed to require. I had 
no reason to suppose that in any other place” there would be a 
desire to reduce the number of those ships. The only apprehen- 
sion of the committee and of myself was that in other places” 
as well as here the desire to go beyond the authorization of the 
committee might prevail. 

The gentleman from Texas tells us that it costs some money to 
build ships. Why, sir, I supposed he had discovered long ago 
that a navy, like everything else that is valuable, costs money. 
I realized that when I was being pressed on all sides in favor of 
authorizing six of these battle ships. The gentleman says, as in 
the nature of original information, that we actually enlist men 
and pay them for manning and sailing these ships. I supposed 
that was to be understood. I did not suppose seinen expected 
that we could assume an aggressive attitude toward the greatest 
naval power on the globe and then keep up our pretensions of 
dignity with 8 5 that had neither men nor guns. I supposed it 
was understood by the people of this country that if we under- 
took to establish ourselves as even a respectable naval power 
among the nations of the earth it would cost something. 

Mr. Speaker, what we have already done in this direction has 
cost far less than we anticipated instead of more; and I undertake 
to say that in no direction of the progress of the people of the 
United States in the last twenty-five years have there been such 
splendid results for the same amount of expenditure as have fol- 
lowed the work of rehabilitation of the new American Navy. It is 
a matter of pride to every citizen of America who has any pride in 
his composition that we have a Navy which, while comparatively 
small, is composed of ships that, class for class and ship for ship, 
are the equals, and many of them, as we fondly believe, the supe- 
riors, of any other war vessels afloat. This costssome money. I 
might refer to the record of what this policy has cost. But I under- 
take to say that the pacpie of this country do not regret one dollar 
mee has been expended to build up the new Navy of the United 

tates. 

Now, so far as concerns the question of funds, when we were 
discussing the warlike propositions on this floor I did not hear 
any suggestion from any quarter that considerations of revenue, 
of economy, should deter us from taking extraordinarily positive 
positions in seg bak to questions that were entirely outside the 
ordinary and legitimate business of the people of the United 
States. On the contrary, there was a remarkable display of en- 
thusiasm in asserting thatin spite of all business considerations 
affecting the revenues or the expenditures of the Government we 
should send out declarations to all the world that could only be 
supported and sustained by our possession of at least a respect- 
ably powerful naval force. 

r. Speaker, I have no respect for either nations or individuals 
who go about interfering with the concerns of other people and 
manifesting a domineering spirit in regard to affairs beyond their 
own borders or jurisdiction and at the same time are not willing 
to assume the responsibility or cost of maintaining that assump- 
tion. I do not believe that the Government of the United States 
can afford to plead to-day that economy“ will not permit us to 
follow up our public declarations of policy by proper appropria- 
tions of money to defend our own coast and maintain our own 
honor and dignity in our intercourse with the other nations of the 
world whenever it may be necessary to do so. 

Now, the question as to whether we have available funds or not, 
or whether the revenues are sufficient, is a matter in dispute. I 
have my own idea as to the facts in regard to our financial matters; 
the Democratic Administration has its ideas; and I want to say to 
my friend from Texas that in assisting to formulate legislation on 
an appropriation bill during a Democratic Administration I took 
particular pains to acquaint myself fully with the views of the 
sine arent officials of that Administration as to the propriety as 
wen as the desirability of the expenditure we are proposing to 
make. 

I hold in my hand the printed report of a hearing before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to which we invited the present Sec- 
retary of the Navy, who attended and gave his views on the sub- 
ject. Lasked the Secretary this specific question, and I hope my 
friend from Texas is present and will recognize its pertinence: 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Secretary, you will remember that after the issue of 
your report in December, 1893, in which you recommended the authorization 
of a number of new ships, the President, in his annual me: e, counseled 
Congress to consider the Ba ig condition of the Treasury before increas- 
ing nayal expenditures. ill you kindly state your view as to how far the 


condition of the revenues has improved in regard to justifying a considerable 
authorization of new naval vessels at this session of Congress? 


The Secretary understood very well that the proponon we had 
under consideration was the question of building either four or 
six battle ships. In response to the inquiry he replied: 


Secretary HERBERT. There seems to be no reason to be drawn from the 
condition and prospects of the Treasury against a liberal appropriation for 


4852 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 5, 


new vessels. The Secretary of the estimated in his last annual re- 
port that there would be a deficit of about $17,000,000 at end of the pres- 
ent fiscal year—June 30, 1896. He now thinks that the deficit will be less 

he then estimated. He also estimated on the basis of e laws the reve- 
nues of the Government for the fiscal 1897. His conclusion was that 


there would be a lus for next year of something over $6,900,000—in round 
numbers $7,000,000. Outside of these revenues to come in in 
way, and which the t has estimated as more than suffi- 


cient to meet expenditures, re will be on the Ist of July next, excluding 


the $100,000,000 which the Government attempts always to hold for redemp- 
22... S IA ess DONE of the Teenory TOALINE ws 
Aberal — tor new ships as I have asked for to-day. 

He then favored as high as 4 or 6 battle ships and 15 torpedo 
boats, which we authorized. And, Mr. Speaker, whatever may 
be the opinion of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, I hold 
that the tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is estopped by the 
public official declaration of this head of a Department of an Ad- 
ministration of his own party from pleading poverty here against 
the authorization of expenditures for the construction of vessels 
recommended by his own Secre of the Navy. 

As to this bill and the question of economy which has been sug- 
gested, what are the facts? How extra ta bill is it? Keep 
in mind all the time that the duty of this country and the trend of 
public sentiment on the great questions affecting the relations and 
welfare of our nation, and especially in connection with its atti- 
tude toward foreign nations, have developed conditions which 
have pointed more directly to an increase in our naval establish- 
ment than in any other direction. In asserting a more strenuous 
policy in dealing with questions arising outside of our own terri- 
Trial jurisdiction we necessarily directed the attention of Con- 

and the public to the strengthening of our naval power. 

It is the Navy of the United States which must be depended on 
to maintain the prestige of our country in any controversy with 
a foreign power; and never before in my experience in Congress 
has there 1 — a time when the action of the legislative branches 
and the expressions emanating from the executive branch of the 
Government have assumed so strongly the form of a demand 
upon Congress to strengthen thenaval power of the United States 
as now. And yet this bill, against which the cry of extravagance 
is now raised, carried a less amount in gross as it the House 
this year than the bill that was SERRE the House in the last 
session of Congress—and I hope my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY] will take the figures right down, for I usually speak 
carefully of such matters—this bill that ye are trying to help the 
other branch of Congress to mutilate, that you are condemning 
as extravagant, carried as it the House nearly $200,000 less 
than the aggregate amount that was carried by the bill passed by 
the House year, which was reduced by the Senate for reasons 


I have not time to state. 

That bill as it the House carried $31,807,023.86. This 
bill as it passed the House carried $31,611,034.95. Now, is it not 
an awful increase and extravagance on the part of the Naval 
Committee of this year? : 

In regard to the amount which is devoted expressly to the in- 
crease of vessels: In the House bill—and I will confine my atten- 
tion to that, because I trust that when we get through we shall 
return substantially to the basis of the legislation of the House, 
where appropriations are properly initiated—in the House bill, 
before the Senate committee had it in hand, we provided for the 
increase of the Navy a pros amount of $12,779,133 for construc- 
tion and armament of the new ships of the Navy. 

Now, I address myself to my friend from Missouri [Mr. DocK- 
ERY], because I do not see my other esteemed friend, the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], present. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It might be well for the tleman from 
Maine to address the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] also 
upon the same question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, I assume thatall Republicans are going 
to vote patriotically on this question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend will be impartial in his 
attentions, and will also include the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam not going to waste any ion on 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, use I can 
not doubt that he is imbued with such a spirit of Americanism 
that he will be more likely to want to put on an additional shi 
instead of striking out any. It is my Democratic friends whom 
wish to convert. This House bill provided for $12,779,133 for the 
“increase of the Navy.” Now, how much do you think that was 
increased over the bill that was passed by this House in the last 
Con ? Instead of being more, it was less. The bill does 

rovide for $12,779,133 for ‘‘increase of the Navy,“ but the bill 

ast year provided for $13,234,422. That is not so very extray- 
agant a record, it seems to me. 

Now, what of the future? The gentleman from Texas called 
our attention to the fact, which I supposed everybody understood, 
that the ships that are on the stocks and being built will require 
work to be done upon them after this year, and that the work will 


have to be paid for, because we have not yet reached the point 
where we impress workmen to build the ships of the Navy with- 
out pay. He seemed to think that it was an . to 
inform the House that it would take $8,571,796 after this year to 
finish the vessels heretofore authorized. That includes the K 

the Massachusetts, the two great battle ships just started down 
Newport News, and the gunboats and to: o boats under con- 
struction. 

Now, if we add to that all that it will require to complete and 
put into commission the vessels authorized in this bill, with all the 
others, it will make an te for all these ships (including 
the four battle ships proposed in the House bill, and assuming the 
cost of these ships to be approximately the same as those con- 
tracted for this year at 1 News), it would amount, for all 
the ships now building and the ships that we propose, includ- 
ing the four, to $40,957,679, to be expended during a period of four 
years, which it will probably consume to build and finish these 
ships, making an ay: annual appropriation for the increase of 
the Navy, including ships and armament, of $10,239,419. And 
yet I find that as far back as the Fifty-first Congress, when there 
was not a war cloud or a speck of war cloud in the sky, long be- 
fore any statesman had dreamed of suggesting that we should 
rise up and assert our ‘ primacy which I believe is the favorite 
word—long before any resolutions or bills had been introduced in 
either branch of Congress p: ing to appropriate $100,000,000 
for the President to use as a war fund, long before any of the recent 
3 bellicose . by the Executive or either 

ranch of Congress either been made or dreamed of, we a 

ropriated, in the Fifty-first Congress, for the increase of the 

avy, the sum of $16,607,000 at one session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. y; with pleasure. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill provides t each of the foregoing 
— 8 exclusive of armament, shall not exceed 83,750,000. OW, 

ill the gentleman explain to the House, if these ships can be built 
for a less sum, why should the committee put the maximum cost 
of the ee of armament, at $3,750,000? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I assume that my friend from Texas is de- 
siring me to answer that question for the information of the 
House—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And not for himself, because I am sure that 
he understands it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the bill permit the Secretary of the 
Navy to contract for the vessels to the extent of $3,750,000, exclu- 
sive of armament? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill itself authorizes the Secretary of 
the Navy to make contracts for these ships up to an amount, ex- 
clusive of armament, not to exceed $3,750,000, but nobody on the 
committee expects him to do anything of the kind. Every bill 
paa to this in authorizing battle ships has made the outside 

imit of cost exclusive of armament $4,000,000. The bill under 
which the two ships are now being constructed at Newport News 
authorized an outside limit of $4,000,000, but they are under con- 
tract to-day for $2,255,000. We have reduced that limitation in the 
present bill by $250,000, more as a matter of form than anything 
else, because we authorize the construction of ships of a certain 
character, of a certain approximate size, and under carefully pre- 
pared legislation that has been perfected year after year, and upon 
which the Secretary of the Navy is obli to advertise for bids, 
and to award contracts tothe lowest bidder. As a matter of fact, 
the ships have never cost anywhere near the limit, and they never 


Mr. SAYERS. Iwill ask the gentleman, in good faith, if he 
thinks that these ships, exclusive of armament, will cost less, why 
put the maximum limit at $3,750,000? If the gentleman does not 
e t that the ships will cost so much, why do s0? 

. BOUTELLE. For the very same reason that we put $4,000,- 
000 as the limit originally—because we did not desire to 8 
the De ent as to its designs, knowing that the Secretary mus 
advertise for bids for the construction of these vessels and that 
they would have to accept, under the law, the bids of the lowest 
bidder; and under the $4,000,000 authorization we have constructed 
three at $3,120,000, and have two more now under contract at 
$2,225,000 each. We have reduced the authorization about $250,- 
000, leaving the limit at $3,750,000; but there is no expectation on 
the part of anybody that these ships will cost near that amount, 
Of course the committee put the limitation considerably outside 
of the probable contract yao These ships have to be advertised 
and open to competition by all the shipbuilders of the country; 
aud there has already been a decrease made from $3,120,000, con- 
tract price of the first three battle ships, without their armament, 
to $2,225,000 for these two ships at Newport News which are now 
under contract. 

We inaugurated the policy when the first battle ships were au- 
thorized of requiring one of these ships to be built on the Paciflo 
Coast if it could possibly be done at a reasonable compensation for 
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any disadvantages of that locality on account of distance from 
the source of supplies of material. I believed, the committee be- 
lieved, and Congress believed that it was desirable to sustain and 
encourage the building up of the great private plants on both the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts that could be utilized by the Govern- 
ment whenever needed. I think the result has vindicated the 


wisdom of that view. 

I believe I have already given, while the gentleman from Texas 
De. SAYERS] was absent, statistics of the cost of building these 

ips, which I will repeat to him, that if we legislate just as the 
House previously legislated on this bill it will require to compiea 
all the vessels authorized, including those in the present bill, in- 
side of $41,000,000, to be expended in four years or over that they 
will probably be under construction, which would be an average 
of $10,000,000, as against over $16,000,000 that was appropriated 
for the new Navy in the Fifty-first Con at one session and 
over $13,000,000 that this House authorized in the last bill that 
was passed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take up the whole time. I 
simply want to call the attention of this House to the er er we 
will. present to the people of the world if we heavily reduce the 
provision made by the House for war ships at this time, when 
important foreign complications which we have 3 are 

ding; complications that, when they were ussed in this 

Ouse, ca attention to be called by members on both sides to 
the great military and naval preparations and disposition of for- 
eign powers and the necessity for such action in the matter of 
8 ing our naval force as would indicate to other nations 
that we meant something more than mere bombast and bun- 
combe. 


I ask members of the House to consider what will be the opin- 
ion of the civilized world if, in the face of the declarations we 
have made, in the face of the attitude we have assumed, instead of 

ing even a reasonable progress toward putting ourselves into 
a position to maintain a foreign controversy, we shall deliberately, 
on the ground of economy, declare that we ‘‘can not afford” to 
even put under construction four battle ships that will be ready 
in three or four years from now to uphold the prestige and the 
a of the United States. 

. Speaker, I do not believe in that kind of economical patri- 
otism. I wish there had been a little more economy of bluster 
evinced at an earlier stage; but after we have taken a position, 
after we have put our banners on the outer wall, for us to plead 
“economy” as a reason why we should reduce by one-half the 

rovision we made at an earlier date of the session of Congress 
kor str ing our nayal force, it seems to me, will present the 
American Government in a pitiable 5 in the eyes of the 
world. Here we have our attention called to a naval expenditure 
in Great Britain of $91,000,000, in France of $52,000,000, and in 
Russia of $26,000,000, and so on all up and down the list of forei; 
naval powers; and yet, at this stage in our new —— in the 
fleld of eee dispute, we are asked to stop and say, not only 
that we do not mean it, but that we will not even provide for four 
battle ships to strengthen a Navy that to-day can only claim that 
it might compete successfully with that of Spain. 

Gentlemen, there is a place for economy, but economy should 
not be exercised against making reasonable and proper preparation 
for safeguarding the peace of the country 11 providing against 
attack, and for maintaining the dignity o Government 
among the nations of the earth. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten or fif- 
teen minutes, as he may desire, to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from New York . CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. . Speaker, there are only ten 
or fifteen minutes left of the gentleman's time, and there are sey- 
eral members who desire to speak on this proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro <a The gentleman from Maine has 
twenty-two minutes remaining. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will be content with ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman from New York proceeds 
I wish to make a 3 the gentleman from Maine. In 
view of the fact that I was interrupted so frequently, and con- 
sumed more time than I intended, I would like to have unanimous 
consent 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let us exhaust the remaining time, and then 
we can come to an understanding. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, if I should say that the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Naval Affairs unanimously voted for 
six battle ships I would not be very far from the truth. The Senate 
in its erudite wisdom has seen fit to strike off two of those battle 
ships. I would not presume to complain now of the action of such 
an august body, but Ido complain when a prominent member of 
the House of Representatives, who silently, at least, sanctioned the 
action of the House in voting four battle ships, now proposes that 
the House shall throw down its arms, fall upon its knees, and 
accept the Senate amendment. It seems to me, sir, that is hardly 


c cere aslicy Ok ton ioe 
on o minority an e politi ity e 
resentative, it is certainly not courteous to them, 5 

Mr. Chairman, I have not forgotten the action of the Senate last 
es The House then made provisions for three battle shi 

he Senate struck out one battle ship, and then maneuvered 
matter so adroitly that the House never had an opportunity of 
voting upon their action. We did not get even a committee of con- 
ference. Driventothe wall, we were compelled to accept the naval 
appropriation bill as it came from the Senate or lose the bill en- 
tirely. Thus a provision of the Constitution was virtually violated 
to maintain a Senatorial whim. I have not forgotten, sir, that the 
Senate returned to the House of Representatives a tariff bill full 
of errors, and that the House, under the arbi Senatorial dic- 
tum, was compelled to accept that tariff bill with all its errors, 
ane SaF has been suffering from the errors ever since. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Speaker, we ap to be the American House of Commons 
and they the House of Lords. I can im e how such a propo- 
sition as this coming from the House of Lords in Great Britain 
would be received by the House of Commons under similar cir- 
cumstances. I can ine how such a proposition would be re- 
ceived coming from the French Senate to the Corps Legislatif. 
The ‘‘lower bodies,” as they are called, would stand upon their 
dignity, and I think the time has arrived for this House to stand 
upon its dignity and have some say with regard to appropriation 
bills at least. I remember that toward the close of the iftieth 
Congress the Senate of the United States, under the order of its Pre- 
siding Officer, nailed up the doors leading to the rotunda of the 
Capitol. It assumed to bar the Representatives from entering the 
rotunda on inauguration day without a card from the Presidi 
Officer of the Senate. The complaint of the House was long 
loud, Seg axes would have been used if the barrier had not been 
removed, 

Now, Mr. S; er, I have listened to the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. SAYERS] with great interest. He is always an economist, 

he country grows, and I h: that inthe progress of time the 
arithmetical calculations of the gentleman from Texas will grow 
with it. [Laughter and applause.] We can not run the coun 
now on the basis of thirty years ago. The gentleman expatia 
upon what he termed the extravagances of this bill, and he was 
not always correct in his statements. I refer to one made with 
regard to the increase in the enlisted force in the Navy. He said 
that this bill increases it 3,250 men. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not state that. The gentleman misunder- 
stood me. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, whatever you stated, you gave the 
im ion that the increase in the e foroo was 8.490 men. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the increase in the enlisted force in seamen ig 
actually 1,000 men. The asked for 1,500, and he thought, 
in addition, that the President, in a war emergency, should have 
authority to increase the force to 2,500. I advocated that pro; 
sition, but it was voted down by the committee. I stood by the 
action of the committee, but I never dreamed that anybody would 
propose to cut off the 1,000. You have not men enough in the 

avy now to man your ships when they are in commission. To 
put a crew upon a new vessel you have to put another vessel out 
of commission and transfer her crew. As for the 500 men in the 
Marine Corps, they are needed just as much as the sailors. When 
there are not enough sailors to man guns in action the marines 
are called upon. In viewof the clouds upon the horizon—possibly 
because of your own action in this House—it seems to me that an 
increase of 500 men in the Marine Corps is a very small increase 
indeed, and uncommonly reasonable. 

The gentleman from Texas alluded to the expense of maintain- 
ing our war vessels in commission. Itis no greater in proportion 
than the expense of other nations. The gentleman from Maine 
pE BOUTELLE] alluded to the naval appropriations of Great 

ritain. Why, sir, the appropriations of Great Britain for the 
increase of her navy alone at this session of Parliament is $52,- 
000,000—more than double our whole approp iation for the main- 
tenance as well as the increase of our Navy. Think of it; $52,- 
000,000 for the building of new battle ships for the British navy, 
Our four ships are not in ratio in comparison with the strength 
of the two navies. By making the appropriation for four ships 
12 5 do not sustain the ratio that we now hold with Great Britain. 

his is one of the reasons why I so earnestly advocated the 
building of six battle ships instead of four. 

Now, if the argument of the gentleman from Texas with regard 
to our receipts and expenditures is valid, he ought to move to 
strike off all these asta He ought to move to kill the river and 
harbor bill. He ought to move to cut off expenses at all points, 
r dless of the interests and welfare of the nation. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT). The time of the 
gentleman from New 1 CUxuN GS] has ired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to have five minutes more. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE, I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
twelve minutes Sages 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ithank the gentleman from Maine. Mr. 
Speaker, men build houses when lumber is cheap; and nations in 
a warlike plain sets ought to built ships when material is cheap. 
There are warlike clouds on our horizon. The Secretary of the 
Navy, while before the Committee on Naval Affairs, expressly 
asserted that ships can now be built 30 per cent cheaper than the last 
ships were built. How long this percentage of cost will be main- 
tained, as the gentleman from Texas truly says, can not be told. 
But if we pass this appropriation for four ships, we shall get the 
contracts while the pea are low; and no matter whether they 
should hereafter be doubled or not, the contractors will be forced 
to fill the orders. 

The Senate, as I reckon from 
ships only on the score of economy. 


e gentleman from Maine has 


ing the RECORD, voted for two 
hy did not the economical 


“streak” reach other appropriation bills before that imposing bođy? 
Why is it that the nayal approprianon, vital not o y to the in- 
terests but to the safety of the country, is picked out for econom- 


ical p es? Why is it that in the same breath the river and 
harbor bill is increased over $2,000,000 by the Senate? And if 
they are honest in their economical tendencies, why is it that they 
do not begin work at home? Reading a speech of a Senator made 
in the other wing of the Capitol a month ago, I learned that it 
costs in the way of uisites twice as much to keep a Senator 
of the United States in Congress as it does a Representative. 

Mr. DOCKERY. About five times as much. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Five times as much. I thank the gentle- 

man from Missouri; I stand corrected. The expenses of the 90 
United States Senators . of salaries) are nearly as 
much as the expenses of the House of Representatives, with 357 
members. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam greatly interested in what the gentle- 
man is saying; but as a friend I wish merely to suggest that I 
hope he is conscious of the form of parliamentary discourtesy in 
which he is indulging. [Laughter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not catch the gentleman’s words, but 
I suppose my time is out. I will say, however, that we made a 

t concession in economy on the naval appropriation bill when 
we reduced the number of pro battle ships from 6 to 4, and I 
trust no further concession wiil be made. Means of offense is the 
best defense, and the best way of avoiding war is to be prepared 
for war. This is true economy. I trust the House will stand by 
its original proposition. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that so much 
time has been consumed by three of us, and as several gentlemen 
desire yet to speak, I ask that the time for discussion be extended 
say until 5 o'clock, and that then we take a vote. 

Ur. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman want a vote to-night? 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes. É 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
can call the previous question at any time he chooses, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I see no reason why we should have so long 
an extension of the debate as the gentleman from Texas suggests. 
I desire to be entirely reasonable. I understand that under the 
arrangement already made, the limit of debate would be reached 
at a quarter before 4 o'clock. Lam willing, if it will be satisfac- 
tory, that the time be extended from quarter before 4 o’clock until 
quarter past 4 o’clock, with the understanding that there shall be 
no further request for additional time. 

Mr.CANNON. Parliamentarily, the gentleman from Maine has 
complete control over the duration of the debate. He can demand 
the previous question at any time after quarter before 4 o’clock. 

r. BO LLE. But we do not want to have a vote on the 
vious question if we can arrange without it, Ido not wish to 
be arbitrary. I want to consult the wishes of the House so far as 
I can, but I am not willing to yield to the extent of not haying a 
vote on this bill to-night, use members have come here and 
stayed here for the pu: of ba I do not assume that any 
of them have stayed to listen to me, although they may have stayed 
to listen to others. I will agree that the time be extended until 
quarter past 4 o'clock. 

SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
desires to speak, and so does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well, if the gentleman objects, then 
we will goon. I hope the House understands that I am perfectly 
willing to extend the time for half an hour more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the 
proportion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is ob- 
jec 2 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], and hope that he will yield a part of his time, 
if he can do so, to the gentleman from Missouri . DOCKERY]. 

Mr. DOOKERY. There are only seventeen minutes left. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the House will give a little extension 
of time, as indicated, when the hour of a quarter to 4 has been 


reached, provided, of course, that the discussion is confined to the 
pending proposition, I think, perhaps, there will be no objection 
to getting an extension. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT). The gentleman 
from Illinois is recogni for the remainder of the time of the 
gentleman from Texas, fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I thought I had seventeen minutes. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman had seventeen 
minutes, but some time has been occupied in determining the 
question of an extension of time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why not take it from the other side? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itistaken from each side equally. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I think I can say what I desire to 
say in ten minutes ano ra less, but if I should need a few 
— 7 7 8 extension I will trust to the House in its generosity to 
give it to me. 

This is a question to be considered in the light of fact. And I 
want to say in the very beginning that my work as a member of 
this House touching appropriations for the 78 Ses and the honor 
of our common country has, in my judgment, been from as pure 
motives as the work of other members of the House. Iam heartil 
in 3 with the Republic—the Republic that belongs to all 
of the people — being armed at every point to protect the property, 
the person, and the rights of the citizen, and being able to assert 
itself among the nations of the earth. 

But, nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, it is well enough for us once in 
a while to forsake the field of declamation and get down to the 
facts. Now, what are the facts? There are in sight now, outside 
of river and harbor contracts, contracts in this bill, or contracts 
on any other bill, there are in sight, appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year coming, an aggregate of 
$510,000,000—a large sum. Thank God, it is a large country, too, 
and I do not think it is too much. It is far more than was ap- 
propriated the last year or the year before. But the country 
grows. 

Now, then, it is admitted by all that this will be, in round num- 
bers, $50,000,000 more than we will collect from every source of 
revenue. The fiscal year for which we appropriate commences 
on the ist day of next July and ends on the 30th day of June, 
1897. So we run up all the ordinary expenses of the Government 
about $50,000,000 more than we have reason to expect money will 
come in to pay them with. We all understand that. 


Now, a step further. We have reached out on the naval appro- 
priation bill and, from a patriotic standpoint, authorized the con- 
struction or the making of contracts involving some twenty-five 
to thirty millions more than we actually appropriated 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the tleman permit me—— 

Mr. CANNON. I have only a moment or two. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will state that we are 
authorizing less this year than for years before. We appropriate 
a million dollars less in this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. We appropriate a million dollars less than the 
bill of last year, that is true; but there is an authorization of con- 
tracts to the extent of about thirty millions to be appropriated for 
and hereafter paid, whichis much greater than it ever was before. 

Mr. BOU LE. Oh, no; for years before. But the bill as a 
whole is less. 

Mr. CANNON. I say the amount authorized and not 8 
pees for is greater than for any year before this time. Now, 

et us inquire further. 

Mr. Speaker, we not only appropriate $50,000,000 for the coming 
year more than our revenues will be, but there is in sight on the 
various appropriation bills authority to the Administration to 
contract for the building of ships, improvement of rivers and har- 
bors, and other 1 works to the amount of 8112,00, 000, pay- 
able substantially in one, two, three, and four years from the Ist 
day of July, 1897. 

o put it another way, when we inaugurate a Republican Presi- 
dent on the 4th day of March next, he will have to borrow $50,- 
000,000 to pay the ordinary mses of the Government from 
that time until the 1st day of July, 1897. The Republican Con- 
gress and President will also have to provide the money for the 
ordinary expenditures of the coming four years, and, besides, will 
have to pay off the $112,000,000 of extraordinary expenditures 
which is authorized by this and other bills by way of contract 
work. In addition to that, when we come in power we ourselves 
will want some river and harbor improvements; we will want 
some public buildings; we will want some internal improvements; 
but we will find by this and other contract work authorized this 
session of Congress that we will have first to meet by appropria- 
tion $25,000,000 a year for every year of the coming Administra- 
tion; that is, we will have to take care of each year and pay the 
$112,000,000 we now go in debt for. 

Now, there is the truth. 

But,“ says somebody. Mr. CANNON, we are not getting all we 
want now for public works.” That is true. We are not getting 
what we want. For you know, gentlemen, the policy of this House 
is not to authorize a single public building. Why? Because 
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from the standpoint of economy. Not one is to be authorized. 
There is no 2 pay for it. Now, then, if there is such a war 

ssure and such a danger moneng: us that within the next 

elve months we will have a war with all the world, should we 
break the record in the matter of authorization by contracts up 
to the extent of $30,000,000 for the Navy? But J state it takes 
four years to construct one of these ships. Each ship costs, in 
round numbers, $6,000,000. If you strike off two of them you de- 
crease the mortgage to be placed on the future to the extent of 
$12,000,000. If you leave the four battle ships on, you increase the 
mortgage that amount. 

“ Oh, but,” eye Sane “when we come in we shall get the 
revenue. Wes play the part of Moses and strike the rock 
that will bring the revenue, as the water came from the rock in 
the wilderness.” How long will it take todoit? It will take us 
eighteen months to write a revenue-getting law upon the statute 
books and have it go into operation and producerevenue. So that 
when you mortgage the future to the extent of the $100,000,000 or 
$112,000,000 to commence with the incoming of a Republican Ad- 
ministration you say to that Administration: You shall borrow 
to pay this mortgage that is placed upon this country during this 
Administration, and to meet contracts made by the present Ad- 
ministration by virtue of laws of this session of Congress.” Now, 
if it is wise, if it is patriotic, if it is necessary to advance the 
public and the public honor, let us do it, and do it although 
it would amount to ten times as much. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there any appropriation that comes so 
near wpa! the public honor as that for the Navy? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I am proud of the Navy, and I have fol- 
lowed substantially the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs in his contest, because his wisdom and knowledge are 

ter than mine. I followed him when he said to strike out six 

ttle ships and put in four, and I would follow him now if he 

would follow what I believe to be his true feeling, that two battle 
ships are sufficient. 

r. BOUTELLE. I ask my friend not to make that statement. 

Mr. CANNON, I will take it back if it is not correct. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not so. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad to make the correction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I never made a buncombe proposition to 
this House in my life. 

Mr.CANNON. Then if Lam under a misapprehension—I would 
not do my friend an injustice. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope not. I never say anything that I do 
not mean. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, what have we done for 
ublic defense? When we reported the fortification bill we found 
50 built-up guns that were not emplaced, and we wrote in that 

fortification bill ayproprintions and authorizations of $11,000,000 
plus, for what? ithin the next twelye months to emplace those 
guns? Within the next twelve months New York and Boston 
and Portland and Washington and San Francisco and Puget 
Sound will be substantially fortified. Why, in that fortification 
bill alone we have provided in twelve months to do more than 
has been done from 1888 up to the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ten minutes allotted to the gentleman 
from Illinois have expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin (to Mr. Cannon). You have set- 
tled it for four battle ships? 

Mr. CANNON. I thank my friend, and if he by silence or 
speech can do as much, he will have done well. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. We will do better than you will. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; that remains to be seen. At least 
I shall be courteous when I address my fellow-members, and shall 
ask the Speaker if I may have the privilege of interrupting, under 


ə rules. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say again that we have four battle ships 
now, 8 and two that were authorized a year ago; that is 
six. this authorization passes as the Senate provides, it will 
make eight. We have four substantially completed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; they are not all completed. 

Mr. CANNON. But they een completion. 

ene BOUTELLE. Icannot let the gentleman make such state- 
ments. 

Mr. CANNON. They appren completion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will take eighteen months on one of them. 

Mr. CANNON. They are authorized now. The contract for 
the two battle ships that were authorized a year ago was let last 
January. The contract for the armor has not yet been let. It is 
a million and a half for each ship. The bids are open. Bethle- 
hem is to get one and Carnegie is to get the other. Iam glad 
that they are going to. Iam delighted that they have the capac- 
ity to do the work. I believe they are the only two establishments 
we have. These other two contracts for two battle ships will 
follow the two that they are soon to have. That makes four. 


Now, my information is—and I believe it to be reliable—that 
Bethlehem and Carnegie can not more than complete those con- 


tracts for the two battle ships and the two more to be authorized, 
I hope, by this bill for eighteen months to come. So that we had 
just as well go over until next winter as to at least two of these 
battle ships, and leave something to be done by those who are to 
follow after us. 

Now, I trust no man will misinterpret my motives. I stand 
ready to see public buildings and internal improvements in my 
section of the country stand still if it is necessary for the defense of 
the country; but I want to see the necessity for it, when we from 
the interior are called upon to wait without appropriations for 
public buildings, and when, if this mortgaging of the future goes 
on, next winter and the winter after we shall be asked to wait 
and still to wait until we pay off these mortgages. I am content 
if it is necessary for the public good, but if it is a mere utilization 
of the peste sentiment of the country to authorize great naval 
expenditures of doubtful utility, and, if meritorious, are not ur- 
gent, then I object. 

Iam content, having briefly referred to this matter, to leave it 
with the House. I believe, in closing, that we will subserve the 
best interests of the country, the best interests of the seacoast de- 
fense now by authorizing but two of these battle ships and proceed- 
ing with our fortifications next year as we are proceeding this year. 

ield the gentleman from Texas any time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT). The gentleman 
from Texas has one minute and a half remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the time be ex- 
tended ten minutes longer, so that I may yield it to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. Ihave consumed more time 
than I intended in consequence of interruptions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House will recognize 
the entire fairness and courtesy of the proposition I made a while 
ago when I asked consent to extend this time a half an hour, toa 
quarter past 4. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, the gentleman wants to thrust his indi- 
viduality or personality, or Whatever he may term it, constantly 
on the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call the 8 to order. 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason I declined— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He has no right to speak of my thrusting 
my individuality or personality on the House. 

. SAYERS 8 Was simply this 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am performing my duty as chairman sim- 
ply and exhibiting a courtesy to the gentleman from Texas that 
the House will regard as a good example for him to follow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate on this matter be continued until quarter after 40’clock. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
2 Sme for closing debate be extended until fifteen minutes 

ter 4. : 

Mr. SAYERS. The time to be equally divided. 

Mr. HICKS. Lobject. I think we had better have a vote. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent for a further exten- 
sion of the time for ten minutes, in order that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dockery] may have an opportunity to speak upon 
this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the time be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will not object to that, if the 
ae length of time can be occupied on the other side. [Cries of 
** Vote!” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the other side exhausted its time? 

The coker jpeg tah tempore. The gentleman from Texas has 
a minute and a remaining and the gentleman from Maine has 
six minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will wait until they conclude. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield a minute and a half to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not oceupy a minute and a half. If the 
House is not inclined to extend the time, I shall not occupy that 
time. $ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why not let the debate run on toward 5 o'clock, 
if gentlemen want to 7 

Soe BOUTELLE. Other gentlemen have objected. [Cries of 
oe o e!” 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Texas has expired. The gentleman from Maine has five minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a very few 
words in reply to some of the excited and extraordinary state- 
ments of the gentleman from Ilinois, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It seems a very strange thing in the 
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legislation of this House, although I have observed it for many 
years, that one of the committees of the House is so distrustful 
of the capacity of anybody else in the House to attend to the busi- 


ness assigned them. members of this House have been 
rn, crit aoa committee that prepared the bill for the naval 
establishment. 


I happen for the time to be chairman of that committee. I 
have served thirteen years as a member of that committee; part 
of thetimeaschairman. I have given my best thought and labor 
to the work of that committee; and I may without immodesty say 
that I came to the committee with some prior knowledge of the 
subject-matters with which it has to deal; and yet, on nearly 
every occasion when that committee presents a measure in the 
House, it is confronted by gentlemen one of the other com- 
mittees of this House, the Appropriations Committee, who seem to 
insist that the 15 members on the Naval Committee are incapable 
of preparing and conducting one of the appropriation bills, while 
they accord to themselves sufficient wisdom to p and man- 
age six or seven of the great appropriation bills of House, and 
then to su ise all the rest. 

I wish to say that those tlemen are assuming a great deal. 
I do not know what kind of success Ishould have in dealing with 
the “legislative bill,” or the ‘‘sundry civil bill,” or some other 
bill, but I have some knowledge of the matters that are provided 
for in the naval appropriation bill. I have had the assistance of 
a gentleman who for years has been a member and for part of the 
time chairman of the committee; of another gentleman who was 
for years an officer of the Navy, after graduating at Annapolis, 
and of other experienced and competent gentlemen; and we have 
the right to ask this House to repose some confidence in our judg- 


ment and in ourstatements about matters that affect navalappro- | Bankhead, 


priations and naval construction. Yet the gentleman from Mli- 
nois gets up here and, as an argument in favor of the mutilation 
of this bill, that has once passed the House, makes the distinct 
statement on the floor that the manufacturers of the armor can 
not possibly furnish their material in time. 

I answer him by saying that the communications received by 
our committee from the Carnegie and Bethlehem companies de- 
clared that they can furnish the armor of these battle ships 
inside of thirty months. We have not brought these details in 
here, and there was no need of bringing themin here. We had 
the right to believe that this House would take something for 
granted, and re in us some confidence, when the Naval Com- 
mittee come in here and make a general statement of facts. 
fone oes And that letter is borne out by the letter of 

mmodore 


Sampson. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And that letter is indorsed by the Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy. 

The gentlemen on the Committee on A: intions always 
want to cut down all bills except their own. they really desire to 
economize, why do not they economize on their own bills? Why 
do they increase the fortifications bill and other bills under their 
control and then come into the House and talk about how much 


we are m for the future, and to put all the pi, ap 
bility upon naval pe ih eee bill, which to-day for 
less money for the increase of the Navy than was appropriated in 


the naval bill by the House a year ago? It is not fair; it is not 
dealing with the House as I think the House has a right to be 
dealt with. 

I repeat, the proposition before this House is perfectly simple. 
We provided for four battle ships at a time when the House cer- 
tain iy gave every indication that it wanted more. There is no 
reason why we should want less now than we did then, and I hope 
that when the vote of the House is recorded it will not pot us, 
after all that has been said, and while the whole world is looking 
at us, in the position of i the provision heretofore 
made ss ouse for the protection of our coasts and the defense 


ere the hammer fell.] 
. BOUTELLE. Has my time expired? 
The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The . was ordered. 
The . The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 
Mr, SAYERS and Mr. BOUTELLE called for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (during the roll call), Mr. Speaker, I sup- 
pose it is entirely out of order to interrupt the roll call, but 


gentlemen are coming to me and saying that there is some mis- 
understanding as to the question on which the vote is being 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it to the House. The 
question is on concurring in the amendment of the Senate. 


Those 


who favor it will say “‘ yea” and those who are opposed to it will 


ie Bo 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The effect of an affirmative vote will be to 
strike out the two battle ships. 

Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 141, not 
voting, 133; as follows: 


YEAS—S1. 
Aldrich, Ala. a Kirkpatrick, Shuford, 
i Kyle, er, 
Bailey, Castis, Kans. T, — — 
. Strode, Ne 
Baker, Md. Dockery, Linton, Strowd, N.C 
Bartlett, Ga. Doolittle, Little, wanson, 
Bell, Elliott, S. Long, 
Bell, Tex. Evans, McClure, Tate, 
Bennett, Gamble, McCulloch, Terry, 
Black, raff, McDearmon, Tracey, 
Blue, Grow, McRae, Turner, 
= 55 
h. orthway, an 
Burton; Ohio Hainer, Nebr. Owens, ° Wheeler, 
Cannon, erson, Perkins, ly 
Clardy, u Pickler, wo Idaho 
Connolly, Jenkins, Prince, Yoakum. 
Corliss, Jones, Quigg, 
Cox, Joy, ves, 
Crisp, Kem, Sayers, 
NAYS—141. 
Adams De Wi Hurle Pendleton, 
Allen, Utah Bisley Johnsen Ph 
Arnold, R. I. Dinsm: Kerr, Poole, 
Atwood Dolliver, Kle 2 Powers, 
Baker, N. H. Dovener, Knox, Pugh, 
=—— eae ce. Sek 
D irchi prabe Ga. 
Bin: Fenton, peal Sauerhering, 
op. er, Scranton, 
Black, N. Y. Fi Loud, Shafroth, 
Boutelle, Fowler, Low, Sherman, 
eral: Saon er, A 88 
romwe! i on, a 
Gillet, N. Y. Spalding, 
Buck, Gillett, Mass. M Mass. Spencer, 
all, Grifiin, McCleary, Minn. ape 8 
Burton, Mo. Griswold, McCle! 8 
Clark, M. Harm. Necrerrr —— ct 
, MO. er, „K- 9 

‘ke, Harris, McLachlan, Sulloway, 
Cobb, Harrison, Meiklejohn, Sulzer, 
Coffin, Henry, Conn. Mercer, Taft, 
Colson, Hermann, Meyer, ‘Tawney, 
Cook, Wis. Hicks, Miles, ‘Tayler, 
Cooper, Hilborn, Miller, W. Va. orpe, 
Cooper, Hill, Minor, Towne, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, M Updesratt, 
Crowley, Hooker, Money, Van Voorhis, 
Crump, Ho Moody, illis, 
Culberson, How: Morse, Wilson, N. Y. 
pamain How Odell, 
resin L. H x Otey, 

Hull, Otjen, 
Denny, . Parker, 
NOT VOTING—13. 
Abbott, F McCall, Tenn. 8 
Acheso wyn, McEwan, a, 
Aitken, Grosvenor, McLaurin, Stallings, 
Aldrich, NI. Grout, cMillin, Steele, 

m. Hall. Meredith, Ste 
Anderson, Hanly, Miller, Kans. Stewart, N. J. 
Apsley, Hardy, ag Stewart, 

A soho Hartman, M ee a 
very, ‘oses, 
Babcock, Hatch, Mozley, Tracewell. 
s Heatwole, Murph; 8 Treloar, 
Barthol 1 Heiner, Ni Tucker, 
2 a Hemenway, Newlands, ‘Tayler, 
Berry. hone Ind. Ogdi Ly mahi 
9 „ len, 
Bowers, o Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Brod Patterson, alker, Va. 
FTF. DO 

er! ‘utcheson, earson, ‘anger, 
Cate Hyde, Price, Warner, 
Clark, Iowa J 3 
Coddin; Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, Watson, 
Cooke, Kendall, Ri Watson, Ohio 
Cousins, Kiefer, Robertson, La. We 
Cowen, pres Rusk, White, 
Danford, Latimer, Russell, Conn. Wilber, 
Dayton, Lawson, Settle, Wilson, Ohio 
De Armond, Leighty, Shannon, Wilson, S. C. 
Draper, Lewis, Shaw, Woodard, 
Eddy, Livingston, Sim; Woomer, 

i Lorine Smith, III. Wright. 
Fletcher, Maddox, Sou 
Foote, vs South 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 


Mr. LORMER with Mr. Russ. 
Mr. Faris with Mr. HENDRICE. 
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On this bill: 

_ Mr. BARTLETT of New York with Mr. PATTERSON. 
| Mr. BRODERICK with Mr. McLaurin, 
Nr. Brostvs with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. TRACEWELL. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, lam paired with my 

„Mr. Carchixds. If he were here I would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CKERY. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. BLUE, I am paired for this day with his col- 
league, Mr. CALDERHEAD. I am advised that if present he would 
vote “aye”; so, after consultation with Mr. BLUE, I have voted. 

Mr. TU . Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. DRAPER. 
vote “aye.” 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 81 and the nays 
are 141. The House nonconcurs in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Hoyse having yesterday nonconcurred 
in the other amendments of the Senate, and having now noncon- 
curred in this, I move that a conference with the Senate be re- 
quested on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 
To Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee, for twenty days, on account of 
important business. i 
o Mr. GOODWYN, for ten days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Harpy, for five days,on account of important business, 
To Mr. CLARK of Iowa, for ten days, on account of important 


he were present, I would 


usiness. 
To Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, for three days, on account of death in 
his family. . 
To Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. LEWIS, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Faris, for one week, on account of important business. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, by unanimous consent, 
it was 

Ordered, That H. R. for the tection of th le of th 
nies Ree een Pediat te aig tad Shs 

u or easin, an r min- 

erat. “ne, Bigg hand gd grazing lands, and for other purposes, be reprinted. 

The motion of Mr. DinaLey was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2508) entitled An 
act to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, and 
Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes,” rted the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied hy report (No. 1609); which said 
bill and were referred to the Committee of the ole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5376) granting condemned 
cannon to 5 of iyi 12100 = rag T eer sen 
accompani ya rt (No. ; which said bill and report 
wero referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which wasreferred the bill of the House (H. R.2568) authorizing 
the construction of a road from the Mill Springs National Ceme- 
tery, in Pulaski County, Ky., to the town of t, in said 
sing rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt ( 0.1614): which said bill and report were referred to the 
Rommittes of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. opie! ranting 
to the Territory of Arizona a portion of the Camp Verde Sti ‘itary 
Reservation, in Arizona, and the buildi and improvements 
thereon, fornormal school purposes, repo: the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1631); which said bill and 
rred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


report were refe 
state of the Union. 7 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 502) entitled An 
act to approve a compromise and settlement between the United 
States and the State of Arkansas,” reported the same with amend- 
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ment, accompanied by a 8 1634); Which said bill and 
report were referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


— ä (— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of George W. Goodman. 
(Report No. 1611.) 

e bill (H. R. 4188) to correct the military record of Joseph Gra- 
ham. (Report No. 1612. 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R.4766) to refer claim of Thomas M. Hobbs to the 
Court of Claims. — pe No. 1615.) 

lon of Natchez, inthe State of Mississippi, (Report No. 1616.) 

um of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. ( 0. 1616. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1480) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of Mc- 
Minnville, Tenn. g port No. 1617.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
1180 R. 8251) for the relief of Frank G. Osburn. (Report No. 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 301) to refer the bill (H. R. 2076 
for the relief of Abner D. Lewis, of Shelby County, Tenn., wi 
all accompanying papas, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu 
of House bill No. opori No. 1619.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 302) to refer the bill (H. R. 3680) 
for the relief of the heirs of Joseph B. Seabrook, deceased, late of 
Charleston, S. C., with all e to the Court of 
3 reported in lieu of House bill No. 3680. (Report No. 

620.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 303) to refer the bill (H. R. 8142) 
for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John W. Left- 
wich, with all e Pepas; to the Court of Claims, re- 
ported in lieu of House bill No. 8142. (Report No. 1621.) 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
e bill (H. R. 546) for the relief of Albert J. Pratt, adminis- 
trator. (Report No. 1622.) 

The bill (H. R. 8417) to refer to the Court of Claims the war 
claims of the State of New Hampshire. ed No. 1623.) 

The bill (H. R. 6873) for the relief of James B. Treadwell, of 
Somerset, Pa. epee No. 1624.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 304) to refer the bill (H. R. 4772) for the 
arog Sy the estates of John . ae A Flower, etc., 
wi accompanying papers, to art of Claims, reported 
in lieu of House bill No. 4772. (Report No. 1625.) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1796) for the relief of those suffering from the 
destruction of the salt works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to 
the orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell. (Report No. 1626.) 

5 R. 6139) for the relief of Elizabeth Fulwiler. (Re- 
port No. $ 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 

e bill (S. 2289) entitled “An act for the relief of James and 

S. Cameron for occupation and damages to property and 

for fuel taken and used by the United States Army during the 
war.” (Report No. 1627.) 

The bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of George S. Simon. (Report 


No. 1629.) 
By Mr. FENTON, from thd Committee on Military Attire: 


e bill (S. 559) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Bvt. 
Thomas P. O' Reilly.“ (Report No. 1632.) 

The bill (H. R. 1496) for the relief of William H. Hugo. (Re- 
port No. 1633.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. TRACEY, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 1613) the 
bill (H. R. 12) providing for disc in cases of removal of 
ie has of desertion; which said bill and report were laid on the 

. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

Maye following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8693) donating 2 con- 
demned cannon and 10 condemned cannon balls to Shelly Norman 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muscatine, lowa—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8694) granting condemned 
cannon and balls to the Ephrata Monument Association, Ephrata, 


Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8695) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to purchase the Gettysburg battlefield—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8696) providing for four cannon 
and four pareman of cannon balls to be donated to the commis- 
sioners of Putnam Park, Redding, Conn.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8697) authorizing and direct- 
ing, the Secre of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon 
and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Francis Wash- 
burn Post, No. 92, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brighton, 
Mass., and for other purposes ae the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDER; : A bill (H. R. 8698) to validate the ap- 
pointments, acts, and services of certain deputy United States 
marshals in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. Sorp) in relation to the put- 
ting up of smoking and fine-cut chewing tobacco, and also cigars— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R.8723) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Cahaba River,in Bibb County, 
Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1047) for 
the relief of iet A. Phillips; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to 
Clelia Eakins, widow of Samuel Eakins, late acting master of the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMW ELL: A bill (H. R. 8701) to make Commodore 
William P. McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired 
list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8702) for the relief of Daniel Hettesheimer 
sa to remove charges of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) for the relief of Mary Landfrit—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to 
John Keen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8705) for the relief of Thomas 
Caldwell, of Bradley County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8706) to correct the 
military record of Patrick Hanley—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. x 
By Mr. DOVENER: A bill T R. 8707) for the relief of George 


W. Frush, late of Company B, Third West 9875 Infantry, 
and later of Company B, Sixth West Virginia Cavalry Volun- 
teers to the Committee on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill Hee R. 8708) for the relief of Maramon H. Martin, 
late private of Company A, Sixth Regiment of West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8709) for the relief of James Humes, late 
captain of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment of West Virginia 

‘antry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8710) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claim of John A. Binzer for compensation for the loss 
of supplies taken by the United States troops during the Kirby 
Smith raid—to the Committee on War Claims. i : 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8711) to grant pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Griswold, mother of Seneca S. Marshall, Company B, 
Eighth United States Cavalry-to the Committee on Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 8712) to grant $72 per month pension to Wil- 
liam E. Miller, late colonel Twenty-eighth Iowa Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R.8713) for the relief of Capt. Mc- 
Curdy Tate, late captain of Company H, Fifty-third Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8714) granting accrued pension 
to 86 — E. Carland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 8715) . an honorable 
discharge to David J. Albaugh—to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 
By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8716) to remove charge of 


absent without leave” from military record of Abraham M. 
Runyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8717) N a pension to John H. Jenkins 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8718) granting to the Agricultural College of 
Missouri the right to select additional lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8719) for the relief of Charles 
8 Stephens, of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

aims 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8720) granting an in- 
oe of pension to Thomas Jones—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8721) granting an increase of pension to Ste- 
phen Fowler —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. KERR: A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Sarah 
M. gsley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following eee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 8624, for the relief of James Eagan—to the Committee on 


W 
By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of the Central 
Labor Union of Concord, N. H., in favor of House bill No. 6119, 
relating to the limitations of the hours of daily service of laborers 
and mechanics employed npon the public works of the United 
States and the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. CANNON: Letter of S. H. Walker, of the National 
Capital Investment Company, Washington, D. C., relating to the 
building . No. 464 Louisiana ayenue—to the Committee on 

riations. 


Appro 

By . CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of the North Capitol and 
Eckington Citizens’ Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 2928, 
to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolutions of Local Union, No. 25, 
of Topeka, Kans., of the Journeyman Barbers’ International Union 
of America, asking for the passage of a bill to secure Government 
ownership and control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the council of the Seneca 
Nation of Indians, King Tallchief, clerk, favoring the passage of 
bill No. 8670, in relation to marriage between white men and 
Indian women—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of E. A. Ormsby and others, of 
of Emmetsburg, Iowa, praying for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolution of a Council, No. 5, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Wheeling, W. Va.,in favor 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of A. R. Jacob and 38 other citizens of Ohio 
County, W. Va., asking that a duty be placed on wool—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of Sedgwick Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Santa Ana, Cal., against granting special pen- 
sions at high rates, and asking that widows of officers be pensioned 
under existing laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers and Producers’ Associa- 
tion of California, in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, for a bureau 
of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of D. Edward Collins, in favor of the Lage of 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter, and bill 
No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolution of the Florida Society of the Sons of 
the Revolution, favoring the publication of certain records and 
papers of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Print- 
in 


g. 

Also, petition of E. B. Phillips, secretary of Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association, of Winsted, Conn., for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of the Florida Society of Sons of 
the Revolution, relating to the publication of Revolutionary rec- 
ords—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Resolution of Tulare Grange, 
No. 198, Patrons of Husbandry of California, favoring the passage 
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of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an export Chae the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Statement regardin, ouse bill No. 2855, 

nting an honorable discharge to erick Stewart—to the 
ommittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of the faculty of Hiram Col- 
lege, Hiram, Ohio, in favor of the reed Seen of the metric system— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. THORP: Petition of J. F. Walton and others of Janes- 
Pepa My ed = papago of Bonne mue Nos. nee and 0, pepe 
i e WS; praying for legislation authorizin e 
Peat Oca Department to prohibit the use of the mails in adver- 
tising frauds on the business public—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. e 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
the claim of John H. Jenkins, scout and guide—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
„absent without leave” in the case of Abraham M. Runyon—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of the United States 
Maimed Soldiers’ League of Philadelphia, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 8354, to adjust the pensions of maimed Union 
soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, May 6, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. KYLE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with a report 
from Maj. J. H. Willard, Corps of Engineers, dated April 4, 1896, 
of a preliminary examination made by him in compliance with 
the provisions of the river and harbor act of August 17, 1894, of. 
Big 8 River, Mississippi; which, with the accompanyin 
peers pan pele to the Committee on Commerce, and order 

prin 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in response to the joint resolution ap- 
proved February 26, 1896, a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
expressing the opinion that the construction of a breakwater at 
Palm Beach, Fla., for the purpose of protecting and facilitating 
landing at the pier now constructed at that place, would cost 
about ,000; which, on motion of Mr. Pasco, was, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. : 


FANNIE KAUTZ, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 989) to place the 
name of Fannie Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, deceased, late 
brigadier-general, United States Army, retired, on the pension 
roll at the rate of $175 per month. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
to strike out 8175 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
entitled to receive, in recognition of the distinguished services 
rendered his country in the Mexican war, the war of the rebellion, 
and in the Indian wars of the West,” and insert 850 per month ”; 
80 as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on ‘the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie Kautz, widow 
of August V. Kautz, deceased, late a brigadier-general, retired, United States 
Army, at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think the amount ought to be increased. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so, too, but the beneficiary is so needy 
at this time that I hope the Senate will fix the pension at $50 a 
month as the committee have reported. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam very sorry to have the bill passed in this 
shape. e lady is a citizen of my State; I know her situation, 
and that she needs the money. I think the pension ought to be 
made $100a month. Her husband was a very distinguished offi- 
cer in the Mexican war and the late war. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that is all true; but I think we had 
better allow $50 a month now, and if Congress hereafter chooses 
to give her more, well and The committee have proposed 
$50, and I think the bill ought to be passed in that form. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. Under the circumstances I will not 
insist upon an increase over what is proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Fannie Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, late brigadier- 
general, United States Army.” 


SARAH K. M’LEAN. 


Mr. TURPIE. Task unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. ee for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of 
the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers to settle and adjust to Sarah K. McLean, widow 
of the late Lient. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, all back pay and 


emoluments that would have been due and payable to him asa 


Leg from July 23, 1864, to the date of his reinstatement March 
1875. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third timè, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the vg 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6048 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 90. 1897, and for other purposes, 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 99, 101, 131, 133, 134, 
136, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 234, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 245,24 249, ga 
251, 252,258, 254, 235, 257, 250, 261, 262, 264, 205, 200, 267, 209, 272, 273, 277, 278, 279, 280, 

ent to the amendments of the 


and 288. 
Senate nemdereg 588.108 15, 180. 157, 158, 219, 220, 221, 222, 224, 258, 285, 286, 

nate num 8. 3 ` g * „ * 

287, 289, 202, 300, and 302, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 55, and 
lieu of the sum pro to the same, 

That the House recede from its ent to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 56, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert $39,000"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 82, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert “$3,000 “; and the Senate to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its ent to the amen: mt of the Sen- 
ate numbered 89, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For printing, binding, and wrapping 1,000 additional ies of series 1, 
volumes 1, 2, 3. and 4, for supplying officers of the Navy who have not re- 
ceived the work, $2,400.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum p insert $8,500"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 116, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert Me oa a and the Senate a; to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 117, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert ‘‘ $6,500"; and the Senate o same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 118, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pr insert $8,500"; and the Senate a to the same. 
That the House recede from its 88 to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 119, and 
lieu of the sum pro; 


to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
insert $6,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum p insert 88.000“; and the Senate ee to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert My sear and the Senate to the same. 


That the House recede from its ent of the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 122, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the sum eee inesrt 8.300; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the peng EDH yee insert“ four“; and the Senate to the same, 

That the House e from its disagreement to the smendrnant of the Sen- 
ate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $164,010"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 155, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “six”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: Eleven 
and thirteen"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its dis ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167,168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 
177, 178, 179, 180, 181. 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 
198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 200, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, and 217, 
and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended 
section insert the 5 

“Sec. 7. That the United States district attorney for each of the following 
judicial districts of the United States shall be paid, in lieu of the salaries, fees, 
per centums, and other compensations now allowed by law, an annual salary, 
as follows: For the northern and middle districts of the State of Alabama, each 
$4,000; for the southern district of the State of Alabama, $3,000; for the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, $1,000; for the eastern district of Arkansas, $4,000; for the 
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western district of Ar 
$4,500; for the southern ct of 
rado, $4,000; for the district of Connecticut, $5.80; tor the district 
ware, $2,000; for the northern district of ~ 

district zie, S50; for the northern district o 
for the district of 
000; tor the southern district of 


000; for the northern district of California, 
y of California, $3.500; for the district of Colo- 


; for the northern and southern districts of 
Ë : district 


Maine, 

‘or the district of Massachusetts, prg 
m, $4,000; for the western district i $3,500; 
for the 5 of innesota, $4,000; for the northern oan southern icts 

poten Mississi 0, 500; i= the en district of uri, $4,500; for the 

5 of $4,500; for the district_of rA eia 000; for 


* 
ire, $2,000; for the district of New Jerse 
‘exico, $4,000; e northern district of New York. 
; for the Sees district K. $6500: for the eastern district 
Carolina, for the 1 district of North 
the district of North eee ee ma notho and southern 
of Ohio, each Lag rong a 3 the 


ct of Pennsylvania $ 
or the eastern and western. 
p of which shall be for the 
the western district; for district of South SEOD; for the 
eastern, middle, EN western districts of Tennessee, eac. i sor for the 
northern district of Tex: ; for the tern P 


Senate agree to ‘the 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 223, and agree to the same same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number p insert“ nine“; and the to the same. 
That the House from its disagreement to the t of the Sen- 
ate numbered 235, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the sum pro; ; and the Senate to the same. 
the House recede from its t to the amendment of the Sen- 

ate numbered and to the ith an amen * follows: In 
lieu of the sum insert $3,000"; and to the same. 
That the House recede from its ent tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 243, and agree an amendment as follows: In 


its disagreement to the 
—— the same with an amendment as follows: In 


same with 
500 5 . 
— —— 


FCC 
amen 0 : “For the 
South Carel nn. $4,500, 2.500 
7777700000000. 


That the House recede to theamen tof the Sen- 
ate numbered 274,and to the same with an t as follows: In 
lieu of the sum insert “$4,000”; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement e ame: t of the Sen- 
ate numbered 275, and to the same with an as follows: 
lieu of the sum insert $3,500"; and the Sena to the 

That the House recede from its the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 276, and to the an amen t as follows: In 
lieu of the sum insert ”; and the Senate to the same. 

That the recede from its nt to the ame: t of the Sen- 
ate numbered 282, and agree to same with an t as follows: In 
lieu of rs rel ee ape erm a 000”; and the Senate the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the am t of the Sen- 
ate 1 to the e with an amendment as follows: In 
of the sum p insert $3,500"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from i nent to the ame’ t of the Sen- 
ate numbered 234, and agree to the same with an amendment 2 solos. 2 In 
lieu of the . ten“; and the Senate 

That the House o from its disagreement to the amen: — the Sen- 


ate numbered 290, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the matter stri 


follo out and inserted by said amendment insert the 
0 


“SEC. 1. That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any dis- 
trict, the public interest will thereby be a he may pens one or 


more deputy marshals for such districts, who shall be wate as field d mg 
and who, unless sooner rears i by the district court, as now 

law, yea hold office during th wh aprons the except as ——. — 
provided, and whoshall each, as his compensation, receive three-fourths of the 
an beg — mileage, as vided by law, by him, not to ex- 
ceed r eee of a fiscal year; and in 
addi m shall be allowed his actual a expenses, not ex $ aday, 


hile end person cha with or con- 
victed of —̃ — That a r may elect to receive actual ex- 


eo nor mmaa 
— ee field deputy. 
t or 5 Spay al this —.— 


0, 
og tol porn 
ear 1897, receive double the fees by 
‘orming similar duties, but neither 
z them shall be allowed to receive of such fees any sum exceeding theaggre- 


compensation of such officer as provided h 
And the Senate to the same. = 


That the House recede from its dis disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 291, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert twelve“; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its poeta eben rena the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 293, and agree one same with an amendment as follows: In 
E oE S Orn DEE EDOS “thirteen ”; and the Senate agree to the 


e Senate agree $ 
the House recede trom is F.... onthe Sen- | 
ate ean 205. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
7 rt “fourteen” i sand tse enue saree to the 


“That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 296, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
det of the number pro; insert fifteen”; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 27, and agree paren the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “sixteen”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 298, and Seren t tothe same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted said amendment . t Sec- 
tions 6 to 15, inclusive, of; and the Senate L. to the sam $ 
That the House recede from its to the — of the Sen- 
ate numbered 299, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
= e the number proposed insert seventeen“; and the Senate agree tothe 


That the House recede from its disagreament to the amendment of the Gar 
ate num 8301, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “6 to 7513 
inclusive "; and the Senate Saree to the same. 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 308, and agree to the same with an N 
— = the number proposed insert eighteen”; and the Senate agree to da 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 304, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter ee Se- 
tions 6 to 8 of”; Seog the Senate agree to the 
That recede t to thenmenamentot the Sen- 

amendme; ‘ollows: In 
said wing: “6 to 

127 of the in line 10, strike out the words June 30” 
eu thereof the words “the ist day of July”; and the Senate 


agree on the 3 


908.258 207,08 200, 8. 485 e Bt 38, 8 38, 83, 108, 100, 142, 144, 233, 


807, 308, 309, 310, 313, 


ALEX. M. 
70 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on concurring in the 


HILL. If the Senate desires to te intelligently it is 
important that the conference report be printed, that we 
TAR RETO an opportunity to examine it. We are not familiar 
what the amendmentsare. They are simply stated by num- 
bers—for instance, that the Senate shall recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 129, and we do not know anything about what 
amendment numbered 129 is. If we vote to concur so far as there 
has been an agreement we vote entirely in the dark. What 
objection can there be to the report — — and going over 
until to-morrow 5 we may have an opportunity to 


know precisely what has been done? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to occupy the attention of the 
Senate more than a moment. The Senator m New York states 
correctly that in a very few instances where the proposes 
a the 1 shall recede from amendment num 129, for 

e e without any further explanation, of course the Senate 
woul not know what it meant, but in nearly all the instances in 


all, in fact, of any consequence the c r of the amendment 
agreed to by the conferees on the part of the two Houses is set out 
in the report and has been read at the desk. For instance, take 
the important features of the bill which have been agreed to by 
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the conferees, the question relating to attorneys and marshals. 
The salaries fixed by the conferees have been read and can be 
pointed out. I have a table in my hand showing exactly what 


the House to as to any given attorney or , What 
the Senate agreed to, and what the conferees have finally agreed 
upon, 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator permit a suggestion right here? 

Mr. CULLOM. 5 

Mr. HILL. Of course I have no doubt that by making inqui- 
ries of the Senator from IIlinois, who is perfectly familiar with 
the subject, every Senator here may understand what has been 
done; but it was to relieve the Senator from being subjected to 
the various inquiries, because Senators are na somewhat 
inquisitive to know what has been done, that I thought we could 
examine the question for ourselves. For instance, I am interested 
in several items, and so are my people. I am only interested in 
them because my people are interested. I could not quite catch 
what was done in regard to the salaries of the district attorneys 
for the three districts in my State. Of course I can ask, but will 
not that lead to other Senators asking, and take more time really, 
when we could di of it to-morrow morning without any 
trouble? That is one point. Another ay I should like to be 
informed upon is as to what has been done with the question of 
the United States commissioners, a very important matter to my 

ple, and to which I called the especial attention of the con- 
erence committee when it was appointed and when we had the 
question up for discussion before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLO I have no special objection to the report going 
over until to-morrow morning, if it is the desire of Senators. 
that I want is to facilitate business as rapidly as possible con- 
sistent with intelligent action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Had it not better be printed? 

Mr. CULLOM, I have no objection to its going over and being 
printed, with the understanding that we shall take it up in the 
morning among the very first thi done after the early morn- 
ing business. 

. HILL. It will be printed? 
Mr. CULLOM. It will be printed, of course, in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will go over and be 


printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I rose to say that I think the Senator from New 
York is entirely right in regard to this matter. The instance 
which the Senator from Illinois mentioned is a very good one. I 
caught as the report was read something in to the fees of 
marshals and attorneys in Idaho. There is a very reason 
why the fees in that part of the country should be different from 
the fees in most other States. I think some change was made by 
the conferees and the Senate is asked to to it, if I caught the 
reading correctly. I believe that on this bill and all other bills the 
report of the conferees ought to be printed in such a way that the 
Senate can understand it. We make our fight here for items and 
get them in the bill and we do not know what becomes of them in 
conference. I believe the precedent ought to be established of 
printing conference reports. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say in justification of the commit- 
tee and myself that we have been especially anxious that the Sen- 
ate should not act blindly upon the appropriation bills when con- 
ference reports are brought in. Therefore, when I made a former 
report upon this bill, I was careful to note, so that the Senate could 
understand exactly what we were doing, the items yet disagreed 
to, calling attention at the same time to the important items that 
were agreed to by the conferees. I am prepared now, if it were 
desired that we should go on, to point out exactly the action of 
the conferees in reference to any particular item. But it may 
poren save time to let Sne gid go over and be printed, so 

t the Senate can see it for i 2 

I wish to say in addition before I sit down that the question of 
fixing the fees of attorneys and marshals has been an embarrass- 
ing one. It has required a good deal of attention on the part of 
the conferees of the two Houses, and while we have not the items 
in the bill exactly as some of us would like, we found that it was 
impossible to do anything in that direction in most instances ex- 
cept upon a basis of compromise. I hope that Senators who may 
feel dissatisfied with the salaries fixed for the marshals and dis- 
trict attorneys in the different States will realize when they come 
to look it over that however much they may think a salary fixed 
is too small, they must understand that if we are to make any 
pr in this matter at all we have got to give and take a little 
in dealing with the conferees of the body which has control of the 
bill in another place. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Petitionsand memorials are in order, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Stone Cutters’ As- 
sociation of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the use of convict labor in the construction of 


public buildings erected by the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


He also presented a petition of the Con tional church, of 
Bay City, Mich., 1 am, Pad the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the 


State of Washi n, eee placing the statue of 
Ena Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was ordered to lie on the 
e. 


He also o sherpa sundry memorials of citizens of Snohomish 
County, Wash., remonstrating against the appropriation of pub- 
2 money for sectarian institutions; which were ordered to lie on 

e e. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the pouan of George C. Haynie, 
of Madison County, N. C., praying that he be granted the pay and 
allowances of a captain from September 15, 1863, to August 16, 
1865; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a resolution adopted by Local 
Union No. 51, of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union of chester, N. 
H., in favor of the passage of alaw giving to the people of the United 
States free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, 
without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. This 
organization states that we are of the opinion that to do so would 
relieve the present monetary stringency and contribute toward 
bringing to us a return of national ee The resolution is 
signed by William E. Bailey, president, and James Damory, sec- 


retary. 

While I do not agree with the views represented in this resolu- 
tion, lam ey y to present the petition to the Senate. 

The VICE- ENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Omaha, 5 against placing the statue of Pére Mar- 
quette in Statuary ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a * of the faculty of the University of 
Nebraska, at Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the establishment of an 
international board of arbitration between Great Britain and the 
pa States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

ations. : 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Seattle, 
Port Angeles, Snohomish and Tolt, all in the State of Washing- 
ton, remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette 
in 8 Hall; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KRELL presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage 
of the proposed amendment to section 48 of the tariff law, restrict- 
ing the bonded period on whisky to be made on and after July 1, 
1896, and up to July 1, 1898, to one year; which was refi to 


the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE. I present by request resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of sundry citizens of southern California, relative to the 
settlement of interstate railroad matters and the investment of 
Government funds. I move that the resolutions lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of members of the bar of San 
Diego, Cal., praying for the enactmgnt of legislation vidin 
for the holding of stated terms of the United States circuit an 
district courts of the southern district of California in that city 
for the purpose of the hearing and trial of all cases arising in the 
oe of San Diego; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary, 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Democratic 
Club of Massachusetts, praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the members of the California 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, of Whittier, Cal., 5 i 
in the public schools of the 


the introduction of military trainin 
country; which was referred to the ittee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. VIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 


of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of a voluntary bank- 
she ef law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, n., praying for the p of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of St. 
Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the construction of a bridge 
across the Straits of Detroit; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the adoption of the pro- 
posed amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill prohibiting 
the Postmaster-General from consolidating smaller post-offices 
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The motion was to. 

Mr. WETMORE etary a resolution adopted by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Rhode Island, praying for the establishment of 
a national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and 
defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Committee on 
3 Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

ollows: 


[State of Rhode Island, etc. In general assembly, January session, A. D. 1896.] 


Resolution. 
‘Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a 
national milita: Kk to 3 the cam siege, 223 defense ot 


132 whi been favorably reported by the Committee on Military 


campaign and si 


of Vicksburg will be a most appropriate monument to 
the commander whose = Bas 25 


mius p. ed these operations and directed them 
to a successful issue, and whose fame and character are so dear to all Ameri- 
cans; 


and 
Whereas the State of Rhode Island has not only a general, but also an es- 
interest in this bill, for the reason that one of her gallant ents of 
ted — o; 


asks its Senators and Representatives in Con; to do all thay den to 
secure the romp by Congress at this session of the H. R. 4339, 
and requ the House Committee on Rules to give the earliest le date 


for its consideration by the House; and the secretary of state is hereb 
structed to send a copy of this resolution to the Senators and members of the 
House of Representatives in Congress from Rhode Island, and to the Hon. 
THOMAS B. REED, Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America. 
STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, April 20, 1896. 


leertify the fo to be a true co oF a Restate passed: b the gen- 
eral l of said 85855 on the 17th . of April, A. D. 1896. 7 p 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 
CHARLES P, BENNETT, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a resolution adopted by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the pay of letter carriers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


[State of Rhode Island, etc. In general assembly. January session, A. D. 1808.] 


Resolution recommending to Congress the of the bill now pending 
in — — National House of Representatives to Increase the pay of letter 
carriers. — 


Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 260) which has been 
acs d reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the 
House of Representatives, entitled “A bill to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers," by the provisions of which the compensation would range from $600 
for the first year of regular service, with annually added, toa maximum 
of $1,000) a year in cities of a population of less than 75,000, and a maximum of 
$1,200 in larger cities; and 

Whereas nting the proposed increase the free-delivery service of the 
Post-Office Department would still be not only self-supporting, but the source 
of a large revenue to the Government; ana 

ereas the duties of a letter carrier are of an arduous, responsible char- 
acter, requiring for their best discharge the services of faithful and capable 
men permanently employed: Now, therefore, it is 

Resolved, Thatin the judgment of the general assembly of the State of 
Rhode Island, the bill aforesaid to increase the pay of letter carriers should 
be promptly by Congress, that the Senators and . of 
this State at Washington be, and they are hereby, requested to urge the pas- 
sage of said bill at the porni session of Congress, and that the secretary of 
state of Rhode Island be, and he hereby is, instructed to send a copy of this 
resolution to each of our said Senators and kepresentatives in Congress, as 
well as to the Hon. THOMAS B. REED, Speaker of the National House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

STATE oF RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
f Providence, April 27, 1896. 

I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution by the gen- 
eral assembly of said State on the 24th tay of April, A.D. ‘bee 7 = 

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 

CHARLES P. BENNETT, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MANTLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colum- 
bia Falls, Mont., and a petition of sundry citizens of Hamilton, 
Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the tal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


CUSTOMS EXPENSES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a statement of the increase and decrease in 
force, salary, and expenses at the various customs ports for the 
first nine months of the fiscal year 1896 over the corresponding 
period of the fiscal year 1895. 

The letter from the Secretary of the Treasury is accompanied by 
sundry tables and documents relating to an item of importancein 
the deficiency appropriation bill. These tables and documents 
require careful examination by the committee and perhaps by the 
two Houses, and I ask unanimous consent that the letter and ac- 
companying paperi Þe for the use of the Senate. 

The PRES G OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2889) to aid and 
encou: the holding of the Tennessee Centennial ition at 
Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, and making an appropriation 
therefor, reported it without amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 167) 1 exhibitors at the 
Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, Tenn., 
in 1897, to bring tothis country foreign laborers from their respec- 
tive countries for the purpose of preparing for and making their 
exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign countries 
for the sole purpose of exhibition at said ep abe to be imported 
free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
agg? AB oi it without amendment. 

Mr. B OWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief 
of A. P. Brown, late aster at Le Mars, Iowa, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Amanda Woodcock, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of 
Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow of 
James P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid daughter, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ur. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh 
of Denver, Colo., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 413) for the relief of Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the immediate establishment of a 
cable between the Pacific coast of the United States and the Ha- 
waiian Islands, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. 8068) to facilitate the construction and maintenance of tele- 

aphic communication between the United States, the Hawaiian 
slands, and Japan, and to promote commerce; which was read 
twice by its title, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon, and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1316) to facilitate the construction and maintenance 
of telegraphic cables in the Pacific Ocean for the use of the Gov- 
ernment in its foreign intercourse; and 

A bill (S. 876) to provide for telegraphic communication be- 
tween the United States of America, the Hawaiian Islands, and 
Japan, and to promote commerce. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1300) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ir. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted 
adverse reports thereon, and the bills were rg i indefinitely: 

5 bill (S. 2842) to incorporate the Columbia Subway Company; 
an 

A bill (S. 2123) to test the improved methods for the disposal of 
sewage and water filtration of villages and cities. 


Mr. KYLE, from the Committee to Establish the University of 
the United States, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4785) to 
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incorporate the National University, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. DANIEL on the 5th 
instant providing for the production of copies of the drawings of the 
weekly issues of patents for inventions, etc., intended to be proposed 
to the general 8 appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

. GEAR, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 353) to provide for fixing a uni- 
form standard of classification and grading of wheat, corn, oats, 
barley, and rye, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2953) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Mattie S. itney, administratrix of Frank- 
lin S. Whitney, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
gel Ge 2087) for the relief of the legal representative of Franklin 
S. Whitney, deceased, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1335) for the relief of John Veeley, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3080) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to effect an adjustment between the 
United States and the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company 
in relation to certain bonds issued by the United States in aid of 
the construction of said railway; which was read twice by its title. 


PAPERS OF MILITARY INFORMATION DIVISION, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 128) 

roposing an amendment to section £9, paragraph 2, of the act of 

anuary 12, 1895, providing for the public printing and binding and 
the distribution of public documents, to report it without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
amend section 89, paragraph 2, of the act of January 12. 1895, by 
inserting in the last line, after the word require,“ the words 
“ and the Secretary of War may authorize, as a maximum num- 
ber, the printing of 2,500 copies of each of the professional papers 
published by the military information division of the War De- 

artment, or a lesser number, if the interests of the public service 
justify it.” 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be. 8 for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


REGISTERS OF THE ARMY AND NAVY, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 127 

roposing amendments to section 73, paragraph 32, of the act of 
2 lee. 12, 1895, providing for the public printing and binding 
and distribution of documents, to report it without amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes 
to amend paragraph 32 of section 73 of the act so as to read: 

Of the registers of the Army and Navy, 2,500 copies of each; 1,000 for the 
Senate and 1,500 for the House. 

The joint resolution was ee, poker to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STATUE OF JAMES SHIELDS, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM 
December 10, 1895, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
Þe printed and bound in one volume the proceedings in Congress upon the 
5 of the statue of James Shields, 16.500 copies, of which 5,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 500 each for use and distribution b 
Minnesota, and Missouri; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby di- 
rected to have printed an engraving of said statue, to accompany said pro- 
ceedings, said engraving to be paid for out of the appropriation for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. 

JACOB A. WOLFSON, 


Mr. BACON. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2382) for the relief of Jacob A. 


the governors of Illinois, 


Wolfson, to report it with an amendment; and I am further in- 
structed by the committee to ask the Senate, upon the adoption 
of the amendment, to agree to a resolution which I report from 
the committee referring the claim to the Court of Claims. Iask 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Claims was, in line 5, after 
the word “to,” to insert ‘‘ the estate of ” ; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., f the T be, and he is hereby, 
authorized an dire . 3 not eee: 


wise appropriated, to the te of Jacob A. Wolfson, of Natchitoches 


La., the sum of $23,600, in full compensation for 5 as a military 


necessity by the United States Army during the year 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
the estate of Jacob A. Wolfson.” 

Mr. BACON. I now ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2382) entitled “A pill for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob A. Wolfson,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accom- 
penying papers, be, and the same is hereby. referred to the Court of Claims, 

ursuance of the provisions of an act entitled An act to provide for the 
b ging of suits t the Government of the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate the facts of the case 
in accordance with section 14 of said act. 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the Committee on Civil Sery- 
ice and Retrenchment be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the communication from the Public Printer relative to the 
amount of ‘‘leave money” claimed to be due employees of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, and that it be refe to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3069) for the relief of 
W. N. Hedden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3070) to correct the military record 
of George C. Haynie; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3071) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Monongahela River from the borough of 
Braddock to the township of Mifflin, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3072) to prevent the 
spread of contagious diseases in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3073) to extend 
the limits of the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 8074) granting a pension to 
Joseph S. Bunker; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3075) to incorporate the 
Washington, Burnt Mills, and Sandyspring Railway Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3076) in relation to the putting up 
of smoking and fine-cut chewing tobacco and also cigarettes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by ee introduced a bill (S. 3077) for the 
relief of the estate of J. K. Benjamin, deceased, late of New Or- 
leans, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3078) for the relief of 
the estate of Hypolite Chretien, deceased, late of New Orleans, 
La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. i 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 3079) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Brott; which was read twice by its title, 
and refèrred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 8081) for the relief of Edward 
T. Latta; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
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Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
him to the fortifications cabo bill; which was referred to 


by 


the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 9 


r. van to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
rinted. 
r. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the gam deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. 1 ee 6 eee ananasa so be oe 
posed by him to the river an rbor appropriation bill; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be 8 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ace to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the amendment which I offered yes- 
terday, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill, may be referred to the Committee on Patents instead of the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER a TuurstToNinthechair). The 
change of reference will be made, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lask that a new print of the amendment be 


made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered. 
CONTEMPTS OF COURT. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2984) in relation to contempts of court; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION OF NEW ORLEANS. 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of resentatives toreturn 
to the Senate S. 862, for the relief of the receivers of the Towboat Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, La. 


COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. GORDON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and here directed to 
transmit to the Senate the report of the officer in charge 75 ms to the ad- 
ministration of customs at the Cotton States and International 
lately held at Atlanta, Ga., and that the same be printed when received. 


CAPTURE OF SCHOONER COMPETITOR. 


Mr. FRYE. Is the morning business completed, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not yet completed. Concurrent 
and other resolutions are in order. 

Mr. CALL. Lask to have laid before the Senate a resolution I 
offered yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution submit- 
ted yesterday by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], as follows: 


h cruiser, and to re- 
shall not be subjected 
ess it be 
merchandise which was 


„37CGG0GT0bCb0ß0Vb0bGGT0ß00000 
0 nt othe: 


contraband and for which they were subjected 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think that that resolution ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. We have not the 
facts before the Senate, and therefore I move that the resolution 
be referred. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand the Senator to move that the reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. It is useless to object, Mr. President; but with 
death hanging over these citizens of the United States, as we are 
told in all the dispatches that come from there, with the extreme 
anxiety of the friends of these people, and with the fact that they 
are not liable to anything more than the usual treatment of 
prisoners captured on board vessels carrying things contraband 
of war, it seemsto me we might actin this case without delay. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corr] objected yesterday 
upon the ground that it was a matter for the President of the 

nited States, but surely we are a part of the executive power and 
equally responsible with him that protection should be given to 
American citizens and to see that all their rights are ed 
to them. Still, I have no power to prevent the reference of the 
resolution, 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I should like to state with refer- 
ence to the prisoners taken on board the Competitor that, at the 
request of citizens of Florida who have written me upon the sub- 
ject, I have had one or two interviews with the Secretary of State 
and have been assured that all proper steps will be taken to secure 
just treatment for the American citizens among them and to 
obtain a fair trial for them. Iam satisfied, Mr. President, that 
the State Department is som a that can be properly done with 
reference to these persons. my different interviews with the 
Secretary in relation to this and other like cases I have been sat- 
isfied that American interests were being properly sustained, and 
I take pleasure in saying that the Department, in my opinion, has 
done and is doing its full duty toward our Florida people who 
have been drawn into trouble through the disturbances k Cuba. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to saya word. I do not agree with my 
colleague that this resolution should not be passed. I think it is 
the duty, the imperative duty, of this body to speak in no doubt- 
ful terms in reference to the threatened execution of these citizens 
of the United States, and I do not feel that I have phyla my- 
self of my responsibility to the people of Florida and to the rela- 
tives of these unfortunate men if I am not heard here demanding, 
so far as I have any power, immediate action on the part of this 
Government for their protection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the pending resolution 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUGGESTION OF ABSENCE OF A QUORUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secre read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CHANDLER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the suggestion of the abse: a quo R umiring 
of the Senate, may be made — r Se a — bi ä SS ran 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the absence of my colleague . 
CHANDLER], Lask that that resolution go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
beso ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to enter a motion, as I may not be pres- 
ent when the resolution comes up again, that it be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as it proposes to make a change in the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee 
that . is absent necessarily. 

Neos $ . Isay that I enter the motion now. Ido not ask 
on on it. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over without 
prejudice, and the motion of the Senator from Tennessee will be 
entered. 

ELECTIONS IN FLORIDA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida | Mr. CALL], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be K 

The Secretary r the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CALL, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee shall be appointed of five Senators, who 
shalb be charged with the duty of investigating and reporting to the Senate 
whether there are =. influences affecting the elections of members of Con- 

in the State of Florida which are properly the subject of action 
mgress, and without interfering in any way with the exclusive right 
power of the States to regulate the same except as to time and place. . 


Mr. GRAY. I move that t resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the Sen- 
ate with any discussion of this resolution further than to say that, 
in my opinion, it is a very extraordin condition of things in 
which the Senate of the United States hesitates to make an in- 
quiry into the facts whether or not persons beyond the jurisdic- 


tion of the States are contributing great sumsof money to debauch 
and d do and corrupt the electoral franchise. ators can 
not avoid the responsibility by claiming that this is an interference 


with the powers of the State. Is the power of the State to be 
destroyed by money from foreigners? Is this body to be debauched 
and sage ae by men holding seats by purchase? Is there no 
power in the Federal Government to aid the State in the protec- 
tion of the legislative pow vested in this body and in the other 
House of Congress? submit that, in the case of a citizen of 


another State contributing willfully great sums of money to pur- 
chase the elections of members of Congress—beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of the State, impossible of indictment and trial, and only the 
agents romen which the money is to be disbursed—for Senators 

ey will participate in this offense by maintaining 


to say that 
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that Congress has no power to legislate prospectively for the pun- 
ishment of acts of this description and no power to make an in- 
quiry into them is amazing to me. 

Mr. President, I wish the distinction to be drawn between those 
who are the advocates of republican government, who are dem- 
ocrats in fact,and those who are maintaining and sustaining the 
money power in its attempt to destroy this Government and to 
establish over it a government of aristocratical power. That is 
the distinction in all parties, and it is being made broader and 
plainer every day. Men can not protect themselves by the name 
of Republican or Democrat who are aiding in the destruction of 
the liberties of the people and of the Government itself. ’ 

We know that there is a public opinion abroad throughout this 
country that corruption is used, and that it emanates from men of 

eat fortunes, and we know that the power of taxation in public 
8 conveyed to iN persons monopolizes the larger part 
of the taxing power of this country until more than half of its 
wealth is held by 65,000 persons in the power of taxation. If no 
one else, Mr. President, raises his voice against this evil, I am here 
to do it, and to continue the doing of it, relying upon the Ameri- 
can people of both parties to sustain the efforts which I endeavor 
to make for the protection of our form of government and of the 
rights of the — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to refer the pending resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. [Putting the 


uestion.] The ayes appear to prevail. 
z Mr. MICHEL. of Oreo Let us have the yeas and nays, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let the vote be taken again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again submit the 
question on the reference of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. $ 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called); I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SuITERI. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Ihave a standing 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but being 
satisfied that he and I would vote the same way on this question, 
I vote! 9 55 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. SOAR 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. Ifhe were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was 
called). The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cannon}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Witson]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
the Senator from Illinois pe CULLOM] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I withdraw my vote, as I have a general 
pair with that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 20; as follows: 


ulkn Lode 
Fa er, Vest, 
Bate, e. McMillan, Vilas, 
por Gear, Mills, Walthall, 
burn, Gordon, Morgan, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Harris, er, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Hill, * 
Carter, Jones, Ark. well, 
Daniel, y, Sherman, 
NAYS—20. 
Allen, Hansbrough, Nelson, Shoup, 
Butler, le, Peffer, 
Si, ee | Bethe, E 
ell, Oreg. W, 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis” Page : ite." 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hawley, Pritchard, 
Allison, Cullom, oar, if Proctor, 
Baker, Davis, by, Pugh, 
Blan Dubois, Jones, Ney, Smith, 
Brice, Elkins, tle, Stewart, 
Brown, — Gidon. 1 Thurston, 
Canno: Gorman, Murph: ie, 
Chandler, Gray, 2 05 — 
Clark, s Platt, Wilson. 


So the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections was agreed to. à 


XXVHI—305 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. FRYE. I now ask that the Senate proceed to-the consid- 
eration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the President of the Senate to 
lay before the Senate a joint resolution which I offered some time 
ago, which lies upon the table, relating toa recognition of the bel- 
ligerent rights of Cuba, and I ask the Senator from Maine to yield 
to me for a moment, as I wish to have it referred. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no objection to a reference of the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to make a motion to refer the joint res- 
olution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I wish to 
make a statement in that connection after the joint resolution 
has been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays cake ieee Senate the 
zaint Aber ga referred to by the Senator from bama; which 
wi Š 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 105) declaring that 
a state of public war exists in the Island of Cuba, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That it is hereby declared that a state of public war exists 
in the Island of Cuba between the Government of Spain and the people of 


that island, who are supporting a separate Government under the name of 
the Republic of Cuba, and the state of belligerency between said Govern- 
ments is hereby recognized. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I introduced that joint resolu- 
tion in the Senate at the time when the conference report from 
the conference committee of the two Houses was pending in one 
of the Houses, I think in the House of Representatives, intending, 
if that conference report should fail, that I would immediately 
press the resolution upon the consideration of the Senate. Cir- 
cumstances have prevented me from being here since that time, 
and in that way delay has occurred, and new developments have 
occurred in regard to the situation in Cuba which still further 
demonstrate the truth of the proposition upon which the Senate 
and the House of Representatives have yoted, that a state of pub- 
lic war exists in the Island of Cuba. We expressed an opinion 
that it was proper under those circumstances that belligerent 
rights should be accorded to both parties in our ports and upon 
our territory. Having expressed an opinion of that kind, and 
made a declaration to the effect that public war exists there, I de- 
sire now to ask the opinion of the Committee on Forei 
tions of the Senate upon the state of facts existing which have 
been developed since the introduction of that*resolution, which, I 
think, go greatly to strengthen and to confirm the proposition 
which the two Houses have united in voting upon, and in voting 
favorably upon: 

I believe, Mr. President, that the time has arrived when in sheer 
justice to onr own people, without reference to any effect it may 

ve upon the promotion of the war in Cuba or the fortunes of 
either side, that it is our duty to declare that a state of public war 
exists there and that the laws of war as they are recognized amon, 
the nations of the earth should be applicable to that situation, an 
that we should not be left here in a state of doubt and uncertainty 
as to whether our relations to the pe le of Cuba or whether 
either the Spanish Government or the Republic are to be con- 
trolled by the laws of war, or whether they are to be controlled 


by the laws of peace. 
I can not reconcile it to myself to affirm as a matter of fact that 
no war exists in Cuba. The Spanish Government recognizes the 


existence of war there, not only in reference to the conduct that 
she holds toward the people that she is trying to suppress, but 
also in regard to our own people and ourown commerce. She 
treats our commerce as if it were a contraband of war. No nation 
has a right to do that with reference to the Government of the 
United States when that nation is in a condition of peace. She 
can not hold that her relations to our own people are those of per- 
fect peace, and at the same time that she has the right to impose 
upon the Government of the United States and upon its commerce 
orupon its people the laws of war, which they are continually 


oing. 

I hope that some speedy action will be taken; that is to say, 
proper action—deliberate, of course; firm and consistent and ener- 
getic—to determine the solution of this question before this Con- 
8 adjourns. I wish to say that I do not believe that the 

mgress of the United States can by a final adjournment of this 
3 atona to leave that question in the shape itis now in before 

e world. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama, 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me one word 


“a 
. FRYE. Les; one word. 

Nr. CALL. I introduced a resolution on the same subject some 
time ago, which still lies upon the table. I had hoped to obtain 
early action upon it, but I will ask that the same reference may 
be made of that resolution as that asked for by the Senator from 
Alabama as to his resolution, 


` 
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i Ra. FRYE. There is no objection to the reference of the reso- 
utions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolutions 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was to; and tho Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and har , and for other 


Mr. FRYE. I ask that the Secretary read the amendment on 
6 of the bill, after the word “ dollars,“ in line 25, to strike 
out the remainder of the item. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” on page 2, line 25, 
it is proposed to strike out: 
Which said sum the Secretary of War is authorized and to ex 


directed 
from the balance on hand heretofore appropriated for entrance to 
Judith Pond. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on 31, line 4, to increase 
the nage eng for improving the har at Greenbay, Wis., 
from 825.000 to $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 11, after the word 
“ basin,” to insert and removing wreck therefrom”; so as to 
make the clause read: 


oint 


ance or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used for 
deepening and main g channel. s 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 31, line 19, before the word 
„improvement,“ to strike out Continuing ” and insert “ Complet- 
ing”; in line 20, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty- 
four thousand five hundred” and insert forty-four thousand four 
hundred and forty”; and in line 21, after the word “submitted,” 
to strike out and approved by the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document No. 300, Fifty-fourth , first session,” and insert 
„March 10, 1896”; so as to make the clause read: 


Im: harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Completing improvement, $4, 
to be e ed on 7 — submitted 10, 1806, for bindin eee re 
22-foot contour and deepening channel. 

The amendment was 


to. 
The next amendment was, on 
“ dollars,” to insert and so mu ereof as may be necessary 
may be used for the maintenance, operating, and care of the 
works”; so as to make the clause read: 
proving 1 pson and Lak ichigan Canal: 
bet at Sn, . 8 8 may 8 e 
maintenance, operating, and care of the works. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 10, after the word 
‘‘submitted,” to strike out by Capt. Carl F. Palfrey, Co 
Engineers, July 8,” and insert in the Annual rt 

of Engineers for”; so as to make the clause = 


Improving harbor at South Milwaukee, Wis., in accordance with 
plan submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 1, after the word 
“ ninety-four,” to strike out consisting of Col. O. M. Poe, Maj. 
James F. Gregory, and Maj. Clinton B. Sears”; and in line 7, 
after the word ‘ appropriated,” to strike out: 

such project of im be 

c te Wittens See a 
the work progresses, without, however, increasing above aggregate. 


And insert: 


nants ths Cloverutnant T 
o te the Governmen any one ear, 8 
more than 25 per cent of y whole amount — T to bo expended! 
And provided er. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For improving the harbor at Duluth, Minn., and Superior, Wis., at the 
west end of Lake Superior: Continuing improvement, $31.000, w ereo? 000 
shall be expended u the Duluth portion of said harbor and $20,000 shall 
be expended u the Superior portion thereof; and contracts may be en- 
tered into by the Secretary of War for such mate and work as may be 
necessary to complete the yone for deepening said harbor and the entrances 
thereto. repo: to the seth or ier DT raptor yey e 
appointed under the joint resolution of Congress approved June 29, 1804, to 


83, line 6, after the word 


be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not to 

exceed in the te the sum of $3,080,553, exclusive of the amount herein 

and heretofore appropriated: Provided, That in making such contracts the 
tary of War, eto. 

The amendment was agreéd to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for i r an harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota, 
from $30,000 to $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 25, after the word 
improvement,“ to strike out: 

One hundred thousand dollars, of which $12,000, or so much thereof as may 
be II be used i th tidal canal in 


e western end of the 


necessary, n g 
said harbor to the depth of 8 feet below low tide. 


And insert: 

Under existing project. 000: Provided, That contracts may be entered 
into by the of War for such materials and work as may be neces- 
sary to complete improvement, to be paid for as appropriations ma‘ 
from time to time be made law, not to exceed in the gate $666, 
exclusive of the amounts he and heretofore appropria 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Soan, Cal,: Continuing im ment under exist- 
in ject. Aaa Provided, contracts may entered 3 the 

com- 


g pro, 

Secre of War for such materials and work be necessary 

5 Sia LOOVAD to be paid tor as sarpropiriacions may from time to 
ime be made by law, no . ˙ SOON, axciuaive of the 

amounts herein and heretofore appropria 

The amendment was to. 

The next e e Was, on 
appropriation for improving the 
$40,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. wee tg ay pi 3 to a Santa Monica 
improvement ma; over for presen 

Mr, E. 1 suggest that it be passed over. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], I be- 
lieve, wants to make a few feeble remarks in relation to it. 

Mr. WHITE. A fewremarks. Whether they are feeble or not 
will depend. upon su uent developments, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 36, line 12, to increase 
the appropriation for improving the harbor at San Luis Obispo, 
Cal., from $32,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 14, after the word 
„the,“ to strike out: 

Report of Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd, submitted in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 61, Fitty-third Congress, third session, $50,000. 

And insert: 

80 bi y 000: Provided, That tra 
ran ead A . 81 for such cesta aa vere z foo 
Ervin DELA Se tans Ub tgae by lew, not to exceed in thes agpremate KAE ox 
clusive of the amount herein agypecpriated. 

So as to make the clause read: 

eee eee er Harbor, Calif 

bruary 7, a $50,000: Pro: 
Secre of prof ns toca AT OA ei letra tees attra? 


to be paid for as appropriations may from time 
exceed in the aggregate $342,000, exclusive of 


e 35, line 12, to increase the 
bor at San Diego, Cal., from 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 10, after the word 
Oregon,“ to strike out: Dredging to complete”; in line 14, after 
the word ‘‘ dredge,” to insert and two hopper scows "; and in line 
15, after the word “dredging,” to insert within the limit of this 
appropriation”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Coos Bay, Oregon, $14,390: Provided, That so much of 
this sum as may be necessary shall be added to the amount now on hand for 
the construction or purchase of a dredge and two hupper scows, and that 
dredging within the t of this 9 may be contracted for in the 
discretion of the Chief of Engineers, in such portion of the bay as may be 
found necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 17, to strike out: 


Improving Port Orford Harbor, at Grave Yard Point, Oregon, according to 
plan recommended by Capt. Thomas W. Symons. of the Corps of Engineers, 


priation heretofore made March 3, 1879, for the establishment of a harbor of 
refuge on the Pacific coast is hereby transferred to be expended on this im- 
provement. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I inquire of the chairman of the 
committee upon what grounds this appropriation is proposed to 
be stricken out? 

Mr. FRYE. On the ground that the expenditure of a dollar of 
Government money at that point would be simply a waste. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Upon what report does the Sena- 
tor from Maine base that statement? 

Mr. FRYE. Upon all the reports that have ever been made to 


the Engineer Department. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I wish to say a 
few words as to the amendment. 

There has been an effort, dating back a good many years, as far 
as 1873, to secure some appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at. Port Orford. e first effort was to secure an appro- 
priation sufficient to create at that point a harbor of refuge for 
vessels. In 1873 Maj. H. M. Robert, Corps of En; s, made a 

ject for constructing a harbor at Port Orf by building a 
Seni water 1,500 yards long, at an estimated cost of about 
$9,000,000. In 1877 of ineers for the Pacific coast, 
composed of Lieutenant-Colonels Alexander, Williamson, and 
Stewart and Major Mendell, made a second plan and location for 
a breakwater for a harbor at Port Orford. e estimated cost of 
their project was $10,507,343. S in 1878, another survey and 
estimate were made by Maj. J. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, 
then in charge of river and harbor improvements on the Pacific 
Coast. That was with a view of creating a harbor of refuge at 
this point, and his estimate for a breakwater 5,000 feet long was 
$9,405,000. 

In pursuance of an act of Congress authorizing a report from 
the engineers as to the best location for a harbor of on the 
Pacific Coast, taking in the whole coast—California, Oregon, 
Alaska—a report was made favoring Port Orford as the proper 
place, as the one above all others at which a harbor of refuge 
should be located, and for which an appropriation should be made. 
ne that report Congress, in 1879, 5 last — 
0 session, passed an act a iating x ooking e 
commencement of the work Aiii ipg e aview to the estab- 
lishment of a harbor of refuge. The Secretary of War declined 
to expend the money, for the single reason, not that there could 
not be a harbor of refuge created at that port by a proper expendi- 
ture of money, but for the reason that the appropriation was so 
small, considered in connection with the estimates for the work, 
that he would not expend the money, and he did not. 

That money has never been expended. It has never gone back 
into the general fund in the Treasury. It stands to-day credited 
to Port Orford; for improvements at that point, $150,000. It was 
believed, however, by those interested in the navigation of the 
Pacific Ocean on that coast and by delegations representing Cali- 
fornia and Oregon that it would be impossible to secure from Con- 
gress the necessary appropriation, mounting up into the millions, 
eight or nine or ten millions, whatever it was, for a work of this 
kind at that point. Consequently we went to work to have an- 
other survey made with a view of ascertaining whether it was 

ticable and advisable to expend this money and perhaps a 
ittle additional in the improvement of the harbor with two ends 
in view, one that of creating a harbor of refuge on a smaller scale, 
and the other the improvement of appar facilities at that point. 

It was in view of facts of that kind that the latest report was 
made, which was submitted last year by Captain Symons. It is 
true that Captain Symons in his report states the improvements 
suggested in the act authorizing the survey are not advisable so 
far as creating a harbor of refuge is concerned, but he does =e 
that the shipping facilities of the place could be improved, as 
understand the report, by the expenditure of $203,000. It was in 
pursuance of that report which the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce condemns that the House of Representatives put 
this provision in the bill, applying the $150,000 heretofore appro- 
priated, which has stood credited to the harbor since 1879, and 
adding to it enough to make it 8203. 000. 

I think I have fairly stated the history of legislation and appro- 
priationsin regard to this harbor. I concede that the commerce 
of this port at present is not great, and it never will be very great 
until the harbor isimproved. When it is improved the commerce 
will be considerable. There is one of the finest timber countries 
adjacent to this harbor that there is in the world. The report 
which is condemned by the chairman of the committee states, I 
think, in terms that there are 100 square miles of the finest timber 
extant, fir and white cedar, adjacent to this harbor. 

It is a very large tract of timber. I have traveledthrough that 
er myself. There is the finest fir, cedar, myrtle, and also 
live in the world in Coos and Curry counties,Oreg. There 
is no finer anywhere. It is one of the finest dairy countries in 
the world. There are hundreds of tons of butter and cheeseman- 
ufactured in Curry County, Oreg., to-day, and in Coos County, 
which is adjacent; and because it is a portion of the State some- 
what isolated, as stated in the report, is no reason why it should 
be ignored when we are improving our rivers and harbors. 

I should be willing to cut the 88 down so that it will 
take no new money from the Treasury, and simply allow the 
$150,000 appropriated in 1879, which has never gone back into the 
general fund im the Treasury and is credited to this place, to be 
appropriated at the present session for this work. I hope the 
Sam of the committee can see his way clear to consent to do 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the business to be accommodated 
by this great harbor is 1 daily stage, 2 hotels, 1 store, 1 feed stable, 


, 1 carpenter shop, 1 blacksmith 

* 1 boot shop, 1 church, 1 school, 1 saloon, and 1 small sawmill, 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Maine is stat- 
particular point? 

. FRYE. At Port Orford. Iam not amazed at anything 


1 apothecary shop, 1 newspaper 


ing the business done at that 


that masks, Ihave got over that. But Oregon has three 
times a board of engineers to go and visit this p with ref- 
erence to establishing and creating a harbor of refuge. One board 


reported that it would require $10,000,000; another $9,000,000, and 
the third $11,000,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All reported in favor of it—every 
one of them. 

Mr. FRYE. In favor of it? They reported that it could be 
made with the expenditure of those various sums of money. 
Finally an appropriation was made. That does not astonish me, 
because my friend the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], 
acting as he does for the State of Oregon, with his infiuence in 
the United States Senate and with the influence of the other Sena- 
tor who was here at that time 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not tgp to have much 
influence with the committee in reference to this matter. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not surprised at any kind of an a as ic pe 
Congress appropriated one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars to go on to the $10,000,000; and the engi- 
neer very sensibly refused to follow Congress and spend it, and it 
never has been expended. 

The Senator from Oregon wants to compromise. What is the 
proposition? To expend $150,000 in doing what? To build a 
wharf for Port Orford. Captain Symons was before the commit- 
tee, and he said it is nothing under the sun except a proposition to 
build a wharf, and in his sport he says it is nothing but a Prop, 
osition to build a wharf. He says that the wharf will so 
exposed to the sontheasterly storms of the Pacific Ocean that it 
can be used but four months in summer time. He says still fur- 
ther that it is so exposed that there must be heavy anchors sunk 
off some distance in front of the wharf, and that there must 
be buoys attached to those anchors to which vessels which Nappar 
to be at the wharf can attach their hawsers and pull themselves 
out against the wind, so as not to go ashore. He says still further 
that the wharf must be made of iron, the most powerful, the 
strongest wharf that brany possibility can be made. It must be 
attached to legs at the bottom of the sea, and even then there is a 
serious sa whether it will stay there. They may need a break- 
water then. 

Yet the Senator from Oregon is asking the Senate to strike out 
the amendment. The Senate is putting back every single pro- 
vision we did strike out. I ize that fact, but I do not think 
that even the United States Senate, with its liberal and gracious 
moods, will, at the request of the Senator from Oregon, restore the 
provision to build a w for one sawmill, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by limiting the appropriation to the $150,000. hereto- 
fore appropriated. 

In response to the statement of the chairman of the committee 
in regard to what he deems the unimportance of this port, I will 
state that the necessity for the improvement is not to be deter- 
mined by the number of houses on the banks of the coast at this 
particular place. You must take a wider view of the matter than 
that. You must take into consideration the adjacent country, its 
character, its timber, its products, its capacity, its capabilities, and 
its possibilities. 

I undertake to say that there is not a more interesting piece of 
country in the United States to-day than that adjacent to the pro- 
posed harbor at Port Orford, in the county of Curry. There is no 
great amount of population there yet, and there never will be 
unless they have a i hand. 

Mr. FR By building a wharf? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all very well. If by the 
building of a wharf you will facilitate the shipping interests and 
improve them, why not build the wharf, so far as that is con- 
cerned? 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon a 
question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator in his wide e ience ever known 
any State or Territory or section, . the State of Oregon and 
Port Orford, to ask the Government of the United States to build 
a wharf for them? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, well, Ido not know what has 
been done heretofore. I am talking about what ought to be done 
now, in this particular case. I do not care whether it has been 
done heretofore or not. The question is, Can the shipping facili- 
ties be improved by the 5 of this money, according to 
the report of the engineer? t is the question. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course it will help the sawmill there to have a 


wharf. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thereport of the engineer is to the 
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effect that the shipping facilities will be improved by the appro- 


priation of $203,000, which is only a fraction more than the money 
that is left idle and will remain in the Treasury for years to come 
for all we know. It has been there now seventeen years, lying 
idle, credited to this harbor. 

Now, all I ask is that the $150,000 shall be applied to this work. 
There is an estimate giving the plan and all aboutit. I will take 
the chances of getting more moneyhereafter. But it does seem 
to me that it is useless to allow this money to lie idle when it can 
be applied there to the purposes stated in the report of the engi- 
neer, As I said before, this is a very interesting country. There 
were 82 tons of butter alone shipped from that port last year, 
small as the facilities are. 

Mr. FRYE. That would not take a 100-ton schooner. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We want to improve the harbor 
so that the country can be developed. It is a new country. All 
I am asking is that we amend the amendment so as to give us the 
$150,000 Ae pd a ed in 1879, and let it go at that. I hope the 
Senate will stand by me and the committee. I trust the chair- 
man of the committee himself will see the justice of the claim I 
am making in behalf of Port Orford. 

I hope the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who is also a 
member of the Committee on Commerce, and who, I see, is on 
his feet, will not feel it incumbent on himself to make any obser- 
vations simply for the purpose of standing by the committee. I 
know that away down in his mind he agrees with me that some- 
thing ought to be done for Port Orford. 

I ask for a vote on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I know that the Senator from 

n has something of prophetic talent and prescience which is 
unrivaled in regard to the river and harbor bill, but he has no 
X rays that will tell him what conclusion I have come to upon 
the evidence before the committee in regard to this improvement. 

The Committee on Commerce has been unusually generous to 
the Pacific States. I use the word “generous” in its full accepta- 
tion. Of the aggregate appropriation in this bill, which in con- 
tinuing contracts and direct appropriations amounts to something 
like $70,000,000 as it stands now, $11,000,000 has gone to the three 
States of Washington, Oregon, and California. Oregon has been 
peculiarly bl , if I may use the expression, in these appropria- 
tions. It has had the largest share of the amount given to that 
coast. 

I have every di ition in the world to make liberal appropria- 
tions for river and harbor improvements. When this i hae A 
tion to which the Senator from Oregon refers was originally made 
his former colleague, Mr. Dolph, was a member of the committee, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; he was not. 

Mr. VEST. I said his former colleague. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; my former colleague, Mr. 
Dolph, was not then a member of the Senate. I was a member 
m , and I was not on the committee either. 

VEST. One of the Oregon Senators was upon the commit- 
tee, as has always been the case during my service in the Senate. 
All three of those States have members on the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was ex-Senator Grover of Ore- 
gon who was a member of the committee at that time. 

Mr. VEST. There has never been a time when Oregon was not 
represented on that committee. 

. FRYE. On the committees in both Houses, too. 

Mr. VEST. In both Houses. Now, all three of those States 
have members opon the Commerce Committee. Ido not complain 
of any Senator for doing the best he can for his constituents and 
for appropriations for rivers and harbors in his State, but there is 
a nsibility resting upon the Commerce Committee and upon 

the * which can not be delegated to the Senators from any 
icular State, either as to the necessity for appropriations or 

e estimate as to cost. 

Now, in this icular instance, I mean at the present session. 
the engineer, Captain Symons, who had charge of this work an 
was stationed there for a number of years, according to his testi- 
mony, was before us. He testified fully and was cross-examined 
in regard to his opinion as to the necessity for this improvement. 
The great ar; ent made was for a harbor of refuge at this point; 
and I will the Secretary to read what I have marked as the 
succinct statement of that engineer. : ihe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The following are extracts from the repote of Captain Symons: 


“Port Orford is an open roadstead and vi on the coast of Oregon, ws 
boun line. A map of Bye 
its gen- 


g 
of the proposed improvements must be 
considered solely 1 
ipping purposes as mentioned in the law. . 


“These constructions for ‘shipping purposes’ are therefore construed to 
be piers or wharves, and the estimate Bereich is for their construction as 
wharves for commercial shipping purposes.” 


Mr. VEST. That eliminates, if the report is to be taken for 
anything, the consideration of a harbor of refuge at that point, 
and it remits us entirely to the demand in favor of the construc- 
tion of a wharf or wharves at that place. As was pertinently 
and appropriately asked by the chairman of the committee, when 
was it the custom of Congress openly and undisguisedly to make 
appropriations for wharves at any place? Is that within the pur- 
view and jurisdiction of the national legislative body? If we 
enter upon the construction of wharves at different harbors in 
the United States there is no limit to the appropriations, and 
instead of the clamor which is now here in eae: to rivers and 
Parnas there will be a burst of righteous indignation all over the 


lan 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri a question? What is the difference in principle between an 
appropriation of money by Congress for the 3 of buildin: 
a jetty out so as to deepen the water and the building a wha: 
out soas to reach deep water to accommodate shipping? Is there 
25 S. With gr snipe t to the Senator, th 

5 ` i t respec e Senator, the two thin 
are not at all alike. When you build a jetty — V 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One is a jetty and the other is a 
wharf. That is the difference. 

Mr. VEST. When you build a jetty you deepen the harbor and 
add to its navigability. You put more water there for the pur- 
pose of letting ships come in and unload and discharge their car- 
goes and be reloaded for an outward voyage. When you put a 
wharf there you do not add one inch of water; and nobody can 
pretend that you do. You simply puta structure there, a facil- 
ity for putting freight upon a vessel and taking freight from a 
vessel. It does not add one inch to the navigability of the stream, 
and therefore it is outside the jurisdiction of the Congress of the 
United States. My friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] suggests to me that you might as well put a derrick there 
to lift oor a cargo from an incoming vessel and to put a cargo on 
a vessel. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam sorry the Senator suggested that. It will be 
asked for. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, if you go on building 
wharves, there is no harbor in the United States which will not 
say, “You built a wharf in Oregon; build one here”; and every 
Senator upon this floor will feel himself called upon in the inter- 
est of his constituents to follow the example of the Senator from 
ogon This thing is too plain. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I have the closing 
of this argument, I believe. 

Mr. VEST. Of course the Senator can close, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I undertake tosay thereis not one 
particle of difference in principle between building a jetty out so 
as to increase the depth of water for ships in a port and building 
a wharf out over shallow water so that the ships and the land can 
be connected. There is not one particle of difference. I under- 
take to say as a matter of law, of constitutional law, that if Con- 
gress has the jurisdiction, if it has the power, if it has the right 
in the one case it has the right in the other, because neither the 
Senator from Missouri nor any other lawyer can draw a distinc- 
tion except to say that the one is a wharf and the other is a jetty. 
Each is intended to improve the commerce, to improve the shi 
ping facilities of the port. One does it by building a jetty, the 
other does it by building a wharf, If there is a constitutional - 
right to appropriate money for the one there is a constitutional 
right oe money for the other. 

Nr. T. Has it ever been done by Congress? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ido not care a cent whether it 
has ever been done or not; that is not the question. Weareona 
constitutional question now. The Senator from Missouri under- 
takes to say that there is no constitutional power to appropriato 
money to build a wharf out over the shallow water so that ships 
can be accommodated. I undertake to deny the proposition, and 
I contend, and I stand on solid ground, as I think, that if there is 
constitutional power in Congress to appropriate money to build a 
jetty so as to get to aep water, and have deep water to connect 
the ships with the land to facilitate commerce, then the same, 
power exists for the purpose of building a wharf over the shallow 
water so as to connect the land with the gu 

This is all I desire to say, Mr. President. I ask for a vote on my 
amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
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page 38, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Washington,” to strike out 
* $10,000, as recommended by Capt. T. W. Symons, Corps of En- 
poean, March 20,” and insert “in accordance with plan submit- 

in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for”; in line 
10, after the word “ninety-five,” to insert 820,000; in line 15, 
after the word “and,” tostrike out “ ninety ” and insert “eighty”; 
and in line 16, after the word ‘‘ appropriated,” to insert and the 
Secretary of War may, in his discretion, transfer the Government 
plant, or any of it, now at the mouth of the Columbia River, 
to Grays Harbor”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Grays Harbor and bar entrance, Washington, in accordance 
3 submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1895, 

,000: Provided. That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of 

ar for such materials and work as may be necessary to complete said im- 

royement, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to e be made 
a law, not ex ing in the te $980,000, exclusive of the sum herein 
i dow ro and the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, transfer the 
lant, or any partof it, now at the mouth of the Columbia River, 

to Grays Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 23, after the word 
Harbor,“ to strike out “ with a view to its improvement” and 
insert ‘‘and the cost of its improvement to be estimated”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

X ia Harbor, Washington: Continuing im; j= 
Ob a theta npa he) — 5 of the ee River n in 
Olympia Harbor, and the cost of its improvement to be estimated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Everett Harbor, Washington, from 

i „000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 6, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out torty and insert ‘‘ fifty-five,” and in 
the same line, after the word dollars,” to insert: 

And the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, expend so much of this 


as may be necessary for re g damages to improvements, heretofore 
ad by the 8 
So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Kennebec River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $55,000; and 
the 8 of War may, in his discretion, expend Le much of this as may 
be n for repairing to improvements, heretofore made, by 
the recent freshet. 


Mr. FRYE. The comma after the word“ improvements,“ in 
line 8, should be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The comma will be stricken out. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 15, to insert: 

Improving Union River, Maine, by dredging, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pase 39, line 19, after the word 
“t submitted,” to strike out by Col. D. P. Heap, January 10” and 
insert January 21”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving River, Maine, in accordance with plans submitted Jan- 
uary 21, 1805, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on Gol 39, Iine 23, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out D. P. Heap, December 13” 
and insert December 19”; and in line 24, after the word “ ninety- 
four,” to strike out twelve“ and insert “completing improve- 
ment, nineteen ”; so as to make the clause read: 

ver, Maine, acco’ mai 
C woe to . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 10, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert ten“; and in the 
same line, after the word “ which,” to strike out ten ” and insert 
“five”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Weymouth River, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement. 

0.000, of which „000 shall be used in the improvement of Weymouth Back 

ver. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the committee will not insist on the 
amendment here proposed. It isa very small matter. I think 
it proceeds on a misunderstanding, that the appropriation was 
reduced from $10,000 to $5,000 on the idea that a survey of a por- 
tion of the river had not been completed. It is true that a part 

of the survey has not been completed, but for the portion abso- 
Iutely completed the engineer estimates $22,000. Twenty-five 
hundred dollars was appropriated in the Fifty-third Congress. 
The appropriation was toosmall to begin the work. With 85,000, 
maong m all $7,500, it would still be too small to begin the work 
Kona ly, and the whole business would be left to a protracted 
elay. I have here a letter from one of the large manufacturing 
companies on the stream, which states that— 

Weare very tly disappointed at this, for the reason that we have been 

waiting patiently a hen to get enough moner toimprove this channel. At 


present we have but 16 feet of water at high tide and 8 feet at low tide. The 
is very narrow and crooked, and it is with difficulty that we can get 


in vessels g 800 to 900 tons. Even our own towboat can not reach our 
works at less about half tide. One hundred and fifty thousand tons of 
goods go in and out of this river annually, and as we are remote from the 
railroad, we are dependent upon water transportation. 

The letter then goes on to make the statement which I have 
made in regard to the amount needed. It is a tide-water river, 
flowing into Boston Harbor. It is a large manufacturing town, 
which lies apart, off from the line of the railroad. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. How many tons? 

Mr. LODGE. One hundred and fifty thousand tons of goods 
came down the river last year. The amount asked altogether is 
$10,000, which is not an excessive appropriation. Twenty-two 
thousand dollars is needed to complete the improvement now esti- 
mated for by the engineers. There is a large business there and 
the people are dependent on this water service. I think there have 
been no increases asked in the Senate of any of the Massachusetts 
appropriations, but I do hope that the committee will be willing 
to allow the House appropriation to stand. I do not seek any 
increase, but simply that it shall stand at $10,000 instead of $5,000. 

Mr. FRYE. It is just to the Senator from Massachusetts to 
state that when the committee made this amendment they did not 
paye the papers showing a second project to which the Senator 
refers. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not have it then, but I have it here in the 
report of the committee: 

The project for theimprovement of Weymouth 8 River was submitted 
February 7,1891. It proposed to dredge a channel through the outer bar 200 
feet wide and 12 feet deep at mean low water. 

At an estimated cost of $22,000. That is for the survey actually 
made. As I understood it, the appropriation was reduced $5,000 
because the upper pan of the river had not been surveyed, and at 
the time I supposed that it was to cover all parts of the river. 

Mr. FRYE. I think it is all right to disagree to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
P. 41, line 2, after the word submitted,“ to strike out “by 
Col. S. M. Mansfield, December 31, 1890,” and insert in the An- 
nual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1891”; so as to make 
the clause read: 


Improving Town River, Massachusetts, in O; recomm 
giona submitted in the Annual Howes of the Ohiet of . Asas Tor Ise, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island and 
Connecticut, from $6,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 15, after the word 
“improvement,” to strike out 814,000“ and insert: 

A ing to the re of the ef oi > 
ah Song ft e Oates Aart. We er 
for such materials and work as may be necessary for the completion of such 

roject, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by 


aw, not to exceed in the egate $707,000, exclusive of the amount herein 
and heretofore aupropriates’ 2 15 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: - 
tinuing improvement, according to the report of the Chief of eee 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, line 13, after the word 
dollars, to insert: 


And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to prescribe 
suitable rules and regulations in t tothe height and construction of the 
pilot houses, flag poles, and smokestacks of all tugs propelled by steam, with 
or without vessels in tow, habitually using said river, from and after the 
completion of the bridges at Third and Fourth avenues, now being modified 
by tion of the Secretary of War in accordance with the act of Congress 
approved September 19, 1890, entitled An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes.“ to the end that the draws of said bridges 
shall not be required to be opened or Opora 705 of toner than necessary between 
10 o'clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon: Provided, That the 
draw of the bridge at the mouth of Syarien Duyvil Creek, authorized by the 
Secretary of War August 28, 1894, to be reconstructed at the height of only 
3} feet above high water, be opened at all times during the day and night 
when approached by boats desiring to pass it: 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Harl River, New York: Continuing i 
And The 83 War i bareh? ‘euthorined sud direrisd, cha rm 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 18 on page 43. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 13 I move to strike out the words For 
maintenance” and insert ‘‘Continuing improvement”; so as to 
make the clause read: j 

Improving Browns Creek, Sayville, Li beg. Ss iB ing i 
e yville, Long Island, N. Y.: Continuing im- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 43, line 16, after the words ‘‘ New York,” to strike out Con- 
tinuing and insert ‘‘ Completing”; and in line 17, before the word 
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“thousand,” to strike out nine“ and insert ‘‘thirteen”; so as to 
make the clause read: 
Improving Patchogue River, New York: Completing improvement, $13,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, line 20, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike ont “ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘eight”; and 


in line 22, after the words Cross-Over Light,” to strike ont in 
the St. Lawrence River between Ogdensburg and the foot of Lake 
Ontario”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving shoal between Sister Islands and Cross-Over Light, St. Lawrence 
River, New York: Continuing improvement, $8,000, to be expended for im- 
proving shoals between Sister Islands and Cross-Over Light. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 25, before the word 
“river,” to insert Congress in the,” and on oo line 2, be- 
fore the word *‘thousand,” to strike out and insert 
“ten”; so as to make the clause read: 

1 River from Tonawanda to Port Day, in accordance 
with plan in the river and harbor act of A 17, 1804: 
Gontinning footed by Con 0.000, tatai 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on ge 44, line 5, after the word 
“ submitted,” to strike out! by Col. G. L. aep August 25” 
and insert “ in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for ”; 
so as to make the clause read: 5 

River, New York, in accordance with the plan submitted 

Improving Bronx pry ee — ce 


in the Annual for 1891, $10, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 19, after the word 
“tthe,” to strike out approved project for its improvement and 
insert project submitted January 7, 1895”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Dennis Creek, New Jersey, in accordance with the ject sub- 
mitted Jan dag 7, 1805, $5,000. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 23, before the word 
“improvement,” to strike out Continuing and insert Com- 
pleting ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Elizabeth River, New Jersey: Completing improvement, $3,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 45, line 14, after the word 
„plan,“ to strike out recommended by Maj. C. W. Raymond, 
and printed in House Executive Document No. 176, Fifty-third Con- 

s, third session, thirty-five” and insert submitted January 

, 1895, thirty-seven,” and in line 20, after the word be,” to strike 
out immediately available, to be”; so as to make the clause read: 
roving r k, New Jersey: let improvement in accord- 
5 Fee a a aa ee ie 000; of which ey 


„ or so much thereof as may be necessary, be ex ed in rebuild- 
othe dike on Government reservation in the Delaware River at Woodbury 


The amendment was agreed to. A 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 24, to strike ont: 

For completion of lock and dam at Herr Island, Allegheny River, and con- 
struction of the two locks and dams referred to in the report of Maj. R. L. 
Hoxie, in House Document No. 204, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. 

And insert: 

For continuing construction of lock and dam at Herr a 
River, under existing project, and commencing construction two ‘addi 
tional locks and dams on said river, one above the head of Six Mile Island and 
the other at Springdale, according to report submitted Janunry 22, 1896. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For contin construction of lock and dam at Herr Island, Alleghen 
River, under existing project, and constru 

locks and dams on said river, one above the head of Six Mile Island 


amount 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I notice on pages 44 and 45, as well as h 
the bill generally, there are a number of appropriations for the 
improvement of creeks, and without any statement as to the char- 
acter of the creek or the ends to be accomplished by their improve- 
ment. For instance, on page 44, “improving Alloway k, 
New Jersey,” $3,000; “improving Dennis Creek, New Jersey,” 
$5,000; on page 45, improving Goshen Creek, New Jersey,” 
$3,000; „improving Cooper Creek, New Jersey,” $37,000, etc. I 
have not observed that it is proposed we shall improve any ditches. 
I have not examined thesbill closely enough to see whether any 
ditches are to be improved or not, but when we go from rivers and 
harbors down to creeks I think we ought to have an explanation 
from the honorable chairman of the committee showing the char- 
acter of the creeks, their width, their present depth without the 
improvement, what will be required to improve them, the final cost 
of the improvement, what the improvements are to be, and what 
will be accomplished in aid of commerce when the improvements 
have been AR Fs 


Mr. FRYE. Some of these creeks are more important than a 
large majority of the rivers. One-half of Louisiana at least, as the 
Senator from Nebraska must be aware, is a very flat, low State, 
and it is bisectedallaround by tide water. Thetide water extends 
up into the State for miles and miles and it is unfortunately called 
acreek. Thereare agreat many of them in the South of the same 


Mr. ALLEN. Iam not speaking of Louisiana, 

Mie! AUC MIC 5 ea EO Cueto of ELOLA te cai 

z . Iam g of the or ons 
Louisiana. Iam familiar with them to some extent, and they are 
rivers as a matter of fact. 

Nr. FRYE. The creeks in New Jersey are precisely the same 
as bayous. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the creeks where there is barely a founda- 
tion or barely a ditch, and that by a lavish expenditure of money 
can be converted into a river or achannel, I think, require some 

lanation at the hands of the Senator. 

. FRYE, If the Senator will look at the report of the com- 
mittee he will find in every one of these cases just what the 
creekis. It is an unfortunate name, as bayou is an unfortunate 
name. If they were called rivers it would be all right and no- 
body would raise any question at all. But the creeks may be car- 
rying a commerce which is hardly equaled by any of t 
rivers in the country. There are very important creeks in Now 
York. Take Newtown Creek,in New York. There isa provision 
in the bill for continuing contract. The commerce on that river 
I think amounted last year to about $86,000,000. That is New- 
town Creek. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Re ntatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate; 
aom (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 
an ¢ 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T. er. 

The message also announced that the House had a con- 
current resolution authorizing the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to close the present ses- 
sion by adjourning their respective Houses on Monday, the 18th 
day of May, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 4th instant approved and signed the act (S. 67) for the re- 
lief of E. R. Shipley. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER, pro- 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and report 
generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury 


in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The is on ing to the 
resolution, on which the Senator New York [Mr. HILL] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to inquire whether it suits the conven- 


ience of the Senator from New York to upon a time—some 
time during the day—when we might reach a vote upon the pend- 
ing resolution? Š 

. HILL. I am unable at present to fix such a time, I will 
inform the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. 1 will proceed as diligent! ible and 

x as y as possible and pre- 
sent my views. Of course I can not speak for any others who 
ees Be to address the Senate upon the subject. 

. PEFFER. I understood eres that the Senator fronr 
New York would probably be able to complete his argument this 
day, within an hour or two, at any rate. I am extremely anxious, 
and so are other Senators, that we should dispose of the resoln- 
tion soon—as soon as convenient, at least. I will ask the Senator, 
then, whether he would be willing to fix some hour to-night—say 
at 8 or 9 o’clock—the Senate to proceed without an adjournment? 

Mr. HILL. Ishould prefer not to do so at this time. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I do not see any other 
way than to ask the Senate to remain in session until the resolu- 
tion is disposed of. I will give notice to * the 
Senator from New York, that objection will be made to the 
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consideration of every other proceeding except the bond resolution 
until it is disposed of, and I will ask the Senate to remain in ses- 
sion and to oppose all motions to adjourn until we have concluded 
the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. The course marked out for himself by the Senator 
from Kansas, namely, the refusal to allow any Senator to call up 
any other business in the meantime, will not specially inconven- 
jence me; it will only inconvenience other Senators who desire to 
transact the public business. 

Mr. PEF I will state to the Senator that I have no other 
understanding than that no Senators, except probably himself and 
one or two upon the other side of the Chamber and none on this 
side, to take any further part in the discussion of the resolu- 
tion. I am not trying to cut off 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty seems to be that the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas really obtained the consent of the Senate to 
proceed with the resolution under what in other places might be 
termed false pretenses. I called the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the Senator from Kansas assured the Senate when it took 
up the resolution that the friends of the resolution did not propose 
to submit any further remarks. 

Mr. PEFF: That was my understanding. 

Mr. HILL. The Senate will recall the fact that I questioned 
the authority of the Senator from Kansas to make that statement. 
I said he assumed to speak for all the friends of the resolution 
when it was very questionable whether he had the power to do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. ill the Senator allow me at that point? He 
surely misunderstood me. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield in a moment, please. Yesterday, after 
I had spoken an hour or so, I was une tedly called upon to yield 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], who had a 
regular prepared written hof an hour and a quarter, and 
with that courtesy which I usually exercise or endeavor to exer- 
cise I felt constrained to yield to him. 

Mr. PEFFER. Now, will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? í 

Mr. HILL. The Senator may be just as much mistaken now 
about the fact that no friend of the resolution proposes to speak 
as when he first obtained the consent of the Senate to take up the 
resolution upon the assurance that the friends of the resolution 
did not to make any further remarks, 

Mr. P ER. I suppose the Senator from New York under- 
stands well enough that I did not assume to speak for every Sen- 
ator. I only gave what was my opinion in the premises, that 
there would be no disposition upon the part of the friends of the 
resolution to consume time in discussingit. I had no knowledge 
until yesterday, probably about this time or later in the day, that 
the Senator from South ota had in his mind a desire to occupy 
some time. It was as much a surprise tome as it was to the Sen- 
ator from New York. I do not now presume to speak for any- 
one personally. 

Mr. HILL. There was, then, a mutual surprise. 

Mr. President. I do not begrudge the time that was taken by the 
Senator from South Dakota upon the pending question. He con- 
tributed some new ideas to the discussion, and it has given me an 
opportunity to reply. I thought the friends of the measure would 
not feel as though it was incumbent upon them to remain entirely 
silent in regard to the arguments presented against the resolution, 
aud the Senator from South Dakota seems to have been prepared 
for some time to enter into the discussion. J welcome him into 
a arena ane debate. os i f aa 

was a e surprised at some e suggestions made by the 
Senator from South Dakota. Iwas surprised at his frequent 
8 from what he called the metropolitan or city press. 
e read several long extracts from a portion of the New York 
He commented upon articles which had appeared in such 
ro as though they were conclusive of the questions involved. 
ndoubtedly he has a very high opinion of the press of New York 
City or he would not have the pains to put extracts 
from the metropolitan ne pers in the Recorp. It was the 
confidence that he had exhibited in the New York papers which 
undoubtedly induced him to make the extracts. 

The Senator from South Dakota is rather a new convert in his 
admiration for the great metropolitan city dailies. Someone has 
honored me with a , elaborately gotten up in pamphlet form 
and beautifully covered, upon the subject of “ The editor in poli- 
tics,” 8 at an editorial banquet at Sioux Falls; S. Dak., 
October 2, 1895. It is entitled The editor in polities— Response 
by R. F. PETTIGREW.” I want to read a few extracts from that 


speech, 
The openi i i 
ae opening „ gg — 5 He was speaking before 
Istand before you to-night because you have called me 
That was very kind of him— 
not because I expect to say anything that will be of value to you. 


And from an examination of the speech I think itis evident that 
neither he nor his audience was disappointed in his expectations. 
[Laughter.] He then proceeded to pay a compliment to the press 


generally. I will read a few extracts: 
It is a trite saying that a free press is the fountain of liberty. 
That is absolutely a new idea. No one had ever contributed 


that sentiment before. Then he further says: 
A rnment for all the people can not long exist in which the press is 
do ted by any influence except the popular voice. 


Then he proceeds to speak of the dangers that are menacing the 
press of the conntry. The dear good soul seems to be disturbed 
over the stability of our free institutions on account of the exist- 
ence of the metropolitan press. He says: 

If the voice of the press is merely an echo of the voice of monopolies and 
trusts, of juggiers in money and gamblers in stocks— 

Then he has great fear of the permanency of our institutions, 

Have we not— 

He says— 
in this country reasons for forebodings in this direction? 

Then he says: 

There is no cause for inflammatory language, but he is no alarmist who 
tells of real danger, nor is he a wise man who hides his head from it like an 
ostrich in the sand. 

The Senator from South Dakota does not propose to hide his 
head, like an ostrich, in the sand, encountering any peril that may 
exist to the rest of his person in case he does so. 

He further says in this speech: 

What of the future? Is there no cause for vigilance? Who does not see in 
the heavens the menace of that eclipse of virtue, in the shadow of which the 
great Republic may pass! 

Now comes a ising statement in regard to the city news- 
papers, from which ha quoted so liberally yesterday in condemna- 
tion of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury: 

Most of th t i t cities owned ti and 
rrite aa ² ⁵ Parae yr Ata i pet ea 
of this country, not in the interest of right or of public opinion, but to ad- 
semeia of tiem goeak 00 (( 
columns o! 
men whooe souls are stirred by = love of country and a sense of duty, bat by 

men— 

Hired men“ 
who are directed from the business office to write that which will best serve 
the p of the soulless — — — who own the stock. To-day these jour- 
nals refuse to publish any attack upon corporate greed or a corrupt financial 
system, but their columns are always open for the defense of these enemies 
of public liberty. 

These sentiments are very high-toned; they are put apon an ele- 
ye plane. Then he proceeds to advise the newspaper fraternity, 
and says: 

You should lead and form that sentiment uninfluenced the corporate 
—_— and by corrupt influences of every sort. The hope for the fu is 

you, 


Having unloaded the hopes of the future upon the editors, then 

comes a most surprising statement: 
I sho 

roaity-print Or pints thather, aid if it did not accord with my sentient 
should not go to my readers. 

Just a word in regard to that. If he were editing a newspa 
he never would publish the speech of an adversary; ho never would 
publish a comment of an opporion paper; he would not educate 
the people who should read the newspaper, but he would keep out 
of his particular newspaper anything which did not accord with 
his own particular sentiments. How delightful and elevated that 
would make the newspaper press! How greatly it would educate 
the people if a newspaper were conducted upon that narrow plane 
of keeping everything out of it which did not agree with the par- 
ticular sentiments of the man who was running the newspaper, 
and yet expect the people to acquire knowledge and informa l 
It would be a fine and valuable newspaper which my friend from 
South Dakota would conduct. 

Then, further—and I want to call attention to that one thing— 
ne winds up by saying: 

One thing is sure, no man of merit was ever destroyed by falsehood. 

There is nothing like having one thing that is sure. 
_ Mr. President, that remark is opportune to-day, because I think 
in the 5 the Senator yesterday he was disposed to utter 
some umnies against high public officials whose utations 
will live in this country in years to come when the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota and myself shall probably be forgot- 
ten. Yet we may be assured from this speech that one thing is 
sure, that no man of merit was ever destroyed by falsehood. 
President Cleveland and Carlisle may therefore take 
hope and courage. They will not be injured by these attacks, 
Their good reputations will live in all the ages to come, because 
rege nona zanas can — be destroyed by falsehood. 

er, he speaks e metropolitan press, from whi 

terday. he quoted so liberally: : . 
Generally, however, an anonymous corporate press is the paid advocate of 


some and its editorials are ordered f the business often 
men who can hot speak the English language correctly. 3 * 
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Exactly what New York newspaper the Senator is now con- 
demning or criticising I do not know. It has been supposed that 
there were some rather 1 or other foreigners editing or 
controlling some of our New York newspapers. Possibly the crit- 
icism was intended to apply to those. 

Mr. President, Ishall not quote further from this elegant speech 
of the Senator from South Dakota, but shall proceed to notice 
some of the aha se which he made yesterday upon the ques- 
tions here involved. 

Not much information is usually to be obtained during an argu- 
ment before the Senate by quoting the opinions of partisan news- 
papers. Imyself very seldom adopt that course. Once in a while, 
to illustrate an argument, I put in a newspaper extract. My 
attention is also called toa h delivered by the Senator from 
South Dakota in the city of Sioux Falls, February 19, 1896, when 
it is understood that he went home to that city for the purpose of 
looking after the Republican primaries. It was a red-hot silver 

h. I want to the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TaURsTON in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PETTIGREW ON SILVER. 

The Red ben e Sod from the speech of Senator PETTIGREW in the city 
of Sionx Falls, February 19, 1896, hits the nail square on the head. The Sena- 
tor is not a Republican on the silver question, and he can not be consistent 
with himself nor honest with the people while he sails under Republican 


will be honest with itself, and declare for honest 
money, for sound money, for lation and control of railroad t rta- 
ag we can carry the State of South Dakota as we have always it. 

“I say sound money—honest money- because an honest dollar is a steady, 
even. N pera ee of value -qualities which do not pertain to gold. 
A gold dollar e thieves’ money, that grows in the night— 


Mr. HILL. What was that? I did not catch that sentence. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


A gold dollar is the thieves’ money, that grows in the night, conania 
each day more of the result of toil and human sacrifice. Unchangeable gold! 
What rotten nonsense. If when ga contract a đebt, agreeing to pay it in 
gold five years hence, you find at the end of that time it takes twice as much 
as the results of your labor, twice as much as the protects of your farm, to 
secure the gold dollar with which to cancel your debt as it did when you con- 
tracted the debt, you have been robbed to that extent in the interests of 
the idle. The do has increased in value; your ucts were worth as 
muchas everthey were. Did you know that itisa thata pound of silver 
as silver, uncoined, not as money, will to-day bay as much of all the things 
that human toil and human sacrifice produce as it would twent; pes ago? 
An ounce oe ae a pound of gold, buy twice as much of e thin 

thatare p: uced by human toil and human efforts—of all of the thin; 
you wear and eat and use—as it would twenty yearsago. If that is the case, 
what in value? But you say that silver and all the products of 
the world have declined while at has ned stationary: t is one 
way of putting it. The fact is that gold hasdoubled in value while silver and 
all the products of toil have kept together. 1 have remained staple, un- 
3 While your gold has gone up each day igher and higher, growing 
in value, until it has laid all the burden upon t . in the inter- 
ests of the owner of credits. If I had my way 1 would demonetize gold. 


Mr. HILL. What was that? Read that again. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


es I pad my way I METE 83 gold. 1 refuse — the power of 
tender, and I wou ro) and preven’ necessary by taxation, the 
as pakn of another debt in the United States payable in gold. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. HILL. Not now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to say that I indorse that doctrine 
now asI did then. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, then in view of that statement, I 
shall now quote from a newspaper of Sioux Falls a description of 
the part which the Senator took in the proceedings at the ub- 
lican convention which was recently held and which instructed 
for Mr. McKinley and also in favor of what they called sound 
money. 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
HE MET HIS WATERLOO, 


Seldom in the Lees o politics has a United States Senator received a 
more complete and emphatic turndown than that which was given to Sena- 
tor PETTIGREW by the Huron convention. He gets to go to St. Louis—as a 
matter of grace—but he goes pes to work again free silver, though 
believing or professing to believe that the peop of his State are being 
robbed honrly by the gold standard. and he is tructed to work for the 
nomination his personal enemy, William McKinley, for President. He 
was put at the foot of the delegation, all of the rest of which is anti-PETTI- 
GREW. He will have no voice in the work of the delegation at St. Louis, will 
have nothing to say about the choice of a national committeeman, and will 
be merely a figurehead on a delegation where he is alone and on which he 
was placed by the generosity of the opposition. The effort of the PETTIGREW 
crowd to put Harvey Jewett, of Aberdeen, on the delegation, d te the 
action of the Fifth district, was defeated by a vote of 276 to 821, which shows 
that PerriGrew himself could have been denied even the sorry comfort of 
atrip to St. Louis had there been a dis tion on the part of the anti-PETTI- 
onan 1 to bits humiliate — . — nator. as a 5 
e beginning of this campaign Mr. PETTIG: made a rank free-silver 
at the ra house in this city. He declared that the citizens of this 
te were being robbed daily by the gold standard, that the Jews had a 
corner on gold, and were exacting of 


roducers & HAYY ONIY tribute. He 
declared that he did not care whether he went to St. Louis or not, but that if 
the Republicans of the State wanted him to go to St. Louis to use his influ- 
uaintance to secure a the natio: 


ence and acq ver plank in 


colors: 
“If the Republican pa 


he would This speech 
men here and over the State to need further elaboration. 


the commission. is too recent in the minds of 
Last nig! 


He promised the conven- 
m which he declared a few 
le of his State, and which had seipie the 


Senator rises and declares that if the people would let him go to St. Louis 
he would abandon his free-silver views and work the promotion of 
what he ä only one short month ago was his sole motive in wanting 
to go! e doubt if there is another public man in the State, and e are sure 
there is not another United States Senator in the West, who would put him- 
self in so humiliating and equivocal a position. If Mr. PETTIGREW had re- 
fused the conditions, and declined to accept a place on the delegation, there 
would have been something of honor and dignity in his defeat. But there 
is nothing but humiliation and sorriness in a victory which means the aban- 
donment of every principle. Mr. PETTIGREW's acceptance promptly proves 
that what he repeatedly said here about his motive in RIME go to St. 
Louis is untrue, for he is just as anxious to go when that motive is removed. 
He 5 his i Penh a ö in ghar to make it ap- 
pear e won a whic g men at once see an 
almost crushing defeat. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It certainly is in violation of every canon of 
decency and of good taste, in my opinion, for a Senator to ask to 
have read an irresponsible editorial in some newspaper the effect 
of which is personally to slander and abuse a brother member of 
this body; but if any Senator believes that such a course is fitting 
and wise and proper I insist that he read the article himself. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in answer to the unnecessary and 
unbecoming suggestion of the Senator from Colorado, I think it 
is entirely appropriate and becoming when a Senator the day be- 
fore had read and had inserted in the RECORD an article from a 
New York newspaper attacking the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, and that not an irresponsible 
newspaper article either, that another article from another news- 
paper upon the other side in rd to the Senator himself 
should be read. The attention of the Senator from Colorado 
possibly has not been called to the RECORD of yesterday, in which 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are most shamefully abused. I, sir, should not have pro d 
to read that Sioux Falls article had not the Senator from South 
Dakota himself put that New York e . article in evidence. 
I will gratify the Senator from Colorado and read the rest of the 
article myself, and request thatit be to me for that purpose, 
ps newspaper slip was handed to Mr. HILL]. The article con- 

ues: 


Nor is thisall. Mr. PETTIGREW 


to St. Louis instructed to help secure 
the nomination of a deadly perso: 


enemy for President. To prevent these 


instructions the Senator worked hard. For weeks his personal o. e 
Sioux Falls has teemed with columns of pl asking that the con- 
vention make no tions. Every ent was used to persuade 


and 
tion, but to promise 
t was a double dose, 


There are some other Senators here who can appreciate that as 
well as the Senator from South Dakota. 

In view of these facts the solemn declaration of the Press that nh trad bap 
was harmonious and lovely at Huron and that there never was a State con- 
vention which left so few heartburnings as that of “ isa orm- 
ance calculated to make a brazen monkey convulse with laughter. e fact 
is that there never was a convention which gave a more signal or complete 
drubbing toa man than that administered to Mr. PETTIGREW and his Fang. 
A more direct or cruel slap could not have been administered, and a 

GREW and his crowd have no “heartburnings ™ it is not because they 
have no reason but because they have developed the Christian virtues of hu- 
mility and resignation to an excessive and unexpected degree. 

In addition, the distinguished Senator from South Dakota yes- 
terday saw fit to characterize me as the champion of Morgan & 
Co.’s syndicate. I had commented upon the dealings of the syn- 
dicate; I had defended, as I thought was proper, the transactions 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that was all; but I was to 
be characterized and stigmatized as the champion of Morgan & 
Co. when I never met more than one member of that firm in my 
life, and that was in my official capacity when governor of the 
State of New York. 4 

In addition to that, the distinguished Senator saw fit to allude 
to my opposition to this resolution as the “frantic efforts” of the 
Senator from New York. My efforts have not been quite so fran- 
tic in opposition to this resolution as were the efforts of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to become a sound-money delegate to the 
St. Louis convention. 
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Mr. President, e e articles do not count for much upon 


either side, I concede, but when Senators rise in their places and 
read from New York and other newspapers elaborate attacks 
against citizens of my State, I retaliate in kind. I know it has 
become a popular thing here in the Senate when a speech is made 
upon certain subjects to abuse New York. We have listened to 
many speeches to which I could call the attention of the Senate, 
speeches against the business men of New York, its millionaires, 
its men of wealth, andits business men who have given honor and 
credit to my State, and I have sat here day after day and month 
after month and year after year, and have said but little in reply. 
Mr. President, that sort of abuse has got to be stopped, unless I 
have the opportunity to retaliate in kind. If newspaper articles 
are to be read against citizens of my State, against high public 
officials who have received the suffrages of the people of the 
country, then, sir, I propose to read extracts against those who 
see fit to resort to that sort of argument. 
Mr. President, after these few preliminary observations, I will 
roceed to renew this discussion upon the lines where it was left 
ho evening. TheSenator from South Dakota argued—and he had 
a right so to argue from his peculiar standpoint—that there was 
some wrong done in some way in the turning over of the Graves 
bid to the Morgan syndicate. I have discussed that question 
about as fully as I care to. I have shown that Morgan & Co. were 
the highest bidders, and that, therefore, they were entitled to have 
the Graves bid turned over to them. I want to read one remark, 
one admission, made by the Senator from South Dakota in the 
discussion of this question. He said— 


When the Graves bid failed it was as if no bid had been made. 


That statement gives away the whole case. I am ready to take 
judgment upon that admission, ‘‘it was as if no bid had been 
made.” Then, for the pape of the argument, I will strike that 
bid out entirely, as though it was naught, as though it had not 
been presented, as though there never had been a Graves bid. 
The syndicate, Morgan & Co., would then have had every one of 
the $4,500,000 of bonds, because they were the next highest bid- 
ders. There is no answer to this proposition; and there can not 
be an answer to it. The Graves bid was not in the case; it was 
not there; it was not entitled to be considered. The Graves bid 
was first accepted, and then, when default was made, the Senator 
is right in saying that it was as though nosuch bid had been made, 
and therefore in looking at the bids the Secretary of the Treasury 
had a right to fall back to the next highest bid. That was good 
faith toward every man who made a bid, and every bidder had 
made his calculations upon that very éourse being pursued. 

I have already answered the proposition that it was the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to readvertise for bids. I am not 
going to spend any mo upon the point that it was the duty of the 

retary of the Treasury to accept a private bid made after the 
defaulting day. It was easy enough to make ‘‘a bluff.” Certain 
mtlemen whose letters to the Department have been put in the 

ECORD say they offered the Secretary of the Treasury to pay a 
higher sum than the Morgan bid after the Graves default. The 
acceptance of that offer would haye been unjust to every other 
bidder,and especially unjust to the Morgan syndicate. When the 
Secretary of the Treasury offered these bonds for sale it meant 
pp they would all be di of at that time. There was not to 

any subsequent public bidding; there was not to be subsequent 
private bids. There were not to be readvertisements and relet- 
tings; it was to be one complete transaction. Therefore, I am not 
going to spend any further time on that branch of thecase. Sena- 
tors who seem to think that some wrong was done in regard to 
the Graves bid should volunteer to become Mr. Graves's counsel, 
for he is sorely in need of a defender in the courts. His counsel 
have withdrawn the case, abandoned it, eliminated it from the 
docket. There are others who say that Graves had a legal right, 
that he should have recovered, that he should have continued the 
rosecution, and have gone on with it; and the Senate of the 
nited States is proposed to be made an instrument by which to 
investigate that litigation. 

What further? Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WotcottT]. Iam sorry that he is not present. I 
want to know what that distinguished and fastidious Senator 
thinks of this lan, which yesterday passed from the lips of 
the Senator from South Dakota. The Senator from South Dakota 
had read a portion of the speech of the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in which that Senator had taken occasion 
to say, undoubtedly under the dictates of his best judgment, that 
there was little or no criticism to be made of the conduct of the 
Secretary of the Treasury so far as the bond transactions were 
concerned. The Senator from South Dakota seems to think in 
his superior judgment that that was a bad admission for the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to make. He knows better, of course, about the 
finances of the country than the Senator from Ohio. With all his 
vast experience in the management of the finances of South Da- 
kota, if he ever had any, he would likely know better than the 


Senator from Ohio. I am not going to say the Senator from Ohio 
was right or wrong. Thatis his business, I think he made that 
statement from his conscientious conviction that he ought to make 
it. Whether he did so or not, he said it, and he alone is respon- 
sible for it, and he undoubtedly will stand byit. It did not hein 
the month of the Senator from South Dakota to rebuke the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. Where is the Senator from Colorado now, the 
friend of the Senator from South Dakota? I interrupted the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota and said: 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? Who is more 


competent to speak upon that subject than the distinguished Senator from 


Ohio, who for so many years had charge of the great finances of the country? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. My answer to that question would be a matter of opinion, 
and therefore I will not burden the Senate with it. 


Then he proceeded immediately to burden the Senate with it. 


I do not doubt that the Senator from New York and the Morgan syndicate 
JV ⁵ os bis optuica vices tas plone’ of AA 
can 
and the robbery of the Treasary. 8 0 p 

Where was the Senator from Colorado when that coarse fling 
was made on the floor of the Senate Chamber—he who gratui- 
tously sets himself up to defend the dignity of this Senate and to 
rebuke little mild newspaper utterances which I had the honor of 
reading here? 

What further? New York must be abused, of course. Thatis 
the fashion. There has not been a speech made in the Senate 
upon the financial question by some parties in the last three or 
four years in which New York was not traduced, its business men 
held up to scorn, its public men condemned, and legislation advo- 
cated directly against its interests, and yet the Senator from New 
York must remain here quiet, he must permit his constituents to 
be assailed by coarse epithets and not speak a word in their de- 
fense. That time has 

What further? I want to quote now from the Senator from 
South Dakota: 

It is my opinion that this bad faith on the part of the Administration was 
planned in advance— 

The Senator from South Dakota has discovered a deep-laid con- 
Spiracy— 
and for the purpose of depressing the price of the bonds and ruin the credit 
of the Government, 80 as to compel Congress to enact such financial legisla- 
tion as the President might demand, and afterwards turned to account in 
enriching the favorites of the President, if not the President himself. 

Where is the Senator from Colorado now? It was all right for 
him to sit here in his seat last night and permit the insinuation 
that the President of the United States is sharing the profits of 
bonds with his favorites. Not one word did my lish friend 
from Colorado have to say in regard to that. He defends the 
English Government, English statesmen, Mogis soldiers, English 

olicy. He has not one word to say in defense of an American 

ident of the United States. 

Then, further, prs because Mr. Francis Lynde Stetson, a 
prominent lawyer of New York, is a subscribing witness to the 
syndicate agreement, Mr. Stetson must be into the con- 
troversy as the law partner of the President. e President has 
had no connection with that firm for some time, and it was a 
mere nominal one even when it existed years ago. It is a well- 
known fact, as I am advised, that Mr. Stetson is related to one of 
the numerous members of the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., and 
that he has been the counsel for that firm in many transactions 
in the past, and most important ones. He is an able lawyer, em- 
ployed by numerous business men in the city of New York. He 
epy witnessed the eontract, being one of the counsel engaged 
by those people. 

Yet without any sort of reason it is sought to suggest that 
there was some wrong in the fact that Mr. Stetson signed his 
name as witness to the contract. There is no disputing the fact 
that he acted for his relativeif not for the firm. There was noth- 
ing to conceal about it; if there had been, they might haveadopted 
the South Dakota tactics and put some other name in the place of 
that of the law partner. No, no! The very fact that Mr. Stetson 
boldly and openly signed his name to the paper is evidence of the 
consciousness that there was nothing wrong. Yet his name must 
be dragged into the debate over and over again, with coarse 
insinuations that the President of the United States is personally 
in some way enriching his favorites. That is the term that the 
Senator from South Dakota used—‘‘ enriching his favorites.” 

Mr. President, what further does the Senator say? Where is 
the Senator from Colorado now, when I read this statement? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This seems to have been a transaction where there was a 
partnership as to profits between the Secre and a syndicate of 8 


and the interest of the people of the United States was entirely left out 
the reckoning. 
I will read it again: 


This seems to have been a transaction where there was a partnership as to 
profits between the Secretary and a syndicate of bankers. 


What further, then, does the Senator from Som Dakota say? 
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After having charged that this seems to have been a transaction 
where there was a partnership as to profits, he says: 


That seems to have been the sum and substance and gist of the whole trans- 
action—rotten and dishonest and corrupt to the core. 


If there was a partnership in the profits between the Secretary 


of the Treasury and the syndicate it follows, asa matter of course, 
and it would so be regarded, I think, even in South Dakota, that 
it was rotten and dishonest and corrupt to the core. 

Mr. President, the other day in answer to some suggestions of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator from sas, who 
is usually very deliberate, and I must say usually fair in his state- 
ments, disclaimed any idea of casting any reflections upon the 
integrity either of the President of the United States or the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and I was asked what objection I could 
have to the resolution of investigation when there was this dis- 
claimer upon the part of the disti ished author of the resolu- 
tion. The Senator this morning said he was E hea rised, as I was, 
at the remarks made yesterday by the Senator South Da- 
kota; that is, they were unexpected at that time from anybody. 
What becomes of the disclaimer now in the light of the accusa- 
tions of the Senator from South Dakota? Can Senators justify 
themselves in voting for the resolution now, even though its form 

‘has been modified and changed so as to make it less offensive, 
when other Senators rise in their places and indulge in serious 
accusations like these without proof? Has it come to this—that 
we are to order an investigation simply upon the ipse dixit of 
Senators who in the heat of the discussion make serious refiec- 
tions upon public officials like these? 

The tor trom Colorado [Mr. Wo.cort] spoke a short time 
ago about conduct “ contrary to every canon of decency and good 
taste.” I Ag sled say it would be unbecoming the Senate—a 
violation of ncy and good taste—to dignify this proceeding, 
after what was said yesterday by the Senator from South Dakota 

. PETTIGREW], by peers Bee sort of resolution of investiga- 
ion. When somebody will bring in a written accusation, when 
somebody will give us some proof of wrongdoing, when somebod 
will present evidence that can be sifted and analyzed, then it wi 
be time enough to proceed with an investigation such as this. 

There are some other allusions in the speech of the Senator from 
South Dakota to which Iwill refer. Speaking of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, he says: 

He did dispose of the Graves bid at private sale. 

My answer to that statement is that he disposed of the Graves 
bid to a bider who had duly made his bid with all the others prior 
to the opening of the bids. 

It is true the bid was not made in pursuance of an advertisement— 
Referring to the other bid, which was made intermediately— 
nor was the bid of Morgan made in pursuance of adve 

e 


bids. Th ` 
his on s private bid for nearly $200,000 less than 
another responsible bidder offered. 

And then he makes the simple inquiry: 

Is that honest? 

I need not take the time of the Senate in any elaborate argu- 
ment to show that it was the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
when he offered these bonds for sale to have a completed trans- 
action, and it was his duty to give tothe next highest bidder every 
bid that was forfeited by nonpayment. That was his duty in law, 
that was his duty in morals, and that was the duty which he in 
fact discharged. 

Yesterday 1 put in evidence—I use the term ‘ put in evidence,” 
because it comes natural to me from my practice in court—I 
rather read to the Senate the syndicate contracts which were 
made years ago by previous Secretaries of the Treasury. I did it 
not for the purpose of intimating that there was an wrong 
in them, but in order that the country might know that this is 
not the first time the Government has dealt with syndicates. I 
read them in order that gentlemen here who did not seem to 
know the nature of syndicates might understand them. I have 
no reflections to cast upon the distinguished gentlemen whose 
names are signed to those old syndicate contracts—Drexel, Mor- 

& 00. J P. Morgan & Co., A t Belmont & Co., the First 
National Bank of New York, and Rothschild & Co., of London. 

I have no disposition to make any vile or contemptible fling at 
Rothschild & Co. because it is said they are Jews. It has been 
hissed out in this Chamber, amid laughter, that the Adminis- 
tration gave bonds to favorite Jews. it come to this. that 
in this land of the free 5 to be urged as a ground of 
objection to a man or men in the Senate of the United States? A 
Jewish citizen is as good as any other citizen if he behaves him- 
self. A Jewish citizen has a right to live among us so long as he 
obeys the law and is a good citizen, He has a right to be treated 


T tfully. N : 

The Jews constitute a race which itis not 
defend or eulogize. They may have their faults. y have, 
however, their good qualities. But I do think it unbecomin 
Senators here to rise in their places and hiss out that the 


I should, 


were given to a Jew, as though that settled the question, as though 
that was proof positive of infamy, of corruption, of fraud. 
Where was the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wolcorr] then—the 
defender and protector of the dignity, of the honor and proper 
conduct of the Senate? Where was he when Senators rose here, 
as several have on different occasions, and hissed out the word 
“Jews” as a term of reproach. It proves the correctness of what 
was said the other day, when a certain Senator who favors this 
resolution rose in his place and said,. Weare getting desperate.” 
They are, indeed, desperately in want of arguments. Let 
Senators consult their Jewish constituents, and see what they 
think of these vile flings. Yes; asthe Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] sug: to me, the Jews are a good race of people in 
hey do not ask other nationalities to take care 
of their poor. They take care of them themselves. They have 
their grand and noble charities. They are noted for them through- 
out the length and breadth of the world. One of the greatest of 
Jews, who did much for his race and his people, has just died, and 
he left many grand bequests. It is not necessary that I should at 
this time enter into any review of the great men who have 
adorned the Jewish race. You have no forgotten the great 


many respects. 


Disraeli, who was formerly the premier of land, It does 
show the desperation of these Senators when the argument 
they can make is Oh, they gave the bonds to a Jew.” a Jew 


was the highest bidder he was entitled to the bonds. Out with 
such flimsy arguments, Mr. President! 

I have also commented upon the fact that objections were raised 
to the form of proposal issued by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
I want to show now that the calls made years ago for bonds were 
just about the same in form, except they were made by the syndi- 
cates themselves. The syndicates were given control of the sale 
of bonds. For a short period of time aed had substantially the 
absolute control of the sale of bonds. I wish the Secretary to 
read the published advertisement of the syndicate, found on pages 
210 and 211, away back in 1877. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STATES 4 PER CENT FUNDED LOAN, 


The bonds are dated Ist July, 1877; bear interest payable in coin 
on Ist Gays of J — April, J uly, and October, and are in coin 
y 


after Ist 8 
The loan is issued in coupon bonds, in denominations of 


mgd check issued by the 
Treasurer of the United States to the order of holder and mailed to his 
address. The check is payable on presentation, Posey indorsed, at the 
offices of the Treasurer assistant treasurers of the United States. The 


Feri the undersi: 
nited States 
bseripti — 

jons 


the Treasurer at Washington, 
Baltimore, Cincinnati, New Or- 
leans. New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, and San by the national 
banks and bankers generally, and by the United States postmasters. The 
applications must specify the amount and denominations required, and for 

red stock the full name and oo address of the person to whom 


iste: 
the bonds shall be made paras, 
oh istered stock be forwarded by registered mail; the coupon 


be forwarded to 8 A 
AUGUST B ONT & CO., New York. 
8 MORGAN & CO., — 8 York, 


AL BA 

HE CITY OF NEW YORK, N.Y. 
DREXEL & CO., Philadelphia. 

DECEMBER 17, 1877. 


Mr. HILL. Now I ask the Secretary to read from page 71, 
where there is another p l. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June II, 1877. 
Messrs. AUGUST BELMONT & Oo., New York: 
GENTLEMEN: The notice to the public of the 4 per cent loan, a copy of 
which is herewith, is approved by me. 
Very respectfully, JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


[Inclosure with letter of Secretary to Belmont & Co. of June 14, 1877.] 
Under authority of a contract with the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
und hereby give notice that from this date, and until July 16, at 3p. m. 
they receive subscriptions for the 4 per cent funded loan o e United 
Sees an ae tions as stated below, at par and accrued interest 
coin. 

The bonds are redeemable after thi years from July 1, 1877, and carry 
interest from that date, payable quarterly, and are exempt from the payment 
of taxes or duties to the United States, as well as taxation in any form 
by or 7 1 i Apea i md 3 

e interest on the ‘k will chec! u. 
of the United States, to thee order of the hobler; out mailed to his 
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address. The check is — pee! on presentation. perly indorsed, at the 
offices of the Treasurer and assistant treasurers of the U ited States. 

The subscriptions will be for coupon bonds of $50 and $100, and registered 
stock in denominations of $50, $100, $500, $1,000, $ and $10.000. 

The bonds, both coupon and tered, be ready for delivery July 2, 

Forms of application will be furnished by the Treasurer at Washington. 
the assistant treasurers at Baltimore, Boston, Chicago, Cincinnati, New Or- 
leans, New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, and San Francisco, and by the na- 
tional banks aud bankers generally. The applications must specify the 
amount and denominations and, for registered stock, the full name 
andi ce address of the person to whom the bonds shall be made pay- 

Two per cent of the purchase money must accompany the subscription: the 
remainder may be paid at the pleasure of the purchaser, either at time of 
subscription or at any time prior to October 16, with interest added at 4 
per cent to date of payment. 2 

The payments may be made in gold coin to the Treasurer of the United 
States at Washi n, or assistant treasurers at Baltimore, Boston, Chicago, 
Cincinnati, New Orleans, and St. Louis and to the assistant treasurer at San 
Francisco, with exchange on New York. or to either of the undersigned. 

To promote the convenience of subscribers, the undersigned will also 
receive, in lieu of coin, United States notes or drafts on New York at their 
coin value on the day of receipt in the 5 New York. 

AUGUST BELMONT & CO., New York. 
J MORGAN & CO., New York. 


MORTON, BLISS 5 
FIRST NATIONAL. BANK 
OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK, N. Y. 
DREXEL & CO., Philadelphia. 
JUNE 14, 1877. 


Mr. HILL. The statements just read show that a dicate 
composed of these very oey gentlemen had substantial control 
of the sale of the bonds of the United States in behalf of the 
United States. I will now read the statement of the Assistant 
Secretary, Mr. French: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 11, 1377. 
PAYMENT OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


1. The act of July 14,1870, provides for the issue of United States bonds 
“redeemable in coin of the present standard value.” 
2. The then legal coin was 1 and silver, the standard value TRENS 
KEPS OI para PAA toha ao and 371} of pure silver to the dollar. 
3. While the law remained unchan, contract was legally performed 


n recognized 
y act which shall deciare silver coin a tender for such bonds is an at- 
to insert au element not in the contract, an element expressly excluded 
by the promisor by the act of 1873. 
7. And as it.can not be known what bonds have been transferred since the 
act of 1873, all bonds under the act of 1870 must be paid in gold coin of the 


valne san ed therein—23.22 grains of pure gold to the dollar. 
su 
af H. F. FRENCH, Assistant Secretary. 
To the SECRETARY. 


I also desire to read a letter from Secretary SHERMAN to Hon. 
August Belmont, of New York. In order to expedite the matter 
I want the letter put in my remarks in full, but 1 will skip certain 
poea of the letter and simply emphasize those points to which 

wish to call attention. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 16, 1877. 

DEAR SIR: Your private note, the letter of your firm, and one from Messra. 
Seligman & Co., Sr ge to make a public statement over my own signa- 
ture similar to that of Mr. French, are received. I have given to this impor- 
tant suggestion the most serious consideration, and have come to the 
conclusion that such an act on my part would be inexpedient and defeat the 
very object you have in view. Asa Fahne Beene mah officer I have no power 
od yng ae pe oc wR pl ag ya t to do so would at once unite 


all those who are mania and those who oppose executive en- 

croachment upon — gach It would create excitement, personal 

pel mgm jes wi mingle with it, and it would tend more than 

an a defeat the success of the loan. I am quite sure this would 
e result. 

As to whether Congress or the je would ever undertake to either 

iiion] ot Tarent of the bonded & bonds sold xines 


ebt, and pees the 
silver, I have a firm conviction that question will never seri- 
ously be raised. These bonds will be paid, . interest, in gold 
coin. The people of the United States have always n extremely 3 . 
as to the public credit. They never have. for the sake of an apparent profit, 
yielded any question involving the public honor. 
The t satisfacti 


re Seager Pa te sap bse rma fg — s yA 
rate terest, together their sense honor an i 
133 always secure „ bande principal and in X 


co 

Parties or factions may for a time raise and contest questions, but they are 
but bubbles and will pass away, and like all other . — involving the 
public credit, will be righttully settled in due time by Congress and the 


people. = 
3 1 would so — si disturb this re as 9 ou theses ie 
y an executive officer a question pure ve or judicial. 
3 it may be that too much hes NORAT been 2 abou i 
e 


proper as an answer to 
Very truly, yours, 
Hon. Aveust BELMONT, New York. 
I cite that letter for the purpose of showing that at this very 
time when the bonds were being eee from one hand to 
another and being sold in the public market there was the assur- 
ance of the Secretary of the 8 that the bonds would be 


JOHN SHERMAN. 


paid, principal and interest, in gold, recognizing that as the duty 


of the Government and giving that interpretation of existing 
law. On the faith of that bonds were sold and transferred; on 
the faith of that declaration ownership was acquired, and in 
view of what has been said in this Chamber I cite the letter to 
show, whether legally payable in gold or in silver, the good faith 
of the Severs of the United States was pledged to their pay- 
ment in go 

7 also read another letter from Mr. Sherman, dated June 

SIR: Your letter of the 18th instant, in which you inquire whether the 4 

cent bonds now being sold by the Government are 8 Principal and in- 


terest in gold coin, is received. The subject. from great importance, has 
demanded and received careful Fela tit ty ay 


Mr. GRAY. To whom was the letter addressed? 

Mr. HILL. It was addressed to Mr. French, Assistant Secre- 
tary, 94 Broadway, New York. 

Under laws now in force, there is no coin issued or issuable in which the 

of the 4 per cent bonds is redeemable or the interest payable except 
the coins of the United States of the standard value fixed 3 beara en force 
on the lith of July, 1570, when the bonds were authorized. 

The Government exacts in exchange for these bonds payment at their face 
in such gold coin, and it is not to be anticipated that any future legislation of 
Congress or any action of any Department of the Government would sanc- 
tion or tolerate the redemption of the principal of these bonds or the payment 
of the interest thereon in coin of less value than the coin authorized by law 
at the time of the issue of the bonds, being the coin exacted by the Govern- 


ment in exc for the same. 
faith in preserving the equality in value be- 


The essential element of e 
tween the coi in which the Government receives and that in pon 5 it 


p 
impressed upon the text of the law of July 14, 1870, under 
6 . 


Very respectfully, JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Francis O. FRENCH, Esq., 
84 Broadway, New York, 


This question was very much discussed in 1878 by the men who 
were dealing in Government bonds, and I want toread now a joint 
cable telegram from London from Messrs. Morgan, Morton, and 
Seligman to the President: 

LONDON; February 15, 1878. 
To His EXCELLENCY THE PRESIDENT, Washington; 

The universal feeling here is that public faith [is] solemnly pledged to pay- 
ment in gold of all bonds issued under funding act 1870, under which V= 
ernment demanded and received goa coin therefor. In our opinion it will 
j breach of ic honor now to break the pledge given 

tary 's letter June 19, sats on ena it is 


equalit 
ves and that in 
y observed by the Government and 


tever may be the system of coinage which the a of the 
1 time adopt itis this pledge which public faith and ulis 
MORGAN, MORTON, SELIGMAN. 

Signing their names as though they were partners, Morgan, 
Morton, and Seligman.” Attention is called to the fact that Mr. 
Morton is the Hon. Levi P. Morton, now the present governor of 
the State of New York, and until recently also a candidate for the 
Republican nomination for President. ughter.] Morgan, 
Morton, and Seligman.” If the Presidential nominating lightning 
should strike the distinguished governor, whom I personally 
esteem very highly, I will have some fun during the campaign in 
reading the joint telegram, “Morgan, Morton, and Seligman,” 
upon the question of the payment of the Government bonds in 
gold; and I expect to read with interest the remarks of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Colorado [Mr. Wolcorr] (who intends to 
support the Republican ticket no matter what the platform may 
be or who the candidate may be) eulogizing this firm in his 
speeches in behalf of the gold policy—‘t Morgan, Morton, and 
Seligman,” and victory. 

I also read another letter, dated New York, June 20, 1877, to be 
found in this book, 85, from Morton, Bliss & Co., of New 
York, in regard to the bond transactions. I will not take the 
trouble now to read it, but with the permission of the Senate will 
insert it in or remake 

Pics a ING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
orde 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co. to Mr. Sherman. 


NEW YORK, June 20, 1877. 


DEAR SIR: Some of the parties interested in the contract for the 
bonds claim that in signing, on the 9th instant, the paper p: 
in which the syndicate sa for the re 4) per cent bonds up to 
tintioes ero SOANA a Ena AA ate os tae ne tak thats poe 
0 we u a jen exis on Sir Or eir r- 
tion of the third hundred millions. me = 
In your letter of May 23, addressed to Messrs. A. Belmont & Co., you state 
as your understanding that the ir, of the syndicate to take over two hun- 
dred millions has terminated. Will you oblige us by informing us when and 


cent 
y you, 


A876 


CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—SENATE. 


in what manner the notice called for under the contract had been given: and 
also whether you understood the termination of the 4} per cent cont 
and the contract for 4 per cent bonds one or two distinct transactions? 


We remain, etc., 
MORTON, BLISS & CO. 

Hon. JoHN SHERMAN 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it may have been forgotten that 
those bond transactions evoked considerable criticism at the time 
they were had. It was inevitable that great transactions involv- 
ing millions of money should find some critics throughout the 
country. The House of Representatives was induced to interfere, 
es on November 5, 1877, passed a resolution, which I will now 
read: 

Resolution House of 98 3 petty requesting copies of 
[Forty-fifth Congress, first session.] 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
In the House of Representatives, November 5, 1877. 


momen 


syn 
and fore: kers for the negotiation of the 4 per cent bonds of the United 


States, together with copies all other papare 3 thereto, and also 
with astatement as to the present condition of such negotiation, and whether 
it 7 in force as originally made, without modification or change. 


GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk, 


I cite the resolution for the purpose of showing and demonstrat- 
ing that there is nothing new about sensitiveness over great bond 
transactions; that the criticisms have not been confined to the 
present Administration; that there was restlessness in 1878 as 
now; that there were Senators and members of the House who 
wanted to take a hand in the bond business then as now; and to 
show so far as I can that there is nothing in these attacks; that 
they are inevitable in the Congress of the United States; that 
there always seems to be an inevitable sort of friction between 
the Treasury Department and Congress, but I do not cite them 
because there is anything wrong in the transactions themselves. 
History has vindicated the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
history, sir, will vindicate the present distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury, the gentleman from Kentucky: The mere fact 
that the affairs of their offices were conducted so that criticism 
should have been avoided amounts to nothing. They could not 
avoid criticism, 

Mr. Sherman did not escape. The bond syndicates did not esca 
then. Secretary Carlisle can not hope to escape criticism. e 
bond syndicate can not hope to escape criticism. Transactions 
involving millions of dollars of course give rise to suggestions 
and fault-findings of all kinds and character. When the mil- 
lennium comes it will be ible to negotiate $100,000,000 of 
bonds when there will be nobody finding any fault, but not until 
the millennium comes. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
fact that the House of Representatives did not order an investi- 
gating committee. The mocratic House of Representatives 

eated the Republican Secretary of the Treasury with great re- 
spect. They had the right to order an investigation. They passed 
a resolution requesting information of the Secretary in the ordi- 
nary and usual form, and to that the distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury made reply on November 19, 1877. I will ask the 
Secretary to read that letter of Mr. Sherman to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

rsh sea G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

uested. 

y Mr. HILL. Iwill say before the letter is read that I cite it for 
the purpose of showing the proper way to ascertain information; 
the proper way to treat the officers of the Government. The 
House of Representatives, the Democratic House of Representa- 
tives, simply a resolution asking for information, submit- 
ting it to the Secretary of the Treasury, and awaiting his reply, 
e Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 19, 1877. 


Sır: I am in receipt of resolution introduced by Mr. Wood, of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, as follows: y 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives at the earliest practicable moment 
eopiesof the contract made with a certain syndicate of American and foreign 
bankers for the negotiation of the 4 per cent bonds of the United States, to- 
gether with copies of allother papers relating thereto; and also with a state- 
ment as to the present condition of such negotiation, and whether it remains 
in force as originally made, without modification or change.” 

In compliance with this request, I have the honor to inclose herewith copies 
of the contract referred to and other papers which have a definite bearing 
upon the subject. Before this contract was entered into [ met the contract- 
es both in New York and Washington, and discussed at some — — 


the 3 of placing the 4 per cent loan upon the market, and, on the 
of June, 1 perfec arrangements for t purpose by executing said 


con 3 

During the thirty days which were set apart by mutual consent for the 
reception of popular subscriptions, the amount of $6,073,250 was sold by the 
Treasurer and tant treasurers of the United States, and subscriptions 
to the amount of $60,423,300 were procured through the efforts of the con- 
tracting parties. 


The business of refundi: satisfactorily and ents had 
been perfected for the con eer e 3 bonds, and a call 
was about to be made when fears of the effect of the proposa — br 

of such bonds 
caused a temporary ement., 

Below is a statement of the present condition of the 4 per cent loan, and I 
would add that the contract remains in force as originally made, without 
modification or change. 

CONDITION OF UNITED STATES 4 PER CENT BONDS OF i NOVEMBER 19, 1877, 
$75, 496, 550 


Congress remonetizing silver arrested for the time the sale 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


Mr. HILL. I will read, or rather insert in my remarks, with 
the permission of the Senate, a letter from Fisk & Hatch to Sec- 
retary Sherman, of date April 16, 1878. I will not take the time 
now to read the letters, but simply to say that they asked to have 
placed in their hands certain bonds of the United States, which 
they should have the 5 to sell, and that the Secre- 
tary of the substantially gave them the control of the 
sale of the bonds. I will read the opening sentence: 

GENTLEMEN: Your letter of . 
will entertain a proposition 5 . — —— 
negotiation of 4 per cent bonds upon certain terms named by you. 

I cite this letter for the purpose of showing that in 1878 there 
were dealings with combinations of banks and bankers; that the 

nestion of the combination of banks and bankers is not a new 
ing, but that it existed all through the resumption period and 
all through the refunding period. 

The PRESIDING O CER. Without objection, the letters 
will be inserted in the remarks of the Senator from New York. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


NEW YORK ril 16, 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN sa ei 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sig: Will you please advise us whether you are prepared to enter- 
tain a proposition from a combination of banks and bankers, whose naines 
should be satisfactory to you, for the negotiation of 4 per cent bonds on the 
basis of an amount to be agreed 3 to be taken at once with an option for 
any part of the remainder for the balance of the 2 or for such other period 
as might be mutually satisfactory; the sales of r cent bonds to be made 
during the pendency of the option only through the parties ente into the 
5 and the proceeds of sales to be applied to the redemption of 5-20 


n 

if you are inclined to consider favorably a proposition to this effect, pro- 
vided the details can be made satisfactory to you, it is probable that it will 
be made. The parties having the matter under consideration would be glad 
to have an indication of your readiness to entertain such a negotiation be- 
ey t rin the 8 of details, and have requested us 
to an expression from you on that point. 

An early reply will greatly oblige. 

Very y, yours, FISK & HATCH. 

P.S.—In case any negotiation, as indicated above, should be entered into, 
the parties interested would be glad to have the matter considered as confi- 
dential between the Treasury Department and themselves until concluded, 
and your reply to this will be so treated if desired. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 17, 1878, 
Messrs, Fisk & HATCH, New York. 

GENTLEMEN: Your letter of yesterday is received, in which you ask if I 
will entertain a proposition from a com tion Pine and Tonkars for 
the negotiation of 4 per cent bonds upon certain terms named by you. 

I would be happy to receive such a 8 from the banks and bankers 
whom I suppose you represent, and I would give the bonds to you on as fa- 
vorable terms and with every facility that the law will allow. Iam under 
no embarrassment or restraint as to the sale of the 4 per cent bonds, but I do 
not think it would be policy for me to give you an exclusive option for any 

od of time, though, perhaps, if the amount was large I might do so for a 
short time. I am not under any obligations to the purchasers of the 4} per 
cent bonds that restrict me in any way in the negotiation of the 4 per cent 
bonds, but am free to act under the law. 

Still, as public ren Ae have been invited b: circular, it 
would not be consistent with good policy for me to 1 pren tender and 
place the negotiation solely iv your hands. Perhaps, in view of a large sub- 
scription, I might be disposed to give you some additional facilities not given 
by the general circular, but this would depend upon the amount and nature of 

our subscription. I wonld like, also, if practicable, in case an offer is made 

y ou, that you include in it the contracting parties for the 4 pe cent bonds, 
at least so far that the agents in the sale of the two classes o mds will not 
conflict with each other, the interest of the Department being equally con- 
ree in the negotiation of both classes of bonds. 


ery respectfully, 
ae JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
As you request, your letter and this reply will be considered by me as con- 
fidentiat for the present. 
Mr. HILL. That was in 1878. The resumption act had been 
which 3 resumption to take place on the Ist day of 
anuary, 1879. There were skeptics in those days as now. There 
were men who were constantly doubting the power of the Goy- 
ernment to resume specie payments on the day fixed by the statute. 
There were constant predictions of failure made by worthy gentle- 
men who thought that the Government was pursuing an unwise 
licy. There were men in those days, as now, who thought the 
vernment was running headlong to destruction. They me 
desperate, as men become desperate now, in their criticisms of the 
conduct of the officers of the Government. 


1896. 


This volume is full of letters written to the Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1878 urging him to pursue a different course from what 
he was pursuing, and predicted disaster to the Government on the 
Ist day of January, 1879. It was said, The Government will not 
be able to resume specie payment. Where will the coin come 


from? Where will the gold come from? How can ie pay- 
ments be resumed and how can they be maintained?” There was 
the same uncertainty then as now, if not more so. There was the 


same distrust of public men, the same vile insinuations as now, 
the same unfounded charges then as now. People have forgotten 
what took place here only a few years ago. ` 

I will read a letter from Peter Cooper to Mr. Sherman, written 
in New York Apo 1878. Mr. Cooper was a very estimable gen- 
tleman, a man of large means. He had got the greenback craze 
in his head; he thought the country was a Boing to destruction un- 
less the greenbacks were ee afloat. He doubted the policy of 
redeeming the greenbacks. e feared the country was not strong 
enough for that purpose. There was a large element in the coun- 
try, in different parts of the country, who called themselves 
greenbackers, who were fearful that the country was taking ahaz- 
ardous step and making a most dangerous experiment in the 
effort to resume cie payments. How the speeches of those 
greenbackers would read now, in the light of history, their denun- 
ciations of Mr. Sherman! How they would like to be refreshed 
by reading those speeches again delivered here in the Senate, pre- 

cting failure, predicting disaster. 

COOPER UNION, ETO., New York, April 18, 1878. 

Dear SIR: In the brief interview which you did me the honor to give me 
at my house a few days ago I was impressed with your desire to give all the 
information that would throw light upon the financial policy of the Govern- 
ment and in the Department of which you are the executive head. But we 
had not the time to discuss fully some of those practical questions that involve 
this financial policy, and I therefore now take the liberty, in a more delib- 
erate manner, to ot vou an answer to questions which might throw light 
upon the public mind on these crest interests and allay the anxiety which 

rvades the hearts of our people in reference to their future prospects of 

ess and employment, and show more clearly how the present policy of 

the Government in enforcing * ie payments” by law and carrying out 
the resumption act could be attended with any wholesome results to the 
financial interests of this country, both in the present and the future. 

First. ou “resume” in the presence of $645,000,000 of legal-tender and 
bank notes with what gold and silver you may have at your command with- 
ual shrinkage of this currency either on the part of the Govern- 


out an act 
tion” be maintained after the law has placed a pre- 


ment or of the banks? 
Secondly. Can “resum: 
y demonetized the paper by rendering its convert- 


mium on coin and virt 
ibility compulsory? 
In other words, can the present “par value” of paper and coin be taken as 
an index that after the law has thrown its whole weight in favor of coin, by 
the ee “convertible,” the present equilibrium between the two 
iL be mtained? 
Thirdly. In connection with the fact that by purely commercial laws we 


have already arrived at specie ents, or the par between coin and paper 
pape 1 what good will it do 10 ant in the further power of the law on he 
o of coin? 


How can we avoid placing the paper at the me: of those who will have 
control of the coin, especially the paper of the national banks, whose chief 
credit will consist in main ning “specie payments“ 

Fourthly. After “resumption ™ how much money will the people have with 
which to transact business, employ labor, enter into new enterp „ and use 
“cash payments“ instead of “inflating credits” to a ruinous degree, as in 


times under the system of ie payments and convertibility by law? 
3 ly. It being the duty of Congress to make the necessary and proper 
ws for 


g into execution a system of money, weights, and measures 
as the only means to regulate commerce with foreign rations and among the 
several States, to provide, as far as possible, an unfluctuating currency,” a 

measure of prices, how can you prevent t and disastrous fluctua- 
tions in our “ convertible money“ and coin arising out of the great demands 
for gold and silver that may at any time be made upon us from the commer- 
cial relations of this country with Europe, over which the Government can 
pare With sore corn I remain, your obedient servant. 

Seer Ki PETER COOPER. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, the world moved on just the same, steady, steps 
forward toward a right basis. The Secretary of the 
kept moving on unmindful of the clamor of the men who criti- 
cised him, unmindful of the threats made against him, unmindful 
of all the prophecies of disaster, and to-day, I say, simply review- 
ing the question, how futile seem the efforts that were made to 
stop resumption; how men 5 85 desperately for the good old 
greenback currency; how official efforts to curtail and contract 
Sy 3 met with determined opposition in the two Houses 
0 ess. 

But, Mr. President, the policy of the Government went on; it 
could not be resisted; it went on to success, and the men who criti- 
cised it would not want to read to-day their speeches in the RECORD. 
Mr. SHERMAN made a reply to Mr. per, which I want the Sec- 


retary to read. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 20, 1878. 


Dran Sin: Your letter of the 18th instant is received. The questions which 
commit of the two 
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cess of the present plan of resumption induce me to answer your letter as 
fully as my time will allow. 

As to your first question, * Can you resume in the presence of $645,000,000 
of legal-tender and bank notes with what gold and silver you may have at 
your command without an actual shrinkage of this currency, either on the 
part of the Government or of the banks?’ 

You must bear in mind that the aggregate amount of -tender notes and 
bank notes stated by you may be ually diminished, so far as the legal 
tenders are concerned, to ,000,000, and by the banks to such sum as they 
find can be maintained at par with the United States notes. But, assuming 
that the aggregate should be about the present amount, and remembe: 
airera that the bank notes can be redeemed in legal-tender notes and are no 
required to be redeemed in coin, I do express the opinion that resumption in 
a country like ours can be maintained in the presence of the existing volume 
of circulation; but if this should prove to be too arent the reduction will be 
gradually of the bank notes, or, if Congress so direct, of the legal-tender notes. 

As to your second question, Can resumption be maintained after the law 
has placed a premium on coin and virtually demonetized the paper by ren- 
dering its convertibility compulsory? In other words, can the present ‘par 
value’ of paper and coin be taken as an index that after the law has thrown 
its whole weight in favor of coin, by g DAE COTAN the present 
8 between the two can still be ed?“ 


the law fix a premium on coin as against legal-tenders, but 1 0 e 
eman 


hat all papes money rests upon, that its use and convenience and converti- 
bility will 


To 
mere e ipa 
coin and paper money, what good will it do to thrust in the er power of 
the law on the side of coin? How can we avoid placing the paper at the 
mercy of those who will have control of the 8 the paper of the 
bene DAN whose chief credit will consist in maintaining ‘specie pay- 
men 

i have simply to say that we have only arrived at our t position ap- 
8 epa mts by the accumulation of coin in the Treasury and 

y the gradual and slow uction of the volume of notes; and the very 
measures which have enabled us to reach so near the specie stan are 
necessary to be continued to enable us to maintain resumption. If resump- 
tion is desirable it can not be maintained by a repeal of the law which re- 
quires . and grants the necessary powers to prepare for it and to 
main 

As to your fourth question, “After resumption how much money will the 
people have with which to transact business, ae labor, enter into new 
enterprises, and use cash payments’ instead of ‘inflating credit’ to a ruin- 
ous degree, as in times under the 2 of specie payments and con- 
vertibility by law?” It is answered, I think, by what I have said in reply to 
yous first question. We will have the United States notes, the bank notes, 

he coin certificates, both gold and silver, together with the gold and silver 


our th ues 


itself, all in tion, The actual amount of ype! in tion, I 
think, will be as large in ie times as now, and its e ity and gonxerti- 
bility will rather increase than prevent the circulation of either. The depre- 


ciation of paper money is not necessarily caused solely by its excess, but by 
the uncertainty of its value and confidence in its redemption. 

In reply to your fifth question, It ag Seog duty of gress to make the 
necessary and proper laws for carrying into execution a system of money, 
weights, and measures, as the only means to te commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States, to provide as far as possible, an un- 
fluctuating currency,’ a steady measure of prices, how can 12 8 great 
and disastrous fluctuations in our ‘convertible money and coin, arising out 
of the great demand for gold and silver that may at any time be made upon 
us from the commercial relations of country with Europe over which the 
Government can have no direct control?“ 1 have only to say that it is un- 
doubtedly the duty of Congress to provide for the possible contingencies that 
would make it necessary to suspend specie payments, though, as the circum- 
stances which would compel suspension are necessarily unforeseen, unknown, 
difficult to be defined or to be provided for, I am not sure but it is better to 
leave the question of suspension to the necessities of the case rather than to 
legislation, which must be founded upon uncertainty. en the 
is actually unable to redeem its notes in coin, msion comes necessarily, 
but resumption would come again from thea ute necessity of 8388 
for our daily wants, and Congress could provide better in view of the 
facts than sean fp 2 facts. 

I think the real difficulty that has stood in the way of resumption is the 
nightmare of things that have existence only in the brain and not in fact, 

e can only deal with the current course of events based upon probabilities, 
and can not provide for unforeseen con neies. 

is my earnest hope that you, and gentlemen like you, who I know are 
sincere in your convictions, may see your way to trust to policy that is 
now ente upon, which seeks to provide as much paper curre as can be 
main ed at par in coin, and to secure its active ulation in aid of indus- 
try and 3 
Iam, with great respect, JOHN SHERMAN. 
Hon. PETER COOPER, New York. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have also a letter from Secretary 


Sherman of date May 24, 1878, which I shall insert in my remarks 


without reading it in full. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so inserted. 


The letter referred to is as follows: 
MR. SHERMAN TO WILBER NATIONAL BANK, ONEONTA, N. Y. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 24, 1878. 
Sin: Your letter of the 21st instant, asking what action is necessary in order 
8 a CDSET and subscription agent for the 4 and 4} per cent loans, 


v 
In reply I have to inform you that eee, to the 4} per cent loan are 
5 * only through Messrs. Belmont & Co., of New York, and their asso- 


Subscriptions to the 4 per cent consols of 1907 are received at the 8 
ment and trough the su officers and national banks which have 
been designated for that purpose. 

I inclose herewith Department's circular of January 21, 1878, under the pro- 
visions of which, if you desire it and will so inform this office, the of 
which you are er will be Loses e a United States depositary to re- 
ceive deposits on account of subscriptions to the 4 per cent consols of 1907. 


Vv respectfull * 
Sa d JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
CASHIER WILBER NATIONAL BANK, Oneonta, N. Y. 
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Mr. HILL. The point I wish to emphasize is that in this letter 
Secretary Sherman says he can not accept subscriptions to the 4} 


heey: loan; that y can be ‘‘received only Messrs. 
ont & Co., of New York, and their associates.” The point 
being to establish the fact that in the history of our country itis 
not an unusual thing to deal with syndicates, and that while un- 
der the present Administration we have had several popular loans, 
the popular subscriptions, so-called, under Mr. Sherman's admin- 
istration of the Treasury Department, weremainly throughacombi- 
nation of bankers, and he said that subscriptions to the 44 per cent 
loan could be received only through Messrs. Belmont & Co., of 
New York, and their associates.” 

Tam not complaining of this, Mr. President. It was unques- 
tionably the proper thing to do under the circumstances. [am 
simply illustrating the point that history repeats itself. I am an- 
swering the skeptics of those days; I am. answering the critics of 
those days as 1 am answering the skeptics and the critics now. 

I should infer from some of the speeches which have been made 

n this subject that the policy of paying out either gold or 
gives on demand at the Treasury was a nsw one, invented by the 
t Administration, and had never existed before. It has 
8 of as an invention of the present Administration; it 
has been spoken of as a scheme of Mr. Carlisle; and it has been 
characterized as a questionable transaction, an ill-advised proceed- 
ing, as though it was something that had been unheard of in the 
previous history of the country. The policy of paying out either 
gold or silver on demand, I repeat, is not a new one. It was the 
policy that was pursued years ago, a wise policy, unquestionably, 
or it would not have been pursued. It was a policy which gave 
success to the administra’ of the financial affairs of the — 
ernment; it was a policy that tided us over critical times: it was 
a policy which gave honor and credit to the Government and 
this Government upon a high financial standing with the 
vernments of the world. Senators now want to reverse all this 
policy: want to attack this Administration for doing only what 

been done by their honored predecessors in the past. 

I now ask the Secretary to read the letter on 423 of the 
book which I send to the desk, from Secretary Sherman to Mr. 
Wheeler, the then President of the United States Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., December 16, 1878. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution dated 


eee That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to inform the Senate what amount and denomination of silver: geln 


of customs dues since the begin of 


to inform the Senate the amount 
notes of the United States since the current fiseal year began, and the 


amount of such interest which he has paid in gold and silver coin respec- 


tively. 

— 2 to inclose herewith copy of report, dated 9th instant, from the 

Treasurer o The United Sta ‘to whom the resolution had been referred. 
mati. or. 


paid, but leaves this to the disere of the Department, to be exer. 

cised upon sere, og policy; and the practice, as stated by the 

‘Treasurer, of allo the E creditor the of the form ana denom- 
ination of money in which he shal! be has: far observed. 

The manifest object. of the act to au the of the silver dollar 

and restore its tender c! wher constru: connection with 


main at 
ut su 
s 


2 ge not to force upon 
Any other course would discriminate against the 


and tend to its depreciation. 
Very respectfully, JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


Hon. WILIAM A. WHEELER, 
President United States Senate. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, that letter shows the policy of the 
Government, instituted in a critical Ds of our financial hi 
tory, and which has been maintained by every Secretary of the 
3 from that day to the present. I am not now going to 
argue whether it is right or whether it is wrong. It has existed 
since 1878. and I simply cite it for the purpose of showing that at 
least our Republican friends are estop from questioning the 
wisdom of the policy of Mr. Carlisle. I do not know that they do 
so. In the main, I think that three-fourths of the Republican 
Senators upon the other side approve of the goes of the Secre- 
bare Haag the which has thus been in ted in the letter 
of Mr. Secretary Sherman, and which has been followed from that 
day to the present. : 

Se. 1 Mr. President, some other course might have been 
wiser. No one can tell. This policy, however, has been a sue- 
brought us resumption; this policy = 

y: 


- cessful one; this polic 
har the equal of the gold dollar; this 


the greenback do 


kept them at par from that day to this; and we can point to it as 


a matter of pride. Some other course Inis have worked; some 
other course might have been better; but this policy laid down in 
1878 has been . Possibly there are some new 
men who are wiser n those who then conducted the adminis- 
tration of affairs; possibly there are new financiers, and you can 
find them on the street corners and in the groceries and all around 
who know better how to conduct financial affairs than all the 
Secretaries of the Treasury from that day to the present. 

It may be so. We may be disappointed. Perhaps these new 
men can give us new points as to how to conduct the finances of 
the country; but I do not believe it. I am inclined to think that 
the correct policy has been pursued, and becanse of that ver 

icy to-day we can point to the fact that our currencies are 

ept upon a ty; and any other course would have either appre- 
ciated the gold dollar or depreciated the greenback dollar. The 
election must be given to the holders of the securities. There is no 
other proper course. Theelection can not bereservedsimply to the 
Government, because we know, as a matter of fact, that when 
you refuse to give a certain form of currency to a holder of the 
obligations of the Government, that would be the very currency 
which the holder would want. We do not change the law of 
legal tender. We leave it asitis. It is a question of administra- 
tion; it is a question of business policy; it is a question of the art 
of managing the poet financial affairs of a great country. 

Mr. President, I do not know that it is necessary that the affairs 
of the country should be conducted to satisfy a mere contingent. 
of the people. If it satisfies the great mass of the two good old 
parties that is enough for me. en you satisfy the Republicans 
and the Democrats there is not much left after that Jaugliter), 
only a few men hanging on the outskirts, you know, a few gu — 
las in politics, as there always are in battles and in war, ready to 
attack first one party and then the other. I mean no disrespect: 
to my Populist friends, especially the distinguished leader 
who sits before me and whom I esteem as my personal friend [Mr. 
ALLEN]; but, after all, I am beginning to think there is a good 
deal of merit in the two old parties in this country. Iknow I 
have seen my friend here day after day arise and heard him criti- 
cise the two old parties, and there are some over on the other side 
of the Chamber who are anxious and eager to join with him in 
his criticism. But the two old parties have conducted the affairs 
of the conntry pret successfully; one or the other of them has 
had charge of the administration of porne affairs during nearly 
our entire history. It will be a cold day when our third-party 
friends squeeze into power. If they get in at all, it will be by a 
tight squeeze. [Laughter.] They do not expect to succeed in 
the coming campaign, we are told, but they are going to make it 
very interesting for us in 1900. It will always be in the future 
when they are going to put out of power one of the two old par- 
ties. 

Mr. President, [simply cite what has been done in the past for the 

u of estopping our Republican friends from criticism of Mr. 
arlisle’s policy. I am free to say that nine-tenths of them really 
have no criticism to make in regard toit. They do not join in the 


coarse flin * —. the honesty and integrity of the ident. 
No; no. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] ke on 
this subject the other day, and while I differed with him in the senti- 


ments which he expressed, he said no one would cast any reflection 
upon the President or the Secretary of the Treasury, no one would 
be heard to assail their integrity; they may have wrong theories 
on financial policies, but that is a question of ju ent. There 
was a Jackson party in 1828 and there was an anti 5 
There was a Lincoln party and an anti-Lincoln party. e dif- 
fered, and have always differed, about financial policies; differed 
about tariff policies; differed about banking policies We may 
have substantial differences anong us here. and yet we need not 
assail the character or 8 5 of o ents. 

The Senator from Flori Mr. aco] desires to make a few 
observations n the subject, Mr. President, and I haye deemed 
it my duty and felt constrained to yield to him, which I do for 
the present, but I shall resume my remarks at the conclusion of 
his speech. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6293) toincrease the pension of Peter Rafferty was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval 
Cadet Henry T. Baker was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolntion of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

Resolved 2 the House of A gg? ea mete (the Senate concurring), That the 
President the Senate the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
be authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective 
Houses on Monday, the Isth day of May, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 

mitted by Mr. PEFFER, providing for a committee of five Senators 


1896. 
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to investigate and rh, ok generally all the material facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 


Mr. CALL addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HILL rose. 
Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
make an ee of the Senator from Kansas? 


Mr. HII. ertainly. 

Mr. GORDON. Yesterday I offered an amendment to the 
pending resolution, which I afterwards found had been offered pre- 
viously by the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT], the 
amendment proposing to allow the investigation to be conducted 
by the 5 Committee. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Kansas who moved the resolution whether that 
amendment would be agreeable to him? f 

Mr. PEFFER. I answer in the negative, Mr. President. I 
suppose the Senator from Georgia does not care about any special 
reasons being given. 7 

Mr. GORDON. I do not at this moment, for I want to give one 
reason or two why it ooms 7 fey 4 on Finance is 
the only proper commi to 0 investigation. 

My. President, e on my feet to make a I wish 
to say, however, that if we are on the verge of all the ills which 
my friend from Florida [Mr. Catt] has just delineated it is im- 

ible for me to conceive how a committee of five can better 
Pol us what they are or more effectively build barriers against 
our headlong progress to destruction than the strong, able, ven- 
erable committee constituted by this body underits regular forms 
and modes of procedure. à eis 

Mr. President, what is that committee? At the head of it is the 
oldest and most venerable man who sits upon this floor, an oppo- 
nent in politics to the Secretary of the As trace down 
the names of those thirteen honorable men I fail to find one man 
upon the committee who agrees with the honorable Secretary of the 

ury both in politics and in financial puy, Surely no com- 
mittee less biased in favor of that officer of the Government could 
possibly be selected. Why gentlemen stand upon this floor with 
such a committee dy organized, not only by this 
body but by every citizen in the country, and seek to have a select 
committee to investigate subjects with which that committee it- 
self was chosen to deal is more than I can understand. There is 
some reason for it, and Iam at a loss to know what that reason 
is. Imight have my opinions upon the subject, but I have too 
much respect for this body and for myself as a member of it to 
state the reasons which might be suggested. 

Mr. President, the country ought to know that there is a com- 
mittee com of thirteen men as unimpeachable as any who ever 
sat in this body from the organization of the Government to this 
eres that sere are Senators on both sides = sia 5 
appealing that the proposed investigation shall made by that 
committee, and yet it is resisted. there any man on this floor 
afraid of the disti 8 and venerable Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]? he to be bribed by the millions about which 
my friend from Florida talks so eloquently? Are not the gentle- 
men upon that committee who advocate the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and who are therefore not in sympathy with the Secretary of 
the to be trusted? I stand here to say that I will guar- 
antee, although I have never heard it from him, that the Secretary 
of the Tr is ready to meet any investigation, and I dare say 
that he would trust his honor and his reputation and his fidelity 
and responsibility to the Government and its people as readily 
in the hands of that committee—upon which there 1s not one man 
who sympathizes with him both in politics and financial l 
as readily as he would trust them to a committee of his own 


choosing. 

Now, why should not that be done? My distinguished friend 
from Colorado had that conviction upon his mind when he offered 
the amendment which I repeated yesterday without knowing that 
he had 3 me, 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Georgia allow mea moment? 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado did not offer such an 
amendment; the Senator is mistaken. It was offered by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee . Harris}. There was 
originally a resolution offered by the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] proposing to refer the subject to the Com- 
beta on Finance. hether that is now pending or not I donot 
W. 


ow. : 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the pending question. I looked at the 
RECORD yesterday. I had given notice of my intention to make 
such a motion, but upon looking at the RECORD I saw that the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts had entered the motion before 

gavo the notice, and that is now the pending question. 

. GORDON. It is a matter of gratification to me to learn 
that there are a number of gentlemen here who take the same 
view of this subject. For myself I have not any doubt that if a 
vote were had to-day upon the simple question as to whether the 


Committee on Finance is worthy to be trusted with this investi- 
gation there would be a unanimous yea“ in response in this 
Chamber. j 

But, Mr. President, I said I did notintend to makea „and 
I will not do it, I received an answer from the Senator Kan- 
sas, but I insist that before the discussion closes we shall have a 
vote upon that question. 

Mr. HILL 


5 rose. 
Mr. GORDON. Would the Senator from New York object to 
a vote upon that amendment now? He can afterwards discuss the 
question as to whether we shall have any investigation at all. 

Mr. HILL. No; I have no objection to having that branch of 
the case 525 7 of now. 

Mr. GORDON. Now, will the Senator from Kansas allow the 
Senate to vote that amendment? 

rgia is mistaken about 


Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Geo: 
the parliamentary status of the resolution. In the first place, the 
resolution as modified was presented to the Senate by myself. A 
motion was made by the 8 [Mr.S AN] to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance, and, with that 
motion pending, the resolution went over until the next day. I 
submitted some remarks upon it, and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], I believe, followed me; and the hour of 2 o’clock hav- 
ing interfered with his discussion it went u the Calendar. 
The next day the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] offered 
a resolution similar to mine, except that it was not quite so long, 
and he proposed that the investigation should be conducted by 
the Committee on Finance. That resolution the next day like- 
wise was dis of; it seems it never went to the Calendar, so 
that the resolution which is now pending is the one which I orig- 
inally introduced, with the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
pending to refer it to the Committee on Finance. The ion 
made by the Senator from Tennessee was in reference to reso- 
lution presented by the Senator from Massachusetts, and of that 
resolution it seems there is no record anywhere. I did not find 
any record of it. 

. GORDON. The question can not be 3 in that 
Way, because if there has been no amendment o to the res- 
olution by the Senator from Colorado or the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts or the Senator from Tennessee, certainly the Senator 
from Georgia, myself, did offer one yesterday. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is true. 

Mr. GORDON. So that, in a parliamentary sense, the amend- 
ment proposing that the investigation shall be conducted by the 
Committee on Finance is pending. 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no trouble about the parliamen- 
tary status of the resolution. The motion of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN} is to refer the resolution as it stands to the 
Committee on Finance, which, I take it, is the first question the 


Chair will put to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. U tionably that is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. ButtheSenator Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
moved to strike out that part of the resolution which erpe so 
raise a select committee and to require the Committee on Fi 
to make justsuch an inquiry as the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas provides shall be made. Those are the two questions pend- 
ing. the resolution is referred, it goes just as it is to the com- 
mittee. If it is not referred, the next question is upon the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to amend. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution which I introduced was voted 
down, as I remember, and disposed of. I had not made a motion 
to substitute the Finance Committee for the select committee, but 
when the question is reached on the pending resolution I shall 
certainly do so. It will be simply renewing the resolution which 
J introduced. I think the Finance Committee is the proper com- 
mittee to make the inquiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to say that his motion was voted down? 

Mr. LODGE. No; my original resolution was voted down. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, yes; your original resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Itwasaseparate resolution. My motion has not 
been voted down. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is mis- 
taken in regard to the situation. The Senator from Massachusetts 
offered a distinct resolution 

Mr. LODGE. That is what I said. : 

Mr. HILL. It was a distinct resolution, p i g an investi- 
gation by the Finance Committee. He did not offer it as an 
amendment; he did not offer it as a substitute. The Senator from 
Kansas offered his resolution. Subsequently the Senator from 
Ohio moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 
In the meantime the Senator from Massachusetts moved to lay 
upon the table the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. That 
was voted upon and the motion was voted down. I voted against 
laying it upon the table because I was just upon the point of dis- 
cussing it. After that motion was voted down the tor from 
Tennessee moved to amend the Peffer resolution by striking out 
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“ a special committee of five“ and inserting ‘‘ the Committee on Fi- 
nance.” That motion is still pending. Of course the motion to 
refer will have to be taken first, and I assume next will follow 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. That is the parlia- 
mentary status. The motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
had not been voted upon at all. The Senate simply refused to 
lay the Peffer resolution upon the table, I myself saying that I 
did not wish to have it laid upon the table. 

Mr. HARR I simply wish to remind the Senator from New 
York that my recollection was exactly in accord with the state- 
ment he has just made until I examined the record at the Clerk's 
desk yesterday. I find that before I offered my amendment the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts had proposed the amendment 
that I had given notice of my intention to move. 

Mr. LODGE. That is correct. I have looked at the record and 
find that my amendment is pending. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the statement of the record. 

Mr. LODGE. I had forgotten it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the first 
question is upon the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAULKNER and others. Question. 

Mr. GORDON. Now let us have a vote on that question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatis the pending question. Is the 
Senate ready for the question? S 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I really donot know 
how he would vote upon this question, and therefore I do not feel 


at Sige to vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoxGan]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I havea gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey . SMITH], but I will transfer that pair to the Senator 
from . CANNON]. If the Senator from Utah were pres- 
ent, he would vote “nay.” I vote“ vg 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 

. Witson]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Indiana 
. VOORHEES] and vote nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I transfer my 
ELKINs} to the Senator from New 
* en.“ 

Mr. DAVIS. I am 


ir with my colleague [Mr. 
ork [Mr. MURPHY] and vote 


ired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


TURPIE]. If he were here, I should vote “nay.” 
Mr. ROWS (after having voted in the Us aaa I ob- 
serve that the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], 


with whom I am paired, is not in his seat, and I will therefore 


withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 

Baker, greys mer, Wetmore. 
Brice, T, 
Faulkner, McMillan, Sewell, 
G T, Mills, Vest, 

NAYS—35. 

. Chilton, Lodge, 
en $ 8 Mantle. Shoup, 
Bate, Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg uire, 
perry Daniel, Ni Stewart, 
burn, Dubois, Teller, 
Brown, Frye, Peffer, arren, 
Butler, Perkins, te, 
Call, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Carter, dsay, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Aldri rge, Kyle, Smi 
anchzrd Gibson, MeBrid Thi 
Burrows, Gorman, Martin, 
Caffery, Hale, organ, ie, 
Cameron, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cann: Hawley, 2 Wal 
Chandler, oar, Plat Ww 
Clark, by, Pritchard, 
Davis, Jones, Ark v. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. erman, 


on Finance. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Let us vote now on the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 


Mr. LODGE. The amendment that I offered, to substitute the 
Committee on Finance for a select committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the first word, That,“ strike out “a 
committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent, whose duty it shall be” and insert ‘‘the Committee on 
Finance shall be directed.” 

Mr. PEFFER. On that question let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I wish to announce 
the pair of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smir] with 
the Senator from Utah . CANNON]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. he were present, I 
should vote “ yea.” ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], I transfer that 
pair to the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and 
record my vote. I vote“ yea.“ ; 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Seep yee 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
ant If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iwish to announce the pair of i Ai e 

Mr. CHANDLER] with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
init My colleague is unavoidably absent from the Senate, 
and will be absent for several days. 

Mr. PASCO. I announce, as before, the transfer of my pair with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson] to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and I vote yea.“ 

I wish to state that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] is paired N on all questions this afternoon with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania pe, CAMERON]. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague . JONES of Arkansas] is paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote yea.” 

r. QUAY. Ihave a general por with the Senator from Ala- 
pee r. MORGAN]. Probably the junior Senator from Alabama 
Mr. Pues] can mention the views of his colleague upon this sub- 
ject. 
Mr. PUGH. Iam able to state to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that my colleague, if present, would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to announce that my colleague theese 
CLARK] is absent, and is paired with the junior Senator m 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
withdraw my vote, as the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CAFFERY], with whom zan porod, is not in his seat. 

Mr. THURSTON. I er my pair to the Senator from Cone 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 20; as follows: 


Jam paired with the 
If he were present, l should 


YEAS—S. 

Allison, Faulkner, Lod, 
Bacon, aS Me — 
Baker, linger * 
Bate, X Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Berry, Gordon, Palmer, Vest, 
. Vene 

ice, etmore, 
Cullom, Pugh, te. 
Daniel, Tie: Quay, 

NAYS—20. 
Allen, Mitchell, Ore Shou 
Brown, e, Ne z Stewart, 
Butler, Dubois, heh Teller, 
Call, Hans r arren, 
Carter, Mantle, W, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—%. 

Aldri Jones, Nev. Sherman, 
Blan — ; KYS, Smith, 
Burrows, Gibson, cBride, 
Caffery, rman, Martin, ©, 
Cameron, e Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cannon, Hawley, Morrill, al 
Chandler, a Murphy, Wilson. 
Clark, Irby, Platt 
Davis, Jones, Ark. k 


So the amendment was to. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a motion to 
strike out the second and third paragraphs of this resolution, so 
as to leave the resolution stand upon the first paragraph which 
Seay comprehends all that is mentioned in the others as 
Ww - 
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Mr.STEWART. Has not that been done? 

Mr. VILAS. It has not yet been done, but I suppose the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will not object to its being done. 
Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, while Iam of the opinion that 
the first pa ph of the resolution is sufficiently wide in scope 
to authorize the committee to gointo all the facts and details that 
are material, yet, at the same time, in drawing the resolution I 
thought it well to be more specific. Senators will observe that 
in the first paragraph the language is: 


To investigate and report generally all the material facts and circum- 
stances connected with the safe of United States bonds by the Secretary of 


the Treasury, etc, 


‘‘Generally;” but there is nothing to indicate that the com- 
mittee is expected to go into details. Hence I thought in the 
draft of the resolution that it would be better to be more specific 
and to point out by way of suggestion, if for no other purpose, to 
the committee what lines of investigation the Senate desired the- 
committee to pursue. 

But, as I stated a moment ago, while I think the first paragraph 
covers all the ground that really need be covered after the discus- 
sion we have had here, still I prefer to have the resolution remain 
as it is, and especially when it goes to the Committee on Finance, 
instead of to a select committee. I assume that, instead of 13 
members . make this investigation, it will be done 
by a subcommittee; t the report of the subcommittee will be 
submitted to the full committee, and that the action of the full com- 
mittee will be made on the report of the subcommittee. Hence 
I still think that it will be better to leave the language just as it is. 


Mr. . Mr. President, I should have supposed that the 
Senator would agree to ay suggestion, inasmuch as he has agreed 
rst clause covers the whole subject. 


that the language of the 

Mr. PEFFER. I should have been willing to agree to that if 
the Senate had seen proper to intrust the investigation to a select 
committee. 

Mr. VILAS. I see no reason to suppose that the Finance Com- 
mittee will not intelligently interpret the instruction which is 
given by the Senate to the resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me, the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GORDON] a little while ago made the same mistake, 
and he emphasized it with considerable fervor and gesticulation, 
that there must be something else that moved the author of the 
resolution than an honorable, fair, and equitable investigation. 
While that was not the language of the Senator, yet it was what 
he meant to say, and as we all understood it. 

Now, I say, once for all, that I have no manner of objection to 
the Committee on Finance making this investigation. I make no 
imputation upon the character, the integrity, the intelligence, the 
honor, or the patriotism of any member of that committee, but it 
occurred to me, Mr. President, that with a cumbrous committee 
of 13 members, not chosen and appointed for the special purpose 
of making investigations of transactions in the Executive Depart- 
ments, but for other purposes connected with the body here, as 
one of the arms of the body, so to speak, it would be less liable to 
make this investigation thorough and complete as the public de- 
mand, if there is a yous demand, expects that it will be done. 

More than that, Mr. President, that committee has remained 
perfectly silent during all of these peculiar bond transactions 
which this resolution proposes to investigate, saying not one word; 
and one of the members of the committee upon this floor—and I 
do not know but others, but one particularly—gave it as his opin- 
ion that the members of the Administration had done exactly 


right; had done just what he thought they oughttodo. The com- 
mittee, I say, sat silently by, seeing all these things, noticing the 
clamor in the newspapers and the scandal that was being published 


broadcast over the country, saying not a word; and it seemed to 
me that a body so inert, that required so much to move it as our 
Finance Committee, would probably not be so zealous, so earnest, 
and so pay in the investigation of this unusual transaction of 
the executive department as a special committee, ially commis- 
sioned for that particular purpose, to go out and do thus and so. 
That was the view I had in my mind. 

One other word, and that is all I have to say. It has been as- 
sumed by the Senator from New York—and probably from his 
pee Neuse by others—that this resolution is from the incubation 
of Populism, if I may use that 1 in other words, that it 
was the resultof a conference and caucus among Populist Sena- 
tors. I want todisabuse the mind of the Senator from New York 
and that of all other Senators here on that subject. The Populist 
Senators,as such, have had no more to do with the preparation and 

resentation of that resolution than had the Senator from New 
ork. It was my own product exclusively, and no living soul 
saw it until within just a few minutes before it was offered to the 
Senate, and then I showed it to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], who had hardly time to read one-half of it until he handed 
it back to me, and I offered it to the Senate, and whatever there 
is in it to be censured or approved Iam r msible for. 
VILAS. Mr. President, I had ho that if we could re- 
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move from this resolution one or two of those details which are 


unnecessary and leave the resolution just as the Senator from 
Kansas says it ought to be, we might have an end of it. I hoped 
for that reason, among others, that he would readily to the 


suggestion, and, indeed, I expected that he would, and that there 
would be no occasion to present my reasons in support of my mo- 
tion. Indeed, what he states is a sufficient reason for the adop- 
tion of the motion, because, if it be true, as the Senator from 

concedes, that the first posi of this resolution com- 
prehends all the various details which are set out at some length 
in the second and third paragraphs, I think it is true that there 
ought to be no occasion to direct specifically a committee like the 
Committee on Finance, which is abundantly directed generally in 
the first 3 of the resolution. 

It ought to be further said, too, that there is a certain risk if 
you begin witha general declaration, intending thereby to impose 
a . view, which shall require the committee to pur- 
sue whatever path the investigation may itself indicate to them, 
you do, by giving them specific and limited directions afterwards 
in a certain sense limit and restrict them to pursue those partic- 
ular points. If Senators notice the several things mentioned in 
the second paragraph, it seems to me it will occur to everyone at 
once that it is mere surplusage to repeat them in the resolution. - 

Mr. STEWART. Read them. 

Mr. VILAS. I will read the second paragraph. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator read the first paragraph? There 
are several Senators here who wish to hear the first paragraph 
read. Lask the Senator to read the first paragraph as amended. 

Mr. VILAS. The first paragraph is notamended. The declar- 
atory part of the resolution has been amended; so that it reads: 

That the Committee on Finance is directed, etc. 


The first paragraph of that declaration, unchanged as it was 
introduced by the Senator from Kansas, is: 

First. To investigate and report generally all the material facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Now, take the second paragraph: 

Second. To investigate and report specially what amount of available 
funds, classified, was in the United States 283 and on deposit in other 
piacon subject to the order of the Secretary of the ry at the time the 

nds were sold or offered for sale. 

Necessarily one of the facts and circumstances connected with 
the bond investigation. i 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Necessarily? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; necessarily. 

Second— 

Whether there was or was not coin enough on band to meetall coin obliga- 
tions of the Government due at the time said bonds were sold or when they 
were offered for sale. 

The yery reason upon which the bonds were sold. 

Third (these enumerations of paragraphs are my own)— 

What obligations were due at that time and the amount of each, stated 
separately. 

Fourth— 

What was the reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the Treas- 
ury shortly before bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual with- 
drawals were in fact made. 

Fifth— 

And by what 
account such wi 

Sixth— 

Who purchased the bonds, in what amounts, and where, whether in the 
United States or in foreign countries, and in what proportions. 

And seventh— 

And from what persons or classes of persons the goaa was procured with 
which to pay for the bonds, what the bonds sold for, and what was the 
market price of our Government bonds at the time, and what effect the bond 
sales had on the credit and business of the people of the United States. 

That is the whole of thesecond paragrap. If a committee were 
to investigate intelligently the subject committed to them gener- 
ally to 8 and inquire about under that first resolution, how 
could t ey possibly omit any circumstance? 

Now take the third paragraph. This embraces one thing which 
seems to me ought not to beembraced. If we were to repeat these 
1 directions in addition to the general directions, one of 
them ought to be omitted; but as it is all comprehended except 
that one, perhaps the better way is to strike them all out. 

Third. To investigate and report as to the manner of disposing of said 
bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals 
were made by the Secre of the Treasury in relation thereto; what 
ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly 
or privately, were entered into By ia Secretary of the Treasury and any 
syndicate or person or persons with respect to the sale and purchase of the 

nds— 


rsons or classes of persons and for what purpose or on what 
drawals were mado. £ 


Of course necessarily involved in every circumstance— 
and the profits made— 
Now, here is one clause embraced in these words— 


or to be made by such syndicate, or an rson or persons connected with 
such syndicate, directly or indirectly. Sas oc 
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Mr. President, it does seem to me quite ridiculous to charge the 


Committee on ce with an investigation or with an inquiry 
into what profits are to be made” by any syndicate out of their 
haying purchased bonds in the past. It is a speculative inquiry, 
3 a woa 3 better to omt mon. the resolution., ; It is the 
y indication of an inquiry in the whole specification o partiou: 
lar inquiries which, it seems to me, would not immedia: occur 
to every member of the Committee on Finance as within the duty 
upon him by the first resolution. There is added to it 
whether such contract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices 
offered for the bonds, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited 
by it, and to what extent. 

Which is mere repetition. It seems to me that we do harm to 
the resolution by adding these particular and specific directions. 
‘We had better leave it to a committee instructed to pursue the 
inquiry, a committee like the Committee on Finance, into all 
material facts and circumstances. Some newlines may be opened 
up by them as they make inquiries which are not mentioned in 
the specific suggestion in the second and third parts of the reso- 
lution; and as the first part is enough, it is not even becoming in 
us to repeat and specify more particularly the directions. That 
is all there was in my mind on the subject, and I did not expect 
to have said half so much by way of interposing what seems to 
me the plain propriety of this motion, because I supposed it would 
have been assented to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to discuss this 
resolution or the amendments to it, but when the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] attacks the Committee on Finance for inert- 
ness it seems to me he makes acharge which is utterly unfounded. 
Ido not think it was the duty of that committee, without any 
action on the part of the Senate, to take this matter up in regard 
to the sale of these bonds; but speaking for myself, as a member 
of that committee, I desire to state that, although the other day as 
a matter of courtesy to the Senator from Kansas I voted to take 
up his resolution, though the river and harbor bill was then pend- 
ing and I was a member of the Commerce Committee, which had 
reported it, I did not then mean to state—and I distinctly want 
that understood now—that I believed there was any necessity for 
this investigation by any committee. 

The intelligent portion of the people of the United States know 
all the facts connected with these bond sales. The real essence 
of the whole matter lies in the policy of the Administration. 
There is no man in this country who is worthy to cast his ballot 
at an election who does not know why these bond sales were 
made and how they were made. If the Administration believed 
honestly, as it doubtless did, that the gold standard must be pre- 
served, their only way to do it was by the sale of bonds. I differ 
in toto with the Administration upon that question; but a fur- 
ther explanation of my opinions in regard to that would involve 
the whole financial question. 

As to the details of this investigation, I desire to say that, as a 
member of the Committee on ce, whatever may be my opin- 
ion as to the necessity for it, I shall 3 act as the agent of 
the Senate in making that investigation, and I shall not stand upon 
any technical terms or phrases contained in the resolution. [ 
understand the Senate to mean that this whole proceeding is to 
be investigated. Let me say to the Senator from as that this 
resolution, in whatever form it comes to the committee, will not 
be pigeonholed and die in that committee. There willbea rt 
upon it, full, ample, with all the information that the committee 
can possibly obtain. t : 

It is unjust to the Committee on Finance, whose chairman is 
absent this afternoon, to charge that we have been guilty of any 
neglect of duty or any inertness, as the Senator expressed it. That 
committee is up with its docket; it has discharged all the duties 
imposed upon it, and will continue to do so; and I undertake to 
say, although not authorized to do so by any other member of the 
committee, that not one of us will be disposed to shirk the duty 
8 by this resolution in any form. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The . eae is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vitas] to the 
ag YE of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the second and 
third clauses of the resolution, in the following words: 

Second. To inv and report specially what amount of available 
funds, classified, was in the United States F in other 
— subject to the order of the Secretary of the at the time the 

mds were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not coin 
enough on hand to meet all coin obligations of the Government due at the 
time said bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what obli 


tions were due at that time and the amount of each, stated separately; what 
was the reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the 1 shortly 


eign countries, and in W. ons, and from what ns or classes of 

ms the gold was p: with which to pay for bonds, what the 

sold for, and what was the market price of our Government bonds at 

and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the 
the United States. 


the 
people 


o or to be made by such syndicate, or any person or per- 
sons con with such syndicate, directly or indirectly; whether such 
contract or eement had any and what effect on the F offered for the 
PONAR WORS o effect was, who, if any person, profited by it,and to what 
exten 


Mr. FAULKNER. Lask the Secretary to read the resolution 
as it will stand if amended under the motion of the Senator from 


Wisconsin 4 VIAR 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance shall be directed to investigate 
and report. ee the material facts and circumstances connected with 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ee submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

ILAS]. 

Mr. bacon. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll, 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). 


the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 
fer my pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
vote. vote “nay.” 


Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce the pai 
of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmrrH] with the ee 
acd from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. That enables me to vote, and I 
vote “nay.” 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], I transfer m: 
pair to the senior Senator from South Carolina . IRBY], aan 
vote ‘*nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 


eral pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD]. If he were present, I should vote Soa Ga 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr.MorGan]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], who, I notice, has 
not voted on this question. he were here, Ishould vote “ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN . I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hawtey], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS], who is not otherwise paired on this vote, and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Brice, Gordon, Hill, Vilas. 
Faulkner, Gray, Palmer, 
NAYS—4. 
Allen, hilton Lindsay, 
Cockrell, Lod 50 Shoup, 
Cullom, Me! Squire, 
Baker, Daniel, Stewart, 
Born Fry Mitchell, Oreg. Thurston, 
> e. Š 
Blackburn, Gear, Nelson, Vest, 
Brown, Pasco, Warren, 
Burro Hans h, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Butler, Perkins, te, 
r, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—33. 

i Gallinger, Mills, Sew: 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. — 
8 Gorman, — Smith, 

4 0 
Cameron, Hawley, Murphy, 
Cannon, Hoar, Plat Voorhees, 
Chandler, Irby, Prite. 
Davis Se) eee 
e 9 
Elkins, Martin, Roach, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon agreeing 
to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator from New York desire to go on 


to-night? 
Mr. HILL. I wish to say a word. While I am gratified at the 


action of the Senate in changing the form of the resolution, 
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dispensing with the appointment of a special committee and direct- 
ing the Panis Committee to make the investigation, I am, of 
course, as I stated at the outset, opposed to any investigation 
whatever. Iwas willing to d my remarks at the suggestion 
of several Senators to enable a vote to be taken on this test ques- 
tion. I desire to assure the Senate that I shall not detain it very 
long, but I have marked out for myself some things which I desire 
to say. I do not desire, unless it is the pleasure of the Senate, to 
complete my remarks to-night, but I shall be able to conclude 
them within an hour to-morrow. I will then finish what I have 
to say upon this question, and the Senate may, so far as Iam con- 
cerned, take a vote. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that if the Senator from New York can 
conclude his remarks in the course of an hour, he ought to be 
able to do so to-night. He has had a good deal of rest after- 
noon, and Senators are very anxious to dispose of the resolution. 
I hope the Senator from New York will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. It is immaterial to me. en I will E on. 

Mr. VILAS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. Will not the Senator from Wisconsin let me ask 
the Senate to go on with the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; if the Senate will agree to that course. 

Mr. HILL. Iam entirely agreeable to anything. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. HILL. The contest is substantially over, and I wish to 
conclude my remarks in form and shape. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to yield 
to me to call up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on a ing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the Senate 


ourn. 
ss ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding —— ‘on 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw 
his motion for a moment. 

Mr. VEST. inly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to state to the Senator from New 
York and to other Senators that if we can have an understanding 
that a vote upon this question shall be taken at some reasonable 
hour to-morrow, early in the day, I shall not object to an adjourn- 
ment at this time. e Senator from New York states that he 
desires to occupy an hour. 

Mr. PUGH. e Senator said he could conclude his remarks 
within an hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope to take up the resolution immediately 
after the routine business in the morning, and allow the Senator 
from New York to complete his observations, which he certainly 
can do in an hour anda half. I presume that no other Senator 
will desire to speak. If that be true, we can vote 

Mr. FRYE. At half past 1 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that we may take a 
vote upon the resolution at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. . Letme say a word. It is immaterial to me, I 
would just as lief go on now 

Mr. STEWART. I object to the request. 

Mr. HILL. And close the discussion to-night, so far as I am 
concerned. It is just as convenient to me. 

Mr. STEWART. That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us close the discussion to-night. 

Mr. HILL. I will proceed and will close the discussion to-night. 

Mr. BLACKBURN Let us do that. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. Iam as anxious to reach the river and harbor bill, 
although New York has not very much in it, as any other Sena- 
tor. Therefore I will not unnecessarily detain the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now let us go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is now understood that we shall 
take a vote upon the question to-night before adjournment. I 
only mention it at this time because some Senators will soon leave 
the Chamber unless that is understood. 

Mr. HILL. I have not the slightest objection to that course. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us yote to-night. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us go on. 

Mr. HILL. Of course I can not control other Senators. 

Mr. President, it is unnecessary that I should refer to the speech 

of the distinguished Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL] who spoke 


in favor of the proposed investigation. 


I simply wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that to-day it referred a resolu- 
tion to investigate the election of members of Congress in the 
State of Florida to a standing committee of the Senate rather than 
summarily order an investigation; and yet in reference to a ques- 


tion involving a hundred million dollars the Senate pro to 
proceed immediately and summarily in ordering an investigation. 

When I was interrupted and yielded to the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Seg I was speaking upon the fact that history was 
repeating itself. wish now to a letter from the agent of 
the Nevada Bank of San Francisco to Mr. Sherman, dated New 
York, December 21, 1878: 

AGENOY OF THE NEVADA BANK OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
New York, December 21, 1878. 


DEAR Sin: We received at noon your favor of yesterday’s date, with the 
following closing remarks: 

It should be understood by yourselves and by the bank that while there 
is little doubt that the money will remain on deposit until the maturity of 
the seventy-fifth call, yet the Department must reserve the right, without 
qualification or condition; to draw the money out at any time.“ 

We very much regret that rok, Signa has now been interposed, because 
in our previous co’ mdence with your good self relative to this subscrip- 
tion we find nothing would lead us to ex it. 

On the 18th instant we inquired A Paps could subscribe “ with 

or same,“ to which you replied 


on the same day telegraph: Can not under the law t offer. 


only accept su 


offi 8 
circular of August 1. 1878, which distinctly authorizes designated d taries 
to retain the subscription money until the call of the corresponding $ per 
nce, and closes with these words: [hope 
you will make the 1 on these terms.“ 

not a word in your telegram or letter indicated 
that you would reserve the 22 to call for the money before the expiration 
of the ninety days, and we fel 5 justified in telegraphing our head 
office on the 19th: “Just received letter Secretary Treasury conceding three 

* Leet 5 maaa througk depositary.” 1 

e now confirm the owing telegrams which we sen 

3 of yesterday's communication: TENDRE 
“Yesterday's letter received. In accordance with yours of the 18th, and 
August circular therewith inclosed, we subscribed for million bonds, under- 
standing that ninety days’ privilege was unquestionably granted. If any 
doubts exist on this point, we fear our head will prefer to cancel sub- 


scription. Kindly reply promptly.” 
every 8 „Fours, C. T. CHRISTENSEN, Agent. 


P. S.—2.15 p. m. We are this moment in receipt of 2 telegram, as fol- 
lows: The money will remain on de t, as stated. ety days, but this is 
only done by reason of the misap; ension into which you have fallen in 
making the subscription, and mus not stand as a ent.“ 


respectfully, 
id ‘A C. T. CHRISTENSEN, Agent. 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

I wish to show from this letter that in 1878 as now there were 
complaints in reference to bids; that banks and individuals were 
ee e o the Secretary of the Treasury that they had not 
been treated properly and rightly in reference to the award of 
bids. That is the only point I make, namely, to show that there 
is nothing new in these allegations, but that all during the re- 
sumption period there were complaints by bankers and others. 

Mr. RIS. Willthe Senator from New York allow me to 


ask—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest that an hour from now we 
will not have a voting quorum on this floor. If we can come to 
an agreement to take a vote not later than 2 o'clock to-morrow, 

iving the Senator from New York an opportunity to conclude 
his remarks to-morrow morning, I think it would be the wiser 
policy, and with his permission I will ask unanimous consent for 
such an ent. 

Mr. . To take a vote when? 

Mr. HARRIS. To take the final vote on the resolution not 
later than 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HILL. That is satisfactory, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent for such an agree- 


ment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ido not desire to object, but I think a Senator 
who has left the Chamber would object to such an arrangement. 
Can the Senator not fix the time at 4 o'clock? We will go ahead 
with business and vote at 4 o’clock, and the Senator from New. 
York can conclude at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Why not ify the request for unani- 
mous consent by asking for a vote at 2 o’clock, or sooner, if the 
debate is concluded? 

Mr. HARRIS. If I can get a unanimous-consent agreement to 
take the final vote at any hour named to-morrow, it will suit me. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Say 4 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What hour was designated by 
the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS, I designated 2 o’clock, but other Senators sug- 
gest other hours. The earlier the hour the better it suits me. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest 4 o’clock. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask unanimous consent that the final 
vote on the resolution shall be taken not later than 4 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. DANIEL. Make it 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HILL. I wouldsuggest3o’clock. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] can go on with the river and harbor bill for an hour, 


and I will finish at 3 o’clock. If I do not conclude by that time 
you can have the vote. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Idaho 
whether he is aware that any other Senator desires to be heard 
upon this subject? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam not certain about it. 

Mr. WHITE. Ofcourse I would not be a party to any agree- 
ment that would exclude any Senator who has left here with—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. As said, a Senator left the Chamber who would 
object to taking a vote at 2 o’clock. I am willing to make it 4 
o’clock. The Senator from New York can conclude his remarks 
at 2 o'clock. Then if no one wants to speak we can goon with 
the river and harbor bill, and vote on the resolution at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HILL. When do I begin? 

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately after the routine business to-mor- 
row morning. I make this distinct proposition—— 

Mr. HILL. Say 4o’clock. If I conclude sooner—— 

Mr. HARRIS. That . the routine morning 
business to-morrow the resolution s be taken up. 

Mr. HILL. At what hour? 

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately after the routine morning business 
to-morrow morning the resolution shall be taken up—— 

Mr. HILL. I do not know exactly when that will be, but I do 


not 8 

Mr. HARRIS. And that the final vote shall be taken not later 
than 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators have heard the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee for unanimous consent. Is there 
objection? 

. ALLEN. I observe that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] is temporarily absent from the Chamber. I suppose he 
will be here in a moment or so. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we ought to wait until he comes in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think a unanimous-consent agreement 
ought to be made until the Senator from Kansas comes into the 
Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. 

Mr. PEFFER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas was absent when I 
made my request a while ago. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Kansas to the fact that I have just asked unanimous consent 
that the pending resolution shall be taken up immediately after 
the routine morning business to-morrow and that the final vote 
shall be taken upon the resolution not later than 4 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PEFFER. If that is satisfactory to the members of the 
Appropriations Committee it will be satisfactory to me. 

r. ALLISON. It is not quite satisfactory, but we will abide 
by it. 
Mr. HARRIS. If it is just barely satisfactory 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


WILLIAM GRAY. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Finance be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The chair 
hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill involves the small sum of $174, and I 
ask that it may be put on its passage. ‘ ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to issue to 
William Gray, late a private in Company D, First Regiment of 
New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum of $174.43, 
in full for his claim heretofore allowed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and for which claim the De ent issued to him Treas- 
ury pay warrant No. 3960, dated September 20, 1865, which 
warrant was paid on a forged indorsement of the name of the 
claimant without his authority or knowledge, and for which he 
has never received any return or benefit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and Š 

Mr. VILAS moye that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 5 


minttes B) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
May 7, 1896, 


at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 6, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
Lieut. Col. William John Lyster, 8 Infantry, to be 


colonel, May 1, 1896, vice Bartlett, Ninth Infantry, reti from 


active service. 
Maj. Chambers McKibbin, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
Infantry, pro- 


5 May 1, 1896, vice Lyster, Twenty-first 
mo 

Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, to be major, May 
1, 1896, vice McKibbin, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank Beall Jones, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
e May 1, 1896, vice Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Wilson Chase, Twentieth Infantry, to be first 
Hennes May 1, 1896, vice Jones, Twenty-second 8 pro- 
moted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Assistant Engineer William W. Bush, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Nen, from the 28th of March, 1896, vice Passed 
Assistant Engineer Albert B. Willits, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Walter B. Woodward, to be postmaster at Two Harbors. in the 
county of Lake and State of Minnesota, in the place of Martial 
Filiatrault, deceased. 

Edward H. Chase, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Nathan F. Roberts, 
whose commission expired April 4, 1896. 

Fred M. Noyes, to be ter at Gardiner, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Fred E. Milliken, 
whose commission expired April 18, 1896. 

Mark A. Drane, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
o Mississippi and State of Missouri, in the place of Lowery Hay, 

eceased 


Charles McCray, to be postmaster at Ash Grove, in the county 
of Greene and State of Missouri, in the place of William Comegys, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Sylvester H. Day, to be postmaster at Carson City, in the coun 
of Ormsby and State of Nevada, in the place of rge H. 
removed. 

Jacob H. Fank, to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in the place of William G. 
Labagh, whose commission expires May 9, 1896. 

Giles M. Stoddard, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York, in the place of Eugene A. 
Marsh, whose commission expired February 29, 1896. 

John Q. Baker, to be pornea at Middletown, in the coun 
of Butler and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles E. Barnett, 
whose commission will expire May 20, 1896. 

Henry F. Shannon, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in the pee of Charles J. Wheeler, 
whose commission expired April 23, 1896. 

Amos Kendall Jones, to be postmaster at Union, in the coun 
of Union and State of ‘on, in the place of James Raymond, 
whose commission expired mber 17, 1895. 

Henry Miller, to be 2 at Mount Joy, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John B. S. 
Zeller, whose commission expired April 8, 1896. 

Benjamin Steward, to be postmaster at Birdsboro, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lewis R. 
Bland, whose commission will expire May 9, 1896, 

William H. Chapman, to be postmaster at Farmersville, in the 
county of Collin and State of Texas, in the place of William N. 
Merritt, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Lewis W. Christian, to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the 
county of Parker and State of Texas, in the place of Charles R. 
Van Giesen, whose commission expired April 18, 1896. 

James Tiernan, to be postmaster at Fort Howard, in the coun 
of Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Andrew E. El- 
more, whose commission expired March 21, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 6, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. Harry Lege atl to be captain. 
First Lieut. William Luther Sibert, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles Patton Echols, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. James Francis McIndoe, to be first lieutenant. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. James Alexander Leyden, Fourth Infantry, to be 
captain, j 
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Second Lieut. Percival Greene Lowe, Eighteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. John Moore Sigworth, Tenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

First Lieut. Samuel E. Maguire, of Louisiana, to be a captain. 

Second Lieut. James H. Brown, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a first lieutenant. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Edwin E. Sluder, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be register of the 
land office at Las Cruces, N. Mex. 
7 POSTMASTERS. 
Patrick H. McGrath, to be postmaster at Ronceverte, in the 
county of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia. 
William J. Flynn, to be postmaster at Staples, in the county of 
Todd and State of Minnesota. A 
Lois Martin, to be postmaster at Pella, in the county of Marion 
and State of lowa. : 
Michael J. Toher, to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county 
of Steele and State of Minnesota. 
Thomas M. Ryan, to be postmaster at Anoka, in the county of 
Anoka and State of Minnesota. 8 
Duncan G. Campbell, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the 
county of Floyd and State of Iowa. f 
John W. Irwin, to be postmaster at New Sharon, in the county 
of Mahaska and State of Iowa. 
L. S. Kennington, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa. 
EF. Bogert, to be postmaster at Wilkesbarre, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
Thomas H. Tulley, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county 
of San Juan and State of Colorado. 
Charles L. Pohe, to be tmaster at Catawissa, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania. 
William H. Klie, to be postmaster at Cambridgeboro, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 
Herman A. Kohuke, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county 
of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. 
Landrum Padgett, to be ter at Pelzer, in the county of 
Anderson and State of South Carolina. 
James A. Crow, to be postmaster at Plano, in the county of 
Collin and State of Texas. : 
John T. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Hennessey, in the county 
of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma. : 
Richard H. Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Scotland Neck, in 
the county of Halifax and State of North Carolina, 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn May 6, 1896. 
Capt. Allen V. Reed, to be a commodore in the Navy. 
Commander Francis A. Cook, to be a captain in the Navy. 
Lieut. Commander Charles T. Hutchins, to be a commander in 
the Navy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 6, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy; 

A bill (H. R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

A bill T R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private of Company F, One hundred and six- 
tieth New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, 
granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and 


canal eee 
A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; and 
A bill (H. R. 4968) ting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, de- 
dent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
, Fourteenth iment of Maine Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 673) 
granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major 
general, United States Army Volunteers, asked a conference with 


inted Mr. 
erees on the 


the House on the bill and amendment; and had ap 
GALLINGER, Mr. SHoup, and Mr. Roach as the co 
part of the Senate. 

essage also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


The m 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution authorizing the chairman of the Committee on the Li- 
brary of the Senate and the chairman of the Committee on the 
Library of the House of Representatives and one other member of 
the Joint Committee on the Library, ete., to sit during the recess 
of Congress for the purpose of inquiring into the condition of the 
Congressional Library, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills 
and resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John 
Taylor Wood; 

A bill (S. 1741) to authorize the Muscogee, Oklahoma and West- 
ern Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of railway 
through Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


poses; 
A bill S. 581) for the relief of the legal representatives of Hiram 
Somerville; 

A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; 

A bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
scom; 

A bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden; 

A bill (S. 2787) Spies a pension to Simpson Everett Stilwell; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve; 

A bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines; 

A bill (S. 536) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 


Barnes; 

A bill (S. 527) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2480) granting a pension to James W. Whitney; 

A bill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher; . 

A bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Abraham Rhodes; 

A bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble; 

A bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer; 

a 1 5 (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
A bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 
A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 2901 granting a pension to Emma Weir Casey; and 

A bill (S. 2601) granting a pension to Ambrose B. Carlton. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination 
and classification of certain lands in the State of California, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments; and 
had appointed Mr. Dunois, Mr. PETTIGREW, and Mr. Pasco as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 and 
to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 3426) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. 5 dec i 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R.3013) to amend section 4131 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant ma- 
rine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of 
the Naval Reserve, asked a conference with the House on the bill 
and amendment; and had appointed Mr. FRYE, Mr. SQUIRE, and 
Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in one volume the proceed: in Congress upon the 
re of the statue of James Shields, 16,500 copies, of which 5, ies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of - 
resentatives, and 500 each for use and distribution 1 Bonar governors of MR. 
nois, Minnesota, and Missouri; and the Secretary of the ry is hereby 
directed to have printed an engraving of said statue, to accom: said pro- 
ceedings, said pane: wl to be paid for out of the appropriation for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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A bill (S. 2601) 
Ap (@, 096) granting an f f pension to Samantha 
ill (S. g an increase of pension 

en the eS ee ee to Elijah A. Gil 

A bi . 1465) granting an increase of pension ij il- 
bert—to (ie Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer—to the 
Comunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Rhodes to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle—to the 
Caner pe ae Pensions. ; 33 

A bi . 2428) granting an increase of pension aco A 
Fietcher-<to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2430) ting a pension to James W. Whitney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden—to the 
hilt (9.2828) grantin t pension to Samuel E. Lis 

Abi i ing an increase o ion uel E. Lis- 
onan tis e on Invalid Pensions. j 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis—to 
the Committee on Claims. 3 

A bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classifi- 
cation of certain lands in the State of California, with Senate 
amendments—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Concurrent resolution— 


te, and 10,000 for the use of the Houseof Representatives, and 500 each 
for use and distribution by the governors of Illinois, Minnesota, and Missouri; 
a Se ee aar „ printed N 
— for out of the sppeopeiation tar the Bureau of Engraving and Printing— 
To the Committee on Printing. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
Mr.DINGLEY. Byinstruction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I present a privileged resolution relative to final adjourn- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
concurring), That the 


Resolved by the House o; tatives (the Senate 
CTC 
autho lose the presen’ ion ourning ive Houses 
on Monday, the 18th day of May, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


[ap lause. 5 7 
2 DIN GLEY. On that resolution I move the previous ques- 
tion. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, is not this question debatable? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have felt that under the circumstances, this 
day having been set apart for the business of another committee, 
I ought to move the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will not my colleague on the committee con- 
sent to put off action on this resolution until to-morrow, and then 
have debate upon it? There is, I think, great division of opinion 
upon this subject. y 

Ir. DINGLEY. I think there is a practically unanimous desire 
that there should be no debate. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The . The question is now on agreeing to the reso- 
Iution. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. S er, the previous Fw having 
been ordered, is it not true that under the rule a debate of twenty 
minutes is allowed on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the impression that, strictly 
speaking, debate has been had between the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 


LEY}. 
181. WHEELER. I simply asked that the resolution lie over 
until to-morrow. Under the rules, Mr. Speaker, we are entitled 
to debate. Ishould like, as a member of the committee, to occupy 
a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not like to rule very sharply 
upon such a question as this, although it has been ruled once or 
twice, upon less debate than has occurred in this case, that the 

vious question cut off further debate. The Chair hopes that 
Phe gentleman from Alabama will not press the point. 
Mr. WHEELER, I will not insist upon twenty minutes, but 
should like to have five minutes. = 
Mr. DINGLEY. In view of the fact that this day has been set 
apart by a special rule for the business of another committee, I 
have felt that we t not to occupy any time with debate on 
this resolution. But I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] be allowed five minutes. 
There was no objection. 
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granting an increase of pension to Ambrose B. 
ittee on Pensions. 


May 6, 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, during the canvass of Novem- 
ber, 1894, the Republican party most solemnly pledged that if 
intrusted with power they would enact all necessary legislation 
to relieve the people from the depression under which the country 
was et ap 

Mr. MIL . Caused by the Democratic party being in 
power. 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; the four years of unbridled Repub- 
lican rule, which terminated on March 4, 1893, bequeathed to Mr. 
Cleveland’s Administration a prostrate country, an empty Treas- 

, and a discreditable public service. 
e country was like a drunkard after a long debauch. 

On March 4 Mr. Cleveland suddenly checked this condition, and 
as withholding stimulant from the slave to drink is followed b 
lassitude, so a somewhat similar effect followed the halt call 
by Mr. Cleveland in the practices which had characterized the 
7 8 of affairs since he left the helm of state on March 

Mr. Cleveland found 8117, 927, 395 of net gold in the Treasury in 
March, 1885, and in four years of Democratic silver-coinage ad- 
ministration we increased the net gold in the Treasury to $218,- 
818,253, which Mr. Cleveland turned over to President Harrison 
on March 4, 1889, and when Mr. Cleveland relieved President Har- 
rison, in March, 1893, he found the net gold was only $108,284,219. 
_ Under a silver-coinage Democratic Administration gold stead- 
ily flowed to our country, and under the Republican silver- 
demonetizing Administration which su the tide was 
5 = gold flowed from our country to the four corners of 

e 

Mr. Cleveland left a balance of profitable trade in our favor, and 
he found, after four years of Republican rule, the balance of trade 
and the tide of prosperity turned fearfully against us. 

He lefta tariff which taxed the people 47 per cent, and he found 
one which increased the tax to an average of 60 cent and a tax 
of 120 cent on the necessaries of life which the wage worker is 
compelled to buy. He left a country in the boom of prosperity, 
the result of his wise Administration from 1885 to 1889, and in 
1893, after four years of Republican rule, he found it in poverty 
and distress, shrinking commerce, ing prices, reduced revenues, 
and paral industries. 

Before Mr. Cleveland had fairly taken the reins of Government 
the Republican party commen: the exercise of all its power to 
oe the existing evils to Mr. Cleveland and his Aane 

on. 

This was the battle cry in the campaign of 1894, and they prom- 
ised, if intrusted with the control of Congress, that every evil would 
be remedied, prosperity restored, and the country again made 


happy. 
Under this pistes: the people gave them re majority of 150 in the 


House and a plurality in the 
The question before the American people is, Has that promise 
been redeemed? 


I reply that the history of the world does not show another in- 
stance of such utter egard of the promises by virtue of which 
a party, was intrusted with position and power. 

you have not the poor, threadbare excuse that you were ob- 
structed in your efforts by filibustering Democrats, because no 
such action in a single instance has been even attempted. 

You can not say that as the session advanced your wisdom ad- 
monished you that it would not be sagacious to comply with your 
pledges to the le, because the first utterance of your pec 
your distinguished, trusted, and worshiped leader announced that 
nothing would be done, and this was certainly an announcement 
and a confession that all of the promises made by the Republican 
party would be violated. 

In his inaugural address when Congress convened, in his first 
e as to the proposed Republican policy, Speaker REED 
said: 


H we do something which for the moment seems inadequate, it may be that 
time, which has justified itself of us on many occasions, may do so again. 

This expression was understood to mean that nonaction on the 
part of a majority of this House would be approved by the people, 
and this was corroborated by the following expression, which was 
widely published as his utterance: 

If we received the applause of the country for what we did in the Fifty- 
first Congress, we may receive applause for what we do not do in this Con- 
gress. ‘ 

I hold in my hand a newspaper account of the Republican cau- 
cus of April 11. It seems very clear from its statements that the 
Republicans were quite unanimous in their determination not to 
allow the enactment of any general legislation. The newspaper 
account says: 

er REED was not present, but Mr. DINGLEY spoke, out the views 
eee legislation held be the leaders of the House. tans 

The account then says: 

The ral tendency of his (DINGLEY's) advice was that the blicans 


use every endeavor to bring about an early adjournment of Congress; 
to if within a month, as soon as the a tion bills 
micas — 


1896. 
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This shows that the first day the House met your greatest leader 
announced that the policy of the Republican party was not to en- 
act legislation. ) 

It shows that prior to April 11 the Republican leaders had de- 

i upon an early adjournment, to adjourn as soon as the 

propriation bills could be passed; and that determination on 

of the leaders has been re y manifested, and not a 

sem ce of honest effort has been made to enact legislation for 
the benefit of the people. ray: 

Mr. Speaker, is not this policy the violation of the 
pledges made by the Republicans to the people in the election two 
years ago? With no legislation accomplished for the benefit of 
the people, with bills introduced and pending which should be 
considered by the House and which would give relief to the 
people, the great Republican majority propose to abandon their 
post, to fly from their duty, and to 8 in this way the just re- 

msibility which rests upon their h . Is not this action like 
that of soldiers who fly from the field of battle? Is it not like 
sentinels guarding im t trusts abandoning their duty? In 
my opinion, not a single honest effort has been made by the Re- 
publican majority to relieve the 1 from the thraldom under 
which they are suffering. Instead of reducing taxes you have used 
your best efforts to raise them. ; 

Every measure you have presented to the House upon this ques- 
tion has been to raise taxation and sorely add to the people's 


burdens. 

Iread from the Scriptures the fate of the raiser of taxes. I find 
in Daniel xi, 20, that— 

Then shall stand up in his estate a raiser of taxes, * but within afew 
days he shall be destroyed. 

That, Mr. Speaker, will be the fate of a party who desert their 
eng and are false to the le. They will receive the execra- 

m of the people, as a soldier who runs from battle or a sentine 
who leaves the post at which he has been placed intrusted with 
the honor and defense of the people. I hope that every member 
of this House who loves the people, who feels the responsibility of 
his obligation, who feels that his pledges are to be kept, will, when 
this question is brought up, vote ‘‘no,” and pledge himself to stay 
here until Congress legislated for the people. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, it has been s ted that some efforts have been 
made by the Republican majority toward relief legislation. 

It is true that on December 26 the premier of the House, Mr. 
Dixdlxx. thrust a tariff bill upon us. I hold the bill in myhands. 
It was dated December 26. It was introduced and printed that 
day and, as I said in ny ee while the ink was still wet its 
consideration was for upon the House and it was crammed 
down the throats of the subservient followers of the agen leader 
e American 


taxes from the people in the face of the rt of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that he already had (I read from page 53) a balance 
of $177,406,388.62 in the Treasury, and that there was 

No reason to doubt the ability of the Government to discharge an FAS 


rent obligations during the present fiscal year, and have a large 
ance at its close, without imposing ad taxation in any form upon the 


People. 
Mr. Carlisle also told you in his report (page 52) that while the 


kind of bill you proposed would place unnecessary burdens upon 


the people, the probable tendency of such a bill would be to par- 
=i industries and decrease er than increase revenues, He 
said: 


The revenue derived from customs d the fiscal year 1895 exceeded the 
revenue derived from the same source in 1804 by the sum of $20,340,086.83. 

Now, as the principal items of the Wilson bill went into opera- 
tion January 1, 1895, we see by these figures that the low-tariff 
Wilson bill gave more revenue than the high-tariff McKinley bill. 

Unwise, impolitic, and unnecessary as was any measure of this 
character, it was exceeded by the unwisdom and iinpolicy of its 
proposed methods and provisions, 

1. The largest increase of tax was on many articles which are 
of necessity used by laboring people. 

2. The bill was a horizontal bill; a kind of bill which Presi- 
dential Candidate Mr. McKinley said was— 
we, upon its face of absolute incapacity to grapple with the great 

He also said: 

It gives no evidences of the expert's skill. It is the invention of indo- 


He repeats: 
. indolence, but it is the mechanism of a botch 
For two years the Republican atid have vehemently denounced 
the wise Democratic tariff bill which was enacted by the last Con- 
gress, and in asking for votes at the last Congressional election 
they solemnly pledged that if placed in power they would imme- 
diately enact tariff legislation of the most approved character. 
The people gave them 150 jority, and they now propose to 
adjourn wi out any farther fulfilment of pledges and 


mises than the attempted enactment of a measure which their 
ing Presidential candidate denounces as— 

The mechanism of a botch workman—the invention of indolence. 
Another evil feature of this bill was the badly concealed and 
finally admitted purpose to enable and finally compel the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to use the money thus collected from the 
people to pay running e and withhold and hoard all Treas- 
ury notes and thus f y contract the volume of money and 
still further cripple enterprises which employ labor and encourage 


progress and prosperity. 

If this had Bon accomplished you would, no doubt, have held 
Mr. Cleveland's Administration responsible for the distress which 
of necessity would have followed, and thus seek to add to the 
chances of a Republican victory in the coming election. 

The ve de of the bill's fearful infirmities and deformities by 
the little dof Democrats sent the measure limping on crutches 
to the other side of the Capitol, where it was promptly disposed 
of by the Senators without regard to party affiliations. 

The leader in the assault and the first to thrust his javelin into 
its bleeding breast was the distinguished field Saat of the Re- 
publican hosts—its greatest leader, the chairman of the executive 
committee of that o ization. 

On December 27, in the same way, you forced through the 
House what was called a currency , the atrocities of which 
were so fully exposed by the few tried and true Democrats who 
remain in this body that, like the tariff bill, it dragged its Umata 
form to the Senate Chamber, where, amidst its dying s, tha 
pony DE a decided majority, transformed it into a silver-coinage 
bill, in that condition sent it back for our consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 


Mr. WHEELER. I hope that every man here will vote against 
the resolution by the gentleman from Maine. 

The question being taken, the resolution submitted by Mr, 
DINGLEY was agreed to. eee applause. | 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—YOST VS. TUCKER. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of 
Elections Committee No. 3, I present the report of the contested- 
election case of Yost against Tucker. I ask that the report be 
printed, and also that the minority of the committee, who desire 
to file their views, may have leave to do so during the present 
week, and that they be printed with the report of the committee. 

=~ SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—THOMPSON YS, SHAW. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of 
Elections Committee No. 2, I desire to present the report of the 
committee in the contested-election case of Thompson against 
Shaw, from the Third Congressional district of North Carolina. 
This is the unanimous report of the committee. i 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire immediate action? 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I move 
the adoption of the resolution. 

EAKER 


The S . Theresolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That 


Cyrus Thom ‘eprese: 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Third € — — of Neck Gurt 
lina, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That John G. Shaw was elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth from the Third Con i ict of North Carolina, 
and is entitled to retain his seat there 

The resolutions were to. 

On motion of Mr. MIL of West Virginia, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—JOHNSON VS. STOKES. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, in the case of 
Johnson against Stokes, considered by Elections Committee No. 3 
I ask that the minority have leave to file their views to-day, and 
that they be printed with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar under special order fixed for to-day, and 
pending that motion will yield to the gentleman from New Mex- 
i Sag CATRON], who desires to make a request. 

. CATRON. Mr. Speaker, I move that House bill 4052, in 
relation to the issue of certain bonds by the Territory of New 
Mexico, be set for consideration immediately after the approval 
of the Journal on next Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the consent was 
to be asked for to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will defer that request 
ue My colleague Mr. Har has some objection to 
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Mr. LACEY. Ithink the pannen from Missouri has no objec- 


tion to the consideration of the matter, but desired to be heard 


when it eral 

Mr. DOC Y. My understanding was that he objected to the 
consideration of the matter. Did he consent to its consideration? 

Mr. LACEY. Thatis my understanding. He did not want it 
done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. CATRON. I will modify the request, and ask that it be 
taken up to-morrow morning after the Journal is read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, the bill indicated by 


him may be taken up for consideration. Is there objection? 
Mr. MOODY. I object. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that request will go over for the 


present. 
The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 
The motion of Mr. PicKLER was then agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, ETC, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the special order 
fixed for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 288, 
having had the same under consideration, ask leave to report the following 
substitute therefor: 

“Resolved, That on Wednesday, May 6, 1896, and Wednesday, May Seige 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on each day, the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 
such bills as are in order on the sessions of Friday gen and that in the 
consideration of such bills under this resolution ten minutes’ debate shall be 
allowed on each bill, with the amendments thereto, such time to be divided 


equally between those fayoring and those opposing the bill: Provided, how- 
ever, t tan Y in this resolution shall construed as interfering with 
general appropriation bills and conference reports thereon.” 


HIRAM P. PAULEY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram P. 
Pauley, late a private in the Morgan raid militia of Seventh Indiana Legion, 
and to pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
men ews, for injuries received in what was known as the Morgan in 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: 


Strike out the words, in the seventh and eighth lines, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the 2 laws, for injuries received in what was 
known as the Morgan raid in Indiana," and insert “at the rate of $12 per 


month. 
The amendment was d to. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. irman, I perceive that the other side 


does not want to have the report read in this case. According to 
the policy adopted on yesterday, in accordance with the gag law 
applied yesterday, we are not to know what we are passing on, 

e are to take for granted everything, withont question, that 
appears on the face of these bills, and pass upon them without an 
opportunity of comment or examination. 

e other side is afraid this country will know what they are 
doing. They are afraid the country will see the flimsy ground 
on which the bills are based. í 

I see that they do not propose to have the report read if they 
can help it, This is a new class—militiamen who are to be pen- 
sioned for disease—and I ask to have the report read in my time. 

The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley, submit the following report: 

The affiant, Hiram P. Pauley, was a member of Capt. Marion Blair's com- 

y of what was known as the Indiana Legion, a militia organization of the 
Etato of Indiana. During the Morgan raid the company was ordered to In- 
dianapolis to prepare to meet the invading army. It went to the United 
States arsenal to secure arms, and the affiant among others was ordered to 
open the boxes containing arms for the company, and while so e in lift- 
ing a box of guns, received a serious injury producing hernia of a serious 
character, From this injury the claimant has never since recovered, and by 
reason thereof is rendered totally incapable of performing manual labor. 
He is now old and destitute. He can not nsioned under the existing law 
for the reason that he was never mustered into the United States service. 

Your committee believe that inasmuch as the claimant received his injury 


while in an o company preparing to defend the country against an 
inva army he has just claims on that country for relief. They therefore 
report the bill back to the House with the recommendation that it be 


msion,” in line 6, and adding 


amended by striking out all after the word 
that the billas amended do 


the words “at the rate of $12 per month,” 
pass, 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


HATTIE A. BEACH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4903) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child of Erastus D. Beach, 
late a private in Company H, One hundred and forty-third New 
York Volunteers. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here 
authorized and directed to nt a pension, under the visions of the by, 
of Congress approved June 27, 1890, to Hattie A. Beach, the helpless child of 
Erastus D. Beach, late Private Company H, One hundred and forty- 
New York Volunteers; t this pension shall be at the rate fixed by the 
said act of June 27, 1890, so far as said act relates to the pensioning of perma- 
. 8 and ha ya sed paion shall be oe from the 

o 6 filing oi © original application for pension under the aforesaid 
act, to wit, on or about December 2 1890. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendment: 


1 Strike out all after the word F e in line 4, and insert the follo 8 

At the rate of $12 a month to ttie A. Beach, child of Erastus D. Bea 
late private of Company H, One hundred and forty-third Regiment New 
York Infan..y Volunteers.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LAMBERT L. MULFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert L. Mulford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ef Senn = ee anit pen the pension of ig ort L. Mulford, la 
of Com: , Secon ew Jerse valry, and first lieutenant Third 
United States Cavalry, to the sum of $50 per month, the same to be in lieu of 
the pension now drawn by him under certificate No. 856371. 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert the word “thirty,” and 
strike out all after the word him” in line 8. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink the report ought to be read,so that 
know what the facts are. i 
HAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert L. Mulford, late of Compan: 
A, Second New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers, and first lieutenant Third United 
States Cavalry, res: ullx report as follows: - 

Soldier enlisted August 28, 1 as second lieutenant Company K, Second 
New Jersey Cavalry; promoted to captain Company A of same regiment 
September 1, 1864, and mustered out with company November 1. 1865. He was 
appointed second lieutenant Third United States Cavalry February 23, 1800; 
eee to first lieutenant December 24, 1866, and honorably discharged 

anuary 1. 1871, after eight years of almost continuous service. 

He filed claim for pension June 28, 1894, sllecing rheumatism from e 
in frontier service and resulting Dara sisof right side, LOIALI face pucttathar 
him for any kind of manual labor. He has a hospital record in service for 
rheumatism and a number of other disabilities, and Dr. B. A. Waddington, of 
the pna professional standing, testifies to treating him for rheumatism 
ever since ae d that the same is the direct and undoubted cause 
of his present helplessness from paralysis. He says: 

“ His rheumatism is of a chronic nature and peculiar, in that it produces 
cramps, always leaving an ecchymosed condition of the areola tissue of the 
parts aff On the night of November 2, 1891, he had an attack of these 
cramps, and getting up to bathe himself, he fell upon the floor with hemi- 
plegia. Isaw him in an hour after with partial loss of s; „motion, con- 
sciousness, etc., from which he has never recovered, and his rheumatism con- 
tinues in spite of treatment, rendering him entirely unfit to make a livelihood, 
and Sea al him, in my opinion, deserving a liberal pension from the Goy- 
ernment.’ 

The medical 8 pension boards show that he is so disabled b: 

lysis that he can walk only by the aid of a cane and assistant, and tha’ 

e is totally incapacitated for performing manual labor, and that he will 
gradually grow worse. 

He is pensioned at $12 under act of June 27, 1890, his claim under the gen- 
eral law being rejected on the ground that his paralysis can not be accepted 
as the result of rheuma > 

Your committee is of opinion that the claim is meritorious and should have 
been allowed, and that from the evidence the paralysis is a result of disabil- 
ities contracted in service, as no other cause is shown, and claimant's habits 
are temperate and exemplary. The claimant is poor, helpless, and requires 
a constant attendant. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and e Fr 9 thirty“ in lieu thereof, 
and by striking out all after the word “him,” in line 8, and as amended that 

o pass. 


the bill d 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH SADLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8421) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Sadler. j 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed lace on the pension roll, at the rate of * — 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
CCC (TTT 
— Fourth E Regiient nited States Cavalry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the i re be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. It can be read in the 
time of the gentleman, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be read in my time then. 
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The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invulid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3421) granting a pension to Elizabeth ler, submit the following report: 

The committee, having carefully examined the evidence in support of this 
bill, find the following undisputed and uncontradicted facts: 

James Sadler was enrolled September 12, 1861, in Company G, Forty-second 
IIlinois Volunteers; was discharged to join Fourth United States Cavalry, in 
which he served until August 20, 1864. On the muster rolls of Fourth United 
States Cavalry for November and December, 1864, he is dropped as Missing 
in action since August 20, 1864; sup: to be dead.“ No record of deser- 
tion or dishonorable conduct is him. He has not been heard from 
since August 20, 1864, 

Elizabeth Sadler was the only sister of James Sadler; parents both dead. 
She was dependent on James Sadler, her only brother, for her support before 
the war and during the war. He sent her money regularly . — his sery- 
ice. Since the war she has been so broken down in health that she is unable 
to labor, and is dependent upon friends—she has no relatives—for her entire 
support. She has no means or 8 At the date of soldier's death she 
was 19 years old. The soldier left no widow, child, or children. 

She made application for pension, but it was rejected on the ground that 
maen she was not pensionable—that she was 19 years old at date of soldier’s 


eath. 

The committee, on these facts, recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

ARMINDA WHITE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2358) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of Israel White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Arminda White on the pension 
Soh ana that she be paid a pension at the legal rate as the widow of Israel 

te, captain of Twenty-fifth Ohio Infantry, from the date of her applica- 
tion for pension as appears on the files of the Pension Office. 

The Committeeon Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

In line 5 strike out the word “legal” and in line 6 insert the words of 
27 ea e p etal 

on for nsion as a 0 
freee m Leu thereat the ponds. ‘said pension to terminate should the sol- 
dier be found to be alive.” i 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


2 Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill on the Calendar, No. 980, and to make this statement 
about it—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
asks unanimous consent to take up the bill, Calendar number 980, 


Mr. COX. 


for present consideration. Is there objection? 
BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. ALLEN of Utah ob- 
ected, 

3 Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemen permit me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Clerk will report the next bill on the 
Calendar. 


HELEN M. JACOB. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 149) 
granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen M. Jacob, of 
Rochester, Ind., widow of Benjamin Oden West, deceased, late private in 
Company Ù of Mounted Riflemen, in the war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension of $16 per month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘sixteen” and inserting the word “twelve” in 
line 9. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 149) grant- 
nsion to Helen M. Jacob, have examined the same at 8 


e 
contracted while in service in the Mexican war; he left surviving him his 
widow, Helen M. West, and two children, Benjamin West and Helen West; 
said Helen M. West drew a pension as his widow from the date of his death 
to her m: to William W. Jacob, when her pension ceased; said Wi 


W. Jacob died on or about October 18, 1872, at Washington, D. C., and left 
surviving him his said widow, Helen M. Jacob, and left nothing for her 
r. Ind., and is entirely dependent 


gu ; she is now residing at Roch 
f 1 Ter 5 £ income or no 


05 bog sind upon what is given her by others; she has no 
property to this afflant's knowledge, and she is 65 years of age, and further 
affiant saith not.”’ 


active practice for 3 years: 
[hows and has been acquainted with Mrs. Helen M. Jacob during the 
thirty-five years or longer; he knew her when she was the wife of - 


jamin Oden West, and knows that the said Benjamin Oden West is now de- 
ceased, and knew she married William W. Jacob, and said William W. Jacob 
is now d . He also knows that prior to her marriage to William W. 
Jacob she was without means of — 7 and was dependent on her own ex- 
ertions for the support of herself and family, and also knew that said William 
W. Jacob died, leaving her dependent and without means of topiary; for her- 
self and children. He further knows she is now a widow without means of 
support, and that she is dependent on her children for a livelihood. She has 
always n active and industrious, energetic and faithful in her maternal 
duties while rearing two families of children, and he can y say she now 
merits the attention and support of her country as the widow of one of its 
defenders who succumbed to disease contracted in the line of military 
duties. rema of the claimant occurred April 17, 1861." 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an amend- 
ment fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must protest against this con- 
sumption of time by the leader of the other side. There is no 
necessity for it. [Laughter.] According to the newspaper decla- 
ration we are going to remain in continuous session until the sat- 
urnalia is over. hat is the use? The country does not want to 
know. Gentlemen on the other side do not want toknow. They 
have never defeated, tey have never amended, they have never 
changed a single bill, and never will. Now, what is the use? 
suggest to the leader on the other side that he ought not needlessly 
to consume the time of the House by having the reports read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reports be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. D . To that I object, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I thought you wanted to have the reports 
o in. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If the gentleman wants to pass his bills en 
bloc, let them be passed in that way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill is right. I 
think these bills are all 550 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We ſought to have the knowledge 
contained in the reports. How do we know what a pension claim 
is about? I do not see any reason why the gentleman from Maine 
should be charged with . legislation by 5 upon 
the reading of the reports. They are all short. tad only con- 
sume a few moments’ time. It gives us some knowledge of what 
ba ae about. 

e bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ELIZA SANDFORD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1189) 
granting a pension to Eliza Sandford. 

The bill was read, as follows: ü 

Be it pes peer etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is . 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza ~ 
ford, permanently helpless and destitute daughter of William Sandford, a 
sergeant under Captains Huntington, Wheeler, Squire, and Gilman, in the 
years 1777, 1778, 1779, 1780, and 1781, in the Army of the Revolution, and pay her 
@ pension of $25 per month. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 11, strike out the words “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 


The report (by Mr. Corr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1189) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Sandford, 5 submit the following re È 
liza Sandford is the daughter of William Sandford, of Captain Williams's 
company, Colonel Van Courtland’s regiment, New Jersey Volunteers, war of 
the Revolution. The soldier's entire service covered the period of two years 
and seven months. He received a pension under certificate No. 9814, begin- 
ning March 4, 1831, at the rate of r year, which pension ceased March 
4, 1842, the date of his death. His widow was subsequently pensioned until 
February 12, 1864, when she died. 

The papare accompanying the bill show that Eliza Sandford was born in 
1816; that she has suppo herself during her 1 life by her own exer- 
tions in the profession of a nurse until 1893, when she became disabled by 
reason of her advanced Pingu It is alsoshown that she has no near relatives 
to whom she can apply for a support, and is now entirely destitute and likely 
to become a public charge. 

Miss Sandford is an excellent and worthy woman, and has ae enjoyed 
the t of her e and acquaintances. The facts are shown bya 
memorial of the Daughters of the American Revolution of New Jersey, and 
also by the sworn statement of the claimant and of Horace Dodd, an aged 
resident of Essex County, N. J., who has known her for more than fifty years. 

There are several precedents for the proposa legislation, and your com- 
mittee recommend t the bill do pass, with an amendment to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 
he amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MRS. VIRGINIA E. TURTLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E. Turtle, of the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Mrs. Vir; E. Turtle, of 
Washington, D. C., widow of Maj. Thomas Turtle, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension of $50 per month, the same to be in lieu 
of the pension now drawn by her. z 
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Mr. SPALDING. Read the report. 
The report (by Mr. Corrm) was read, as SS T 


Mrs. 
United States Army, 20 44 in the 81 5 and from causes 
the line of his duty, September 
rn 1868, and he su 


—— 
— Be ut the 8 es 
through all the grades, until he . y 18, 


services, as certified to by the War Department. .. 
eee e ered altogethe r the long period of thirty-one 


After his death Mrs. Turtle was gra 


that, 4 dee 

„ nts, th ioderate 

wees pare e very moderate circumstances. 
3 iha 


three young children dependent 
pon her for a main i 


tenance. 
Po are ors several precedents for the allowance of an increased rating to 
of officers of ee give Aol the facts . our 


— a the passage of the bill with an amendmen 
out the word “fifty,” in line 8, and substituting therefor “forty”; 85 so as to 
allow a per month. 


e amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ows: 
fete strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must rotest anes 
this blocking of 3 for the old soldier. enever I have 
stood here on a night and asked for the reports of the com- 
mittees to be read, T ve been charged with blocking pensions. 
This is blocking pensions now. Why, at thisrate, you would not 
begin to pass your bills in twice twenty-four hours. [Cries of 

ote!” 

Mr. CK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire what 
pension this lady is g Tosi 

Mr. COFFIN. ve dollars a month. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The amendment eee by the committee was agreed to. 

The question was taken on pete the bill to be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILNES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 1. 

So the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1420) 
granting an increase of ion to Elizabeth W. Sutherland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


te Charles Sutherland, deceased, formerly S8 
of the United States Army, at the rate of f ace per month, w rate of $100 
per month shall be in lieu o pension isnow recei 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink we ought to lave it read where a pen- 
gion of $75 a month is given. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on 1 to whom was referred Senate bill 1420, 8 


an ee of à 8 W. Sutherland, ha ve considered the same, 
an as WS: 
Said TAN is aeons Som pan No172, this session, and the same, 


Senate 
— Ag forth 8 is ado; by your committee as their report, 
e bill ta — recommendation. 


with a favorable 


[Senate Report No. 172, Fifty- fourth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1420) granti 
* to Elizabeth W. Sutherland, have examined the same, an Deporte 
Sutherland is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. Charles Sutherland, who 
served as Su -Gene the United States Army with ished 
ability. ose death occurred May 10, 1895. The widow was left with 
— children, Oir agos from 20 to 8 years, 
e following milita: services of Dr. Sutherland. 
Appointed assistant surgeon August, ee served as an 
g assistant surgeon for ten months prior to o bame commission: 
E service was at Fort Monroe, Va., and re: there six months, 1851 
an 
In the spring of 1852 served at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. While stationed 


summer of same year on du with a expl party that lo- 
cated the penas of ey, Kans., wagon trail 

to Santa Fe, N. Mex. 
Served in the Departmentof New Mexico for five and stationed dur- 
ing that time at Forts Webster, Fillmore, Craig, Stan andSantaFe. Took 
rt at times with t. serving in that d ent in e ments with 


e and Comanche Transf to the 
and served there two years and a half. Stationed at Forts Davis and Dun- 
can. Was serving at the latter post when the State of Texas seceded from 
the Union. Left the State without_being ee captured, and ero at Wash- 
ington March, 1861. Sailed one week after by command of eral ton 
oo —— expedition te to Fort Pickens and Santa Rosa Island, Florida. The 


pert ta the war, S — — — force were am the first to take an 


bab id ew York and ving at their 

tion p first call tor volunteers issued by. ent Lincoln. Re- 
mained at Fort Pickens one year on hospital duty. While ted 
in two bombardments een United States and the enemy on the 


mainland; — SAGA by Confederates on United States volun- 


teers near h 
A ton OAA aA ren Aaa oaa Tiha the reports made 
„ ee Cees 


Harbor. This fort con 5 Confederate officers as pris- 
1 ear ordered again to the feld, and reported to General 
Halleck. in command at Corinth 


Was selected to act — — for 
Peng ee 1 mi 8 the armies then concentrated 
., fitted out for the 


ently, at Gobambep. large warehouses 

and distribution of medical sw for 200,000 men, the estimated 
. — — ee second large depot for dis- 
tributing supplies. z 8 

Mr. ERDMAN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 9 75 what purpose does the eman rise? 

Mr. ERDMAN. In whose time is this report being read? 

The . In the time of a gentleman who was rec- 
ognize: 


Ar. ERDMAN. How much time has he? 
The CHAIRMAN. He had five minutes, and has two minutes 


remaining. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 

At the same place fitted out 9 general hospi: taining 3,000 
patients, for the acccunmodaticn of the — —— — — the Mis- 


sissippi River. 

“Assisted in equipping a floating mp oe cs 7 it holding over 800 beds for 
the use of the army under — ed at Millikens Bend, near 
Vicksburg. asa . of General Grant and selected 


as inspector of cam d transports of 
of Vicksburg, of the — and continued on that duty until the surrender 


3 and e = Set eich — 
of 1862 and 1863, writes ey it 5 one 3 an en in it: 


coul dry 1 which to Rick tents. al 
sores — 185 out among — men. smallpox also attacked them. 
ments and medical attendance were so eee how- 

ee veers the loss of life was much less than might have been 
After surrender of Vicksburg, appointed director o; fhe Der Depart 
ment of Virginia and North ogee under the command of General Foster, 
at Fort Monroe, Va. In this d partment, besides troops in the field, had 
supervision of five large general hospi 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ae DALTE I ask for the reading of the FERES of the 


time. 
P ERD AN. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. —— Moma l hate tt. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Does the 8 oppose this bill? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir for that purpose, 


Mr. ERDMAN. If the 5 is in the position of opposing 
the bill, I have nothing further to say. 5 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 
Pes ing to change of mand staff transferred 
i nnapolis, Mc Md. — appointed aise ea and parole peck 
ba es ti — and near that city. 
When General 5 
en gh — Gran eared beds ay se 8 3 the Potomac, in the 3 


3 filled su lies of eve * 
3 r immediate use, and a large force em: — wt 
peri renee of 3 Disbursed when on this duty — e e 
out loss to eee eee of the accoun 
For these barrie Hoe when surgeon and jor, without — di on a his 


5 8 coe 
eral of the Army, as well as of 8 -Geni 
President Johnson assistant inedical purveyor with the. with the rank e ——. 
onel original ns other officers were ae 
appointed, the present Surgeon: eral being one of the number. This office 
held until June, 1876, when it was vacated by receiving the appointment 
surgeon with the rank of colonel. 
ogo of retiring board convened in consequence of a reduction of the 


Gil eee medical director of the division of the Pacific at San Francisco, 
‘or five years. 

President ot a board of medical officers selected from the Army, Navy,and 
staff marine service, pyan direction of een Arthur, to designate a proper 
aay CE a 28 a n yom 1854. 


eson Army Register accord- 
T any application for the oe 
. 8 pre to which the senior under 
— — entitled, and Which was vacantat that time. a It Dr. utheriand 
had receiv: e appointment and not promotion (be ve ew yp salle 
in accordance with this law he would have been transferred o head 
8 the list of oone Pye ee rank four — Se — 7. instead = 
onel w anomalous A degrading y oo at the 
foot. is law destroyed — ee of the office of. Asnistant Burpenn-Generel 
otion or as a stepping place to the poor’ grade of Surgeon-General, 
— wed onl — pepe oo tle to any who should receive it, with no 6 or 
importance at he vacancy was su ently dilea by 


moting the senior E of the corps, and the War orc Rent 
ang yo a REEVE GS TO ne Dances se OMI AS tho foot of the fiat 
where it belonged. 

Served as medical director of the division of the Atlantic. 
Was brevetted twice during the rebellion—lieutenan 


tenant-colonel for services 
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in the campaign and siege of Vicksburg, and colonel for diligent discharge 


of duties in the war. 
poin -General, with rank of 3 eneral, in 1890 
9 — thee i a officer of his corps); serv in that capacity until 
re ent for age. sas 


Dr-Butherland, 1 know of knowledge that he has performed 

. Suth 5 ow of my own know 0 
tee err about the most eee and msible duties in the field 
and out of it that it has been possible for any of his corps to render 


ee kona: U. S. GRANT, General. 
letter from Surg. Gen. J. K. Barnes, U. S. A., to Senator E. Cowen, 
[Extract of T urg. S 4 es) 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January, 1866. 
A * * * 


+ * * 

During the war Colonel Sutherland disbursed millions of money; was med- 

ical eee in the field to the great Army of the Southwest, and subse- 
quently had charge of the great depot of the Army of the Potomac. __ 

His wept are eminent, and his character, both public and private, 
unimpe: è. p 
Ile has served as surgeon, inspector, purveyor, and medical director. His 
doties have been of the most extensive character, as well as of vast responsi- 


i * * * * * * * 


J. K. 1 
Surgeon- General. U. S. A. 


’ Madison Mills, afterwards medical inspector-general, United 
W sia rma Army, on file in Surgeon-General's Office. ] 
Sr. Louis, Mo., March 8, 1888. 


Surg. Charles Sutherland was my principal assistant arina the 17 


cam —Vicksburg—and was constantly under fire in the 
95 — fat the field, superintending the removal of the wounded as fast as they 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire how 
much time is consumed? j 

The CHAIR . The Chair does not know; and the reading 
can not be interrupted for such an inquiry as that. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. Have not the ten 
minutes been exhausted on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has not been consumed, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman — 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I beg leave to recommend him fora brevet of lieutenant-colonel, to date from 
the 16th May, 1863, the battle of Champion Hill, when he was eight hours under 
pro = the discharge. 3 auves I F — Sir the brevet 

0 0 1863, the surrender 5 
arm 8 MADISON MILLS, 


Surgeon, U. S. A., Medical Director, Army of the Tennessee. 
SuRGEON-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


[From General Sherman.] 
Sr. Louis, Mo., June 27, 1886. 
Dran SUTHERLAND: I have received your letter of the 23d instant, and 
assure you of my hearty sympathy in your claim to the vacancy soon to oc- 
cur in office of Surgeon-General by reason of the retirement of my good 
old friend Dr. Murray. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. Time 


for debate upon this bill has expired. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
the “i » 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4020) granting a pension to Mrs. William Loring Spencer, as 
widow of George E. Spencer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized vo omg upon the ion roll the name of Mrs. William Loring 
cer, as whe ear . Spencer, late of „and pay to her a pen- 

nm of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to substitute the Senate bill for the bill just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
STEWART] asks consent that the Senate bill for the same purpose 
be substituted for the House bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the Senate bill be read. 

A MEMBER. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House bill has been read, and consent 
has been asked by the gentleman from New Jersey to substitute 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection ismade. The question is on the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to, as follows: 


Strike out, in lines 6, 7, and 8, the words “of, and pay to her a pension of 
$100 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives,” and insert 

colonel First Cavalry Volunteers, and pay her a of $30 per month, 
in lieu of the pension which she now ves. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
speak upon this bill. No more meritorious pension case has ever 


and there is no more reason for giving her a high 
there is for hy“ Prong a pension to t 
States Senator. i 


Mr. HULICK. What is she now receiving? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Eight dollars a month—the 
widow of a United States Senator and a distinguished soldier, pro- 
moted for gallantry on the field of battle. She is now paralyzed —— 

Mr. HULL. When did she become paralyzed? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. She can not use the typewriter. 

Mr. HULL. I do not think she ever knew how to use it. She 
was an actress when she married Senator Spencer. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I have received typewritten 
letters from her. 

Mr.HULL. That may be, but it does not follow that she wrote 
them herself. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I do not suppose the gentle- 
man imputes untruth or want of veracity to this lady? 

Mr. HULL. I am not so certain about that. I want to say to 
this committee that Spencer received his first commission as colo- 
nel of an Alabama regiment. He never served in any other ca 
ity than as a hotel keeper until he was commissioned colonel of 
that regiment. He was married to this lady long after the war, 
and as to the plea of age, she can not be more than 40 years old. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask for the reading of the 
penne report, which will show the record of this distinguished 
soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be read in the time of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read the Senate report in part, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1699) 
granting a pension to William Loring Spencer, have carefully reexamined the 
same and beg leave to report as follows: z 

Your committee are of opinion that the bill should be amended by striking 
out the word “fifty,” in line 8, and substitu therefor the word “seventy- 
five,” and that as thus amended the bill should pass. 

The facts in this case were substantially embodied in the committee's 
former reports, made to the Fifty-third and the present Congress, it a — 
ing that the claimant is the widow of Gen. George E. Spencer, late clonal 
First Regiment Alabama Cavalry, and for twelve years a Senator of the 
United States. Inquiry reveals fact that applicant was christened “ Wil- 
ee Pea A Pp 
88 and it also sets forth her . er a 

“AUSTIN, NEV., February 2, 1894. 

“My Dear Sir: This, I trust, will be presented to you by one whose name 
and influence will incline you to kindness; for while I ve I am asking 
only justice, yet justice is cold without mercy. 

> husband, George E. Spencer, was a brave and gallant soldier. His 
record you will find eatisfactory, and I have asked that the letters of Sher- 
man, Dodge, and _ Kilpatrick vi, pola his services be sent you. Unfortu- 
rte Bagh me, I did not know eral Spencer until the war was over for 


some But when I did know him I found him a sufferer from two mala- 

dies, one con during the soi ae of different campaigns, the 

other rheumatism, ted with a wound in his leg, which, as years went 

5 5 in 85 there coming with it an added discoloration of the bone near 
e woun 


asked him why, like other men, he did not havea penna He answered 
ad been done with all his heart, and he 


felt the nobilit y of his thought too much to 
his child ine heal uld ly f E pensio ptr Seain arnir . 
c `S e sho: apply fora on, e wi w 

he was better; but he died. His wi 

and the world is hard for a woman, and an ill woman, to make a way to sup- 
port herself and educate her child. 

“It is in this position I come to you. I ask of the country for which my 
husband 2 and suffered the pension of $75 a month. much Lask. 
for with ct economy I can with it educate my son and support us both 
until I, in some measure, my h. I would not have more, for 
nothing but porene absolute poverty, could make me a pensioner, even of 
the Government. T do not ask for with less I do not believe my purpose 
Sinan Ranney i Senator PALMER, I leave my case in your ds. 
Very 


N “Mrs. GEORGE C. SPENCER. 
„W. LORING SPENCER. 
“Hon. Senator PALMER.” 
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Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the present status of this question? Has the committee 
amended the House bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the House bill, recom- 
mended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, has been adopted, 
and the question is upon laying the bill aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GROW. The amendment fixes the pension at what rate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment fixes the pension at $30 
per month. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the remainder of the report be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I ni ter 

Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Huu] will withdraw his objection and will let the 
Senate bill be taken up, that the House may take such action upon 
it as it desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this bill is exhausted except three 
minutes controlled by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. oe 

Mr. HULL. I will simpy say, Mr. Chairman, that I l not 
withdraw my objection, for the reason that if we take up the 
Senate bill and amend it it will go back to the Senate, and the next 
thing we know this pension will be $75 a month. Iam willing 
that this lady shall have $30 a month, and I think that if we pass 
the House bill at that figure we shall be able to keep it at that 


fi i 
AR FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman—— 

A MEMBER. The time is up. r N 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I can be recognized 
in my own time. out 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon this bill except 
two minutes ene Wo the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD, I understand that the gentleman from 
Iowa controls the whole of the time on this bill? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Iam perfectly willing that a vote shall be taken 
now. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend the House bill so as to make the amount $50 instead of $30 
a month. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amount has been already passed upon 
by the committee. f 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted. r 7 : X 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider is not in order in 
Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES LOYD YOUNG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
858) granting a pension to James Loyd Young, of Company A, Sixth 
iment Kentucky Volunteers. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
enac i Secre f the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
eee and e to gr vi 5) pension tod ames Loyd Young, late, of Com: 
Regim un or P, 

partion fhe 38 1 5 Daw cooel ved. SN Lea 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


dd at the end of the bill the following: 
6280 that he shall receive $17 per month. in lieu of the pension now received.” 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


to date July 
isease of heart; 
Pittsburg Land- 


church. 
and he was pensioned at 


ital 
Silver Moon at Pittsburg Landing, Tenn., May 16, 1862, with rheu- 
SE ON Ee pg ag ee 
X ere un 3 when 
8 * en service. He returned to the by ital in A Saee 
i tion san 187. ot hie 40 stated, and he 
the W. ent in 1862. 
* 8 of reputation, testifies that he saw penne 
in a wagon, injured, just after the battle of oe Landing and he sai 
the miary was in the side, and he heard members of company say he was 
ured near Shiloh church. 


tim- 
face and was lying there 


with the piece of timber on him when affiant last saw him. 


2 
James G. 


good, testifies that when Young re- 
he was crippled and disabled so that he was 


a cane. 
testifies substantially to the same. 


ob! to walk with 
Mes A. B. 


May 7. 1800, rate him ten-eighteenths for rheuma 
heart, and eight-eighteenths for injury to 1 

Your committee believe that the injury to hip was incurred as alleged, and 
recommend that the bill do pass, granting him a panman at $17 a month in 
lieu of 5 he is now receiving, and that the bill be amended by add - 
ing after the word “received,” in line 7, the words so that he shall receive 
$17 per month in lieu of the pension now received.” 

Mr. PICKLER. The Senate has passed a bill granting the same 
amount of pension, $17 a month, as this House bill. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to James Lo 
a Sixth Hegiment Kentucky 


The board of examining surgeons at Covington, Ky., which examined him 
ig tism and resulting disease of 


d Young, late of Company A, 
olunteers. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to t a pension to James Loyd Soong, late of 
Com: uy A, Sixth Re; 25 Kentucky Volunteers, for injury to right hip, 
in addi on to the pension by him now received, so that he shall receive $17 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

There being no objection, the Senate bill was laid aside to be. 
0 favorably to the House. 

o CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the House bill will be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid on 
the table. 

There was no objection. 

SILAS S. WHITE. s 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4547) granting a pension to Silas S. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho and instructed to p the name of Silas S. White, late a priva 
in Company G, Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers 
(and also a soldier in the Seminole Indian war in Florida), on the pension roll 
= aerate of $50 per month, the same to bein lieu of the pension now received 

y i 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 8 striko out “fifty” and insert thirty"; so as to make the amount 
of the pension $30 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

HARRIET C. GREGG. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2006) to increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Col. 
John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Harriet C. G widow of John 
Irvin Gregg, late colonel of the Eighth Regiment of U States Ca 
be, and the same is here’ per month, 


by, increased from $30 per month to 
and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby. autho; 
to place her name on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 
Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. > 
Mr. PICKLER. I ask that in reading the report the N 
record of the soldier be omitted and that the report proper, whic 
was peparen by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN], 
read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read that portion of the re- 
port called for by the gentleman from South Dakota. s 
The Clerk as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
2006) granting a widow’s pension to Harriet C. Gregg, submit the following 


report; 
Mrs. Harriet C. Gregg, the claimant in this case, is the widow of Gen. John 
Irvin Gregg, who died on the 6th day of January, 1892. The widow has had 
a pension 1 to her at the rate of per month, her case havin, 
made special by the following order filed in the Pension Office: Mrs. Gre; 
is in destitute circumstances. The Commissioner directs that in view of 
fact the proper calls be made in the case and action had thereon without 


delay. 
The following is the entire record of the military service of General Gregg: 
* * * 2 * * * 


The said Mrs, Gregg submitted to the whole committee her own affidavit 
and also that of two of her neighbors, showing that she has no means of sup- 
port. and has no property whatever, and her dependence rests entirely on a 
nsion. 

amarai Gregg's long service, embracing not only the Mexican war and 
war of the rebellion, but also on the Western plains during frontier troubles 
with the Indians, ought to give the application of this widow for this increase 
of pension special consideration, and the committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
MARTHA LINDSAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
126) for the relief of Martha Lindsay, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 5 of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the act of Congress approved June 27, 1890, the name 
of Martha eee widow of William Lindsay, late of Company F, Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out, in lines 5 and 6, the words “act of Congress approved June 27, 
1890 ” and insert general pension laws.” 
Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the report in this case be inserted 
in the RECORD without reading. 


1896. 
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Mr. LOUD. I object. If we have not time to hear a report 
read, I object to its insertion in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. ERDMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 126) to 
pension Martha Lindsay, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner is the widow of William Lindsay, who served in Com 
F, Second Pennsylvania Reserve Co: from February 12, 1864, to 
1864, when he was accidentally killed in camp by the explosion of an old shell 
which he was handling. 

It is duly shown by evidence on file in the Pension Bureau that the widow 
is 74 years of age and has no p: or other source of income. She was 
married to the soldier January 26, 1 and had four children at the date of 
his death, Her claim, filed June 20, 1864, was rejected on the ground that 
soldier's death was not incurred in line of duty. She can not be pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, because he did not serve ninety Qaya: 

Two witnesses testify that she has not remarried since the soldier's death. 

The ground of rejection of the claim under the old lawis purely technical. 
There is nothing to show the circumstances of his death,except the state- 
ment on records of War Department, as quoted above. It wasclearly through 
no conscious fault of his own that he met his death. His conduct may have 
been imprudent, but it was not even, strictly speaking, “ contributory negli- 


nce. 
a peat committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended 
striking out the words“ act of 2 approved June 27, 1800,“ in lines 
and 6, and inserting in lien thereof the words “ general pension laws.“ The 
effect of this change will be to give her $12 per month instead of $8, as would 
be the rate in the present form of the bill. 


A bill for this woman was favorably reported by this committee in 
the Fifty-third Congress, and the above is the language used in their report. 
The bill died on the Calendar of that Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
EMILY B. MUNCEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 705) 
granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Emily 
Muncey, Topeka, Kans , ow of Leonard B. Muncey. late private in G Com- 
pany of the Forty-eighth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a 


pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following report (by Mr. BAKER 
of Kansas): 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 705) 
ha age a pension to Emily B. Muncey, have carefully considered the mat- 

r in evidence, and ner hereby adopt the following from the Senate report 
in this case and make it their own: : 

“The evidence fully shows that Leonard D. Muncey enlisted as a private in 
Company G of the Forty-eighth Regimens IIlinois Volunteers, on the Ist da 
of mber, 1861, and was honorably discharged on the 3lst day of ‘Auras 
re e expiration of his term of service. 

„John Willman testifies that ‘said soldier had the measles at Camp Butler, 
II., some time in November, 1861, and that he. said soldier, was moved to 
Cairo, III., and there took a relapse and was left either at Cairo or Mound 
5 being able to follow the regiment on foot.’ 

“David S. Hill testifies that ‘he served with Leonard D. 3 in Com- 
pany D. Forty-eighth Regiment IIlinois Volunteers, and knows of his own 
personal knowledge that said Muncey had the measles while they were at 

p Butler, Illinois, and was sent to the hospital, which was so crowded 
that he was sent out in camp too soon and caught a severe cold and hada 
very severe cough, so that he was not able todo hard duty, and he was de- 
tailed to do light work in the quartermaster's department. There was such 
a rush of 8 principally with measles, that they would send them out 
from the hospital as soon as ble to e room for others.’ 

Peter Cotton testifies that ‘he served in the same company and regiment 
as the soldier, and was with him when he contracted the measles at Cam 
Butler, in November, 1861; that he himself contracted the measles from port 
soldier; knows that said soldier was irr too soon from hospital, and 
that he contracted cold which settled on his lungs, and that he was . boos 
to duty in the quartermaster's department on account of his not being fit for 


duty. 

= Ezekiel Bass testifies that ‘he was personally acquainted with Leonard D. 
Muncey, and served in th y an big ere with him, and re- 
members wrestling and h him before he took the measles and 
knew him to be stout and robust. We were in the hospital together at Cam 
Butler, Illinois. and to the best of my recollection said Muncey was in a sq 
of about 15 of us, all sick with mdasion, and were moved sometime in Novem- 
ber, 1861, Camp Butler, Ilinois, to Cairo, III., through a snowstorm, and 
most of us took relapse, and, as best I remember, said Muncey was with me 
in hospital in Cairo, III., and I well remember of looking out the window 
and seeing our regiment—the Forty-eighth Illinois Infant Stee along the 
street, go on what was called the Kentucky scout. e last time I re- 
member of 5 Muncey was somewhere in Tennessee, and he was then 
ver le and thin, scarcely able to walk.’ 
War Department show that said Muncey was treated 


at Cam 
on his lun The regiment received marching orders, went to Cairo, III., 
where we did not have at the proper time sufficient quarters to protect the 
men from the inclement weather, and Muncey, having first left hospital, was 
e to the bad, stormy weather, took cold, and his lungs became affected, 
which left him with a hacking cough up to the time of his leaving the regi- 


ment. He further states that said Muncey frequentl 
trouble, and did not reenlist in consequence thereof. 


. of lun; 

2 e further states tha 

his knowl of the foregoing is from be with him—served in the same 
comes „en at the same time; that he has no interest in the claim.’ 

„W. H. Murray, who was lieutenant of said Leonard D. Munceꝝy's company 
and regiment ifies that ‘said soldier was a man of sober and temperate 
habits, and when he enlisted was in good health and strength, and that said 
soldier was ruptured in the abdomen from overstrain or exertion in 
up and 3 e railroad track at Jackson, Miss., on or about the 17 
day of January, 1863, so that soldier had to be placed in ital, and after- 
wards detailed as a clerk in the quartermaster’s department on account of 
his disability for mili uty.’ 

Said soldier testified that he was examined by a United States surgeon 
when he enlisted; that he was stripped and particularly examined by said 
surgeon as to rupture by his pressing his finger firmly in the region of the 
groin, and was pronounced by said surgeon a sound and healthy man, and 
accordingly was mustered in the service.’ 

Several witnesses 3 they knew said soldier ever since the time 
he left the Army, and that he had a cough and had lung trouble, 
which he said he had contracted while in the Army soa that he had never 


been entirely well since he left the Army. Said soldier died April 13, 1889. 
The credibi of the witnesses is fully established. 
“Emily B. Muncey, the widow of said soldier, is a very worthy woman, 


butin poor circumstances. She made application to the Pension Office for a 
pannon as the widow of said soldier, but being unable to furnish all the eyi- 
ence required by the Pension Bureau to show that the soldier had not be- 
fore 8 the service cont: the disease of which he died, her claim 
was rejected. 
Having carefully considered all the evidence in the case, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


r i the reading of the report was concluded the hammer 
ell. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the reading of the 
residue of the report. 


Mr. PICKLER. I object. 
Mr. DALZELL. Iask that the remainder of the report be read 
in my time. 


Mr. PICKLER. All these reports are printed in the RECORD 
over in the Senate; and at any rate they are just as much a part 
of the records of the House, whether they are in the ConGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD or not. 

Mr. LACEY. But how can we tell what they are unless we 
hear them read? 

Mr. PICKLER. Many eee do not listen to them. 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
pees) has been recognized, and asks that the remainder of 
the report be read in his time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


THOMAS BREWER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Brewer, late of 
Companies I and F, Thirty-first Regiment Enlisted Missouri Militia. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,” and at the end of the billadd 
„at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


3857) granting pension to Thomas Brewer, late private Companies I and F. 
Thirty first Hegiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, — submit che tol- 
owin 


ing: 

vce discharge certificate 18 45 51 — ine ee tabbed 8 Aor 10, 1862, 
and was disc! December 8, but he alle; e was enlisted June 
1861, and discharged May 8, 1863. sid h 

He filed claim for pension under general law November 12, 1889, for vari- 
cocele of left testicle, incurred at or near St. Joseph, Mo., October 21, 1882, 
caused by being thrown upon the pommel of his saddle. 

This claim was rejected April 15, 1890, on the ground that the o tion to 
which claimant belonged was not shown to have been in the military service 
of 3 Brasen ang 32 — 51 9 ee 8 laws. 

e filed claim under act June „ on Oe 2. „alleging epile: 
varicocele, disease of kidneys, and hernia.” PERON 

The proof on file in his claim shows that his horse fell with him while ona 
march, throwing him on pommel of saddle, and mashed his left testicle and 
e 5 d neighbors shows that he has 

e imony o cians and ne’ rs shows that he been un 
manual labor since 1 came home ron the Army, the physicians 8 
that the injury to testicle caused h honi „Ats, sensory illusions, and a 
5 of diseases entirely disqualify him for the performance of manual 


r. 
He as examined by the board of examining surgeons at Albany, Mo., March 
25, 1891, which rated tims at 3 for hernia, 5 for 
varicocele, two-eighteenths for epilepsy, and four-eighteenths for heart dis- 


in view: of the facts and circumstances in evidence in this case, your com- 
mittee retype? favor the passage of this bill when amended to strike out, 
in lines 4 and 5, the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws.“ and add, after the word“ Militia.” in line 7, the words at the 
rate of $12 per month.” 

Mr. CROWTHER. The question, as I understand, is now upon 
the amendment of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report that amendment, if 
the gentleman desires. 

The amendment of the committee was again read. 

Mr.OWENS. As I understand from the reading of the report, 
5 5 man was not in the military service of the United States at 
all. 
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Mr. CROWTHER. He was in themilitaryservice of the United 
States, but the organization to which he belonged was not prop- 
erly mustered into the service. 

Mr. OWENS. As I understand, he was simply willing to be in 
the service, but did not get in. 

Mr. CROWTHER. The statement of the report is that he did 
serve in that branch of the Army. 

Mr. OWENS. What branch? 

Mr. CROWTHER. The cavalry branch. 

Mr. OWENS. But the report states that the Department re- 
fused to place him on the roll because he was notin the service of 
the United States. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Because he was not properly mustered into 
the service. That o; ization was not mustered into the service 
by the — — mustering officer. 

Mr. Ow. S. Then he was not inthe service. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Certainly he was in. 

Mr. OWENS. As I understand, the report states that he was 
willing to enter the service; was loafing about ready to go in, but 
he did not in fact go in. 

CR That may be the gentleman's idea of the 
record of this soldier. 


Mr. OWENS. The re says that he was not in. 

Mr. CROWTHER. He was not technically in the service 

Mr. OWENS. I was quite sure I caught the reading correctly. 

Mr. CROWTHER. According to the records of the War De- 
partment, he was not in the service. 

Mr. OWENS. Then where do you get your information, except 
from the records of the War Department? 

Mr. CROWTHER. The records of the military organization to 
which he belonged. b 

Mr. OWENS. But he was not in the military service of the 
United States. ; y 

Mr. BRODERICK. If the gentleman from Missouri will allow 
me I would like to ask a question. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled 


I do not care about objecting to this thing. I 
only wanted to understand the status of it; to find out exactly 
what we are going to do. I have down in my country a large 
number of such people, and have had a t many inquiries. 
They are anxious to get on the rolls, but I have hesitated to ask 
Congress to put them there. If, however, you are going to adopt 
that principle, I will have to take up their cases. I merely want 
to understand the status of the thing. 

Mr. CROWTHER. We have no men from Missouri who are 
anxious to get on the rolls, unless they are entitled to it. 

Mr. OWENS. You seem to be trying to get one on now. Ido 
not know where he is from, but I suppose from Missouri. 

Mr. CROWTHER. But you see he was performing service for 
the country. 

Mr. OWENS. But ontside of the service of the United States. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will permit me, thisman was 

tically, although not technically, in the military service of the 
nited States. Ha performed military duties under the command 
of United States officers. 

It is not a new case, I will state to the gentleman. Pensions of 
this kind have been granted heretofore. I have no doubt that he 
would have been ionable under the act of 1874 

Mr. OWENS. But he was not in the service at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; this is simply an exceptional case. 
He performed military service, and such pensions have been 
granted heretofore. k 

Mr. OWENS. When was he in the service; during the war, or 
afterwards? 


Mr. PICKLER. During the war, of course. Our committee 
does not have jurisdiction except of cases arising out of the late 


war. 

Mr. OWENS. He came in contact with a saddle, I believe, and 
was hurt? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, he got hurt. 

Mr. OWENS. Well, I merely wanted to understand the merits 
of the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman think there is no danger 
in a saddle? 

Mr. OWENS. Ido not know; I wanted to find out. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If the gentleman will allow me, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Missouri this question: If it is not 
true that some of these militia organizations in his State and mine 
were called out by the governors of the State about the time of 
the Price raid, and that after they got into the field they went 
into the regular service; thatis, they were under the command of 
United States officers, and were engaged in some of the battles, 
during the war, along the border? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Thatistrue. There were several such regi- 
ments from my own State, and I know in certain instances the 
men were not mustered into the United States service, but they 


performed military duty under United States officers. This case 
is one where the 5 of duty was in 1862. 

Mr. BRODERICK. And these regiments called out in that way 
for State service served under United States officers and performed 
aut in the United States service under the command of army offi- 
cers 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; and perhaps saved the States from going 
out of the Union. r: 

Lask a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CROWTHER. There is a graphical error in the sev- 
enth line of the bill, which should be amended. I move to strike 
ae . word “enlisted,” in that line, and insert “‘enrolled ” in lien 
of i 

The amendment was agreed to. 1 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with favorable recommendation. 

CYRUS THOMAS. 
PR next business on eo 5 Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
) ting a pension to Cyrus Thomas, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it to:, That of i 
n 
he now ves, and subject to the limitations ahd provisions of the pension 
Mr. MILNES. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas, submit the following report: 
Cyrus Thomas enlisted August 7, 18, and served as se t and second 
lieutenant in Eleventh Vermont Infantry and Battery First Vermont 
Heavy Artillery, until June 24, 1865. He was oted to first lieutenant for 
meritorious uct, but seems not to have mustered, being absent on 
account of wounds received in battle. His discharge and record is honorable. 
He was twice wounded in battle. At Cedar Creek. ag re he received a 
slight scalp wound. At Petersburg he was wounded in left f by piece of 
shell. For this last wound he is now receiving a of $11 
It conclusively ap — * 
a 


duty at 3 ppears 
from the affidavits of his captain and two comrades. He is now in feeble 
health, tially paralyzed, subject to dizziness, and totally unfit for phys 


ical 
is trouble in the head causes forgetfulness to such an extent that 


he is totally unfit for mental labor, and he has o on t 
. — no ties, to abandon his profession, that of a minister of the Baptist 
u 


ch. He is 60 years of and requires a nurse or attendant from 
third to one-half of the time. Ho has li can, 
not dress if alone. 


whi 
if it could be o ed, would secure him an increase through the — 
Office. As it is, he is without remedy there. 
Claimant is poor. His only income is pone ony month pension and $3 per 
week which his 1 earns. It is en y insnfticient for his support 
m. 


under his present 

The committee recommend the of the bill with an amendment 
striking out the word “seventy-five ” and inserting “ fifty’; also insert after 
the word“ Thomas,” in line 4, the words late second lieutenant Bat B, 
5 — 122 Heavy Artillery, and sergeant Company B. Eleventh Ver- 
mon 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
ELIZABETH E, DONAHOE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 746) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahoe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here’ 
3 directed to place on, the pension roll, subject to. the orebys 


WS, 
T. Donahoe, 
eral of volunteers, at i vate 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read in that case. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 748) 
granting a pension to th E. Donohoe, adopt as their own the to 
report, as follows: 

“Mrs. Donohoe is the widow of Col. Michael T. Donohoe; of the Tenth New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, 
The following certificate from the adjutant-general of New Hampshire gives 
the military record of the soldier: 

“THe STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, 
“ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Concord, November 26, 1995. 

I certify that the following is a correct abstract from the official records 

of this office: 


N. H.; enlisted August 1, 1861, as private . O, Third R 
1861; 


promotion: appointed colonel Tenth Regiment New Hampshire 
August 6, 150 


1896. 
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20, 1861, Fort Harrison, Va.; mustered out June 21, 1865, brevet brigadier- 
—— one States Volunteers, for gallant conduct in the field, to date 


“A. D. AYLING. 
“Adjutant-General State of New Hampshire. 


“At the of 22, and almost at the beginning of the war, Mr. Donohoe 
raised a full company for the Third New Ham nent, which he 
served with ani until promoted to the colonelcy of the Tenth 


been placed on the paonon roll at the close of the war, but he preferred not 
to — e Government while he was able to take care of himself 


accept aid from 
r 
more mone: n wW 
life under the — — this bill. 


“ General Donohoe was a brave, loyal, true Irish-American soldier and an 

t, honored citizen. He was twice named by the Democratic party of 
ew Ham as their candidate for railroad commissioner (in those days 
the second name on the ticket), and was twice honored in Massachusetts as 
the candidate for secretary of state. During the three years 1591, 1892, 
staff of Governor Russell, = 


Boys at Rainsford m Harbor, 
“General Donohoe died on the 26th day of May, 1895, of cerebral he: . 


r 
Her only means of relief is either by 
ial act or by securing a pension of $3 per month under the act of June Zi, 


“In view of the fact that General Donohoe served with distinction for 
almost four years; that he declined to apply for pension in consequence of a 
severe wound, and the destitute condition of his widow, your committee 
recommend favorable action on the substi- 
tuting *Donohoe for ‘Donahoe’ in lines 6 and 7 and also in the title of the 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I moveto strike out “fifty” and 
insert thirty“; so that it will read “thirty dollars a month” in- 
stead of fifty. 

I have but just a word or two to say about the amendment. If 
this soldier had actually been killed in the service of the United 
States his widow could not have received a pension of over $80 a 
month under the law. Now, there arein the United States tens 
of thousands of widows of private soldiers and noncommissioned 
officers who are absolutely unable to receive a pension of over $8 
a month, and I do not think that we ought to go on paying large 
pensions to the widows of officers, but should distribute the pen- 
sions a little more generally and uniformly. 

Therefore, I favor cutting down the amount carried by this bill 
to $30 per month. 

Mr. TIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amend- 
ment of my friend will not prevail. It was my good fortune to 
have known and served for some time with Michael Donohoe. I 
knew him and his regiment. I had an opportunity to see him 
after the war and to know something of his services to the States 
of New Hampshire and Massachusetts. But this bill relates to 
pensioning his widow, and I desire to speak simply in that regard, 
with the desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
he was a very deserving man. This lady cared for him in the 
years of his affliction and suffering from wounds. She is entitled 
to high consideration. I trust it will not be the purpose of any 
member of this House to raise an objection against the continuing 
of the practice which has been established in respect to these meri- 
torious officers and the widows of those who served in the war in 
the ity and with the fidelity and ability of General Donohoe. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, this widow is now drawing, as 
I understand, 88 a month. If my amendment is adopted it will 

ive her $30 a month, allshe ee get under the law, even 

her husband had died by being killed in battle. Now, whyshould 
we go on and pay $50 a month to these widows of officers while 
there are tho and tens of thousands of widows of soldiers 
15 as gallant as this soldier who can not get to exceed $8 a month? 

do not believe it is right, and I do not believe the old soldiers of 
this country, of whom I am one, are in favor of that kind of pen- 
sion legislation. If I know anything about the wishes of the sol- 
diers of this country—and I have been as intimately connected 
with them as any man on this floor—they are opposed to that kind 
of legislation. erefore I hope this amendment will prevail. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope this amendment will not prevail. 
There is no reason why it should. None has been given. Inotice 
when a gentleman arises on this floor to oppose a pension he 
always says he does it in the name of the old soldier. He always 
has great love and sympathy and pity for the private; but [never 
knew one of them to arise Bes and pose to do anything for 
the private, not one of them. I have watched that during this 
session, and there has not been an instance. 

Now, this is the widow of as brave a man as ever stood under 
that flag. He stood under it on many a bloody field, when its 
stripes were torn, its stars shot away, its staff splintered, and its 
folds stained with blood. I ask that his widow be treated as 
widows of other generals have been treated; not as well, because 
we have voted to some $100, to some $75; but for this one we ask 
only $50. I ask it for the very best reason in the world, that this 


general was one of the most successful killers of rebels, at a time 
when that was the best use you could make of them, that the 
North produced. [Applause on the Republican side.] She is 


drawing no pension w. „not a penny. I ask that she be 
given $50 a month. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate is exhaus 


question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Mi 
MILNES 


í 1. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. SULLOWAY and Mr. BAKER of 
New Hampshire) there were—ayes 25, noes 50. 

Accordingly the amendment of Mr. MILNES was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit etc., That the Secretary of ` by, 
sathorised and directed to place —.— the 8 th googie Hans 
Newell Barrett, eldest daughter of Noah late a soldier in Colonel 
2722 Havoration snil-pey nE ab tee mee or oan 
month from and after the — — act. = 
The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendmentstrik- 
3 the word “twenty,” in line 8, and inserting the word 
* ve. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
CELESTIA R. BARRY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1891) ting a pension to Celestia R. Barry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The 


. com 
Sal 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment strik- 
ing out the word ‘ twelve,” in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word eight.“ 

Mr. SPALDING. Let us havethe report read. 

The report (by Mr. BLACK of Georgia) was read, as follows: 


The. Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1891) 
2 pension to Celestia R. Barry, have considered the same and re- 
spectfully report as follows: ; 

The claimant is the widow of Claudius C. Barry, late a private of Captain 

th . 


and — . — 
30, 1848, at Austin, Tex. 
‘The soldier was allowed a pension under the Mexican war act of January 


Bureau tan, 

isona; butis d 

tenance 
The 


0 
rt. It is also shown that she 
tate her from earning 

her own 


s service, notwi 


30, 1848. 

Your committee believe that claimant is d of 
passage of the bill is therefore a ended 7... 
out the word “ twelve,” in line 8, and substituting therefor the word eight; 
So as to allow a pension of $8 per month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, this is a proposition to pen- 
sion the widow of a soldier who did not serve the sixty days re- 


quired by the law. 
Mr. P N. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition to pen- 
sion Celestia R. , widow of C. C. Barry, who was a soldier in 


the Mexican war. en General Black was Commissioner of 
Pensions he gave C. C. Barry a pension. After his death Celestia 
R. Barry applied for a pension, and the Pension Office refused to 
pint it, for the reason that the ruling of the Pension Office had 
n 

Barry enlisted in the Army on the 5th of May, 1848. He was 
discharged from the Army on the 3ist day of December, 1848. 
General Black decided that the war had ended on the 4th of 
July, 1848, at the date of the President's proclamation declaring 
peace between the two countries, and therefore gave Barry a pen- 
sion. After his death, when Mrs. Barry applied for a pension, 
the Pension Office decided that the date when hostilities ceased 
between the United States and Mexico was not the 4th of July, 
1848, but the 30th of May, 1848, when Co passed an act de- 
claring peace. The entire question is whether peace was declared 
by the act of Congress or by the proclamation of the President. 
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Mr. MILNES. I understand that the soldier enlisted May 10, 


1848? 

Mr. PENDLETON. May 5. 

Mr. MILNES. And the war was declared at an end—— 

Mr. PENDLETON. On the 4th of July, 1848, making the sol- 
dier’s service just sixty days AAT 

Mr . I understood the report to say he enlisted 


May 10. 

Mr, PENDLETON. No; May 5. General Black gave the sol- 
dier a pension, deciding that the date of the cessation of hostili- 
ties was the 4th of July, the date of the President’s proclamation. 

Now, the soldier served eight months, lacking four days, in the 
Army of the Republic, and he served sixty days before the proc- 
lamation of the President, but only twenty-five days before Con- 

ess passed a resolution declaring peace between the two coun- 

ies. General Black, when he was Commissioner of Pensions, 
decided that it was the day of the President’s proclamation, and 
gave her husband a pension; but the present Commissioner of 

ensions refuses to grant her a pension because he has decided 
that it was the 30th day of May and not the 4th of July that the 
war was ended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the amount provided for in the bill the 
same as she would have received under the law? 

Mr. PENDLETON. The same exactly. The amount I wished 
her to have was $12. 

Mr. DINGLEY, The general law is $8 a month, and that is 
what is provided for here. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is what is provided; but in her indi- 
gent condition I think she ought to have had more. 

The amendment recommen Ba Dr the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


LYDIA BOYNTON FERRIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Lydia Boynton Ferris, daughter 
of John Boynton, who was a soldier in the war of 1812 in Capt. Joseph Mor- 
rill’s company, Vermont Militia, from September 12 to November 30, 1812, on 
the pension roll and pay her a pension of —— dollars per month. 

Mr. SPALDING. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. How) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7 5 
granting a pension to Lydia Boynton Ferris, have considered the same an: 

ully report as follows: 

The claimant is the daughter of John Boynton, who served as a corporal in 
Capt. Joseph Morrill's company of Vermont Volunteers from September 12 
to November 30, 1812, in the war of that year with Great Britain. It is also 
shown that she is the granddaughter of Boynton, who is shown by the 
records of the War De ment to have served for a period of three years in 
the war of the Revolution. John Boynton, the claimant's father, was, at the 
ae of hig eee a pensioner at $$ per month on account of his service in 
the war 

Her relationship to the above-named soldiers is shown by the sworn state- 
ments of James Owens, Alonzo L. Boynton, Laura Hayes, M. L. Staib, 


innie Miller, and Sophia B. 
1 1 cs old, a resident of 287 Normal 


Th t swears that she is 63 
avenue, Buffalo, N. V., and that she is the widow of Joshua ©. Ferris, who 


y m tivel mniless. She further sw 
5 of her arm k 1884 she has been rendered perm: 
nently unable to provide for herself, and that she is now without any means 
of eo port ruiness of the claimant's statement is certified toby R. W. Green, 
of be Pa., in a letter addressed January 12, 1895, to Hon. Charles 
Davie soldier, in his application for pension, certified that his wife (the claim- 
ann 8 for the proposed legislation (one of them being the 
ease ‘of Delia Stewart Parnell, pensioned in the Fifty-first Congress as the 
daughter of an officer in the war of 1812), and in view of the claimant's neces- 
sities, the passage of the bill is recommended with an amendment fixing the 
rate of pension at $12 per month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to see the 

time of the committee taken up by the useless proceeding of read- 
ing the report, and I am very much annoyed that there is no con- 
teal vaii of Vote!“ ‘‘ Vote!” on the other side when reading 
the report. Has the leader of the House cast his spell over them? 
Something is the matter with them. I should like very much to 
hear an explanation of the reason why we must have these reports 
read and why pensions are blocked by it. It would be very inter- 
esting! 
Mr DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as thisis the second statement 
the gentleman has made in this line, I think it is aig soho that 
some response should be made. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ERDMAN] on Friday evening sessions, up to the last 
one, has occupied a large part of the time in making speeches 
and repeating them, occupying hours, I understand, ing, not 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether the bill should pass or 
not, but for the purpose of blocking the passing of bills. 

Now, to-day he has chan his course of procedure. He de- 
sires now that the billsshall be considered without even the read- 
ing of the report and without any knowledge respecting them. 
I think it is entirely appropriate that this House, at any time, 


it comes up, and ascertain from the repo 


whether on Friday evening session or any other, should have 
enough said, either by the reading of the report or by a statement 
of some pao that members should know what the character 
of the bill is and its merits, and I think it is entirely appropriate 
to have the report read. Sang Disa But now a chases has 
come over the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The House should 

roceed in no other way than to deliberately consider each bill as 
rt or some statement of 
some gentleman exactly what the merits of the billare. Weshould 
not swing from one extreme to the other, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania seems to have swung, but should consider each bill 
upon its merits. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman think that five minutes is 
sufficient time to discuss and deliberately consider any bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ordinarily I will say that five minutes for 
and five minutes against a bill, where there is simply a question 
as to whether a person should be pensioned or not, is sufficient. 
Now and then there may come up a bill where more time is 
needed; but ordinarily, in most of these bills, especially referring 
to privates, five minutes ôn one side and five on the other clearly 
acquaint the House with the facts. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Did not the gentleman see that five minutes 
for and five minutes against it were exhausted by the reading of 
a zopar and was not sufficient for the reading of the reportitself? 

. DINGLEY. Les; and the gentleman objected. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I did. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly we have been compelled to re- 
sort to this procedure for the popoe of doing business that ought 
to have been done at the Friday night sessions, and the gentleman 

e Republican side.] 


is responsible. [Applause on t 

Mr. ERDMAN t point to the RECORD, which will show that 
I did not occupy more than fifteen or twenty minutes’ time on any 
Friday night. 

Mr. COLSON. Which was fifteen minutestoomuch. [Laugh- 


ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. Unless the time is exhausted, I would like to say 
one word on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there are two minutes 
8 : 

Mr. LOUD. I will confine myself to the bill. I would like to 
ask some gentleman, in regard to this bill, whether this lady is to 
be pensioned because her grandfather was in the Revolutionary 
war or because her father was in some other war? 

Mr. DANIELS. It was intended to put it on both grounds; but 
the committee concluded it would be shorter to put it on the 
ground that her grandfather served in the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to discover how far removed by blood 
a person must be before a pension shall not begranted. You have 
gotten to granddaughters now. I do not know why we should 
not go down the whole list to cousins. 

Mr. DANIELS. She is the granddaughter of a soldier of the 
Revolutionary war who served three years. 

Mr. PICKLER. Weare more lenient to those who served in 
the Revolutionary war than others. 

. DANIELS. There are very few of them, 

Mr. LOUD. But there are lots of cousins and granddaughters 
left. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ole recommendation. 


KATHERINE ZEIGENHEIM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2359) es a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, of Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the panno roll of the United grr e to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of therine Zeig- 
enheim, widow of Frank J. Zeigenheim, late private of Third Regiment of 
United States D. Mexican war, at the rate of & per month from and 
after the passage of this 


The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2359 
gran a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, have considered the same anı 
res ully report as follows: 

e claimant is the widow of Francis J. Zeigenheim, who served from May 
16, 1848, to 8 viod of sixty days), as an u ed recruit in 
the Third United States Dragoons. e records of the War Department 


show that he enlisted at Louisville, Ky, for the Mexican war and was for- 
warded to Jefferson Barracks, Mo., where he remained on post duty until 


The soldier made 1 for a pension under the Mexican war act ap- 
proved January 29. „and the same was allowed, but after his death, whi 
occurred January 5, 1892, his widow's claim was rejected because he did not 
serve in Mexico, on the coast or frontier thereof, or en route thereto, as 
zeguen by the act in question. 

‘he claimant is now about 61 years old, in poor health, and without any 
means of — — e from what she earns asa janitress of a furniture 
store. These facts are sworn to by the claimant and by Sebastian Wetterer 


1896. 
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and Edward Duerr, citizens of Louisville, Ky. Her status as the soldier's 
widow is fully established by the proof on file at the Pension Burean. 

In view of the fact that the soldier enlisted in good faith for service in the 
war with Mexico and was y en route thereto until ed to other 
duty at St. Louis, your committee believe that can very properly 
grant the relief prayed for, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 


say opt by changing the spelling of soldier's Christian name to“ Francis.” 
The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
port was agreed to. ; 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
NANCY B. PRINCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2 granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, widow of Elbert 
nce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject-to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy B. ce, widow of 
Elbert Prince, late private of 8 commanded by Pepina Christmas 
and Spirey, Georgia Volunteers, Indian war of 1836, anā t he pay her a 
pension o r month from and after the passage of this act, and to con- 

ue during her widowhood. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, the facts inthis case are very 
simple. This lady is the widow of a soldier who actually served 
sixty days in the Indian war, but served in two companies. On the 
widow’sapplication Tor “ep pai the Department could only find rec- 
ord of service of thesoldier for about eighteen days in one oompany, 
and therefore the application was denied; but the facts as shown 
establish a service of about sixty days in the two companies. The 
old lady is now about 86 and entirely dependent upon others for 
pa ie hd and I trust there will be no objection to the passage of 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY PRINCE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1826) ne a pension to Henry Prince. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the uo 
visions and limitations of tho pension laws, the name of Henry Prince, late 

E an IA DS PA BIA APADT D SAE 
frou and after the passage ar this act. X: = 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, this is a similar case to the 
last. The applicant in this case is a brother of the soldier to 
whose widow the last bill grants a pension. The Princes were 
brothers and served in the same 8 A 

. . Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the re- 


rt. 
Phe report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: 


2 a to Bes Prine yea tos aie tn of ire ieee ee 
a on enry ce, beg leave to su e follo’ report: 
puting a pon declares that he enlisted about May 1, 1836, and served until 
the last of June, 1836, as a private in or Christmas’s company of Geo 
volunteers in the Creek Indian war, and his allegations as to le of se: 
are borne out by the sworn statements of Linson and Jo! x 
residents of Lee County, Ala., who knew him at the time of his service. 
records, however, fail to show the service except from May 21, 1836, to 
June 7, 1836; and it further appears that no travel-time allowance is included 
within that period. His claim, under the Indian war act of July 27, 1892, was 
Yisallowed because of inability to find a record except of eighteen days 


service. 

The claimant is now 80 years old, in feeble health, and without property or 
income upon which to depend for a support. The facts are shown by the 
certificate of the gentleman who introduced the bill in the House, an 
by the sworn statement of three residents of Lee County, Ala. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 


ommendation that it do pass. 
GEN. JAMES C. PARROTT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5226) wee increased pension to Gen. James C. Parrott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pacs on the pension roll the name of James G 
rott, late colonel of the Seventh Iowa Infantry in the war of 1861, and pay 
him pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended amendments as fol- 
lows: 


Line 6, strike out the words in the war of 1861.” 
Z Line 7, strike out “seventy-two,” before the word “dollars,” and insert 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by my 
eolleague [Mr. CLARK], who is absent. General Parrott is 85 
ears of age. He was a soldier in the Regular Army for a period 
tween 1880 and 1840. He was 50 years of age when he enlisted 
in the Seventh Iowa Infantry in the late war. He has a distin- 
ed record as a soldier, and he is now in a a condition, 

ue, to some extent, to his advanced years. I ieve there can 
be no possible objection from any quarter to this bill. Investiga- 
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tion of the case will simply serve to show its highly meritorious 


character. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I know Colonel Parrott 
well. He entered the Army as a private and was elected captain 
by hiscompany. He was baptized at Belmont, and his gallantry 
was recognized by General Grant in a letter which he wrote urg- 
ing him to go home to recu te. He was at Fort Henry, at 
Donelson, at Shiloh, and at Corinth. He was severely wounded 
at Donelson and at Corinth. He was in the battle before Atlanta. 
He marched with Sherman to the sea, and was mustered out at 
the end of the war. He is a man of beautiful character. He is 
now stricken down by paralysis, absolutely prostrated; he is 85 
years of age, and is without a dollar on which to live. I believe 
the case is wisely and well put by the committee when they say 
in their report that they ‘‘ unanimously and cordially” recom- 
mend the passage of this bill, and I want to thank them for that 
assurance. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE E. PURDUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline E. Purdum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


F, Thirtieth 
10 21 rtie ese igen 


ving. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, the report in that case is 
brief, and I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline E. Purdum, have considered 
Pine diferent pension cortfionten WETS Seeaedl to, thie adidler DOA 

ve eren on ce cen were e 
JJ he as ein es “tao 
ne o e es mention certificate 11 
heart,” for which disability he was rated at eight-ei * e S 
After the soldier's death his widow, the said Caroline E. Purđum, applied 


for a pension under the W. 
The that the soldier's death resulted from “heart dis- 


e eclaration 
ease.” 
The claim was approved by the medical examiner in the Pension Officeand 
submitted for ad on by the present medical referee.” 
The re-reviewer raised some question of doubt, and a special examination 
was subsequently ordered. 
In the course of that special examination Dr. B. B. Baker, who had been 
beer 1 1 porcen Soren yrs and was his attending phy- 
uring ess, at the immediate cause of his 
wae ate 9 r 33 of the eerst 8 e TA gosn 
e report of the special examiner concludes with the following statement: 
“I think the claim could be fairly admitted under the te bin ter ps et 
timony of Dr. B. B. Baker that the heart disease was undoubtedly due to the 
hold fever and its resulting disease of the circulatory system.” 
evertheless, the claim was rejected. But the facts cited, which are cor- 
roborated by other testimony, lead your committee to believe that the widow 
is clearly entitled to a pension under the general law, and we therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES E. HELFENSTEIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the N79 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Helfenstein. 
widow of George W. Helfenstein, late first lieutenant and adjutant of the 
One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The committee recommended an amendment, adding, after the 
word Infantry,“ the words “at the rate of $17 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.979) 
granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein, widow of George W. Helfen- 
stein, late first lieutenant and adjutant of the One hundred and seventy- 
third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the widow of George W. Helfenstein, who was first lieuten- 
ant of Company D, One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and afterwards utant of the same regiment. The soldier entered the 
service Au 10, 1864, for one year. He was appointed first lieutenant of 
2 „One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
tember 17, 1864, and adjutant of the same regiment ber 21, 0 
777 ee ee eee 
out June . He was an ces E. S. 
ae as — 1 ty in this eae 5 * 

e evidence e case is voluminous, the main facts are as follows: 

In the service, about October, 1804, the officer was sent out on a long detail, 
or scout, in which he rode horseback. In that time he bruised his scrotum 
and caught cold. When he returned to camp his scrotum was swollen and 
painful, and a case of orchitis or sarcocle was set up. He was sent to the 
officers’ hospital at Nashville, Tenn., treated for it, and returned to the 
iment. There was a recurrence of the „and he was returned to the 
hospital, where his right 3 wasextirpated. He was granted sick leave, 


wee returned ta tiie mt, but on May 30, 1865, h. again 
ere en on 5 © was found 
the hospital and was ceorthaban E 


all officers in hospital at that date. 


The 5 a) 17 5 5 
service in Mare! was allowed for 38.50, dating from January 5 1882. 
He applied for ae W noe pension and was allowed it to the amount of 
T5, SEARS E E 


In August, 1892, elfenstein, the widow, applied for 


msion on account of the disability arising in the 


nsion on 
he was 


Frances E. 
the tnd inat the soldier died of the disabaity on account of w 

On September 10, 1894, the claim was rejected on the d that the sol- 
dier's pees was not the result of the d. ility originating in 

The whole case turns npon this one point. ere is no Soube t but that the 
soldier received the disability in the service, and wae es msioned for 3 

the widow. and the om, question is, Did 
the ty received in the service? 

Upon this point there are five medical witnesses. Dr. Morris, late first assist- 
ant 8 me 45 one hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and Dr. F. B. M both of whom treated the soldier in the service for 
the disability inourced there, the latter physician treating him on down un- 
til 1881. Then there are Drs. Fulton, McClure, and Halderman, who treated 
the soldier from 184] until his death. 

Each ph: states his own knowledge of the case, and then gives his 
opion on his own evidence and on thatof the other Tour. All of these phy- 

stand pe in their a. All arrive 3 same conclusion, 


disease of which the soldier died is ble to the sarco- 
in the service and on account of which he was pen- 


sioned. 

The Pension Office Ra bro cians refuse to draw these conclusions from the 
evidence of the five and say that the soldier did not die of the dis- 
ease on account of sh hg apne oned. If this case been submitted 


to a court on the Sen five ph and the court had been 
bound to 1 5 their e experts, then it would have been bound to 
aea allowed the pension, for their C the right to a pen- 


ny committee think that this evidence was competent, and that when 
* n the Department was bound to receive it, and to follow what it proved. 
o do not believe that the medical staff of the t can or should 
5 say that they will not accept as proven what the evidence clearly 


Phe f facts in the case warrant the allowance ofa pension, =e mah — therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill with anamendment addi line 8, after 
the word Infantry,” the words “at the rate of $17 per mon 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the rate e e for in the amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventeeen dollars per month, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ABRAM H. PARKER. 
oa, next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
uting an increase of pension to Abram H. Parker. 
re ll was read, as follows: 
we enacted, etc., That the Secretary of . 


authorized and directed to place the name of A ae oF Sees 

pany A, Forty-fiftn Regiment — Mounted N the pension 

1 ited States at the rate of per month in eu of the pa tion he 
now rece’ 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. Chairman, in order to correct an error in this 
bill I ask that Abraham“ be inserted instead of “Abram.” 
CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that correction 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. 3 the beneficiary named in this bill 


entered the Army at the of 15 and made as trne and brave a 
soldier as ever flashed a 2 or shouldered a musket. Although 
entitled many years a pension, he never asked this aid from 


ago to 
the Government so long as he could get al without it; and he 
would now scorn to receive the increase he if it were not due 
to him as an act of justice in every sense of the word. He is in 
an utterly helpless condition and requires the almost constant care 
of an attendant. I personally presented this claim before the 
and when the facts were there heard and considered 
the committee openly expressed the opinion that this claimant is 
entitled to and e receive 872 a somai But a that to 
ask such an amount might jeopardize th bill, I 
have sought to secure for him a pension of only 801 oer month, 
and this amount the committee recommends, I hope the recom- 
mendation will be adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
„late.“ in line 5, the word private.“ I will 8 that this man 
requires the attendance of another person a large portion of the 
time; and his case brings him within the class of pensioners who 
receive from the Pension Office $50 a month. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


committee; 


MARY PRINCE. 


The next business on the Seme Calendar — bill (H. R. 
1825) granting a pension to Prince, widow of Ellis Prince. 
e : 
Be it enacted, etc., That 5 3 
directed to 


authorized and 
sions and eg meq of the pension iw laws, t 
Ellis Prince, la 


of the Interior ae he is hereby, 


on ect to the provi- 
name of Prince, ow of 
ptain ristmas. 


Volunteers, and late member of pany oo commanded by Captain 
Spirey, Geo Volunteers, both of Indian ye war of 1 and ered nd her 
a hog ne of to con- 


per month from and after the passage 
widowhood. 
Mr. SPALDING. IL call for the reading of the report. 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the ah Gk R. 1825) en- 
titled “A bill ting a pension to Mary Prince, widow of Ellis Prince,” beg 
leave to su the follo report, and recommend that said bill do pass: 

8 Prince be granted a pension use of 


ptains 
Spirey's companies of Geo Volunteers in the Indian war of 1838. 
ae as are on file show that Ellis Prince served from May 31 to June 

7, 1836, in Captain Christmas's company, but no . was made on ac- 
count of time nt in travel. No rolls of Captain Spirey's company can be 

e evidence is furnished to show that the Stites service cov- 
ered a Peeters} nearly sixty days. 

The t'sapplication at the Pension Bureau under the Indian war act 
of July 27. 1892, was disallowed because of inability to find a record of more 
than the eighteen days of service Appearing on the above-named roll. 

Ellis Prince died November I. 1874, and his widow, who is now about 76 years 
old. is in a ban A 3 and dependent condition. 

The facts as to rA are shown by the statement of the ponien 
who introduced the in the House and by the affidavits of three citizens of 
Lee County, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

MRS. F. E. MARSHALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
4090) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. E. M. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, That the Secre niche nope g be, and 
eto. 0 mret or 1 — Ss 
from 
bill. 


H. R. 


authorized and directed to of Mrs, Frances 
widow of Sra Humphre Marshalls — officer in the Mexican, = 
per month to $35 per month, to take effect from the passage of this 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ twenty- “ and insert “thirty.” 

Mr.COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish tomakeastatement which, 
while it gives me no pleasure, will, I have no doubt, afford a great 
deal of satisfaction to at least one gentleman on this floor. 
widow of that distinguished soldier Humphrey Marshall is r 
and I ask leave to withdraw this bill which was introduced for 
the benefit of his widow. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the bill will be 
withdrawn. 

SARAH WEEDON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
1178) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon. 


as was read. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to upon the roll the name of 
We . eedon, d nsion roll the neme of Carell 
pany I, Fourth United States Infantry, in the war, and to pay hera 
pension at the rate of $35 per month. 


3 amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
WS: 
In line 5, after Weedon,” insert Jones. former. 
In the last line of the bill strike out “ 8 and insert eight“; so 
as to make the pension $8 a month. 
. the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Sarah Weedon 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. 3 was read, as follows: 


grant Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1178) 
dered the same, and respect- 


faliy'reportasfollows: nn 

re as follows: 

The t was i She sidon of John H. Weedon, who served as 
. . States Infantry. and as such par- 


"The ex in the war 
e greet eave ofthe soldier s death is not known, but the Pension Bureau 
he was discharged at the City of Mexico November 25, 1347, on 
`s 5 of disability. and hes directed that his pension certifi- 
ould, when issued, be sent to Zanesville, Ohio. This certificate was 
issued to him in May. 1843, sent to Zanesville and returned uncalled for, and 
pany on file in the Pension Bureau. 


testimony filed in the widow's pension a a shows that it was 
understood that he received a wound at Molino a. Mexico, September 
8. 1847, and died soon after from the effects of The wi widow remarried 
to ore Jones, who died tember 23, is 
The claimant's r at the Pension Bureau, filed J = 1890, 
was rejected March “on the — of no nsionable peri lica- 


years su uent toauldians eath 
nor a to remarriage 
stated above. the — is a widow, and as shown by her sworn 
ee she reared two sons by the soldier, both of wham served through 
the late war in the Union Army, one of whom died several years ago from 
an ono of the service, and the other is still surviving, though a wounded 
The claimant is now 85 years old, and it isshown by the sworn statement of 
several citizens of Guernsey — A Cio. that her sole prope: 8 in 
a dower interest in a small pi real estate in North Salem, Ohio. worth 
not over $100, and is 3 upon others not bound for her support. 
The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended with an amen t 
the title of the bill so as to roast: “A bill grating a pension to Sarah 


tion not 2 been filed within 
May 13, 


W on Jones; also by 3 the words “Jones. f ormer after the words 

Weedon,” in line pat t the word “ twenty- 3 line 
8. and inserting in lieu 8 the word eight ™; so as to fix the rate of pen- 
sion at $8 per month. 


The CEARA The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments 5 the committee. 

Mr. DIN GLE I should like to make an inquiry about this 
bill. It $ propones, as I understand, to pension a widow who has 
remarri I should like to know whether this bill conforms to 
the tho principle which I understand has been established by the Com- 

valid Pensions that where a widow has remarried and 
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the second husband has died, the widow is not pensioned unless 
she was the wi'e of the soldier during the time of his service? We 
do not wish to adopt with reference to soldiers of the Mexican war 
a rule which is not made applicable to other soldiers. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This lady did not marry the soldier 
until after his service. à 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions had steadily refused to æ pension in any case 
where the widow has remarried she was the wife of the 
soldier during his service. 

Mr. PICKLER. Perhaps I stated a little too broadly, or the 

tleman from Maine understood a little too broadly, what. had 

n done by our committee. The committee has sought to hold 
itself down to the rule he states; but there may have a case 
or two in which it has been å from. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. I think we should not establish with reference 
to soldiers of the Mexican war a principle which we would not 
apply to soldiers of the late war. 

I. PICKLER. That is the principle we have adopted in the 
general bill which we have 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. is lady is the widow of the soldier. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this comes within the principle. 

Mr. TALBERT. I did not hear the reading of the report. Is 
this the case of a widow who has remarried? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Les, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. What is the amount of pension 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Eight dollars a month. husband 
‘was a soldier in the Mexican war. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


the House, 
WILLIAM F. SONGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4193) to correct the military record of William F Songer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing inst W: 


th 
a certificate of honorable discharge. 


Mr. TALBERT. I should like to hear the 

The report (by Mr. Woomer) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
wen — “A bill to correct the military record of William F. agen 
beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said do 
pass: 

— erties Fonte hae Sey et 

The evidence shows that he served fait iy d i 
that in October, 1864, nine months after his second 
returning to his home to visit his wife, who was sick, and she remained sick 
a long time thereafter. 

In consideration of his faithful service for three years, the committee are 
of opinion that this bill should pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that this bill be 
laid aside with an unfavorable report. It has no merit. Let us 
pass meritorious bills or none. I move that it be laid aside with 
an unfavorable 

The motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the billaside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was. taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 66, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dauzet in the chair) (having counted 
the committee). One hundred and thirteen members are present, 
a quorum. 

the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 
WILLIAM WALDRUP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on the pension roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be instructed to rein- 
state William Waldrup, of Maddox. Tenn., late of Company F. Sixth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Cavalry, on the pension roll of the United 8 at the rate 
he was drawing when dropped from the roll. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid er er whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4001) to reinstate William Waldrup, late of Cannan F, Sixth Tennessee 
Cavalry Volunteers. on the pension roll at the rate he was drawing when 
dropped from the roll, having carefully examined the facts and circum- 
stances in evidence, rs y report: 

Wiliam Waldrup as 5 in Company F. Sixth Tennessee 
Cavalry Volunteers, September 182, and served faithfully until honor- 

disch July 28. 1865. 
a for pension October 2, 1885, for chronic bronchitis. and chronic 
diarrhea contracted in service, but bein; 


fof origin, his claim ected Ji 23. nder order No. 2. 
E nied. & cial under ach of June st, Tad, on July 15, 1800, for disease of 


bowels, liver, kidneys, and bronchitis, and was pensioned thereunder at $12 
per month for “disease of liver, diarrhea, and bronchitis.” 


He was 
“not ratably 
June 27, 1390." 

Drs. L. E. and J. B. Covey filed affidavit November 


epee rot: the pension roll October I. 1 on 5 
ed for earning a support by manual labor er act of 


. 


“ came under our care in 158%. Since that time he has n suffering from 
enlargement of liver, inflammation of bowels. and kidney trouble. has 
not been able to do any manual labor since that time. His wife and daugh- 


ters havesupported the family.” - 

Tenn., which examined him 
t- 
er 


board, which examined him May 9, 1594, 
“There is a history of diarrhea, but health not impaired, 


hea and bronchitis ever since the war, 
* 


Your committee believe this applicant 5 to the small pension 
passage of this bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ISAAC H, WHETSEL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill a 
4720) EEE IRE EE a ET OO AT i 
ville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interier ba, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Isaac H. Whetsel, a 
in the war of the rebellion, now drawing a pension under certificate No. 207 
of $12 per month, to $25 per month, to e effect from the passage of this act. 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the present pension in this case? 

Mr. PICKLER. He was pensioned at $4a month from the date 
of his discharge until April, 1889, and at $12 since that date, for 
gunshot wound in the right thigh. The ratings put him up to the 
amount fixed in the bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I suggest that we let in the report in this 


case. 

Mr. EVANS. I suggest that we dispense with the reading of 
the report in this case, and let it be inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I have no objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the report, but I object to printing it in the RECORD un- 
less it is read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The d that the bill be 
2 cat 
Ca: to 816 per 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
SARAH ANN WIBLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5311) e pennon to Sarah Ann Wible. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 
authorized to Ee the 
o! 


ne mother of John WI 
month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 

nsion roll the name of Ann Witte a 
deceased, iate of Company B. Twenty-iirst 
First Indiana Heavy v. at $12 per 


y B. Twenty-first Regiment 
Tist Indiana fi 
considered all the facts and 
the following report: 

John Wible served in Com 
ae, = 3 at th from A 

e was per mon 
easeof lungs. He was killed —— it 

His mother, Sarah Ann Wiblo, applied for ion under both the general 
law and the act of June 27, 1560, both of which were icy ao on the ground 
that the soldier's death was not in any manner due to hi e Papia 

The petition of 167 reputable citizens of Nodaway County, Mo.. represent 
and show that she is 84 years old, respectable and deserving in every 
ticular, and that me has no property and was wholly 3 upon 
son, John Wibie, fur her support and maintenance, and no one legally 


bound to support her. 

the presented your committee believe the Government should 
provide for her in her old age, and therefore recommend that the bill be 
amended by adding after the word “ authorized.” in line 4, the words and 
directed,” and by striking out all of line 6 after the letter “ B. and by strik- 


ing out the w also in line 7, and, as amended, that the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to. 

_ Mr. ERD . Mr. Chairman, I just want to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen on the other side who say we are di 


a loaded sled upsetting upon 
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these matters intelligently to what is done as shown in this re- 
rt. This soldier was killed by a sled. Now, does the House 
etermine that that was due to his army service? I want to ask 
the gentlemen on the other side whether we are to have that es- 
tablished now as a new principle in the granting of pensions? 
Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to answer the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania by stating that the soldier in this case was pen- 
sioned for rheumatism, and that by reason of his rheumatic afflic- 
tion he was unable to get out of the way of a loaded sled, and by 
indirection the result of his death was due to his army service. 
Mr. ERDMAN. There is nothing in the report to show it. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. F. E. MARSHALL, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, a short time the House 
bill (No. 4090) granting an increase of pension to . F. E. Mar- 
shall was withdrawn by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cor- 
son], he stating that the claimant had deceased. No motion was 
made at the time; and that bill, unless otherwise di of, will 
remain on the Calendar. I move, therefore, that it be laid aside 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know whether the gentleman from 
Kentucky has the power or authority to do that. The committee 
authorized him to withdraw the bill. He can do that. 

Mr. SPALDING. The bill has been already withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no objection to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. : 

There was no objection. 


DR. HARRISON WAGNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Harrison 
Wagner, and pay him a pension of $40 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 

The evidence in this matter is ery voluminous, and only the substance of 
it can be set forth in this report. In 1862 the beneficiary was an advanced 
medical student in the State of Maryland., and on the 27th day of September. 


1862, he enlisted in the Union service asa tal nurse at General Hospital 
No. 1, Frederick, Md. 


Soon after his enlistment as nurse he was examined with a view to utilizing 
his services as a physician and surgeon. He the examination, and was 
assigned to duty as an assistant min said hospital. Soon after his as- 
as aforesaid, smallpox broke out in the ap emg he 

th this E 


signment to duty 
was ed to attend and treat the patients afflicted wi is 
services in this rej were faithfully performed, and were so laborious and 
constant that his health was completely ruined. 

The evidence shows that u enlistment he was a st , healthy, and 


able-bodied man, but since the expiration of his service his health has con- 
stantly grown worse, until in 1875 he was compelled to give up his practice 


as a physician, and since that time has been unable to do any d of labor, 
and for long periods he is confined to bed from bleeding hemorrhoids and 
general w: ess. 


The evidence is clear, and it may be said to be conclusive, that his disabil- 
ities were contracted conne his service in the h tal. While he was thus 
engaged he was attacked with indigestion and constipation and internal bleed- 
. and with them he has been icted ever since. 

e petition of the claimant sets out fully the facts of this, and these state- 
ments are fully sustained by the evidence of Dr. William H. Wagner, Dr. 
Luther M. Zimmerman, W. H. 5 0 Mrs. Amelia J. Anders, Mrs. Mary 

Flemming, Mrs. Esther Beck, Mrs. Mary 

mit William Wilson, William Grimes, 
Samuel Myers, Jacob Hyder, George Gilbert, William Nort, 
Watz, Henry Hinea, Levi N and others. 
Besides this claimant's service and disabilities, there are some special 
rcumstances entitling him to ial consideration. In 1863 he was resid- 
ing at Woodsboro, Md., and gave the Union fo upon the eve of the battle 
of Gettysburg, some very valuable information. e sentiment in the com- 
munity at that time was almost wholly Confederate, and the t's sym- 
pathy with the Union cause and his services brought upon him many perse- 
cutions from the Confederate 32 and to such an extent Was he 
perseo anen that he was compelled give up his home and seek a new one 

where. 

A bill for claimant's benefit and granting a pension of r month x 
both House and Senate in the first session of the Fifty- Congress, but it 
failed, with other bills, for lack of time to receive the Executive signature. 

Since that time his condition has grown much worse in that he is now con- 

ed to bed or to the house for periods and requires the attendance of 
others at times. 
om was honorably discharged, as the records show, on the 12th day of April, 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the following substi- 
tute, granting the claimant a pension of $40 per month: 

A bill granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House 1 hog esentatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the toot of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed paos upon the pension roll the name 
of Harrison Wagner and pay him a pension of $0 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House witha favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE HAGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4888) for the relief of George Hager. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to revoke the order of the Commissioner of Pensions 

of the date of April 10, 1895, to recover from George Hager, Ia 

Company > Ninety-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the late war 

of the re on, by withholding from his current pension (certificate num- 

ag? pent. the sum of & per month from July 29, 1863, to September 14, 
, inclusive. 

Src. 2. That said George Hager shall not, in any manner, be required to 
refund or repay to the United States said sum of per month, 8 part 
thereof; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and direc 
to pay said Geo: r the rovided for in his certificate of pen- 
sion hearin date A 10, 1895 ( 172), and all additional pension t 
may he ter be allowed him, if 5 deducting therefrom said 
sum of $2 per month referred to in the first section hereof or any part thereof. 


Mr. DALZELL. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 


nsion 
eb 


ruary 1l, and 
extreme war 
While in hospi 
the area 6. 188 be Meda on f nsi Neging that h red 
n e ac ‘or pension, a ng that he was rende 
partially insane by abuse and hardship while a prisoner of war, and that by 
reason of said sickness he had not been able to labor any after leaving the 
porno 1 705 some unexplained reason he was not examined medically on 
at application. 

On September 15, 1881, he filed another declaration, in which he alleged ty- 
phus fever, causing pains in his neck, which affected hiseyes, and also chronic 
catarrh in right breast. On December 11, 1882, a certificate was issued, allow- 
ing him $2 per month for disease of eyesfrom July 29, 1863, the date of his dis- 
charge. On November 30, 1887, his pension was inc for same cause to 
pre month, which he continued to draw until March 4, 1895. Recently it 

been discovered that in his declaration, filed in 1866, he did not distinctly 
name disease of eyes as a cause of disability entitling him to pension, and on 
that account a reissue has been made to c the date of commencement 
of pension for disease of eyes from the date of his discharge to September 15, 
1881, the date of the declaration distinctly setting forth disease of eyes, 
and directing the Withholding of his pension to recover the amount paid from 
discharge to September 14, 1881. While this may have been correct action 
from a strict technical point of view, we feel that in view of the mental condi» 
tion of the soldier at the time of ing his first claim, as shown in the decla- 
ration itself, he should not have been held toan accurate statement of his dis- 
abilities, but should be allowed pension for the disabilities established as of 


service origin. 
The evidence on file in the Pension Office, all of which your committee has 


carefully e ned, shows clearly and satisfactorily that prior to his enter- 
ing the service Mr. r was a strong and healthy man, and that his eyes 
and 9 were . It is further shown that Inmediatel after his re- 
turn home from the y, and from thence until the present, his eyes were 


These are 3 shown by the sworn testimony, on file in the office, 
of George McA illiam , William Haruff, James Haruff, Jo 
Grassley, John Neff, Frederick Boyer, and Darius McIntire, all of whom 


served with him in the same company and regiment and were also neighbors 


Christian Neff, Daniel Grassley, Godfried Klenk, Charles Mack, Isaac Zerke’ 
and Jacob Shaffer, near neighbors of Mr. Hager, also . — to the pae 
army service, 


and o ble men. 

It thus clearly appearing that the disease of the eyes was of service ori; 
and that t made application for pension in March, 1866, as above sta 
in which he alleged general disability (which would fairly include disease 
the eyes), your committee is of the opinion that he should not be deprived 
thereof mply because he failed to set forth in his application the specific 
disease or bility, to wit, disease of the eyes, for which pension was after- 
wards ranted, and that the pension paid him should not be recovered b; 
withholding any part of his pension, and therefore the passage of the bill 
earnestly recommended, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have not before noticed a bill involving just 
this principle, and would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill to explain briefly the effect of the action proposed here. 

Mr. LAYTON. I will say to the gentleman that this does not 
carry arrears. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have declined 
in all instances to allow arrears of pension. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This does not allow arrears. But will the 
gentleman in a few words simply state what the case is? 

Mr. LAYTON. In 1866 or 1867, soon after the close of the war, 
this tleman, Mr. gre filed an application for a pension, in 
which application he alleged general disability incurred in the 
service without specifying the nature of the disability any more 
definitely than that. That ran along until 1881, when he filed an 
additional application, in which he specifically set forth his disa- 
bility as disease of the eyes, and was allowed $2 per month only 
for that disease of the eyes, commencing from the time of his 
discharge in 1863. 

In 1887 he made an additional Speen for the same cause 
for an increase of pension, and was allowed $8 per month. 

In 1894 he made another application for an increase, which was 
adjudicated in March, 1895, at which time it was discovered or 
alleged to be the fact that his first pension of $2 should have been 
allowed to commence from the time of his filing his additional 
application in 1881, instead of going back to the time of his dis- 
charge Hence the Commissioner of Pensions made an order, not 
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affecting his 


nsion of 88 per month in any way, but that that 
should be withheld until the Government was reimbursed for the 
mistake that had been made in allowing the pension from 1863 to 


1881 at $2 per month. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to ask if it is the practice of the Pen- 
sion Office to order a reimbursement in such a case, where they 
discover a mistake in a former ruling? 

Mr. LAYTON, Yes; it is. Now, the committee find, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that in this case it was simply a technical objection 
and mistake. There is no question about the disability of this 
soldier, and that the general application which stated that he had 
been disabled from the performance of manual labor while in the 
service undoubtedly covered the disease of the eyes for which he 
elaimed a pension, and for which he was afterwards allowed a 
pension. om that disability he is now cape For that rea- 
son the committee found that the pension should be continued to 
him without this deduction. That is all there is in this bill. There 
is no question of allowing arrears of pension at all involved in 
this 


case. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH WATTS KEARNY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6283) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of 
the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed 


autho to paa upon the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Watts Kearny, daughter of the late P. p Kearny, or-general, United 
he rate of per month during 


States edi Mogae to pay her a pension at 
her natural life. 

The committee recommended an amendmentstriking out fifty 
and inserting ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

Mr. TALBERT. . Chairman, I should like to have the 


rt read. 
Fhe report (by Mr. MCCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6283) ting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, have had the same under 
eonsideration and report as follows: x 

Miss Kearny is the daughter of the late Maj. Gen. Philip Kearny, United 
States Army, whose services N from the accompan letters from the 
ae ip eee She is well advanced in years, in feeble health, almost 

and destitute. 

In view of these facts, and in recognition of the great service rendered to 
the country by her father, your committee recommend that the bill pass 
with the following amendment: 

In line i strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five.” 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 2, 1896. 


BIR: Referring to your letter of the 2lst instant, received to-day, in which 
‘ou request to be furnished with a statement showing the military record of 
j. Gen. Phil. Kearny, for the use of the Committee on Invalid 88 


brigadier-general of volunteers August 

7, 1861, to rank from Ma the commission Au 24. 
1861, and that he was appointed ka ap, epee of volunteers Jul Teo to 
0 

d 


rank from Jui 4, 1862, and accepted the appointment August 2, 1862. 
tha ned to the Department of the Potomac te 


Special Order: 24, 1861, an 


ter has this day been 
totter, F. C. AINSWORTH, 


y 
Ve tfully, 
jé Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


Hon. J. A. PICKLER, y; 
Chairman Committee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear some ad- 
ditional reasons stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CuRTIS] why this pason should be granted. 

Mr. TIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this lady is the 
daughter of a very 5 officer of the war, who rendered 
valuable services to the Government in the Mexican war, where 
he lost an arm, and later in the rebellion, until he was killed at 
Chantilly, Va., as stated in the report, in 1862. 

His daughter is comparatively, perhaps actually, destitute; ad- 
vanced in years; her eyesight has failed. She is unable to per- 
form the labor which persons of her education and qualifications 
might easily do. As no one is receiving a pension on account of 
the military service of General Kearny, it is thought to be en- 
tirely consistent that his child should, in view of her physical dis- 
abilities and her dependence, be placed oe the pension roll. I 
am sure my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] has that 
gallantry of feeling and devotion to those persons thus situated 
which will lead him to be entirely satisfied with this statement. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered: to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


ELEANOR L. CURTISS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5710) ting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Eleanor 
L. Curtiss, widow of Warner H. iss, late captain and provost-marshal 
of 5 Congressional district of Iowa, and pay her a pension of 0 per 
mon 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 
In line 7 strike out twenty“ and insert twelve.“ 


Insert after the word month,“ in line 8; “ and $2 per month additional for 
each of her two children during minority.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 


t: 
H. Curtiss was appointed captain and provost-marshal of the Sixth 
Congressional district of we on April 30, 1863; Me took the oath May 9, 1863, 
and was honorably discharged October 31, 1865. He died March 5, 1885, eav- 
mga W . carm; 8 of whom are mith i the 3 time. 
e 0! en e was wing a pension under the act of June 
27, 1890, for total loss of right hand. 

His widow, the beneficiary named in the bill, filed Lepplication under the act 
of June 27, 1890, and also applied for the acerued on due her husband at 
his death. Both claims were 8 June 12, 1895, on the ground of “no 
title, the above-named man not having been regularly mustered into the 
service.” 

The fifth subdivision of section 4698 of the Revised Statutes mentions the 
class of officers to which the husband of this widow berg EEY They were 
held to be pensionable under the act of 1890 until November 24, 1893, when the 
5 adopted a contrary rule. 

e widow is without other means of Support than her daily labor. 
yeaa! sa he passage of the bill with the 
amendments: 


se nno a 2 out“ nen a pi Me 8 —— 
user e word "mo; nid as 
each of her peles children darina minorien.” A Dee ee Pn Be 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying aside this bill to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HOOKER, Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes none. 
Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS D. WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6483) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 

authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to — 

1 5 of o palon e a zane e D. Walker, 
a va Com „Fou en unteer Infan 

him a pancion of $18 per month, as at pay 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman, 
The report (by Mr. PicKLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid ee, whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. Walker, have y ex- 
amined the same, and . the following report: 

The soldier enlisted as a private in Company B. Fourth Kentucky Volunteer 
1 = AR 20, 1861, and was mustered out and honorably discharged 
on August is, 

He applied under the law of June 27,1890, and was allowed $6 per month on 
account of general 3 April 22, 1895, he made application for increase 
on account of increased debility and oldage. June19, 55. the medical exami- 
nation shows that heis “totally unable to perform. manual labor and his con- 
dition is not the result of vicious habits. isabled by piles, six-eighteenths; 
by disease of heart, four-eighteenths; by injury to hi 
eenths; general debility, sixteighteenths.“ He was allowed an increase of 
but $, however, because he not alleged the several specific disabilities 
found by the examining board. 

The soldier is 66 years of age, and has no means of support. 

Your committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 
CARRIE L, YEATON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1924) 
granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here x 
authorized and directed to place on thè pension roll, subject tothe 5 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie L. Yeaton, widow of 
Lewis D. Yeaton, late a private in Company F, Eighth Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, at the rate of $8 per month. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 

Strik t, in lines 4 and 5, th “sub s - 
1 as 5 rare . n k mag e words, “subject to the provisions and limi. 
Sa ga aine 8, ae out the word eight and insert in lieu thereof the word 

ve. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. SuLLoOway], who reported this bill, is familiar 


` 


ully recommen 


and back, ten-eight- 
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with the facts, and can make a statement that I think will satisfy 
the committee, without the reading of this long report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman can make 
a statement. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this case 
except a question as to the marriage of the soldier to the person 
named in the bill. The soldier was married, but I do not have 
the date before meat this moment. It is stated in the report, 
however. Subsequently he separated from his wife, and in 1872 
was married to the lady in whose interest this bill is offered. She 
believed him to be a single man and she lived with him for twenty- 
one years and bore him three children. cage Fog during that 
time recognized as husband and wife. The first wife, in 1882, I 
think it Was, obtained a divorce and su uently died. The 
soldier and this woman continued to live to; er until the death 
of the soldier. He died of disease contracted in the service, and 
this lady asks for the $12 a month that she would be entitled to 
under the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. And this is a Senate bill. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It is a Senate bill. Twelve dollars is all 
that is asked here. That is all there is in it. It is a question 
3 vou will say, under the circumstances, she shall receive 

or not. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing the matter 
with this bill! The trifling fact that the soldier had another wife 
living when he married this woman ought not to stand in the 
way! I do not see the necessity of having the report read or hav- 
ing it spread on the RECORD so as to show that there is anything 
to entitle this widow to a pension! 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able report. 

NEIL M'NEIL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed bord agi on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Neil McNeil, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $2.8 month. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman, 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pen to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


sions, 
1820) tinga pension to Neil McNeil, rt as follows: 
man alleges that about August 20, 1 redone nee eco ag i 


Stout, he, with a number of others, joined 9 inth Minnesota Vol- 
. Infantry, to assist in protecting the se on the frontier against 
e Indians. 
The company was divided into squads of about 15 men each, and he had 
command of one of the 1 7 3 
That on September 3, 1862, in what was known as the battle of Acton, an 
ent with Indians, he received a gunshot wound in the left arm, about 
4 — — from the shoulder, said shot 3 upper tendon of the flexor 
disabled in the performance of the 


linm Reems, another member of the y, testifies under oath that 
he was wounded at the time and place and under the circumstances all 


‘The evid: establishes og ber question the fact that McNeil was wounded 
in battle while serving with United States soldiers and under command of 
United States officers. 

The of pension e find, describe, and rate the wound, 


xamining surgeons 
but the Pension Bureau can not admit it, as claimant was not enlisted or mus- 


tered into the United States service. Your committee consider the bill one 
of merit, aud recommend that it be amended by inserting after the name 
Neil McNeil,” in line 6, the words “of F County, Minn.,” 
and that as amended the bill do pass. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

OLIVER. DODGE, 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 
8496) for the relief of Oliver Dodge, and to place him upon the 
pension roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
d directed 


authorized an: to place the name of Oliver Dodge, adopted father 
of George Alger, late private Company F, Tenth Michigan try, upon the 


pension roll at the rate of $12 per month. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear the report 


The report (by Mr. THomAs) was read, as follows: 
The Committees on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


8496) for relief of Oliver Dodge, having carefully ed the evidence in 
this case, t as follows: 

George Alger, when about 2} years of age, was rey his mother, who 
had been left destitute by her husband, to Oliver who cared for, fed. 


clothed, and educated him until he was about 17 years of age. when he en- 
listed in Company F. Tenth Michigan Infantry, November 18,1861. He served 
continuously until February 25, 186. when 3 missing in action. The 
muster-out roll of his company shows that he died at Andersonville, Ga. 
August 13, 1864, while a prisoner of war. Oliver Dodge, the beneficiary of 


Hus biip nos 7E of age, disabled by Ragen Ee without meansof 
1 — If he were the father of the soldier he wor be pensionable, but as 
not he has no title to pension under existing law. 
Your committee are of opinion that since he acted the part of a father to 
the soldier he should receive the same benetit in his old age that he would 
were he the father, and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass, 


iene of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

. ERDMAN. Only one word. I want to call the attention 

of the House to the fact that this is a foster father. We have 
= foster mothers pensions; but this is the case of a foster 

ather, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania would have this committee believe that this is something 
new. It is on a par with the thrusts he makes from time to time 
here. This foster father took this boy when he wus 2} years old 
and cared for, clothed, fed, and educated him until he was 17 
years of age, when he went into the Army; and the boy when in 
the service died at Andersonville. This foster father is now 77 
years of age, without means of support, and time and time again 
Congress given relief in such cases as this. He was not the 
father of the boy, or he would be pensionable at the Pension Of- 
fice; but to all intents and purposes he was the father of the boy, 
because he cared for him, educated him, and had charge of him 
until he went into the Army. The gentleman, I suppose, just 
wants this old father, who is now 77 years old, to go to the poor- 
house rather than grant relief which is in the line of the action of 
Congress time and again in this connection. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows very well 
that this foster father did not legally adopt this child. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know no such thing. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Your report does not show that he did. 

Mr. PICKLER. The report does not show everything in a case. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Exactly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The report shows the facts. Now, I suppose 
the gentleman wants the committee to look up the records to see 
whether the boy was technically adopted. I do not think in the 
case of an old man whois 77 years of age that this country is going 
to be technical about going to the relief of those old men who 
reared these soldiers who died at Andersonville [Applause.] 

Mr. SNOVER. I wish to say that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania may possibly be relieved with a knowledge of the fact that 
on or about the time the bill was favorably reported in this case 
the named in the bill died, which will make it unnecessary 
for the House to further consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole recommend that the bill lie on the table? 

Mr. SNOVER. I make that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of that? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is done on the statement of the gentle- 
man that the beneficiary has died since the report was made, 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH J, HUDSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it te., the [ish 3 

„TTT 
member of Company I. One hundred and tenth of Illinois Infantry, 
from twenty-four to seventy-two dollars per mon 

Mr. MILNES. Read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson, submit the following 


report: 

Ciaimant enlisted August 12, 1862; was discharged June 24, 1863, for this 
disability—“ atrophy of the muscles of both forearms 5 an attack of 
typhoid fever since enlistment." He applied for pension for lumbago and 
opna en: was pensioned for rheumatism at $8 from discharge, and 
at $12 from March 3, 


o 
Some one having reported that his rheumatism to his enlist- 
ment, his case was specially examined and he was the pension 
ro 
ad e. to the Secretary of the Interior, who directed his name to be 
for rheumatism. 


In this investigation it was devel that when 8 or 10 years of he had 
an attack of nervous fever. Sion tote him with contraction of the t tendons 
of both forearms and some deformity of the wrists. 

In his restoration he was rated at twe: teenths we 
of spine and deformity of wrists, which epprer to have existed or to en- 
Uistment. This is true so far as deformity of wrists is maureen but your 
committee have searched in vain the record to find eee sho 
claimant to have had any spinal disease upon or before enlistment; 
for twelve or more years there is no evidence to show that he was afiticted 
with any whatever except this slight deformity of wrists, which did 
not prevent his being as a soldier on enlistment. 

The medical referee of the Pension Office, notwithstanding the above state 
of affairs,in an opinion January 4, 1896, affirming rejection of an increase, 
says: 

Tit is not possible for me to state thenatureof the sickness prior toser vi 
but whatever it was it caused contraction of various tendons, and the presen 
condition of the oner appears to be a continuation of this early trouble.“ 

The board of United States surgeons who examined this soldier say: 

He can not bear his weight on his feet fora moment, There are several 
points of bony deposits on the dorsum of feet. This condition of hands and 

eet is result of a long standing case of articular rheuma He is able to 
do nothing whatever and requires a constant attendant.” 
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It is admitted that the rheumatism for which this soldier is pensioned is of 
His condition is most pitiable, geing unable to gh a thing to 

Constant attention from attendants is required in his case 
fairly shows that this condition is ithe result of disease 


The bill was 98 0 5 to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
SOPHIA D. CLENDENIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was * bill (H. R. 
1894) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin. 
The bill ill was read, as follows: 


a it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 9 
directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of Soph: 
D. Clendenin, widow of han late Col. D. R. Clendenin, of the United States 
Army, and pay her during her natural life and widowhood a pension at the 


rate of $50 per 5 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the Senate bill for the same pur- 
grants precisely the same pension as the House bill, and the 
8 report is substantially the same as the House report, and 


I ask consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the House 
bill. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Before thatis done, Mr. Chairman, let the re- 


port be read. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Fersina; to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
18%) tin A garie to Sophia D. Clendenin, submit the epskih bbe rt: 

David R. Chen enin, late 858 b. husband of claimant, was first commissioned 
May 10, 1861, Brigade, Mil Abraham Lincoln, as first lieutenant Fifth Regi- 


th _— Cavalry. He was promoted lentenant- 
colonel of same ber 5, 1862, and colonel and br: gen- 
e of volunteers — in 1865 for meritorious services. He became 


jor of Eighth United States Cavalry January 22, 1807, lieutenant-colonel 
Uni States Cavalry November 1, 1882, colonel Second United States 
Cavalry October 2), 1888, and was retired April 20, 1891. He died March 5, 


His widow, the claimant, shared his dangers in the field. She is now in 
tes le health and straitened circumstances. 

The services of Colonel Clendenin in ong? Eyre of war were ty 
meritorious. recoi commen: Generals Lew Wallace, Hunter, 
Kautz, Foster, and E . In his service in Texas, in Indian campaigns since 
the war, he received the special commendation of Governor Ross, of Texas. 
— United States Collector Coeke for his vigilance in preserving order on 

frontier. 

His widow is now on the pension roll at 25 per month under 
It is insufficient for her support, and in 3 A the disti: 
of Colonel Clendenin, your co: ttee recommend that this 


The CHAIRMAN. Is thereobjection to the request of the i gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] that the Senate bill be substi- 
tuted for the House bill? 

There was no objection 

The Senate bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

On motion of Mr. WOOD, the House bill (H. R. 1894) was laid 
on the table. 


ral law. 
5 


ELLEN KINGSLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1215) 
ghee a pension to Ellen Kingsley. 
. The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on t poss 1 to the provi- 
— and 83 of the pension — 1 N yy SoN 


of 
of 9 E. Kingsley, late of Company F, Second New York Cavalry Volun- 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to, inserting after the words ‘ pension roll” 
the words “at 88 month.” 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1215) 


ting a pension to Ellen ea adopt as their own the report of the 
te Conmmittee on ih, herewith, and recommend the passage 
of the bill with the follo ame 


ndment: 
“in line 4, the words “at $8 per month.” 


[Senate 3 No. 137, Fifty fourth Congress, first ears 


Insert, after the word“ 


was 9 and N 
1864, as a private in Company F. Second Now York Gave 
soa that he was mustered out with the company June 5,. 


Broader EEA A titioner married 
that after the war they resided in New York 15 
e 


ce by an 
known to the e has never applied for a pension, nor is his ad 
to the prey, runt Navy Survivors’ Division of the Pension Bureau. 
There is also ample evidence = file to prove that the claimant has never 
remarried: that = husband has been 8 as dead for many years, and 
been exhausted to find him 
physician, the claimant 


rty of any kind, is dependent apon ai charity 


ion she has inflammatory rheumatism ne a 
to uss two crutches in 


move about, also 


, to serve one year, 


at Alexandria, 


‘one 


is absolutely without any pro 
for her support, and in ad 
chronic form, obliging 


condition she is totally in- 
tated from 8 living. The claimant made eee for pon- 


pairere her hands. On account of her ph. 
sion, but as she is unable to prove absolutely the death of her husband 


claim could not be allowed. 
From the facts set forth your committee is of the opinion that the soldier 


is dead, and inasmuch as the claimant is living on the charity of her friends 
and is in such a 1 condition physically, and as there are precedents of 
special legislation of this kind, the passage of the bill is recommended. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 


ommendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 404) 
granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the Interior be, and he is ie hereby. 
Sion a of Semel Goldwater ete of Company A, Fist Leet 
mon @ n: e mue. oldwater, 

Missouri Volunteer Infantry, National Guard. > 

Mr. MILNES. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 404) 
ker trevor en, Goldwater, have examined the same and beg 

The amarat served a short time in the Missouri militia , and shortly after 


disch from an affection of the eyes. A 15 he alleged was eed 


eer e received while in the Army. He is now if no 
totally, blind. Ihe physicians who examined the case gave it as the’ 
ion that the disease was occasioned by sunstroke, but the evidence submi aoa 
8 e that fact conclusively, and hence the case was rejected by the 
ee testimony shown that claimant isa man of good reputation and high 

pA recommend that the word “ fifteen," 2 the fifth line of 
the bill, be stricken out and the word twelve inserted in lieu thereof, and 
as so amended the bill do pass. > 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I commend this report to 
tlemen on the other side as an illustration of what is deemed in 
oe! body sufficient ground for granting a pension. This report 

ys that the claimant served a short time” in the Missouri mi- 

lita, but it does not state how long. It speaks of the Missouri 
militia” without specifying what Se branch it referred to, 
when there were half a dozen kinds of Missouri militia. It says 
that he was discharged on account of “an affection of the eyes” 
without telling what the affection was. Yet this report pretends 
to set forth in these few brief lines sufficient information to jus- 
tify Congress in a a pension! 

Mr. D GLEY. Was this soldier ever in the United States 
service 

Mr. PICKLER. He was a member of the Missouri militia that 
were never technically mustered into the service, but were under 
command of United States officers and actually served in the 


Army. 

Mr. DIN GLEN. How long did he serve? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not remember. 

Mr. ERDMAN. 5 f he served a day or an hour. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, ‘‘probably” he served five years. If 
we are going to suppose about it we can suppose any period we 
please. These Missouri militia, while they were not all mustered 
into the service, were technically, as I have said, under the com- 
mand of the United States officers and rendered very efficient serv- 
ice. They were out during the Price raid and other raids. The 
served whenever the United States called upon them. They saved 
Missouri to the Union. They protected the Union people of that 


State. They kept out invasion of Missouri from the rebel side, and 
they were as valuable as oe other soldiers en, in service in 
that region. There are several classes of the uri militia; 


but, as to most of them, if they had applied for pension before a 
certain date they would have received it under the general law. 
This man belongs to the class of militia that can not get pensions 
regularly in the Pension Office, and in such exceptional cases it 
ee Da pactos ee to grant pensions. This is no 
new question. This is right g the line of precedents. This 
bill is a Senate bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM BROWN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 466) 


granting an increase of pension to William Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be That th of the In 
„ Steccted to place „ Fall subject to the a N 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wi 9 Com- 
D, hth ‘iment Michi: Caval: t the rate of 
2... Michigan Cavalry. at tbe rate of ba mont i 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. eee this is a good 
bill, but I would like to have the report read 
The report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: * 
The Committee on a en to whom was referred the bill (S. 1) 


tinga to William Brown, adopt the accom ing Senate 
(No. o. 68) 5 — respectfully recommend ite DABARA, 
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Michigan Cavalry 
on March 10, 1865. He was wounded 
„an 
oner about one hundred and forty 


with him, or who knows him, and could give evidence in his case. Hi 
fined at Andersonville and Florence, making his 


bowels. 
he is now suffering: 

Dr. C. M. Cannon, M. D., testifies: 

“T was the family physician of Rev. William Brown during the conference 
years of 1888, 1889, and 1890, and during those three years he suffered from 
rheumatism and valvular disease of heart continually. He also had necrosis 
of the upper jawbone, which was caused by an injury in the late war. This 
kept up a constant discharge, rendering unable many times to preach. 
He is y unable to do any kind of work and is very poor. He very 
roon be out of 9 as the aces or the jaw will soon terminate his min- 
isterial career, and, in my opinion, life 

„C. M. CANNON, M. D. 


“ALDEN, MINN., February 1, 1892.” 

Dr. D. L. Kenyon, of Worthington, Minn., certifies that he has been ac- 
quainted with Rey. William Brown a year and a half; that he was his family 

hysician; that he is suffering from a necrosis of the superior maxilla, result- 
— from a wound received from a revolver in the hands of a rebel the morn- 
ing he was taken prisoner; that he is suffering froma catarrhal tion 
of the stomach and bowels, and has been ever since his prison life; that heis in 
very feeble health; that he can not perform manual labor. It is very probable 
that Rey. William Brown will not be able to continue his rela to the 
church as a preacher because of his feeble condition. 

Hon. JAMES H. KYLE, United States Senator from South Dakota, who is 
personau acquainted with the petitioner and his condition and all the facts 

me case, appeared before the committee and made the following state- 
ment: 

“I desire to say that I have known Mr. Brown for several years. He is a 
Methodist minister, in paas circumstances, is frail in body and suffers al- 
most continually from the effects of wounds received in the war. I know he 
is often prevented from doing his work for the above reason, and more fre- 
quently talks, when to do so causes great pain. Anyone even casually ac- 
anaintea with Mr. Brown would know that physically he is unable to do any 
work.” 


Your committee, in view of all the circumstances in this case, recommend 
the passage of the pill with an amendment to the title, so as to read: “A bill 
granting an increase of pension to William Brown.” 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I know this 
ntleman very well, and I know that the facts are as stated in 


e report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with tne rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

MARY NEWMAN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1044) 
granting a pension to Newman, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provans 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Newman, blind and 
dependent daughter of Thomas G. Newman, now deceased, late of Company 
K, Ninth ent Missouri State Militia Ca „Who was a pensioner 
under certificate No. 328008, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month during her life. 

An amendment fixing the amount of the pension at $12 a month 
Was agreed to. A 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to hear the report. 
bt 9 Mr. Chairma: ms I would su 5 5 the 

paragraph o e report presents a very complete s ent 
of the case, and the remainder of the report is made up of affidavits 
. statements. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman make a brief statement of 
the facts? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I suggest that the reading of the Dret pare 
graph of the report, which contains the gist of the case, will give 
the desired information. 

The first paragraph of the report was read, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United aeta: es aes cet k san 
Marx N — 

e Tha oniy eid g, Borman wha Wass rt 
vate soldier in the late war, a member of any K, Ninth Regiment 
souri State Cavalry, and that_her father received an honorable discharge 
from the Army, and afterwards drew a pension of $8 per month, his pension 
certificate being No. 328003. 

She further represents that her father, on May 15, 1894, died in the city of 
Hannibal and left her an orphan and entirely dependent upon charity. Your 
petitioner was born November 15, 1868,and has been almost entirely deprived 
of the use of her eyes since her birth, and at present there are no hopes of 
her recovering her sight, and she is unable to see to do anything save with 


difficulty: w: without someone |} her. And not only is your peti- 
tioner ost blind, but she is a confirmed invalid, having suffered for years. 
And your pen- 


titioner prays that you will by act grant her suc 

sion as may in such cass — just to youin 8 she may no longer be 
an object of charity, and that she may not be obliged to suffer want in addi- 
tion to her other great affliction. 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, all the facts in the case are 
contained in that ph. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


C. E. PHILBROOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 739) 
granting an increase of pension to C. E. Philbrook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, su to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C. E. Philbrook, widow 
of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth ent Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension of §30 per month, the same to be in lieu of the 
pension she now receives: Provided, That no claim for arrears shall be 
allowed by reason of the passage of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that ought to pass, 
It is clearly in the line of precedent. I desire, however, to ask 
this Committee of the Whole to consider another question in con- 
nection with this bill, There is a good deal of inquiry as to how 
long we are expected to stay in session under the order of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. The Committee on Rules have very kindly given 
us two days for the consideration of this pension business, and as 
there is a 3 of an early adjournment, it is not likely that 
they will be able to give us any more time during the remainder 
of thesession. We have a long Calendar before us. As has been 
demonstrated by the cases that we have considered so far, most of 
the beneficiaries of these bills are old and helpless and needy. 
Gentlemen must have noticed that of the bills that we have taken 
up for consideration this morning two have been laid aside because 
the beneficiaries have died since the reports were made. I speak 
of these facts as showing the necessity of considering these pension 
bills as rapidly as possible. 

Now, with the requirement that each report shall be read, a good 
deal of time is consumed upon each bill, and we get along rather 


slowly. The question is, What is reasonable, under the circum- 
stances, as to the length of the day’s session? On that oat I 
e bat- 


desire to nay to gentlemen that this is the anniversary of 
tle of the Wilderness, and the soldiers of the Union stayed there 
all night. Fey greed I am in favor of sitting here as long as 
gentlemen think it is reasonable to stay with us. The Committee 
on Invalid Pensions are very desirous, of course, that this com- 
mittee shall continue in session as long as possible. Just what we 
may do—whether to remain in session continuously; whether to 
try to take a recess after a while until this evening; whether to 
have another recess reaching over until to-morrow morning—are 
questions which I hope we consider during the course of the 
next hour, so as to come to some conclusion as to what we shall do, 

I think, Mr. Chairman, this is an extraordinary occasion. These 
cases come from almost every State of the Union. There are very 
few gentlemen on the floor who have not been before the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions or some of these other committees 
asking the consideration of their bills, and as many of these gen- 
tlemen have already expressed to members of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions their willingness to stay here, if necessary, all 
night, I trust that patriotic consideration will induce gentlemen 
to do all that they can in behalf of these r people whose bills 
are on this Calendar and who are generally old and helpless. I 
believe it is our patriotic duty to forego ordinary considerations of 
convenience and stand by this Calendar as long as it is reasonable 
for us to do so. eo foams a 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions this question: If we sit here until 
5 o’clock, then take a recess until 8 o’clock, then sit until half 
past 10 o’clock, then take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing, will that be satisfactory to the committee? If so, I think it 
wili be so to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not care to meet that question now. As 
we get further along we can decide whether and when a recess 
— be taken. I do not care to agree to anything so long in 

vance, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

NANCY CARSON BLUNT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 246) 
granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pora 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Carson Blunt, 


widow of Maj. Gen. James G. Blunt, deceased, and her a pension at the 
rate of $75 per month from and after the passage of act, in lieu of $30 per 
month she is now receiving. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word 
in explanation of this bill. General Blunt resided in Kansas when 


the war commenced. He did not wait until a commission was 
tendered to him before enlisting in the Army. He enlisted asa 


1896. 
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private soldier in the first company organized in his county. He 
was made lientenant of that sary weg and on account of merito- 
rious services was advanced rapidly from pane to grade until, in 
April, 1862, he was a brigadier-general. April, 1863, he was a 
full major-general, and, so far as I have been able to ascertain, he 
was the only full major-general who rose to that ition from 
the volunteer forces west of the Missouri River. e was a born 
soldier, and distinguished himself in every engagement in which 
he participated. 3 : 

e claimant here, Mrs. Blunt, was the wife of his early man- 
hood. She was his wife during the war. While he was in the 
field or on the march she was at home caring for her two chil- 
dren. She hel to bear the burden and hardships of the war. 
She is now well advanced in years, and I trust there will be no 
objection to granting this increase of her pension. The report is 
very short, and I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The committee to whom was referred the bill (S. e a Fn 
of $75 per month to Nancy Carson Blunt, widow of . Gen. James G. Blunt, 
in lien of the pension she now receives, having carefully examined the facts 
and circumstances in evidence as well as the age and necessitous condition 
of the applicant, and the brilliant and ficent record of General Blunt, 


earnestly recommend the ees of the bill as it came from the Senate, and 
respectfully adopt the report (S. 180) of the Senate Committee on Pensions. 


[Senate Report No. 189, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 
Mrs. Blunt is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. James G. Blunt. She is now 


drawing a pension of $30 per month. 

General Blunt was commissioned as brigadier-general of volunteers April 
14. 1862; a jor. gence of volunteers 1. 1863, and he accepted the 
commission May I. 1863. $ S 

Major-General Blunt went into the war at the beginning as a lieutenant of 
a Kansas regiment, and was advanced, by reason of meritorious service, 
through different 


grades to brigadier-general and major-general, and was 
mustered out of the service June 2), 1865. 

General Blunt's services were of vital importance to the Western border, 
and his bravery and guig appear plainly enough in the official records 
the war of the rebellion. He undoubtedly incurred a malady from exposure 
in the field that caused his death and left his widow without means. 

His record is a brilliant one, as will appear from the appended statement 

our committee are of the 


furnished by the War De an inion 
the higher rate of pension than she 


sed it entitles the widow to a mu now 
Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words one hundred,” in line 8, and substituting the 2 “seventy-five.” 


As thus amended, the passage of the bill 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 10, 1896. 


is recommend 


record of the late Maj. 
Volunteers, for the use of your committee in the eration of Senate bill 
No. 246, I am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you that the records 
at James G. Blunt was commissioned bri: r-general of volunteers 
to rank from April 8. 1862; that he the com on 
22, 1862; that he was commissioned or-general of volunteers 
t he accepted the 


in September, 1862; Kansas, 

September, 1862, to May, 1863; the district of the frontier, De ent of 

Misso from May, 1808. to October, 1863; the district of the frontier, De- 

partment of Kansas, from 8 28, 1864, to April 18, 1864; the district of 

864, to October, 1864, and the district of 

from October, P, June 3, 1865. 

He was ree service in and Arkansas from October, 1863, to 
ruary 1 1 , and on gg ned the headquarters, Department of Kansas, 

from Ap 864, to August. 

On June 8, 1865, he was ordered home to await orders, and he was honorably 
mustered out of service under Special Orders No. 407. ph 87, War De- 
partment, Adjutant-General's Office, dated June 29, 

No medical record of this officer has been found. 


Ve tfully, 
si theta * F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 


Mr. CROWTHER, I move toamend by striking out ‘‘seventy- 
five Ronis inserting fifty,“ so as to make this pension $50 a 
month. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I hope this motion will not prevail. Ever 
since the war closed it has been the practice to give to distinguished 
generals and their widows large pensions. A large number of the 
more prominent generals have been so pensioned, and among them 
some who never attained the distinction that General Blunt did. 
A great many widows of soldiers have received pensions of $75 and 
$100. General Blunt from the day the war commenced was in the 
service. From the firing of the first gun he was active, energetic, 
and heroic until the close of the war. And now when his widow, 
an aged lady, is left alone and without property, I say it is wrong 
to reduce her pension below the amount proposed in the bill. 

This bill passed the Senate without a dissenting voice, and it 
ought to be concurred in here without any dissent. Iregret very 
much that a gentleman on the committee should make this motion. 
It ought not to prevail, and I trust it will not. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment of my col- 
1 e from Missouri will not prevail. I do not believe when he 

ts upon the matter that he will insist upon it himself. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kansas that the time has been exhausted in favor of the bill. The 
remaining time belongs to the gentleman from Missouri. 

22 CROWTHER. I will yield to my friend from Kansas one 
minute. 

Mr. BLUE. I will simply use that one minute to say that this 
is the only man that I remember, and I think it is unquestionably 
true, the only man among the volunteers west of the Mississippi 
River who rose from the ranks to be a major-general. The unani- 
mous report of the Committee is in favor of the action proposed 
here and the amount that the bill carries, 

General Blunt was not of that character of generai officer who 
was a mere general in name, but he went into the thickest of the 
SER in every contest in which he participated, and the long list 
of battles in which he took part entitled him to the rank and the 
promotion he received. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Anditshould be remembered that he never 
lost a battle. 

n Mr. BLUE. And as my colleague says, he never lost a bat- 


—— 
Mr. VAN HORN. And did not wait for the enemy to hunt him, 
but hunted them himself. 

Mr. BLUE. Les; that is correct Mr. Chairman. As stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Van Horn], he did not wait for 
the enemy to hunt him. 

While I have not participated in the action of the House in 
granting large pensions to the widows of distinguished soldiers, 
this is a case that I think is exceptional in its merits, and the pen- 
sion of $75 ee should be granted her. 

Mr. CROWTHER, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to agree tothe 
statement of my coll e from Kansas in regard to the military 
record of Gen. James G. Blunt. But we are not considering now 
a pension for General Blunt. We are considering a pension for 
his widow; and it has been the rule that amendments have been 
made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to reduce the amounts 
to be allowed to the widows of general officers to the sum of $50 
amonth. We believe that that sum amply covers any case that 
comes before us. Wethink it large enough, and there should not 
be this invidious distinction between the amounts allowed to the 
widows of general officers and the amounts voted to the widows 
of private soldiers, many of whom ought to have been general 
officers themselves. 

Mr. POOLE. The gentleman of course only 1 for himself 
and not for the Committee on Invalid Pensions. We made a unan- 
imous report on the bill, fixing it at $75 a month; and I hope the 
amendment will be rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CROWTHER, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 56. 

So the amendment was rejected. [Applause. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH A. SARGENT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6111) ganung a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 5 roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth A. Sargent, of 
Manchester, N. H., dependent mother of Capt. John B. Sargent, late of Com- 
pany, p, Tent tNew Hampshire Volunteers, and pay her a pension 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let the 3 be read. 

The report (by Mr. SuLLowWax) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent, having carefully considered 
the same, respectfully report: 

Elizabeth A. Sargent, mother of First Lieut. John B. Sargent, late of Com- 
pany B, Tenth New Hampshire Volunteers, is 81 years of age. is eer of 
no property whatever, is supported entirely by charity, and her physical 
condition is such that she can live but a short time. N 

Lieutenant nt was a brave and faithful soldier and officer, and was 
pensioned at the e of his death. He left a minor daughter, who drew a 
pension from her father’s death until December 12, 1895, when she became 16 
years of age. He left no widow. 

The mother is now a widow, and has been since 1855. She was wholly de- 

ndent on her son for support, and during his lifetime he provided and cared 

or her as long as his hi permitted him to earn the means with which to 


do so. 
In view of the clearly established facts, your committee earnestly recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. z of 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, my colleague, 
[Mr. SuLLoway] in reporting this bill, has been led into some 
error, I presume, by the statements which have been made to him, 
This lady is now in a home for elderly people in Manchester, N. H., 
and is properly cared for, and her Wants supplied. 

The report says that this soldier left no widow. Perhaps in the 
legal sense of the word that is true; but as a matter of fact his 
wife, whom he married in 1863, is still living, and the daughter— 


ouse with a favor- 


of whom the report s sas being 16 years old, is with her mother 
and is being educated, or an attempt is being made to educate her 
by her mother from the proceeds of her own unaided toil, 
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The facts are these: That after having lived with the soldier 
some twenty-odd years she, by reason of his vicious habits, was 
compelled to seek a divorce, which she obtained. The daughter 
has always remained with the mother. When the soldier died 
he died in Pittsburg, Pa.— this woman, who was his wife durin 


the war, sent for his remains, paid all of thee: of the fune! 
and interred them with honor in the city of hester, N. H. 
I have introduced a bill (House bill No. 7536), which is now pend- 


ing before pes Pension one = ao this 1 nee 
procured a divorce not thro: any t er own, but entirely 
through the fault of the soldier. 


Now, there is not a word to be said against this soldier's mother. 
She is an elderly lady, and is in the Home for the ig stig of Elderly 
Ladies in Manchester, and not in an almshouse, but in an estab- 
lishment where she has good care. The question for the commit- 
tee is whether, under these circumstances, the mother should be 
pensioned while the woman who is really his widow and support- 
ing and educating his daughter, shall go without. That is all 
there is to the case. My own desire is that the case lie on the 
table until the other bill is reported. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why not amend the bill by substituting the 
widow for the mother, if she is entitled to it? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The only question is on the 
fact of her having obtained a divorce only a year or two before 
the death of the soldier. I think my colleague will agree with me 
that this is a fair statement of the case. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the report 
cites the facts e i This mother is cared for in an institution 
in the city where I live. She is absolutely without any means 
whatever. She has been a widow since 1855; and the son, this sol- 
dier, cared for her until he died, which event took place in Pitts- 

„Pa., I think. 

ow, this woman, who was once his wife, got a divorce from 
him years azo, and I sa: in this report that he left no widow. If 
she is his widow, then I do not understand the meaning of the 
word. Heleftno widow. He left this dependent mother, 80 years 
old, without a penny, and I submit to this House that the mother 
is the one who should receive this pension. His wife having 
abandoned him, having got a divorce and fled ee from him. 
should not come in here to-day, years after that pened, and 
deprive themother, whom ecard for so longas he had any means, 
whom he cared for in his early boyhood, of the privilege and the 
right which she has under thel law, to take this pension of $17, he 
being a first lieutenant. That is exactly the situation here, gen- 
tlemen, and I submit that the monar should have a pension. 

Mr. BAKER of New Ham Mr. Chairman, let me say 
that this man’s wife never fi away — him, but that he went 
into the W away from her. Now. I move to strike out the 
words Eliz: Sargent, 3 mother,“ and to insert 
the words Fannie J. Sargent, widow.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ Elizabeth A. Sargen 
ca yo mother,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
W.“ 


of Manchester, N. H., 
“ Fannie J. . Sargent, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Sharman I want to make a point of or- 
Ger against that amendment. Ido not think that as a 3 
pension bill it is in order to strike ont one beneficiary 

another. It seems tome the amendment is out t of e i We We 
have no jurisdiction to do anything of the kind. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is a novel point, but the Chair is of 
E opinion thatit would be germane to the question of ion- 

e relative of this deceased soldier st that the committee 
could strike out the name of a wife and insert children. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from New 
Hampshire say there was a widow in this case? 

Mr. B. of New Ham I will say, in answer to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERDMAN], that there is a wo- 
man who married this soldier in 1863. She was his wife duri 
the war. In 1885 she obtained a divorce from him on account o 
his vicious habits. At that time he had not been supporting her, 
but she had been supporting him for some time. I hope my amend- 
ment will be ado 

The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Ham 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH NEW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1051) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 


ire was rejected. 


reported to the 


or —— Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on a psosion pry cto su = the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension = eee name of Eliza New, widow 
of Jethrow = late captain of Company D, Twenty-nin' Volun- 


teer Infantry. of the war of 1861 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1051 
franting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New, post 4 


The facts in this case are agg — a and toar =< in ~~ zopas (No. 2 
avoid repetition the same is 


The following is the Senate report: 
B on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1051) grant- 


to Elizabeth New, have ey eres the same an eee 
ing 4 pansion to Elizabeth Now. ba 5 erred to the 
Committee, reported favorably, — — the Senate. 


Ligeia we 
The facts are as follows: 
“Jethrow New was an officer, se: eres both as lieutenant and 
ont of Indiana Volunteer 


fafaner of Company D, in the aon 
— . in the war of I. He was 3 to the service September 2, 
was di: therefrom November 24, 1862, for very serious dis- 
abilities incurred in the service. 
sioner of the United States from November 21, 1862, the da: 
from the service, until Ana 1881, at tho rate of $7. 
r month, a a the latter date to the time of his death at the rate of 
555 per month. He died very suddenly at oe home at Green Oak, 
aunty, Ind., on the zith day « of February, 
ala ba: 5e of his w, Elizabeth th New, 5 behalt ti this petition was 
he Pension of want of 
ray hen Los panra 


lateral curvature ops the io Spine; Be ap 
gnarled a 

haa, ‘Senda wide 
of 


ong 

his nearest neigh ly unable to 

perform any kind of manual labor 8 that he was 88 tor a year 

fore his death to take an t liquid food; that he was extremely 

1 e — that he was subject to attacks of 
wheezing spasms of ghing and smothering. 

This evidence ales ots —— that his death was very a 3 no ound 
cian or other person was present immediately at the time; that he was foun 
dead within twenty minutes after he had en to a neighbor abou 
helpless condition. The committee is of the opinion that the cause of his 
death was without doubt the disabilities aforemen incurred him 
in the military service. The applicant, his widow aforesaid, is 72 years old 
in very moderate circumstances, and we therefore return herewith and 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WALLACE M'GRATH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 247) 
N a pension to Wallace McGrath. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ofan pg: boa ert the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro’ 
and limitations 85 the rene den 8 the vs of Wallace Meru th la late lien- 
tenant f the ment Ohio og yarns Volun- 
3 — per month from and after 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to w — omdineonien (S. 247) 
granting a 3 to Wailace McGrath. submit the 5 


ttee. Your committee therefore reports back 
tothe House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The Senate report is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensi to whom was referred the bill (S. 247) entitled 
= eat gran a pension to Wallace McGrath,’ have examined the same 


d report: 

aS That on the Ist day of August. 1890, he „b 
month for locomotor a which sum he claims is not — — 
rate with the degree of his bility. 

“Tt ap from the evidence that he enlisted on the 28d day of e 
1861, and served until January 27, 1865. . 

ear Altoona, Ga., while in ac service, he was wounded 

that at such time he was standine on a steep sidehill. and om te force 3 
the blow recei he was thrown 8 part way down the hill aud 
F of e suffered severely 


wound thus received. 

“At the time ot his enlistment he was a strong, able-bodied From and 
F... 1864, ho suffered from in the back 
and was from that time forward unable to stoop over or pic 8 on 

pain. That his injury 


the ground or floor without plea! great 

from such time forward until he became unable to walk without the assist- 
C attend him; that for the lust four years or 
more he has been hae unable to go about without assistance, ‘and & wholly 
disabled as a result of t . ‘oresaid. 

Cy with the applicant, 
knows ails wall nnd bes oon ties eee ws pond weeks ears at the 
Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans. knowledge 
believes his injury to be 8 ana as 3 evidence of his entire 
F ve to submit a letter from Col. Andrew J. 

vernor of the National Mili Home, Leavenworth Kans.. dated 

. —.— and addressed to Hon. LUCIEN BAKER, which is hereto at- 
tached, marked Exhibit A. and which is made a part of this report. 

“That the pension which the applicant now receives for and on account of 

locomotor ataxia is wholly inadequate to his et 5 that under the law for 


permanent disability he would probably be $72 per month, but in 
order to avoid any question we think it would be well to t him the inter- 
Atte cute el 6 cor AA DEROTA by the act of July 14. 
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Vfrequene and. periodical thong Bot r in such a degree as to 


the 
though and constant, personal aid and 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 

with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Chairman, is there not an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the amendment referred to in the re- 
port is a Senate amendment, which was acted upon in the Senate. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS, ANNIE E, COLWELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1931) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that Senate bill 2514 be sub- 
stituted in the place of this bill. The two bills are exactly alike. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will first report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the — is here 


on on the pension the Pres of Mrs. E. Colwell, 
Mexican war. ard Bear Fitts Olio Caval 


at the rate of $% per month, in 


3 report (by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 
o Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
nting an increase of goers to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell, having exam- 
rN aoada 8 in the case, repo: 
Colwell, husband a ip claimant, served in Compa: 


ss) ) 


Ohio Eas in tho Mexican war, from Au: 10: 1847, to To July Bish 25, isis 
and in Company H, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, from Octo 
November 2), 1884, when he was mustered ont as first sergeant, 3 held 


rank about two and one-half yes He was killed by accident in 1867, 
never having applied for a . e Was married to the claimant in Isis, 
and she has never since his death. She is now pensioned at 
@ Mexican war widow. Shey never lied for pension on account of her — 
band's services in the war of the re ion. 

She is now 72 years of age. She is now totally blind, and has been so for 
over twenty-one years last pur 

She has no property. or income whatever vented w her pension of $8 at — 
month, and with that exception is wholly 8 —.— 3 friends for her 
su rt, having no relatives living. She ie of of excellent character. 

eS recapitulate: Her rar a served through one wars and was never 

asioned, She was his wife carta the war cf the rebellion, is 72 years old, 

Bally blind, destitute of property, without relatives on whom to call for 
— an 8 absolutely nothing except her pension of 88 8 rt 8 7 5 

eee ee inadequate to supply her needs in her age, blindness, and help- 


In view of these facts, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAFT] asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the 
House bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ER DUN] objects, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is a case where the hus- 
band was killed by accident in 1867, and if we pension his widow 
we determine that his death was due to army service. 

Mr. TAFT. She is already pensioned for $8. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. TAWT said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to recur 
to the bill H. R. 1931. There was a mistake in dtoit. The 
gentleman from Siena bias ae [Mr. ERDMAN] not intend to 
object to 2 e Senate bill. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tarr] asks 
unanimous consent to return to the bill H. R. 1931, and to substi- 
tute therefor the bill S. 2514. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly, the bill S. 2514 was ordered to be laid aside to be 

rted to the House with a favorable recommendation 
“By unanimous consent (on motion of Mr. Tarr), the bill H. R. 
1931 was ordered to lie on the table. 


MRS. MARY L. ALESHIRE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4724) to inerease the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire. 


By bill was pagent as fellows: 
t enacted, etes t the 1 ary L. Aleshire, widow 
Charles Cc. ‘Aleahire, — ‘of th e © Ohio Battery Light 2 


per month to $20: per months 
. of ereby, authorised and directed t to 
place her name on mies roll at 155 rate of $20 per month, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
That the Secretary of the 1 


„authoxized and 
directed to place the name of Mary L. Aleshire, widow Capt. 


Charles C. 


Aleshire, late of the Benning of $20 Battery Ohio Light Artillery, on the pension 


roll and pay hera on of $20 per month in lieu of the pension she is now 


receiving. 
Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 


The soldier served as captain of Company G. Eighteenth ys oo denon 
Volunteers, from May 21. 1861, to August 1831. and as 8 
Ohio Ba‘ Light Artillery from September 13, 1862, to June 29, 


States Artill 
Sa to first lieutenant —— 5 1887. and Sean 


22, 1868, to January . 1867. He applied for 

was pensioned at $20 per month from that date for 
examination. 

June 6, 1867, and was pensioned under act 

of Jane 5 at Spe — from July 21, 1800, the soldier having died 


Apr 

The it cheats RE cause of the death of the soldier is not shown by the evi- 

dence on file in the jon Bureau. The claimant files an affidavit with the 

FTF years his death, and 

af was a sufferer for 

the 3 Hh of a ph were eee might be taid almost eine 

nace pen Aare needed to — te and alleviate his suff He had bronch: 

an 

it 2 bafiled the skill of the best 88 which caused him con- 

stant and often intense pain, and which 


Der demic bb s great suffering from 
tcoahte nfter his dicharee trom the service, Task tbe ee x 
on r his n ex- 
wring him —— fitted a truss on him at different times, and that he had a 
ry bad rupture, which was . 5 hard 5 control 
and 3 yo knows that Captain re suff 
the nature Of his disabilities and his genera physical condi- 
tion on it is fair to presume that the remote cause of his death was due to disease 
contracted in the service. 

Col. John L. Vance, who was a soldier and an ex-member of Con- 
gress, certifies and states that his relations with Captain Aleshire, from his 
early boyhood until his first enlistment. and from the time of his leaving the 
service until his death, were intimate; that he 5 heard him com- 
plain or sad cals 3 from troubles originating while in the volunteer 
service, and 1 did he suffer, and was incaliculably prostrated at 
times. from 2 e believed and was advised, and those of his friends 
acquainted with his sufferings believed, that he was broken down in health 
by the service, ae “in my judgment,” Colonel Vance says, his death was 

ME 8 in feeble health, and has 

irs. Ales years, in fee an no property or 
means of pene except the pension she —— now receiving. 


From the facts pnb mat your ttee believe ‘ior “pill is meritorious, 
and therefore earnestly recommend its passage with the following amend- 


ment: 
Scrike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, authorized and 
Gree o lace the name of Mary L. Aleshire, 8 Capt. Charles C. 
of the Eighteenth Battery Ohio t Artillery,on the pension 
fon ong nd pay ber pension of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 


The d recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
MRS. SARAH MARTIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be if enacted, ete., Bren a acting sh Bed mtn telah ecco we 
directed to pay to Sarah Marti widow of J onas vata Co: roby. 
pany F] Pi no Michigan under the 

Sager yes ai by certikeato No dii mary 16, 
count of pension previously grani an 
tificate AD ace ey z 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. N was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having carefully examined all the evi- 
8 Martin, reportas 


disease of lungs. — 
law, which was allowed, and she drew 
dropped Saget sant rolls on . d 


incurred in the servioe: but existed * to his — — 
On July 31, 1800. the widow filed a claim under the F iso’ 
hich was allo E September 12, 

not be withheld. She wan tenn ala pension until A prih 


are the facts in the case. 
object of this bill is to ent the Pension Oa form wit hholding from this 
widow the pension which has been allowed her under 505 act of June 27, 1890, 
and which, as shown by the evidence in the case, she needs for her su 

The Government can not ld this widow's pension without 

= gepa laid dewn in sections 4734 and 4747, Revised Statutes, “which are 
as follows: 

“Spo. 4724, The provisions of law which allow the withholding of the com- 

tion of any person who is in arrears shall not be construed to authorize 
opaan of any pensioner of the United States to be withheld. 

“SEO, 4747. No sum of money due, or to become due, to any pensioner shall 
be liable to attachment, levy, or seizure by or under any legal or equitable 
process whatever. whether the same re: with the Pension Office or any 
officer or agent thereof, or isin course of transmission to the pensioner 

entitled thereto, but shall innure wholly to the benefit Ca — — n ” 

Your committee are of ion that the pension be withheld, and 
they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELMIRA E. DUSTIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3578) ting a pension to Elmira E. Dustin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmira E. Dustin, of Syca- 
more, widow of Gen. Daniel Dustin, late colonel of One hundred and h 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $50 per month. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$578) granting a ro to Elmira E. Dustin, submit the followin, * vee’ 

The claimant in this case is the widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Daniel Dustin. 
She was soldier's wife before and during the war. She is now past 70 years 
of age and has no means or the 


ent Janui 


antry. 

He wie mustered as colonel of One hundred and fifth Illinois Volunteers 
September 9, 1862. October 31, 1864, he was in command of Third Division, 
Twentieth sar Corps; December 31, 1864, to April 30, 1865, he was in com- 
mand of Second Brigade, Third Division, Twentieth Army Corps. He was 
mustered out as colonel of One hundred and fifth Illinois Infantry. He was 
brevetted brigadier-general of volunteers March 16, 1865, for gallant services 
in the 5 in Georgia and South Carolina. 

In view of the distinguished services of this officer and the need of his 
widow, her age and feebleness, the committee recommend that the bill do 
pass, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
FREDERICK GRAMM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 61) 
for the relief of Frederick Gramm. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to so amend and correct the military record of Frederick 
Gramm, late a private soldier in Company B of the Fifty-sixth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, as to remove the charges of desertion, and to show that said 
Gramm was captured 75 the enemy on June 25, 1862, and paroled on June 28, 
1862, and permitted by Major-General Grant, commanding the district, to pass 
from Memphis, Tenn., to his home in Ohio to remain until notified of his ex- 
change or otherwise ordered, and duly exchanged by General Orders, No. 10, 
War Department, January 10, 1863, and ordered to return to his command, 
and absent without leave until March 5, en when he enlisted in the savy os 
the United States for two years, served faithfully, and was honorably dis- 
cha: at the expiration of his service: Provided, That nopay or allowances 
shall become due by reason of this act. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like the report to be 
read in this case. 

The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military 5 whom was referred the bill (S. 61) 
entitled “A bill for the relief of erick Gramm, of Ironton, Ohio,“ beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

This is a bill providing for the removal of the cha: of desertion from the 
mili record of erick Gramm, late a private in Com y B, Fifty- 
sixth Ohio Volunteers, and for granting such soldier an honorable discharge. 
A bill identical in form with such House bill the Senate in the Fifty. 
fourth Congress and has been referred to your committee. 

Your ttee would therefore recommend that such House bill do lie 
on the table, and that such Senate bill do pass. 

The facts upon which such soidier relies for the favorable consideration of 
the bill for his relief, which have been found to be true by your committee, 


led June 


1 and was notified only by general o 
wy such exchange, in March 1863, he en 
the Mississippi for two years, and was honorab! such gun- 
boat service at the expiration of such enlistmen 
The only mistake made by such soldier was in not reporting to his regi- 
ment and getting a transfer from his regiment to the gunboat service. He 
received no bounty by reason of such reenlistment, but did receive a slightly 
increased pay. By reason of such reenlistment such soldier was marked on 
his company rolls as a deserter. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish the further read- 
ing of the 8 I desire to say that it appears that this man 
received no bounty by reason of such reenlistment, but he did 
receive slightly increased pay. It seems to me that this is in the 

nature of a bounty. Here is another case of a deserter, which I 
think has no merit in it; and I move that the bill be laid aside 
with an unfavorable report. 

Mr. FENTON. I hope that motion will not prevail. This is a 
very good case, and only shows an indiscretion of a boy who 
8 during the war. He has an excellent record, and it was 
only an error which he made by lack of knowledge of military 
law. It is a clear case and a good one, and the boy served through- 


ers 5 in the newspapers. 


out the war. e ee 

The question was taken on the motion to reportthe bill with an 
unfavorable recommendation, and the motion was 115 5 $ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation, 


Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill with a favor- 
able recommendation; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 1, 

So the motion was agreed to. [Applause.] 


PATSEY E. BROADDUS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1n granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. Broaddus, of 
Marion, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is h 
guthorized and dirécted to ineroass and pay a pension of ber month, A 

u O ie nsion now receiv er, le 
State of 8 widow of Green B. F. Brosddus, late first Heutenant of Goms 


y H, First Kentu Cavalry, Mexican war, and hth K 
Rutger Infantry in late war. ee mney: 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4481 
granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. Broaddus, have . 172 


eee 
pri x as major o e Eig entuc! nfant: the w. t 
bellion. He was thar; rom the last — pocnu — Ky eyes 


ori, ting in the line of his duty. 


ajor Broaddus died September 24, 1875, and his widow made application 


for a pension, declaring that his death was caused by a co! ve chill re- 
sulting from disease contracted in the service, Much testimony was fur- 
nished in 8 of her claim, but the same was not accepted as sufficient 
by the Pension Bureau, and the claim was rejected. She su ently filed 
an application under the act of Jan 29, based upon his Mexican war 
ser a a the same was allowed at & per month, which sum she is now 
receiving, 


The testim: y pe aay ring the bill shows that the claimant has no 
erty save a small dwelling house and some unproductive farm land near Flor- 
ence, Kans., and that she is without income or means upon which she can 
depend for a support. It is further shown that she has been a confirmed crip- 
pe for thirty-five years, and that she is unable to walk or perform manual 

bor, and requires the constant attendance of another person; her muscles 
are wasted away and shrunken, and her limbs drawn at right angles, and her 
condition is such that she has to be as carefully attended as a chid. 

The facts are shown by the testimony of Dr. T. J. Co „Josephine Bur- 
ton, J. R. McLean, and numerous other citizens of Marion County, Kans. 

In view of the valuable service of the soldier in two wars, and in the seth 
of the helpless condition of the widow, your committee are constrained to 
recommend the passage of the bill, belie as we do that the circumstances 
are — that no dangerous precedent will be established by favorable action 

case. 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the pension provided for in this bill? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Twenty dollars a month. She is as 
helpless as a child, and she only gets $8 a month. 
e CHAIRMAN, The bill provides for $20 a month. : 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARY MARTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1890) granting a pension to Mary Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill $ R. 
1890) paro a A ersa of $12 per month to Mary widow of James 
Martin, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New 
York Volunteers, having carefully considered the same, y report 
as follows: 

The claimant was married to the soldier in 1853, and has never since 
married. The soldier was mustered into the service August 2, 1862, and 
served with his command until September 10, 1863, when he was captured at 
Bealton. He was held a prisoner until November 20, 1864; was then paroled 
and sent to Camp Parole, Annapolis. On December 4, 1864, he received a fur- 
lough for thirty days, and returned home to visit his wife and children, who 
lived at Troy, N. Y. A few days before the expiration of his furlough he left 
his home to return to Camp Parole. He did not reach there, and — that 
time he has not been seen nor heard from by the claimant or by any member 
of his family, although 1 inquiry was made to — huis ‘ate. 

The claimant was left with three small children, whom she brought up by 
her own unaided efforts. She is now nearly 70 years of age, in bad health, 
lame, and decrepit, unable to work, without means, and in want of the neces- 
saries of life. She has twice applied for a pension—once under the general 
law and once under the act of June 27,1890. Her claim under the general law 
was rejected for want of evidence showing her husband's death. Her claim 
under the new law was rejected on the ground that the soldier did not re- 
ceive an honorable i 

Your committee think the circumstances raise 


dier was prevented by some accident or foul play from rej com- 
mand, and that his death must likewise be ob a 

They recommend that the bill pass with the following amendment: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ of,” between the words“ late” and “ com» 
pany,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “a private in.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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ELVIN BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2373) granting a pension to Elvin Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Elvin 5 of Capt. George A. H. 
Blake's Company A, Second Regiment of Un States Dragoons, and poy 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month from the passage of this act, in lieu 
of that which he now receives, 

Mr. SPALDING. The report. 
The report (by Mr, Harpy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 2373) 
granting a pension to Elvin Brown, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant was a private in Company A, Second United States D: ns, 
and served from August 13, 1839, to August 1844. During this period he 
participated in the Florida Indian war, and he has been allowed the pension 
of i per month provided by the act of July 27, 1892, for veterans of that war. 

testimony accompanying the bill shows that Mr. Brown is now about 
70 years old, impoverished financially, and so disabled by old age and disease 
of Tho heart as to be unable to do anything toward securing a comfortable 
support. He has asmall po rty in the A aed Me Terre Haute, Ind., which 
is mortgaged for nearly its full value, and he to depend for the neces- 
saries of life upon his small pension. i 

In view of the facts stated above Gs pamato of the bill is recommended, 
with an amendment inserting the ini J. in the claimant's name; so as 
to read “ Elvin J. Brown.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. What pension is allowed by the bill as 
amended? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty dollars. . 

Mr. DIN GLE. This is a case to increase the pension of a 
Mexican soldier m on account of his old age? : 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He is 76 years old and very impover- 
ished. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuppose the most of these Mexican pension- 
ers are about that age: $ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. There are several precedents for this. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


` 


MATILDA GRESHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 616) 
nting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter 

. Gr , at the rate of $100 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nam of Matilda Gresham, widow of 
Walter Q. Gresham, late a brigadier-general, at the rate of $100 per month. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr, Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 616) 

ting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gres- 
„at the rate of 3100 per month, beg leave to report: 
ilda Gresham was the wife of Gen. Walter Q. Gresham before and dur- 
the war, and remains his widow since his deat 
he services of General Gresham in military and civil life are well known. 

From the best information the committee can get Mrs. Gresham is in 
feeble health. She has a small farm in southern Indiana, left by the Gen- 
eral, which does not yield income sufficient for her support. 

In view of the meritorious service of General Gresham and the need of his 
widow. the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the words one 
8 ” be stricken out and the word fifty” inserted in lieu 
thereof. 

Mr. 88 of New York. I hope that amendment will not 

revail. 
* The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words one hundred and insert the word “fifty”; 
so as to read “at the rate of $50 per month.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is one exception that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has made in granting $100 pen- 
sion. I trust that this amount will not be reduced. This is the 
first bill that I have advocated this session at this amount for a 
widow. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe this is an 
exceptional case, and I shall not detain the committee. The his- 
tory of Walter Q. Gresham is too well known in this country. 
His distinguished services as a soldier were not exceeded by those 
of any other general of his rank in the Army. His distinguished 
civil service, dying in the harness as he did as Secretary of State 
during this Administration, and all these matters, point us to his 
history and make it an exceptional case. I believe that this House 
and this committee owes it to itself and to the memory of Gen- 
eral Gresham to give this lady a pension in keeping with the rank 
of her husband and his great attainm ents in this country. His 
friends were legion this country over. While this is an excep- 
tional case, as I admit, I believe that it is a case where the pen- 
sion ought to stand at $100 a month. 

Mr. OWTHER. Mr. Chairman, with due deference to the 
distinguished gentleman who presides over the Invalid Pensions 
Comunittee, I am compelled to disagree with him upon this ques- 


tion. There is no reason why we should give the widow of Gen- 
eral Gresham any more than we give the widow of any other 
distinguished generat There is no reason why we should give 
ker any more than we give to the widows of other distinguished 
soldiers who fought during the war. These widows are upon a 
common level as to their title to pensions, and these distinctions 
should not exist to such an extent as they have existed in the pas- 
sage of many bills in this House. So far as the distinguished serv- 
ices of General Gresham are concerned, I agree with the gentle- 
man, but we are not legislating for General Gresham; we are leg- 
islating for his widow, and it must be remembered that there are 
thousands of the widows of soldiers just as much entitled to pen- 
sion as the widow of General Gresham. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out fifty“ and inserting ‘‘ seventy-five,” and in that 
connection I wish to say this: A few moments ago, by the margin 
of one vote, the pension of the widow of General Blunt was fixed 
at $75 a month. I have nothing to say in 3 of Gen- 
eral Gresham, but he certainly was very generously remembered 
by this Government, and if his widow at this time is not well 
provided for it would seem that there must have been some im- 
provident ment somewhere. General Gresham was upon 
the pay roll of this nation almost incessantly, at a large salary, 
from the time he left the Army until his death, and it seems to 
me that $75 is a very generous pension for his widow under the 
circumstances, 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope neither the 
motion made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CROWTHER 
nor the motion made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE 
will prevail. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have brought 
in a bill authorizing the granting of a pension of $100 per month 
to the widow of General Gresham. 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have recommended the passage of this bill and it has al- 
ready passed the Senate, and in view of all the past services and 
relations of General Gresham which have been referred to. and 
which must always be referred to in a complimentary manner, if 
the truth is told, relations as a soldier, as a judicial officer, and in 
the high position of Secretary of State, we are assured that there is 
something due to the widow whom he has left, as is stated here, 
in almost destitute circumstances. I think it would be unjust, 
unkind, unbecoming the feelings heretofore exhibited in this body 
with respect to the granting of pensions, to reduce in any meas- 
ure the amount reported from the Invalid Pensions Committee, 
and I hope this bill will pass as it has been reported to the House, 
at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if the question were entirely a 
new one as to the granting of pensions of $100 a month or $2,000 
a year to the widows of eminent commanders in the late war, I 
might have a different opinion from what I now have, but, with- 
out having an intimate knowledge, I have yet a general knowledge 
of the condition of the family of General Gresham, and having 
also knowledge of his eminent services as a soldier in the late war, 
in view of these facts and conditions, it is not in my heart to refuse 
to vote for this bill. 1 am inclined to think that we will do but 
simple and exact justice in the line of precedent if we pass this 
bill, and my heart and my judgment both concur in favor of it. 
[Applause. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, if the time of the committee 
allowed I might say some things that would help to convince 
anybody here who doubts the propriety of passing this bill as it 
has come to us from the Senate, but I shall not take up time in 
that way. I do sincerely hope that both the amendments pro- 
posed will be voted down, and that we shall give to this widow 
such a pension as is provided in the Senate bill. It is true that the 
husband of this lady did draw a salary from the Government, but 
the salaries paid by the Government of the United States are not 
such as to enrich anybody, and although he may have drawn a 
salary for a long time, he rendered the fullest service for every 
dollar he received. I repeat that I sincerely hcpe both these 
amendments will be voted down and that the bill as it came from 
the Senate will be cordially and promptly passed by the House. 
Ar BAKE i irman, iti 

B R of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it is to be re- 
membered that we are not pensioning the widow of General 
Gresham for any of his distinguished civil services. ac air 
can be paid only for his services as a military officer. Now, the 
highest rank that General Gresham held during the war was that 
of ß 00T Wy by brevet. This very day, in 
the case of another distinguished Union officer, General Blunt, we 
have cut down the pension to $75 a month. Yet he was a full 
major-general. How can we, in justice, vote to the widow of 
General Gresham any more than we vote to the widow of General 
Blunt? How, ind can we in justice vote as much, because 
General Blunt had higher rank than General Gresham? I appeal 
to members to act upon this case as they would act upon any 
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other case, on the basis of the military services rendered, and to 
do even and exact justice to this widow and all the other widows 
of officers of the same rank. 

The amendment of Mr. BLUE to the amendment offered by Mr. 
CROWTHER was rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CROWTHER, 
the Chairman declared the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CROWTHER, I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 62; so the 
amendment was rejected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARY A. FREEMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A, Freeman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Mrs. A. Freeman, 
widow of Andrew V. tchard, late a private in Compan Second Regi- 
ment 5 Volunteers, Mexican war, from and the passage of 
this act, at rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. PICKLER, Mr. Chairman, I stated about an hour ago that 
the Committee on Rules had given us two days for the considera- 
tion of these bills; that this was the anniversary of the battle of 
the Wilderness; that we were getting on slowly in the disposition 
of this Calendar owing to the fact of every report being read; that 
most of these bills were cases of persons who are old and helpless; 
that among the bills reached to-day were two in which the bene- 
ficiaries have already died; and I asked and urged the Committee 
of the Whole to continue in session for a reasonable portion of this 


legislative day. I understand the Committee on Rules did not 
understand the matter as Ido; that they did not sup we would 
continue in session to-day longer than till the ordi hour of 


adjournment. I did not so un d the rule, and clearly the 
rule makes no such limit; and I think it is with this Committee of 
the Whole or the House to determine the matter. 

My opinion is that with these 400 cases on the Calendar, and 
with only these two days set apart for their consideration, we 
might 
8 5 sit for a reasonable time this evening, and then take a 
recess until probably 9 or 10 o’clock in the morning, accomplishing 
what we could by 12 o'clock to-morrow, [Cries of Thatisright!” 
and applause.] If we do this, and if we have the other bap has 
the Committee on Rules has given us, and if we do at our Friday 
night sessions as much as we e ener do, we shall not be able 
to get through more than two-thirds of these bills on the Calen- 
dar. I fear there would be a third of these cases which would go 
unconsidered. 5 

My statement a while ago in regard to this matter was made 
before I knew that there was any difference of opinion on this 
question. I think that under the circumstances I shall, after the 
pending bill is disposed of, move that the committee rise in order 
that the House may determine whether we shall take a recess. I 
do not want to press my individual opinions contrary to the wishes 
of the House, but certainly, as the Invalid Pensions Committee and 
the other committees rting these bills have worked upon them 
industriously, and as the persons for whose relief the bills are 

rted are deserving, as many of them are old and helpless, and 
as from day to day soine are dying, it does seem to me that we ought 
to forego some considerations of convenience and stay by thi 
Calendar. That is ong inion. 

The Committee on es at safely trust this House to take 
care of pension islation, and if a majority of this committee 
desire to go on with this calendar of private ions, as I am 
sure they do, they should be allowed to do so without obstruction 
by the C ittee on Rules. 

The Committee on Rules does not now desire to stand by the 
rule reported, but wants to give it an interpretation that defeats 
sure pension legislation by restricting the hours this commit- 

8 sit. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the original Fe made 
to the Committee on Rules was that there should be an additional 
night in each week assigned for the consideration of legislation 
of this kind. It was thought best that we should not adopt any 
such rule, because it might be held to be a precedent at subsequent 
sessions of Congress when no such rule would ore gs necessary. 

It was therefore determined, with the consent of chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that these two days should 
be set apart—Wednesday of this week and Wednesday of next 
week—for the consideration of pension cases and such other cases 
as are in order on Friday evenings. It never entered the mind of 
any member of the Committee on Rules—and I venture to say it 

did not enter the mind of the gentleman who presides over the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions—that the day mentioned in the 
rule would be an exceptional day. 


It was supposed that we 


e a recess (if the House should think best) until about | Sen 


should proceed under the provisions of the rule until the regular 
hour and then adjourn, as we are in the habit of doing when we 
consider other legislation. 

Now, I submit to the committee whether or not it is wise for us 
to make legislation of this kind exceptional—whether it is wise tor 
us to continue this legislative day for the consideration of such 
bills as we have been considering, when we accord to no other 
kind of legislation such exceptional opportunities. Let me call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that we have passed 
to-day, I suppose, in the neighborhood of 60 bills, 

A MEMBER. Seventy bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is suggested that we have passed some- 
where in the neighborhood of 70 bills. Now, that is a remark- 
ably good day’s work. And genilemen must bear in mind that 
all these bills have to be disposed of in the Honse. We are oper- 
ating to-day, not under the ordinary rules of the House, but under 
a special rule; and without expressing any decided opinion on 
the subject, I suggest whether or not these bills will be in order 
for consideration in the House 3 on the second day mentioned 
in this special rule—to wit, next Wednesday. And if that be so, 
then all of next Wednesday will be occupied in disposing of the 
bills already passed by the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, I submit whether or not the record that we make would 
not be a more creditable record in the interest of the soldier, in 
the interest of the friends of this kind of legislation, if we adjourn 
as we ordinarily do at the usual time, and let the bills take their 
regular course. I am not opposed to this character of legisla- 
tion, the contrary, I have favored putting this proposition 
through—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Did you not expect that under this rule this class of bills now on 
the Calendar would be disposed of in the two days? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; I can not say that we did. In fact, a v 

little calculation would demonstrate mathematically the fact tha 

that could not be done. 

wae APR BURN. Could it not be done by extending the legis- 
ve da 

Mr, DALZELL, If the legislative day is extended you could 
not pem the bills on the Calaadar through the House and the 


a 

Mr. PICKLER. Why? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because you have not the time. You would 
not have pts sais ty. 

Mr. PIC: . I am informed that they pass on Tuesdays 
every on bill on the Senate Calendar. 


Mr. DALZELL. If youextend the legislative day, can not 
pass the bills that you will dispose of in Committee of the Whole 
through the House. That is the point. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, there is another session of this Con- 


gress. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question. I did not get at quite the exact language he used, and 
do not understand one thing to which he has referred. We are 
now in Committee of the ole. 

Mr. DALZELL, Yes. 

Mr. CANNON, These bills must be reported back to the House, 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. =- 

Mr. CANNON. Now, you say that they can only be considered 
in the House on Wedne: ay, when this business comes up again? 

Mr. DALZELL. I should take it that they could only be con- 
sidered on the day that this special order would operate 
We are not operating under the ordinary rules of the House 
to-day, but under a special order. 

Mr. PICKLER. But these are the same bills that are consid- 
ered on Friday nights; we are considering them exactly in the 
same way, and I think they would be in order on Fridays, just as 
the other bills would be. 

Mr. DALZELL. That would be undoubtedly true if you were 
not operating under a special rule. 


Mr. PIC z But the special order declares what bills are 
in order, and that they shall be considered just as at the Friday 
ight sessions. 


. DALZELL. I have said all I desire to say, Mr. Chairman 
on this subject. I submit, therefore, especially to the friends of 
this kind of legislation, whether it is not the wisest thing we can 
do to pursue our usual course with this business, just as we do with 
all other matters. It is, of course, for the House to determine, 

Mr. PICKLER, Mr. Chairman, that simply means that the 
great mass i sie bills on this Calendar will simply be re- 
rted to the House and nothing more. You can not 400 
ills as you pass ordinary bills from the committees of the House. 
This ts an entirely different case, and needs no 8 
The gentleman talks of the number of bills passed in different 
Congresses. Why, I remember in the Fifty-first Wer peng when 
in one evening we passed 45 bills; and I never any com- 
plaint about that. 


1896. 
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Now, the question, Mr. Chairman; and I am sorry that there is 
a misunderstanding between myself and the Committee on Rules. 
The matter came up as the gentleman has stated it. I asked for 
Monday night. about three weeks „in addition to the usual 
Friday night sessions. It was then thought better that we should 
have two day sessions instead of night sessions for this business. 
That suited me—perhaps I suggested that myself. But that was 
about three weeks ago, and three Monday nights have gone by 
since that time. If we had been given Monday nights at the time 
I asked it to the end of the session it would have given us more 
time than is now provided, even if we stay until noon to-morrow. 

Now, I never had an idea, and never had such an opinion, it 
never entered my mind, that the Committee on Rules had reported 
the rule here with a string to it., Inoticed—I do not know how it 
came there—but I noticed in the newspapers this morning a state- 
ment in regard to this pension matter, that 2 there would 
be a continuous session under this rule; and I no objection 
to it until about 4 o'clock, when I made a statement that keeping 
in session here to consider these bills to-night was a very good 
and proper way to honor the anniversary of the battle of the 
Wilderness. 

Of course I do not know what tlemen mean—I do not know 
what they are driving at when they ask if it would not be better 
to adjourn now and not Sep the consideration of these bills. 
This is a class of business that comes up on Friday nights, and it 
would be as well done to-night as on Friday night. I can not un- 
derstand why, if the committee or the House desires to proceed 
with the business, they could not do so. As for myself, if I had 
my own way about it, I would not adjourn until 12 o'clock to- 
morrow. [Applause.] The men we are trying to help stayed in 
the field day and night, year in and year out. They are old and 
helpless now, and their widows are old and helpless. It is a duty 
we owe to them to continue this matter and dispose of these bills. 

Iam subject, of course, to what the majority desire to do; but 
I wish to make emphatic the statement that I had no idea—I am 
as innocent as a lamb [laughter|—as far as trying to keep the 
House in session differently from what the Committee on Rules 
understood. I never dreamed that we were to be limited in any 
unreasonable way. The matter was before the House for its con- 
sideration and not a word was said about anything of the kind. 
In fact, it was before the House for several weeks. I have been 
trying to get unanimous consent at different times for its consid- 
eration. e rule says that we are to have the two legislative 
days, the only exception being that it shall not interfere with 
appropriation bills. Whatis a legislativeday? Why, it is just 
s ong as the House desires to stay in session within twenty-four 

ours. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to remind the gentleman, if he wants 
to properly commemorate the battle of the Wilderness, that that 
battle continued for six or seven days, and we shall have to con- 
tinue 

Mr. PICKLER. Allright! Thank God, I wish we could, until 
we clear up all these remaining bills, Are you willing to stay 
and clear them all up? 2 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Every one on this side of the House except 
the gentleman from California is willing. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this discussion 
is wholly unnecessary. If the Committee on Rules had intended 
to modify the meaning of a legislative day, why was it not done 
in the rule? There was nothing mentioned at that time. There 
was no suggestion, as I understood it, that this day was to be dif- 
ferent from any other legislative day. What are gentlemen dis- 
turbed abont? We have passed about 100 special bills during this 
session of Congress, and $20,000 per annum will pay the expense. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has debate been exhausted? 
ace ATOMAN . The Chair thinks debate is exhausted upon 

s bill. 

Mr. BLUE. I understood this was a discussion in regard to 
what we should do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate has been upon this bill. 

Mr. BLUE. I understood it was by unanimous consent that it 
Was going on. 

A MEMBER, ar order, 

Mr. BLUE. I unanimous consent to proceed for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas he BLUE] 
2 Sy ae imous consent to proceed for one minute, there ob- 

stion 

Mr. LATIMER. I object. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, is there a bill pendin 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereisa bill pending, and debate has been 
exhausted on that bill. 5 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


RUSSELL N. REYNOLDS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1100) 
granting a pension to Russell N. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and directed to apiece on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
nsion laws, the name of Russel N. Reynoids, late of 


Mr. BLUE, Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that when 
you consider the fact that if we should devote the rest of this 
week and the full time of each legislative day to the consideration 
of these bills, it would not in the aggregate an expenditure 
of 860.000 per annum, there is nothing for tlemen to be con- 
cerned about here. You measures in five minutes that in- 
volve expenditures of $100,000 per annum, and nobody asks any 
question about it. At the commencement of this session I criti- 
cised this Committee on Invalid Pensions because I thought they 
were not moving in a methodical way. I am satisfied now that 
these bills that are reported here have been carefully and thor- 
oughly digested and that they are meritorious. The committee, 
having received several criticisms at the beginning of the session, 
have acted S and carefully since. It does seem to me 
that when the general public business of this House for this ses- 
sion has been practi passed upon, and nothing is left except 
the reports of conf erence committees, this House can not better 
dispose of the time than by addressing itself to he consideration 
of these special pension bills. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Let us do what we have aright to do. This House has 
adopted this rule. It has by its vote given us a legislative day in 
which to consider these bills. Let us take a recess until 8 O 
and continue here until half past 10 this evening; then take a 
recess until 10 o'clock to-morrow and work from that time on 


until 12. [Applause. 
Mr. SP G: the report on this bill be read, Mr. 


The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


report 
e report of this committ 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil] (S. 1100) grant- 
ing a pension to Russel! ds. have examined the same. 


the act of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $10 per month, for injury to ankle and 
disease of both of which disabilities were incurred in line of duty. 
Upon an application for increase afterwards filed, the Pension Office deter- 
, on March 14, 1894, that an increase should not be granted, but that the 
pension should continue at the former rate of $10 per month. 
The evidence in the case shows that claimant is totally incapacitated from 
— performance of labor, and that he is without means of support except 


“ Your committee thereforerecommend that the bill be amended Rar | 
. ‘at the rate of $0 per month, and that the bill as amend: 


our committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill as amended 
the Senate. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY CLARE KELLY. 
The next business on taps Private 3 the bill (S. 1493) 
anting a pension to Clare 8 
The bill was read, as follows: 7 


directed to place u e roll the name of Clare Kelly, widow 
of the late jamin F. Kelly, brevet major-general volunteers, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $0 a month, in lieu of the 
pension she is now receiving. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid P to whom was referred the bill (S. 1493) 
granting a 3 to Mary Clare Kelly, report: 

This bill passed the Senate this session. The re of the Senate 
cosmic on Pensions, which is adopted by this committee as its own, is as 

‘ollows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1493) 
ing a pension to Mary Clare Kelly, have examined the same, and vi sel i 

“A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Con- 
gresses and referred to the Committee on Pensions. It was reported favor- 
ably and passed the Senate at the rate of $50 per month. 


The facts are as follows: 
“This is a bill to increase the —- of Mrs. Mary Clare Kelly, widow of 
Gen, Benjamin F. Kelly. neral Kelly was a Virginian, and raised the 


Brig. 

first regiment for the defense of the Union from that State. The stand he 
took aud his energetic and brave conduct were of the test value to the 
Union cause. Hecommanded the Department of West Virginia, and received 
a wound that was suppea to be fatal. but he recovered as if by a miracle. 
He became impoverished by reason of his Union sentiments and ion 
in the Federal service, and, having never recovered from the effects of his 
wound, he remained in poverty, leaving nothing for the support of his fam- 
ily. His widow was ere gur at the rate of $30 a month, which is 
the highest rate allowable under che general law. 

Leit been the habit of Congress to increase the pensions of the widows 
of the higher grade of officers, ly in cases corresponding with that 
of nern y. and the committee regard this as a proper case for 

on.” 
view of these facts, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
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Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the 
Clerk report the amount of the pension granted by this bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Fifty dollars a month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE W. BAGLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas George W. Bagley, a civilian employed in the Quartermaster's 
De 5 United States Army, was, while ane as a cn ter, and 
under the tion of the military authorities and doing work connected 
wick sorta operations, hurt and permanently injured and disabled: 

erefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $25 per 
month, subject otherwise to the limitations and provisions of the ion 
laws, the name of said George W. Bagley. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 5strike out the words “twenty-five " and insert the word “twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the preamble. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SPALDING. Let the rt be read. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Comets oo) Torao Pensions, to Yin y was referred he pn — 
1500 ting a on 0 eer, ving examined and co: - 
Si fio — report the manne hack to the House with an amendment and 
with the recommendation that as amended it do pass. 

It is shown by the evidence on file that said Bagley wasin the service of the 
United States as a carpenter in the United States Railroad Construction 
Corps, being in the Quartermaster-General's Department, and in the gang of 
John W. Neafie, under General Nagle, superintendent of bri construc- 
tion, United States Military Railroad Construction Corps. In the prosecu- 
tion of this work at Alexandria, Va., in December, 1862, said Bagley was or- 


80 1 Kaa wishes 8 1 un — the ane a 
superior; that w. whine, that employment the roof gave way, he fe 
severely and permanently injuring 1 these injuries 1 — 


e said G. W. Nagle, who was in command of the Corps in which Bagley 
was at the time of his injury, has made affidavits of the facts in Bagley's case, 
and in very strongly 555 pension for him describes the character 
and duties of this Co: from which we quote in part as follows: 

“The men employed in the United States Mili Railroad Construction 
Corps were not e men; no one connected with military railroads dur- 
ing the war held a commissio except Gen. D. C. McCallum and Gen. Her- 
man Haupt. The work of the Construction Corps was considered of a mili- 
tary nature; bridges were built by them in the face of the enemy's batteries; 
the men were treated by our Government and the enemy, when captured, 
as soldiers. and they were exchanged or led the same as enlisted men. 

“All the men and officers connected with the Construction Corps were un- 
der military orders all the time. An order to open a railroad or rebuild 
bridges came from the War De: nt. The order to rebuild the roof of 
the roundhouse at Alexandria, Va., where Mr. Bagley met with his accident, 
came through Gen. D. C. McCallum, and must be considered a military order. 
Every move made on the United States mili railr whether the moy- 
ing of trains containing troops or supplies or the construction of the 
or buildings on the roads, were ordered by military and for military pur- 
poses. Furthermore, we above ee be within 757 8 
stockade, the ingress and egress of which was under guard a es.” 

It will be seen that this employment, while technically civilian, was en- 
tirely military in its character and real surroundings, and that this claimant 
was at the time (Alexandria being a 6 and the railroad, 
whose ea house was being repaired at that time, being used by the Gov- 
ernment in its military operations) in actual military employment and act- 
ing, to all intents and p in defense of his Government. 

‘he committee are of the opinion that as a general rule pensions should 
not be allowed except to men actually enlisted. but the ces sur- 
rounding this particular case are such as to warrant favorable action. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

xa} line 5 oe out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

And as so amended the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is a bill before the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to pension all the bridge construction- 
ists. There is a number of them; so we are taking out one now 
and making him a favorite, and the 700 others who have applied 
to us in a general bill are left to go hungry. [Cries of Vote!”] 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

NATHAN KIMBALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1435) 
granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kimball. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan Kimball, late a brig- 
adier-general in the United States Army, at the rate of $100 per month. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, just a few words of explana- 
tion upon this report. When this Senate bill came to our com- 
mittee and was referred to me for consideration, I was inclined to 


favor a recommendation of oe month instead of $100; buta 
careful inquiry into the physical and financial condition of Gen- 
eral Kimball led me to believe that $100 per month, as proposed 
in the Senate bill, would no more than meet his necessities. He 
is suffering constantly from the results of wounds for which he 
has been pensioned formally under the general law. He needs 
constantly one attendant, and a greater portion of the time two 
attendants. In order to care for his necessities, for medical at- 
tendance made necessary, and the expense incident thereto, and 
the care, as I have suggested already, your committee were led 
to conclude that $100 ought to be allowed in this case, and I hope 
the bill will l paes for that amount. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill 
by striking out the words ‘‘one hundred ” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “seventy-five.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Chairman, I wish to say a word. I 
know that the statement that has been made by the chairman of 
the subcommittee [Mr. ANDREWS] is absolutely true. General 
Kimball lives in Ogden, Utah. He has to have one personal at- 5 
tendant all the while, and at times, as stated, two. He is 74 years 
of age. He fought in 20 pitched battles in the late war. He 
led the right in the attack on Maries Height at Fredericksburg, 
and was wounded in the right res and foot, from which woun 
he now suffers. He was breve major-general during the war 
for gallant services, and recommended for promotion to the rank 
of major-general by Winfield Scott Hancock. I hope the amend- 
ment will be defeated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARGARET A, KIDWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3113) ting a pension to Margaret A. Kid well. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. at the rate of $12 

month, the name of Margaret A. Kidwell, who was the wife of Henry Kid- 
well, late private of Company H, Second Regiment Missouri Artillery. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3113) ting a pension of $12 per month to Margaret A. Kidwell, who was 
the wife of Henry Kidwell, late private of Company H, Second Missouri Ar- 
tillery, having carefully examined and considered the facts and circumstances 
in evidence, re: y report as follows: 

8 enlisted March 23, 1864, and was honorably discharged No- 
vember 2, 

He filed application for pension October 20, 1869, for gunshot wound of left 

d, which was allowed after special examination February 2, 1885, at $4 per 
month from date of 3 and which was increased to $6 per month from 
April 24, 1889. He committed suicide by hanging himself at National Military 
Home, Leavenworth, Kans., November 24, 1889. 

From the mass of testimony presented to your committee it is learned that 
soldier exhibited signs of mental weakness and derangement directly after 
returning home from the Army. At times he would go to work vigorously 
for a few days and astonish the 3 with wonderful amounts of labor, 
and again would droop into melancholy and unsocial habits and brood over 
imaginary BADRI gr Again, he would wander from home for days without 
giving notice of his departure or his on to his family, and would re- 
9 as surreptitiously as he de 


i parted. 
mind became constantly weaker and his conduct more strange. He 
would sell all his property and remove to some other locality, even when his 
8 monol riy E He was unsocial, gloomy, and morose, and 
is mania increased until it became of dangerous tendency, and his wife 
found a butcher knife in the bed. Asked what he intended to do with it, he 
spoke of the beautiful corpse their infant daughter would make. The neigh- 
bors had him examined for lunacy, and he was placed in the insane asylum 
at Osawatomie, Kans., December 4, 1878, and 3 therefrom July 8, 
1879. He told the special examiner in that he had been in an insane 
asylum for several years and his memory was gone. He was confined in the 
55 lum of Kansas again May 20, 88, and released as restored 
mber i 
e wasat Tory potios in the National Military Homeat Leavenworth, 
Kans., and at inter at home with his family, but his conduct and acts 
constantly became more erratic and his wanderings more frequent. He 
once went to Texas, and at all times after service seemed to possess a dispo- 
sition to wander. 
At one time, after being twice in theasylum, he sent notice to his wife from 
a distant part of the State that unless she immediately came to him he would 
get a divorce from her. She ignored the invitation (having the Tanay to 
care for), and the report became currently circulated, by him most probably, 
that he been divorced; but this is believed to have one of hallu- 


has been advised. After this report was circulated he 
soon went away and entered the Soldiers’ Home 
almost destitute condition, the burden of supporeing ə family, and the cir- 
culation of reports of divorce, and the culty of securing satisfactory 
proof tracing his insanity to causes originating in service, as he never had a 
lua hysician or lived long enough in one locality to enable neighbors to 
fully understand his peculiarities, the widow has not applied for pension, 
being advised that an effort in that n was useless, 
She is now advanced in years, in need 
of neighbors, county offi 
pension her by 
or private A 
our committee therefore earnestly recommend the passage of the bill, 
after being amended by striking out all after the word “artillery,” in line 7. 


Cries of Vote!“ “ Vote! ”] 
. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 


y circumstances, and a large number 
and representative citizens ask Congress to 
bill and prevent her from becoming a charge on public 
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the House to the fact that this soldier committed suicide by hang- 


ing, and here it is distinctly traced to service origin! 
es of Vote!” “ Vote! 
. DINGLEY. What is the amount? 
The CHAIRMAN. Twelve dollars per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation; and the Chairman announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 8. 

Mr. ERDMAN. We ought to have aquorum on this important 
question. 

The en Does the gentleman raise the point of no 

uorum 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN (after a count). One hundred and six gen- 
tlemen are present. [Applause.] The ayes have it, and the mo- 
tion is dto. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope a hundred men will stay here. 


CATHERINE SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1522) 
granting a pension to Catherine Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of Catherine Smith, 
widow of the late James Smith, a private in Company I,Sixteenth Indiana 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, and the further sum of 

per month for each of the three dren of said soldier until they respec- 

ively become 16 years of age. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1522) 


zs ben nsion 5 Men 8 of 35 a 9 foie. a 
vate in Com Sixteen na an olunteers, at $12 per 
Front, havin; an; examined and 3 the facts and * 


stances presented, respectfully adopt the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, and recommend the eof the bill. The report is as follows: 

The evidence in this case shows that the claimant, Mrs. Catherine Smith, 
made application to the Pension Office for a pension as the widow of James 
Smith, lutea private in Se rama Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry. A pension certificate, No. 291450, was granted to her at the rate of 
e per menth, with the additional sum of $2 per month for each of her chil- 

ren under 13 years of age. This amount of pension was 2 until February 
12, 1805. eva said pensioner was dropped from the rolls on the following 

‘oun ‘ 
oy That her husband, James Smith, or James C. Smith, is still living and 
residing at Oxford, Ohio, and has made application for pension. 

2. That claimant was unable to furnish e evidence that her hus- 
band was ever an enlisted man in the service of the United States. 

3. That he had never been honorably discharged. 

The pensioner, said Catherine Smith, then made application to the Pension 
Office for restoration to the rolls, but her claim was rejected. 

As to the first objection made by the Pension Office, the evidence fully shows 
that the James or James C. Smith now residing in Ohio, and who was a private 
in Com C of the Sixteenth — oiie of Indiana Volunteers, is not the 
James Smith who enlisted October 21. 1864, in Company I, Sixteenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, and was afterwards transfe to the Thirteenth In- 
diana Cavalry, and who was le; married to said Catherine Smith, and 
died in Salina, Kans., December 

In answer to the second and third objections of the Pension Office, Col. F. C. 
Ainsworth, in an official communication dated March 26, 1895, states that the 
records in the War Department show “ that this soldier (said James Smith) 
‘was enrolled and mustered into service October 24, 1864, as a private in Com- 
Volunteers, to serve one year. He ap- 


last-named regiment, which remained in service until November 18, 1865, 
became constructively a deserter from June . — 5 Al on eee of 


rovisions of the act of 

Congress approved ch 2, The constructive e of desertion here- 

tofore stan seuen this soldier as his final record therefore been 

removed, and he been honorably discharged to date from June 29, 1865, 
that being the date when he left the service.” 

. — fully shows that said soldier, James Smith, was pty Mire 

na, 


ans., born February 
7, 1888, age 16 February 6, 1800; Jessie E., born February 28, 1884, age 16 Feb- 
ruary 27, 1900; Mamie E., born December 3, 1885, age 16 December 2, 1901. 

There is some evidence tendin e disease of which James 
ted in the service. The evidence also shows that 
said Catherine Smith is a deserving woman, but in destitute circumstances, 
and supports herself and the three children of said soldier, James Smith, by 
her dally toil, excepting such charity as she receives from the Grand Army 
post and other friends. 

Your committee is of the opinion, from the 3 statement of facts, 
that said Catherine Smith isentitled to a pension of $12 per month, and the 
further sum of $2 per month Lid orgs of the soldier's three children until they 

vely arrive at the of 16 years. 

e writer of this report has abundant testimony from personal acquaint- 
ances of high character who are familiar with the family history of this 
re sy A he has no doubt about the identity of her late husband as she 
states . 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by addin; 
the words “and the further sum of per month for each of the three chil- 
dren of said soldier until they respectively become 16 years of age.” 

And so amended, your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 8 


XXVITI—308 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A913 


RANSOM C. HAZELIP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5050) for the benefit of and granting a pension to Ransom C. 
Hazelip, late a private soldier of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and first lieutenant of Company B, 
Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5050) ting a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip, report as follows: 

Claimant alleges that in February, 1862, he enlisted in Company G, Eleventh 
Kentucky Infantry, resigning the position of county and circuit court clerk 
to do so; that he went with the regiment, doing regular service, as did the 
other members of the company, until the battle of hiloh, in which he took 
part; that in said fight he was injured by concussion of a 9 im- 
pairment of hieng most severe in the left ear. After the battle, while 
camping on the battle ground, he contracted chronic diarrhea, by which he 
was reduced almost toa skeleton. He had joined the pha ren after its mus- 
ter in, and so he had not been mustered in, and was permitted to go home. 

As soon as he recovered to a sufficient extent to do so, he again entered the 
service, this time as first lieutenant Company B, Thirty-fitth Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry, and while in this organization, in July, 1864, went out 
from Munfordville, Ky., on a scout, and from the hardship and exposure on 
that trip cont something like rheumatism and disease of kidne He 
now asks that he be pensioned by special act for impaired hearing and 
chronic diarrhea, contracted while serving with Company G, Eleventh 
Kentucky Infantry, and results thereof, and for rheumatism and disease of 
kidneys and of heart and stomach, results, contracted while first 
lieutenant 3 B. Thirty- fifth Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry. 
He asks this special act because he has no title under exis law for the 
disabilities incurred while serving with the Eleventh Kentucky Infantry. 
He is totally disabled for manual labor and in need of the pension. 

The sworn testimony of Watsen Farris. Alex. Hayes,and William L. Haze- 
lip, who are shown by the records of the War Department to have been in 
Company G, Eleven’ 5 Infantry, and present, corroborates the 
claimant's allegations as to disabilities incurred while serving with Compan 
G, Eleventh Kentucky ig orth and that of James C. Kinkade, Charles W. 
Decker, John W. Hayes, Samuel P. York, and Andrew J. Hack, corroborates 
his allegations as to incurrence of disabilities while first lieutenant Company 
B. Thirty-fifth ya Mounted Infantry, and their testimony, together 
with that of Drs. S. B. Johnson and A. J. Staton, and Mr. George W. Oller, 
shows the continuance of his disabilities since discharge and that he is now 
totally disabled for manual labor. 

From the evidence presented your committee believe his disabled condition 
to be due to his service in the war, and they recommend that the bill be 
amended as follows: 

Amend the title by 888 all of it except the words A bill granting 
a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip.“ 

Amend the bill by striking out, in line 6, the words late a private soldier 
of” and inser in lieu thereof the words “ who served with“; and by strik- 
ing out, in line 10, the word “fifty” and insertingin lieu thereof the word 
be y“; and that as amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Amend the title by Sunak out all of it except the words “A bill granting 
a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip.” 

Amend the bill by striking out, in line 6, the words “late a private soldier 
of“ and inserting in lieu thereof the words who served with“; and by strik- 
Key Brin in line 10, the word "fifty “ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
thirty“; and that as amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MAUD ARDELLE BLISS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 145) 
granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maud Ardelle Bliss, 
dependent and invalid daughter of John W. Bliss, late of Company B, Fourth 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month, payable to her legally constituted n. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 145) 

granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss, having carefully considered the 

opt the 55 Senate report (No. 56) as their own, and 
respectfully recommend its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 56, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 145) grant- 
vin an os of pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss, have e ed the same 
and re 5 

The Pane under this bill is the daughter of John W. Bliss, late a pri- 
vate in 8 B. Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry. Mr. 
Bliss served jong and faithfully in the Union aan his health suffering 
ee from ships and exposure. It is said by those who knew in- 
timately that he had pensionable disabilities when discharged from the sery- 
ice, but he was a proud and patriotic man and did not e application so 
long as he could earnaliving. A few months ago he applied for a pension, 
being at the time in ill health and destitute circumstances, but he died before 
the Bureau had time to consider his claim. 


. UO GaL fay gto Fgh hme Boys pa 8 
She er sixteenth year and w poun: The append 
tificates „ 7, — ion 


state Dr. Simpson giving it as his opinion 
that she is destined to a life of invalidism. There are many precedents for 
this legislation. Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, 


LEVI T. E. JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson, late a 
member of Company B, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, from ten to fifty 
dollars per month, subject to the conditions and limitations of the Pension 
Bureau. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


FFF referred the bill (H. R. 
2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson, submit the following re- 


Your committee have examined the evidence in this ease and find: 

t enlisted October 21, 1861, and was discharged September 24, 1862, 

ty affection ; cause, probably, Ay, peso on duty.“ 
aceount of cold which settled in lungs and 
wad allowed, for disease of right side and resulting disease of 

of harge and 1886. 
Aness from disease 
a pensi causes. In a declaration 
t his disease of oyo hna Deen coming on 
ical division declined to accept the disease of 
gelder is now totally blind. He is ina pitiable condition, and isa de 
r is now y k a ade- 
the Government. 

tee recommend that the bill be amended by out of the 
line the word fifty“ and i lieu thereof the word “t "z also 


line, the 

~“ and change word Bureau to law,“ in line 7, and that the as 

amended do pass. 
Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Chairman, this claimant was a brave 
soldier. He has now lost his sight. I do not know that it can be 
shown definitely that the loss has resulted from his service in the 
, but at any rate he is now totally blind, and it seems to me 
that he ought to be entitled to $50 a month. I therefore move to 

strike out“ thirty? and insert “fifty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
that the original bill provides for a on at $50 a month, and 
one of the amen ed by the committee is to 


strike out “fifty” and insert Ik the gentleman desires, 
he can demand a separate vote on that amendment. 

Mr. BURRELL. Then I will ask this committee to vote down 
that amendment. 


labor. 

Mr. BURRELL. We have been voting $50 a month to others, 
we have given $50 a month to the widows of soldiers, and when a 
man comes who has himself rendered valuable service to his coun- 
try and when he is totally blind, I think that that is not too large 
an amount of pension for him. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that if this claimant is totally blind and must 
have an attendant $50 is little enough. 

Mr. PICKLER. The report does not show that he is totally 
blind, does it? 

Mr. BURRELL. Heisso. I know him. r 
Bene HOPKINS, I hope that my colleague’s motion will pre- 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of grant- 
ing this man $50 a month. Here is a worthy case, a case where 
an old soldier is totally blind. We have gone on and voted $100 a 
month to the widows of soldiers who were no more t or 
brave than this man was, but here we have the soldier himself, a 
man who fought bravely for his country in the war, and it is 
cases of this kind that ought to ee Goma attention of this House. 
I hope the motion of the gentleman Illinois will prevail. 

On a a on the motion of Mr. BURRELL, there were—ayes 
8, noes 56. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, Iam constrained to call for a 
quorum on this pure charity. 

The © The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
the point that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. PICKLER. He is a member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions and he makes the point of no quorum on one of its bills! 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir; on charities of this kind all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN (after a count). 


ent. 
Mr. PICKLER. There is only one thing to do, Mr. Chairman; 
that is to have the roll called. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will call the roll, 


There are 81 members pres- 


The rolt was called, when the following named members failed 
to respond: 


Abbott, Downing, Lewis, 
Adams, Draper, Linney, Shannon, 
Aitken, Rady, Linton, Shaw, 
Aldrich, Ala, Elett, Va. Little, Simpkins, 
a 5 8. C. Livin — 
Id. Paris, Lorimer, Smith, Mich. 
Arnold, R. I. Fischer, Loudenslager, Snover, 
Atwood, Fitzgerald, Low. So 
Avery, Fletcher, Maddox, Sou 
morn —— Soa 
y. Foss, n Ae Spalding, 
T. Fowler, McCall, Tenn Sparkman, 
Baker, Md Gamble, McClure. Spencer, 
BER Sore me Stallin 
wyn, cl , Ky tal 
Barham, Graff, McCulloch, Steele.” 
Barrett, Griswold, McEwan, Erat amarag E 
holdt, Grosvenor, Lachlan, Stewart, 
Bartlett, N. V. Grout, McLaurin, Stone, C. W. 
Beach, Hall, Milli Stone, W. A. 
Bell, Colo. Halterman, McRae. Strait, 
Bell, Tex. Hanly, Strode, Nebr. 
Bennett, Hardy, Mercer, Strong, 
Berry, Harmer, Strowd, N. O. 
Bingham. Harris, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Black, Ga, Miles, Swanson, 
Bontelle, Ha Talbert, 
Bowers, Hate! Miner, N. Y. Terry, 
Brewster, Heiner, Pa, Money, Thomas, 
Broderick, Hemenway, Morse, Thorp, 
Bromw. 5 oses, Towne, 
Brosius, Henry, Conn. Mozley, Tracewell, 
Buck, Henry. Ind. Murphy. Tracey, 
— — — qa Treloar, 
Burton, e ewlands, Tucker, 
Burton, Ohio HM, Noonan, 
Catchings, Hitt, Northway, Turner, Va. 
Clardy, Howard, Odell, Pe 
Clark, Iowa Howe, Ogden, —.— 
Clark, Mo. Hubbard, Ovey, 
Clarke, Ala. Huff, Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Cobb, H Owens, alker, Va. 
Cockre Hall, Patterson, ‘alsh, 
Codding, Hutcheson, Wanger, 
Coffin, Johnson, Cal Pendleton, ‘arner, 
Cook, Wis. Johnson, Ind. ps, Washin 
Cooke, III. Johnson, N. Dak. Pitney, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Fla. Jones, Powers, Watson, Ohio 
O Tex. Joy, We 
Cor! Kem, x White,- 
Cowen, Ken > v. Wilber, 
cree Fieber pean Wilton Taisho 
We Y, e 
Culberson, Knox, Ric Wilson, N. X. 
Cummings, Kulp, Robertso: n, O 
ford, Kyle, son, Wilson. S. O. 
Dayton, x Woodard, 
Lawson, R Conn. W. 
Denny, Lefever, Russell, Ga. Woomer, 
De Witt, Leighty, Sauerhering, 7. nie 
Dinsmore, “ Torn. Yoakum. 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, Lester, Settle, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise and report the 
absentees to the House, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker kaving re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had found itself without a quorum, whereupon he 
had directed the roll to be called, and now reported the of 
absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of the ab- 
sentees. 

The names of the absentees having been read, 

The SPEAKER. These names will be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). The ayes seem to 


have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and nays on the adjourn- 
ment. 

Several MEMBERS. There is no quorum here. 

Mr. PICKLER. We will see whether you will crowd it down 
this way. We want the yeas and nays on this question. We do 
not want any such infernal snap judgment as this. [Cries of 


“Order!” 
rhe SPEAKER, The gentleman from South Dakota is not in 

order. 

Mr. PICKLER. We had 100 members here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were ayes 87—more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. PICKLER (after the roll call had begun). We had 100 


members here. 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist that we should have order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam stating the truth, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should take his seat. The 
Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 
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The Clerk resumed the call of the roll; but Mr. PICKŁER con- 


tin to 
The SPER KER said: The House will please be in order; and 


the gentleman from South Dakota will take his seat. 
Mr. PICKLER. That I will do with great pleasure. 
The 2 gg Was taken; and there were—yeas 38, nays 58, not 


voting 259; as follows: 
YEAS—38. 
Allen, pone de 
Bartlett, Gillett, Mass. Lou Shuford, 
ows RE rte 
ner, Ne Sleary, Minn. 
Cousins, erson, ` 
N.Y. born, Moody, Tawney, 
Dalzell, T, Parker, Underwood. 
Dingley, Howell, Payne, 
Erdman, i Perkins, 
NAYS—Ss. 
Allen, Utah Hurley. 
Andrews, Daniels, Hyde, Royse, 
Barney, Dovener, Kerr, Sperry. 
Belk Eady, Kirkpatrick, Stewart, N. J. 
op. yton, trong, 
Bine. Fairchild, Linton. Sulloway. 
ton, Tayler, 
Gardner, Van Horn, 
Burton, Mo, Gibson, Marsh, Van Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Hadley, Minor, Wanger. 
Chick Hager, pies. Wheeler, 
Colson, Pickler, 
Connolly, Hepburn, Poole, Wood. 
Crowther, Hauling, 
Curtis, lowa Hunter. Pugh. 
NOT VOTING—259. 
Abbott, Dinsmore, Leisenring Ga. 
Acheson, Dockery, Leonard. Sauerhering. 
Adams, Dolliver, Lester, Sayers, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Lewis, ton, 
Downing, Linney, Settle, 
. — Bliett, Vi Livingst $ : 
a. v on, 
‘Apsley, Elliott, S. Shaw. 
Arnold. Faris, Lorimer, Sim 
Arnold. R. I. Fischer, Londenslager, Skinner, 
Al Fitage W, Smith, II. 
Avery, Fletcher, Maddox, Smith, Mich. 
Ba Foote, 4 Snover, 
Bailey, Foss, M Y Sorg, 
Bakor, Fowler, McCall, Tenn. Sout 
Baker, Gamble, Meel Bouth 
X gue ee Ma Ky. Spencer, 
wyn, 2 „Ky. 2 
Barrett, Griswold, Mee Stall 
t Ewan. 
Bartholdt, A Lac Steele, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Grout, McLaurin, Stephenson, 
Beach, Grow, 0 Stewart. Wis. 
Bell, Colo, Hall. McRae, Stone, C. W. 
Bell, Tex. Halterman, i Stone, W. A. 
Bennett, ly, ercer, Strait, 
Berry. 5 Meredith, 8 Nebr. 
Bida; Harmer, Meyer, Strowd, N.C, 
— pe a K. S a 
Bowers, a Sel Miller, W. Va. Talbert, 
er, Hatch, en, ‘Terry, 
Broderick, Heiner, Pa. es; 
wo Hemenway, Miner, N. Y. Thorp, 
Brosius, endrick, Mondel, Towne, 
Buck, Henry, Conn. mey, Trace 
Bull, Henry, nd. orse, Tracey, 
Burton, Ohio Hermann, oses, Treloar, 
Cannon, Hicks, Moazley, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hin, Nap . Turner, Ga. 
Clardy. Hit . Ne Turner, Va. 
Clark, Iowa Hopi Newlands, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Howard, N U 5 
Cobh, Howe, Northway, adsworth, 
Cockrell, Hubbard, Odell, Walker, Mass. 
Codding, Huff, Ogden, Walker, Va. 
Coffin, Hulick, Otey, Walsh, 
— HE Hote t y 2 
u 
Cooper, Fla. Johnson, Cal Patterson, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. Ji $; Watson, Ohio 
, Wis. Jonson, N. Dak. Pendleton, el 
Cor: Jones, Phillips, N 
Cowen, Joy, Pitney, Wilber, 
Cox, ne Powers, — s 
Crisp, en r ilson, 
Crowley, er, Wilson, N. X. 
Cruinp, Kleberg, y Wilson, Ohio 
Culberson, Ray. 
Cammings, Kulp, Reyburn, W. 
‘ord, Kyle, Ric W. 
Deyton ad, 3 Robertson, Weihe 
Armo: Wson, i 
x Lefever, Rusk. 
De Witt, Leighty, Russell, Conn. 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Horxins with Mr. DOCKERY, 


Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. HUTCHESON, 
. Mozlx with Mr. Moses. 
. SMITH of Michigan with Mr. Berry. 
. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
. Hur¥ with Mr. MINER of New York. 
Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 
. WILSON of Ohio with Mr. DE ARMOND. 
. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 
. RANEY with Mr. COWEN. 
. GROSVENOR with Mr. MCMILLIN. 
. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. LAWSON., 
. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 
. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 
. Hroxs with Mr. Swanson. 
For this day: 
r. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. WALSH. 
. BARTLETT of New York with Mr. PATTERSON. 

. Faris with Mr. HENDRICK. ; 
. LORIMER with Mr. RUSK. 
. BROMWELL with Mr. BELL of Texas, 
. BEACH with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
. GoopwYn with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
. HERMANN with Mr. LATIMER. 
. WHITE with Mr. KENDALL. 
. TRELOAR with Mr. MEYER. 
- RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 
. WILBER with Mr. STALLINGS. 
. LEFEVER with Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. 
. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. PRICE. 
. TRACEY with Mr. Sora. 
. LEISENRING with Mr. LITTLE, 
. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. OWENS. 
. LORIMER with Mr. OGDEN. 
. ODELL with Mr. MCOLELLAN. 
. BARTHOLDT with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Haren with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 
. CODPING with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
Kl with Mr. Shaw. 

On this question: 

Mr. BRODERICK with Mr. McLaurin, 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. TRACEWELL. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa with Mr. TWLER. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name 
should have been called, and failed to hear it? 

Mr. HULICK. I came in while the call was proceeding, but I 
think after my name was passed on the list. 

The SP . Under the rule the Chair can not entertain 
est of the gentleman. 

permitted to vote, I should have voted in the 

negative. 


. HOPKINS. I wish to withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. LACEY. Under Rule XV, clause 4, must not the call be 
ordered without further action? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is not one of the cases 
coyered by the rule, as a quorum is not needed to adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. Is a motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is, parng a call of the House. 

Mr. 3 What mes of my motion for à call of the 


The SPEAKER. The motion is pending. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WI LIs, there 


were on a division—ayes 51, noes 38. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ord 
The gaaman was taken; and there were—yeas 52, nays 48, not 
voting 255; as follows: 
YEAS—i2. 
Allen, Miss. Dingley, 2 Howell, Parker, 
Baker, Md. J i Pa: 
= 2 Erdman, 8 — 
OD. Gillett, Mass. Lou 
Black. N. Y. Griffin, Low, Reeves, 
Brumm, Grow, Mahon, herman, 
Chickering, Hadley, McCall, Shuford, 
yY, Hainer, Nebr. McCleary, Minn. Stokes, 
Clarke, Ala. Heatwole, elan, 
i Henderson, Tate, 
C N. T. born. Mondel, Underwood, 
8 Moody, Wheeler, 
Daniels, Hopkins, N 3 iilis. 
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NAYS—48 
Acheson Connolly. Otjen, 
‘Allen, Utah Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Pickler, 
Anderson, Crowther, Hulick, Prin 
Andrews, P, 1 ling, poeh 
Belkna; Kans. u a 3 
Blue, Dorak Horu powari; N.J. 
rT y err, ng, 
Burton, Mo. Kirkpatrick, Sulloway, 
Burton, Ohio Layton, Tayler, 
Calderh Fenton, Linton, Van Horn, 
Clark, Mo. Gardner, Long, 9 
ý Hager, Wood. 
NOT VOTING—255 
Abbott, Downing, Linney, 
Adams, per, Little, Shannon, 
Aitken, Ellett, Va. Livingston, Shaw, . 
A 1 Elliott, S. C. Lockhart, Simp! 
Aldrich, III. Evans, Lorimer. Skinner. 
Apsley, Faris, Loudenslager, Smith, III 
Arnold, Pa. Fischer, Maddox, Smith, Mich. 
Arnold, R. I. Fitzgerald, M. ý Snover, 
ae z 3 McCall Tenn. Southar 
very, 00 
Babox F cClure, Soth wiak, 
Bailey, Fowler, eCo; Spalding, 
Baker, Kans. am McCreary, Ky. Spar. 
poke. N. ies N. ¥. yi occ 5 
khead, wan, ` 
Barham, 8 McLachlan, Stahle, 
Barney, Griswold, McLaurin, 8 
Barrett, Grosvenor, McMillin, Steele, 
8 Grout, Rae Stephe: 
Bartlett, N.Y. Fall. Meiklejohn, Stewart, Wis. 
Beach, Halterman, ercer, Stone, C. W. 
Bell, Colo, Hanly, Meredith, Stone, W. A. 
Bell, Tex. Hardy, Meyer, Strait, 
Bennett, Harmer, les, Strode, Nebr. 
Berry, arris, Miller, Kans. Strowd, N c 
Bingham, Harrison, iller, W. Va. Sulzer, 
Black Ga. Hart, Milliken, Swanson, 
Boutelle, Hatch, ilnes, Talbert, 
wers. Heiner, Pu. Miner, N. Y, Tawney, 
waster, Hemenway, Minor, Wis. Terry, 
Broderick, ‘endrick, Money, Thomas, 
wi Henry, Conn. Morse, Thorp, 
Henry, Ind. ‘OSes, Towne, 
Brown, e Mozley, Tracew 
Buck, Hicks, 1 A Tracey, 
Bull,. Hill, Neill, Treloar, 

01 Hitt, Newlands, Tucker, 
Catchings, Howard, Northway, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, lowa Howe, Odell, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Hubbard, en, rane 

„ Huff, Y» 2 
Cod 7 Hull, Overstreet, Van Voorhis, 
Coffin. Hutcheso! Owens, Wadsworth, 
Cook, Wis. Hyde, Patterson, Walker, Mass, 
Cooke, III. Johnson, Cal. n, Walker, Va. 
Cooper, Fla. Johnson, Ind Pendleton, alsh, 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, N. Dak. hillips, Warner, 
Cor Jones, Pitney, ashi 
Cowen, Joy, Powers, Watson, Ind 
Cox, Kem. ice, Watson, Ohio 
88 Ken uigg, Wellington, 
Crowley, Kiefer, ey, White, 
Culbe: E EA burn. ‘ Wilber, 

OX, y S, 

Curtis, Iowa Kulp, ea rane Wilson, Idaho 
Danford, Kyle, Robertson N.Y. 
Dayton, er, Robinson, Pa. Wilson, Ohio 
De Armond, Lawson, Rusk, Wilson, S. C. 
Denny, Lefever, Russell, Conn. W. 
De Witt, Leighty, Russell, Ga. Woodman, 
Dinsmore, Leisenring, Sauerhering, Woomer, 
Dockery, Leonard, yers, Wright, 
Dolliver, Lester, nton, Y 
Doolittle, Lewis, Settle, 


So the motion was to. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were sevi — d reported from 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and ref to the several 
Calendars therein named, as follows: - 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6883) 
to incorporate the Convention of American Instructors of the 
Deaf, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 1642); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 2 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 8497) to incorporate the National Plant, Flower, 
and Fruit Guild, reported the same, accompanied by a tepore (No. 
pea which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 


endar. 
Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8536) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, reported the same, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1644); which said bill and report were referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bills Nos. 31, 1246, 4778, 4962, and 7720, re- 


ported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8733) giving to any State hav- 
ing a claim for incurred in defense of the United States 
the right to have the same adjudicated by the Court of Claims, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1648); which said bill and 3 


were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
of the Union. 
Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8590) ting to 
the Denver, Cripple Creek and Southwestern Railroad Com y 
a right of way for a railroad through the South Platte and Plum 
Creek forest reserves, in the State of Colorado, reported the same, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1651); which said bill and report 
bye 9 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
13 10990 6489) to grant pension to Samuel L. Busick. (Report 

0. i 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell. (Re- 
port No. 1640.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Harriet F. Herrick. (Re- 


port No. 1641. 
By Mr. DY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 3862) for the relief of John Green. (Report No. 1645.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (S. 2148) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va. (Report No. 1646. 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the ittee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7653) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel. 
(Report No. 1637.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
= 18880 1811) for the relief of Catherine L. Chaney. (Report 

0. 5 

By Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 1484) for the correction of muster of Adolph 
Von Haake, late major, Sixty-eighth Regiment Veteran Volunteer 
Infantry. Ge rt No. 1649.) 

The bill (H. R. 6955) for the relief of Sergt. James W. Kingon. 
(Report No. 1650.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MAHON, from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, eve pe adversely (Report No. 1647) the bill 
H. R. 6805) for the relief of the 1 representatives of Rinaldo 
ohnson and Ann E. Johnson, deceased, which said bill and re- 
port were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 8724) to raise the wages of elec- 
trotypers, molders, and finishers in the Government Printing Of- 
fice—to the Committee on Prato 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8725) donating 2 con- 
demned cannon and 10 condemned cannon balls to Shelly Norman 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muscatine, Iowa, and 2- 
condemned cannon and 10 cannon balls to General N. B. Baker 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Clinton, Iowa-to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8726) to Fave for the pay- 
ment of certain claims against the District of Columbia by draw- 
back certificates—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8727) donating one condemned 
cannon and two pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Bryson 
Post, No. 225, Grand Army of the Republic, of Watsontown, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8728) relating to pay 
and bounty to soldiers, sailors, and marines of the United States 
in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8729) to prohibit cemeteries 
in the District of Columbia which will interfere with street exten- 
sions of the city of Washington—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8730) to appropriate funds for 
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investigations and tests of American timber to the Committee 
on Agriculture. Ti 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8731) to prohibit the 
employment of graon labor on Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Labor. — 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 8732) providing for the con- 
struction of cable and telegraph lines from the United States to 
Siberia, Japan, and the Hawaiian Islands, and guaranteeing inter- 
est on bonds to be secured by said lines—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foréign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8734) to amend 
sections 4965 and 4970, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised Statutes 
5 the United States relating to copyrights to the Committee on 

atents. ; 

By Mr. HULL: A resolution (House Res. No. 308) ha apart 
Friday, May 8, 1896, for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 309) assign- 
ing Tuesday, May 12, for consideration of H. R. 7907—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A resolution (House Res. No. 310) to 
place George W. Perkins on the annual roll as assistant foreman 
of the folding room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 818) for the consideration of immigration bills—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to 
O. B. Goodwin to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also a bill (H. R. 8736) to remove the charge of desertion from 
ve record of Jacob Rothenbucher—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8737) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Baker, of Montrose, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H.R.8738) for the relief 
of Ma 9 8 ea ERa the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8739) for the relief of 
Mrs. Anna Franks, of Marshall, Tex. to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) for the relief of A. S. Cannon, ce 
at Moscow, Polk County, Tex. —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (m. R.8741) for the relief of Col. C. M. 
Lum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8742) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Norris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8743) for the relief of Henry 
Schindehette—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8744) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the 
rank of commander—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8745) to increase the pension 
of John N. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 8746) for the relief of Frank 
Murphy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R.8747) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Kate B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8748) providing for annulling the 
sentence of a court-martial in the case of Dorrance Atwater, First 
Sq m Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and granting to him an 
honorable dischar to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8749) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Thomas F. Graham—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8750) to remove the charge of desertion 
against aan . Putty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8751) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Josiah Wilcox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8752) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of D. W. Light—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8753) granting a pension to Henry Gilham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8754) ting a pension to Martin M. Flint— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8755) for the relief of Issachar J. Davis—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8756) granting a pension to C. A. Howke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill 78 R. 8757) to grant pension to Eliza 
Koons, mother of Charles M. Koons, late of Company E, Twenty- 
eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8758) for the relief 
of dolph Wesson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8759) for the 


relief of Wilson S. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
By Mr. OTE: A bill (H. R. 8760) for the relief of Nancy Susan 


Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8761) for the relief of Kate Wade—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8762) to remove chargeof de- 
sertion from John O’Beirne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R.8763) for the 
relief of the estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8764) for the relief of Edgar 
Abeel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 8765) to pension Jacob Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8766) for the relief of Berjamin 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8767) for the relief of Benjamin Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 
By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8708) for the relief of Jason L. 
Webb, of Whitesburg, Letcher County, Ky.—to the Committee 

on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R.8769) increasing the pension of R. A. Brown- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8770) to pension Jasper N. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) to pension Walter R. W. Atkins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8772) to pension Hix Patterson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8773) to pension Sanford A. Pinyan—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8774) to pension Dorcus Elliott, widow of 
Jesse Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following Poona and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Rev. J. D. Moffat, D. D., presi- 
dent of Washington and Jefferson College, and other members of 
the faculty of that institution, in favor of the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Florida Society of the Sons of the Rev- 
olution, favoring the publication of certain records and papers of 
the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of the heirs of Alvin . Baker, 
deceased, late of Walker County, Ala., praying reference of his 
7 5 claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Remonstrance of 5 a Shinn and 42 
others, of Oneida, Kans., against accepting the quette statue— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Joseph P. Cotton and others, of New- 

rt, R. I., in favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Bommittes on 2 5 1 1 Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: onstrance and petition of certain 
citizens of Kansas relating to the statue of Pére Marquette—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Miss Sophia Krall, of Hamden 
Junction, Ohio, asking that her name be placed on the pension 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of R. W. Snook and others, in 
relation to the treaty with Crow Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE:; Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Kate B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of C. E. Howard and many citi- 
zens of Contra Costa County, members of Danville Grange, State 
of California, recommending the passage of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of Lower Lake, Lake 
County, Cal., against the statue of Pére Marquette remaining in 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of C. A. Place and 12 other 
citizens of Winfield, Cowley County, Kans., praying for the adop- 
tion of the metric system—to the Committee on Coi , Weights, 
and Measures. 

a Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Florida Society of Sons 
of the Revolution, relating to the publication of Revolutionary 

Printing. 


records—to the Committee on 
By Mr. LINTON: Statement to accompany House bill No. 6653, 
granting an honorable discharge to one John Reynolds—to the 
ommittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Auburn, Cal.; 
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also of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; also of Edwin Noll and numer- 
ous other citizens of Pennsylvania, in relation to the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of tius J. Langley, of Maryland, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Mr. McRAE: Petition of A. M. Frierson and 111 other col- 

citizens of Columbia, Clark, Lafayette, Ouachita, and Union 
counties, Ark., asking for an appropriation to aid in paying their 
transportation to Africa—to the Committee on ed ae pee) 

By Mr. OTEY: 5 e to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Kate Wade to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Nancy 
Susan Thompson —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Paper to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of John O’Beirne—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of the estate of Mary Smith, deceased, 
late of Orange County, N. C., praying reference of her war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. C. Staples, of Rockingham County, N. C. 
(formerly of Patrick County, Va.), praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court.of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition ofcitizens of Durham, N. C., in favor of adopti 
oe metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, an 


ensures. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Bellevue, 
Pa., protesting against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to 
the ‘Committee on the Library. i 

Also, resolution of Iron City Lodge, No. 36, American Protes- 
tant Association, protesting against appropriations for Indian con- 
tract schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of Dr. W. W. McIlvaine and Hon. 
A. K. Rarey, of Kenton, Ohio; also petition of Charles Collier, W. 
W. Stevenson, and Godfrey Sutermeister, asking for a pension for 
Jacob Sherman, late a private in Company 9, Fourth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: Petition of Benjamin Davis in support of House 
bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si 


ons. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Remonstrance of the Commercial Club of St. 
Paul, Minn., against the obstruction of navigation by the build- 
ing of a bridge across the Detroit River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petition of C. A. Keith 
and others, of Webster, Mass., protesting against the a of 
House bill No: 4566, relating to second-class mail r—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 7, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of vesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of District Assem- | 
ply No. 9, Order of Knights of Labor, of Chicago, Ill., praying | 
for the passage of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the ap- 

intment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and 
P conaidnt and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- | 
sented by labor, iculture, and capital; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a memorial of the Association of 
American Physicians, and also resolutions 8 at a meeting 
of the Medical Society of the County of New York, on the sub- 
ject of vivisection in the District of Columbia. I move that the 
memorial and resolutions be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was a to. : ; 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Tem ce Union of Vandalia, Fayette 8 * 
by the officers, Belle P. Whitney, dent, and Cora B. Phil- 
lips, secretary, praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of consent from 16 to 18 in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Tumbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Association 
of the Central West Ilinois Congregational churches of Peoria, 
III., expressing their indignation at the atrocious persecution of 
their fellow-Christians in Armenia, and (om Baoan of their suffer- 

- ing brethren of the American Board; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Trades League of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the . River; which was referred to the 

ittee on Commerce. 


Mr. VEST presented a petition of American Waiters’ Union, No, 
20, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the Government own ip and 
control of telegraph lines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ELKINS presented the memorial of R. T. Wetzel and 37 
other citizens of Jackson County, W. Va.; the memorial of W. H. 
Ramsey and 70 other citizens of Hundley, W. Va., and the memo- 
rial of E. T. W. Hall and 57 other citizens of burg, W. Va., 
8 against placing the statue of Père nette in 
Statuary Hall, and praying that it be immediately removed; which 
wor A o — 12 —.— f the Trades League of Phila- 

X presented a petition of the es e i 
delphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation of $500,000 be made 
for improving the Delaware River; which was .referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


SPECIAL LIQUOR-TAX RECEIPTS. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I present the petition of W. O. 
Smith and 176 other citizens of Randolph County, Ind., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill 239, which pr to prohibit the 
issuance of ial liquor-tax receipts to persons other than those 
who are authorized by State laws to engage in the business of 
selling intoxicating liquors. The petitioners, in addition to settin 
forth their special request, add that they believe the enactment o 
such a law would aid in preserving peace and order in every com- 
munity, and would tly improve the public morals. 

In connection with the petition, which I wish to have referred 
to the Committee on Finance, I want tocall the attention of such 
members of the Committee on Finance as may be present to some 
very pertinent information on this subject. 

I wrote to the probate judge in each of five different counties in 
Kansas, asking them to furnish me with a statement showing the 
number of eden to sell intoxicating liquors that had been issued 
in each of those counties and were in force at the date of my let - 
ter. By our law the probate judge of each county, and he alone, 
is authorized to issue permits to engage in the business of selling 
intoxicating liquors. We try to limit it as far as we can to drug- 
gists. Then I asked the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to 
furnish me with a statement of the number of special liquor- tax 
receipts that had been issued to persons who were en in the 
business of selling liquor in those same counties and at the same 
— I have hefe his statement and the statements of the probate 
judges, 

I observe that the chairman of the Committee on Finance is now 


present. 

I find from the statement of the Internal Revenue Commissioner 
that in Leavenworth County, Kans., there were 248 special liquor- 
tax receipts in force on the ist of March of this year. Then by 
turning to the letter from the probate judge of that county, who 
is authorized to issue State permits to persons to en in the 
sale of intoxicating liquors under the State law, I find that there 
are only 2 State permits in force in that county, and as there were 
248 United States special liquor-tax receipts issued, it is shown 
that 246 persons are selling liquor in that county in violation of 
the State law. 

Then, in Shawnee County, in which the capital of the State is 
located, the Internal Revenue Commissioner informs me that 73 
special liquor-tax receipts have been issued by the United States 
authorities, and there are only 25 State permits in force issued by 
the probate judge under the State law. So we have the difference 
between 73 and 25 as the number of persons who are engaged in 
the sale of uot in that county in violation of the State law. 

In Sedgwick County there were 120special United States liquor- 
tax receipts issued and 12 State permits issued. The difference 
between 120 and 12 shows the number of persons engaged in that 
county in the sale of liquors in violation of the State law. 

In Reno County the number of United States tax receipts was 25 
and of State permits 3, showing 22 persons in that county engaged 
in selling liquors in violation of the State law. 

In Dickinson County there are 37 e liquor-tax receipts is- 
sued and only 9 State permits, the difference between 87 and 9 
showing the number of persons en in the liquor traffic in 
that county in violation of the State law. I submit the figures in 


intoxicating liquors in five 
1596. 


tabulated form: 


Special liquor-tax receipts and State permits to sell 
pir derin — hg March 


1896. 
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Mr. MORRILL, Of course the Senator from Kansas has read 
the law of the United States on this subject. It does not shield 
any violation of the State laws where there are State laws upon 
the subject. Therefore, all the statements which are made by the 
Senator from Kansas merely show that the people of that State 
will not enforce their own laws. 4 z 

Mr. PEFFER., The point I make is that if any person intending 
to violate the State law asks for a special liquor-tax receipt an 
pays for itand gets it, that proceeding will protect this man so far 
as the Government of the United States is concerned, and he cares 
less for the State law than he does for the United States law. 

I wish to call the attention of the Committee on Finance spe- 
cially to the point that our people make in this matter. Our posi- 
tion is that we can better enforce the laws of the State if there is 
not this apparent and real protection afforded to the illicit sale of 
be ly by the issuance of Government tax receipts. 

r. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from how there 
can be that real protection from the mere fact that the Govern- 
meni collects a tax? 

Mr. PEFFER, The real protection is this way, Mr. President. 
I go to the internal-revenue collector and ask for a special liquor- 
tax receipt. He asks me no questions. I pay $25 for my receipt 
and go away and set up a little gin shop in some alley or in some 
De place, and so far as the United States marshal 
is concerned Iam absolutely . that is to say, he does 
not interfere with me. The State law is violated, but by some 
hook or crook, by personal uaintance or financial or commer- 
cial acquaintance with the police officer or other local personage 
who is charged with looking after those things, lam permitted to 
go unscathed. Now, if we can limit the traffic to the State law 
alone, I think, just as the petitioners say, that it willaid very much 
in 5 the laws of the State and in maintaining peace and 


good order. 

Mr. QUAY. Is there anything in the laws of Kansas to pre- 
vent the prosecution and conviction of a man who has paid the 
United States tax for the sale of liquor? 

Mr. PEFFER. No; there is no protection of that kind, but he 
knows he is relieved from prosecution by the United States au- 
thorities for selling. He has that advantage in his favor, to say 
the least; and it is a good deal. j 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Kansas must know that 
the fact that a man has paid a tax and e oan be produced 
is prima facie evidence in Kansas and other States of the viola- 
tion of the State laws, and therefore it furnishes additional testi- 
mony in the States to the people who want to enforce the law. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is very true; but I will state the difference, 
if the Senate will bear with me just a moment while this subject 
is up; itis very im t. I had several letters from friends in 
New Hampshire who brought to my attention the same point that 
the Senator from Iowa presents. But we are altogether differ- 
e Shae cay inthe Western country from what they are in New 
England, where the villages are almost adjoining one another. 
We have some counties in Kansas as large as the entire State 
which the honorable Senator from Vermont so ably represents in 

i . We have large areas to travel over in order to 
reach the office of internal-revenue collector. From the south- 
western portion of the State of Kansas, to reach Leavenworth, 
where the internal-revenue commissioner has his office, we would 
have to travel 450 miles in a direct line. So the collecting of infor- 
mation from the office of the internal-revenue collector is not a mat- 
ter of ease and comfort. But the county seat is not many miles 
away, and under our laws the probate judge, whose office is at the 
county seat, and he alone, is authorized to issue permits to sell 
liquor. Wecangotothat office without much trouble. Headver- 
tises in the cauna penera before the permit is issued, setting forth 
the application of Richard Roe or John Doe for authority to sell 
liquors, and to any person op toititis notice, and itis a public 
record easy of access. But it is not so in the case of the revenue 
collector. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to ask a question. I think 
Tam correct in stating that some persons in my State have pro- 
tested against what the Senator desires to accomplish on the very 
ground the Senator from Iowa has raised—that the tax receipt is 
additional ro in the prosecution of these cases. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to add that in my State the 
moment it is ascertained a man has taken out a license he is pros- 
ecuted by the State officers, 

Mr. PEFFER. Ionly want to say a single word by way of ad- 
dition. The nearness of the citizens of the New England States 
to the internal revenue office is a great point in favor of their 
argument, while the great distance of the office from most of our 
people in the West is an ent against it. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON. In connection with the subject to which the Sen- 
ator from Kansas refers, I mt the petition of W. H. Ketchum 
and sundry other citizens of Wichita County, Tex., and the peti- 
tion of A. Tulloh and sundry other citizens of Parker County, 


Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting United 

States revenue licenses from being issued in local-option districts. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration House 
bill 2698, a bridge bill about which I desire a conference with the 
House of Representatives. It is important to have an early con- 

erence, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. 
Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point between 
the north line of St. Clair County, III., and the southwest line of 
said county, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not desire to interrupt the reading of the 
bill before it was concluded, so that the time of the Senate might 
not be again taken up in its reading; but as I was not aware 
the bill had been brought in from 
have the Senator from Missouri let it lie upon the table until I can 
have time to look at it before it is passed upon by the Senate. I 
have no desire to delay the measure, but it is a very important 
bill, about which there seems to have been a good deal of contro- 
versy for some time past, and I should be glad to have an oppor- 
tunity to look at the provisions of the bill before it is finally con- 
sidered by the Senate. It has now been read, and if the Senator 
will allow it to lie on the table for the present I will see him fur- 
ther on the subject, and he can call it up Detention. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, I can not decline such a request. My 
ae is to get the bill into conference. 

. CULLO Iam aware of it. 

_ Mr. VEST. We have passed the bill through the Senate twice; 
it has passed through the House twice; and the two bodies have 
been unable to agree pet a measure. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I caught the reading of the bill, I infer that 
this is not exactly the bill that was passed by the Senate before. 

Mr. VEST. It is not the bill the Senate passed at the present 
session. It is the same bill that the House in the last Con- 
gress and sent to us. We passed a bill at t session and 
sent it to the House, and they have sent back to us the bill which 
they passed in the last Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. So I understand. 

Mr. VEST. It never can be adjusted except by a conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt that is true, but at the same 
time I should like to satisfy myself that the bill is as we want it 
before it gets into conference at all. 

. VEST. I wish to say to the Senator from Illinois that the 
Committee on Commerce pecial hearing upon this bill. 
They notified all the parties interested to come before us, which 
they did, and we heard them patiently and carefully and cross- 
examined them; and the bill which we have repor is the best 
we can. ibly do under the circumstances. 

Mr.CULLOM. I ingnire of the Senator from Missouri if it was 
developed after the hearing or pending it that the bill satisfies both 
elements that came before the committee for a hearing? 

Mr. VEST. No; it is impossible to make a bill that does. The 
river interests want one thing and the railroad interests want an- 
other; and then the interest in which I am more interested than 
any other, the eof East St. Louis and the city of St. Louis, 
the large body of the producers, want a bill entirely different from 
the measure either of the other interests wants. We had the diffi- 
cult task before us of making a bill which we thought would be 
just to all es. 

Mr. CULLOM. The interest that I represent is the people of 
Illinois, and I have no special interest except to deal fairly with 
1 or any per gob poem A 

5 ST. This is the ver. we can ib and 
if there is no objection to it I should like e 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow it to lie on the table 
for a time I should be glad. 

Mr. VEST. Ishall call it up as soon as possible, for I want to 
get it into conference, 


as 


A. P. BROWN. 

Mr. GEAR. Iask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 1602) for the 
relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster at Le Mars, Iowa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $888.98 
for the purpose of reimbursing A. P. Brown, late postmaster at 
Le Mars, Iowa, for loss sustained by reason of burglary of 
age stamps and money from that post-office on January 9, 1 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr.QUAY. I desire to call up for the bill (S. 759) grant- 
Hgs . —— to Carrie A. 8 l ‘ } 

. SEWELL, Will the Senator allow me to submit a report? 


at ` 
e committee, I should like to 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed until morn- 
ing business is completed. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from 555 upon the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rise to make an inquiry rather than for any 
other purpose. I understand that yesterday evening an agreement 
‘was made by unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration 
of the bond resolution immediately after the morning business to- 
day. There seems to be a disposition to call up bills, and there- 
fore I ask leave to call up the conference report on the legislative, 
etc., appropriation bill, if it is in order to do so. 

Mr. S MAN. A conference report is always in order. 

Mr. BATE. Isuggest that the conference report has just been 
laid on our tables, and we have hardly had time to investigate it. 
I suggest to the Senator that he had better defer it. It went over 
in order to be printed, and the object of the delay would be de- 
feated if Senators are not given an opportunity to look at it before 
the report is called up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to waiting, if that is the 
desire of the Senate, but it seems to me we ought to get along 
with the appropriation bills at some time or other. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 813) for the relief of Annie R. 
Chesley, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 


definitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2978) bo ge Nig an American register for the 
steamer Menemsha, repo it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1623) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn., reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a rt thereon. 

. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 586) to fix the rank and pay of 
certain retired officers of the United States Army, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. ioo omy egg the qualifications of soldiers and marines 
of the United States, and for other purposes, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
Fulton County, III., asurvivor of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

z bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 


an 

A bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schraw- 
ur, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 2 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis 
Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public do- 
main, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 


to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the 8 record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge, asked to be 
dischar. from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Con- 
neaut, in the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district 
of Cuyahoga, in said State of Ohio, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across 
the Illinois River near Grafton, III., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2980) to poe a life-saving station at or 
near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. ALLEN. I unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation at this time the bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux City and 
Omaha Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston 
County, Nebr., and for other e It will not lead to any dis- 
cussion. It is a mere matter of form. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I suggest that the morning business ought 
to be concluded. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not yet 
been concluded. Bills and joint resolutions are next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When the order of resolutions is reached, 
I desire to submit a resolution. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VoorHEEs) introduced a bill (S. 3082) to 

remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John- 
son Gilbert; which was read twice by its title,and, with the ac- 
oompany papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also (for Mr. VoorHEES) introduced a bill (S. 3083) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac D. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3084) for the 
relief of Lizzie Hagny. as administratrix of the estate of Frank 
B. Smith, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- $ 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 3085) granting a pension to 
Burton Packard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3086) to amend the milita 
record of John H. Lamson; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3087) to incorporate the National 
Society of Colonial Dames of America; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DELAY IN SEED DISTRIBUTION, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be directed to immediately 


communicate to the Senate the reasons for the delay in supplying seeds for 
distribution. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of the widow of Thomas 
L. Young. It will take but a moment to put the bill on its pas- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. A unanimous-consent agreement was made late 
yesterday evening that immediately after the routine business 
this morning the resolution proposed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas should be taken up and proceeded with and the final vote 
taken not later than 4 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was not present atthe time the agreement 
was made. I am willing to abide by it, but I hope this bill will 
be allowed to pass. It will take but a moment. It proposes to 
allow the widow of a gallant soldier about four or five hundred 
dollars back pay. 

Mr. HARRIS. Istatethefact. Ishall not object. I have not 
a word to say upon the pending resolution, but the unanimous- 
consent agreement requires a final vote at4o’clock. I give notice 
to the Senate that that is the agreement and it will be insisted 


upon. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Well, I will not violate any agreement of 
= kind, although I hoped that the Senate would pass this little 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House returned 
to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 862) for 
the relief of the receivers of the Towboat Association of New 


The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House 
with a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 2501) for the relief 
of James Sims, of Sfarshall unty, Miss., the original having 
been lost or misplaced. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to 8 to 
the former owners a certain tract of land in Valverde County, Tex. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3013) to amend 
section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to im- 
prove the merchant-marine engineer service, and thereby also to 
increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve; agreed to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the di ing votes of the 


disagreein, 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PAYNE, Mr. HOPKINS, 
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and Mr. Cooper of Florida managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 


The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7542) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30. 1897, and for other purposes; asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. BouTELLE, Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, 
3 Mr. CUMMINGS managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing a time for vessels to unlade; 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.,and Mathies Post, Grand 
Arny of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa; s 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now peionging to the United 
States and held for light-house A with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas Cit ilroad Company for any other tract or 

el of land in said county equally well or better adapted to use 
or light-house purposes; Aes 
: A 8 (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Co- 
umbia; 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann pig ih N 

A bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to ncis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R. 872) for the relief of James Duke; 

A bill (H. R. 577 granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a ion to Caroline D. Mowatt; 

A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 
Taylor from December 2, 1864; 

A bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 3, 1891, 
granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and 


Sarge igi te 

A (H. R. 8544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish not more than four * of condemned can- 
non to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; z 

At bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 4968) A a pension to Helen A. Jackman, 
dependent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth iment of Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private in Company F, One hundred and sixtieth 
New York Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across the Arkansas River, connect- 
ing Little Rock and Argenta. 

JAMES SIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for a duplicate engrossed copy of 
the bill (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss.; and. by unanimous consent, the request was ordered to be 
complied with. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submit- 
ted by Mr. PEFFER, providing for investigation generally of all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended, on which the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a very short time to take part in the discussion of the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection,if I can have the floor when 
the Senator from IIlinois gets through. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I was gratified yesterday after- 


noon to listen to the very frank and explicit statement of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. He said that if the policy of the 
maintenance of the existing gold standard was to be maintained, 
then there was no room for questioning the conduct of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. I have felt that that was the real question 
involved in this discussion, and that the animus of the resolution 
pro by the Senator from Kansas was to affect the public mind 
with reference to that question. 

I do not suppose that any Senator e the integrity of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. His judgment may possibly be dis- 
pe or the correctness of his acts may be questioned. Perhaps 

ought to except the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] from that general statement. I have opposed this resolu- 
tion because I believed, as I now believe, that it is an illegitimate 
means of procuring the material to unfavorably affect the public 
mind in t to these questions. 

Mr. President, no time in the history of this country required a 
greater degree of frankness from representative public men than 
the present. The temper, the feeling, and the interests of the 
American people alike demand that the monetary policies of the 
United States should be settled in the approaching elections, 
There ought to be now no disguise on the part of political parties, 
They ought to avow themselves frankly on this question, and no 
incidental or improper or irrelevant influences ought to be in- 
yoked to distract the public attention from this most interesting 
and most important question. 

I regret to say that the platforms of both the Republican and 
Democratic parties adopted by their national conventions in 1892, 
which were thought at the time to be sufficiently clear and com- 
5 are not so. It is now conceded by all that the Repub- 

ican platform adopted at Minneapolis in 1892 under existing con- 
ditions can no longer be relied upon as a definition of the pending. 
issue between the supporters of the existing legal and commerci 

st ndard of value and the advocates of the standard of value 
which would follow and be produced by the unlimited coinage of 
enforced legal-tender silver upon the ratio of 16to1. The lan- 
guage of the financial-clause of the Republican platform adopted. 
at Minneapolis on the 10th day of June, 1892, is as follows: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican pariz demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provon, to be determined by 
legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the two 
metals, so that the lees ey oe debt-paying power of the dollar, whether 
of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. The interests of the pro- 
ducers of the country, its farmers and its workingmen, demand that every 
dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall be as good as any other. 
Wecommend the wise and patriotic steps already taken by our Government 
to secure an international conference to adopt such measures as will insure 
a 1 of value between gold and silver for use as money throughout the 
World. 

But the Senator from Montana, chairman of the Republican 
national committee and the official representative of that party, 
in his late speech on this floor, supported the unlimited coinage 
of silver dollars, containing 412} grains of standard silver, with 
full legal-tender quality for all debts, public and private; and the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who assisted in the prepa- 
ration of the Republican platform, and who, like the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER], strenuously supports the free coinage of 
silver, agree in asserting that their opinions and conduct are alike 
in perfect harmony with the Republican platform of 1892, And 
some Democrats take the same liberty with the Democratic plat- 
sora adopted in Chicago on the 22d of June, 1892, which is as fol- 

OWS: 

We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act of 
1890 as a cowardly eshift, franght with possibilities of danger in the 
future, which should make all of its supporters as well as its author anxious 
for its speedy repeal. 

As an expression of opinion it may be questioned; as a predic- 
tion it is in a sense undoubtedly true. 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimina: 
against either metal or c for e; but the dollar unit of eoinage 
both metals must be of eq intrinsic and exchangeable value or be usted 
through international agreement, or by such safeguards of . ges on as 
shall insure the maintenance of the ty of the two metals and the equal 
power of every dollar at all times in the markets and in payments of debts, 
and we demand that all paper currency shall be kept at par with and re- 
deemable in such coin. einsist upon this policy as especially n 
for the protection of the farmers and laboring classes, the first and mosi 
defenseless victims of unstable money and a fluctuating currency. 

The Democratic convention did not, like the convention of the 
Republican party, puzzle itself nor attempt to puzzle the people 
of the United States by professing devotion to that equivocal and 
now uncertain doctrine termed “ bimetallism,” but proceeded at 
once to declare and define the Democratic doctrine as it was then 
understood by the party. It denounced the Sherman Act of 
1890,” which provided for the unending and perpetual purchase 
of silver bullion at its market price, with a pledge by the Gov- 
ernment to maintain a parity between the two metals, silver and 
gold, as ‘‘a cowardly makeshift, fraught with possibilities of dan- 

r in the future.” It then declared that we hold to the use of 

th gold and silver as the standard money of the country, but 
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the dollar unit of coinage of both metals ”—referring, of course, 
to the unit of value established by the act of 1873—*‘ must be of 
ual intrinsic and exchangeable value.” 
is language was understood by the whole country to commit 
the Democratic party to the maintenance of the ue and ac- 
i of the silver coin with the gold coinage under the act 
of 1873. there was at any time any doubt as to the position of 
the Democratic party on this subject, or as to the meaning of the 
area it was removed by the emphatic language of the candi- 
te nominated for the Presidency by the same convention. 
In his letter of acceptance he said: 
„ The ple are cntitled tosound and honest money, abundantly 
sufficient in ume to supply, their business needs. 
eform of the s currency, national or State, 
whether silver, or paper, 5 should and ee b — 
* * $ Every dollar put into 
mrehasi: 


ng 
goid silver can 
ae terms t of our currency. 
subject no selfish scheme should be allowed to inter- 
The wants of our 


from such a situation can be easier borne than the uni- 
distress which must follow a discredited currency. 

And the present distinguished Vice-President, in his letter ac- 
cepting the nomination, after indorsing what had been written by 
Mr. apie and still speaking for the Democracy of the United 
States, said: 


on. 
the protection of the busi- 
wage earner or the farmer it is all 

important that every dollar, whatever its 22 that finds its way into his 
shall of versal exchangeable value 


After these resolutions adopted by the convention in favor of 


main the equal value of every dollar coined under the 
ances the United States, and with the full knowledge that 
the act of 1873 made the gold piece containing 25.8 grains of stand- 


ard gold the unit of value, and the gold coinage of the United 
States, predicated upon that unit, the standard of value, the Dem- 
ocratic candidates, in their letters of e, covered the whole 

d of the resolutions, and commi themselves, in substance 
and effect, to that which was then and still is the Democratic doc- 
trine—that every dollar coined or issued under the authority of the 
United States, whether of silver or pense. eo have a value at 
8 equal to gold coin in the mar and in the payment of 


Mr. Cleveland was elected to the Presidency upon that as well 
as other important issues, and since his accession to that high 
office, aided by that distinguished Democrat and statesman, that 

and honest man, John G. Carlisle, and in spite of opposition 

m une rters, has steadily and conscientiously, to the 

full extent of his constitutional powers, adhered to and sought to 

maintain the doctrine of the Chicago platform as interpreted in 
his letter of acceptance. . 

But, Mr. President, the world do move,” and the meaning of 
words changes in their practical application to altered conditions, 
and it is now very certain that the American people no longer 
rely upon the money resolutions of the Minnea and Chicago 
conventions for an accurate definition of the e which they 
intend to settle in the approaching Presidential and Congressional 
elections. Mr. President, our countrymen are intensely practical, 
and from that cause prefer to consider concrete measures proposed 
to them rather than to speculate upon abstract and remote results. 

Those who favor the unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1, with enforced legal-tender quality for the payment of all 
debts, public and private, tender to the country a single issue 
which in itself is clear, and in its language plain WA y under- 
stood, and from which every man can hope for such advantages 
to himself as his reason or even his imagination can suggest. 
The operative miners want employment and wages which they 
promise themselves from the unlimited co’ of silver. Thecor- 
pe pen and capitalists who own both the gold and the silver 

on antici 55 of the free-coinage measure 
an improved local market for silver. They know that their 
d will find a remunerative pae either from the necessities of 
ose who have incurred gold obligations or in all commercial 
countries where the gold standard of value is i Some 
want and promise themselves cheaper money and higher prices; 
others, reckless of consequences, desire place, and still others hope 
for personal advantages gorme out of the confusion which will 
attend the disturbance of values and depreciation in the standard 
of value as a co uence of the free coinage of silver. 

The advocates of free coinage are bold leaders and expect, not 
altogether without reason, to control the national conventions of 
both political parties; but, doubtful of success, some of them are 
willing to offer to manufacturers protection by 


kor advantages for silver bullion. No 


tariffs in exchange Í the esta 


danger now more seriously 
threatens the American people than does a probable and possibly 
successful combination between two powerful and corrupt prop- 
erty interests, the one demanding that the consumers of nec- 
essaries and conveniences of life shall be taxed to pay profits to 
the mannfacturers and the other anxious to expel gold coin from 
use in the United States, where it obstructs the use and depresses 
the price of silver in the local market. 

That the ensions I have expressed are not wholly without 
foundation, I need only remind the Senate of a scene which oc- 
curred here lately in which the Senator from Nebraska and the 
Senator from Connecticut were actors, and to the speeches of the 
chairman of the Republican national committee and the Repub- 
lican Senators from the silver States, who, in avowing their devo- 
tion to the doctrine of protection, said nothing unmaidenly,“ but 
still held ont hopes of an ultimate treaty for the advantage of both 


contracting parties. 
I also send to the Secretary and ask him to read a clipping from 
one of the newspapers of this city, which affords an intimation 


touching the same point. 
The VICE-P ENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


“The Tania manufacturers who were in Washi Thursday in 
conference with the silver Senators ted at least 000,000 of ca; 
ital. said Mr. W, T. Prine, of Philadelphia, at the No They are the 
men — ciate oe fat* that Sa r or 3 the pare |= 
son campaign o ag are wing pa again, but y must have 

strongest assurance that they will geta ald Bro quo before any Presi- 
dential ticket. gets.a dollar of their money. ess is stagnant. and 

immediate future holds no promise. If Shey com make terms with the 
hereby protection will be given m. 


silver people w are Les, 
nderstand Palle hat no tart il 


metal, for the cham: of silver in the Senate are situation. 

eager rec giveaad ike ‘hay Wench eink tite dives eset 
o ans 0 ver 

and some must be done to start the Wheels of — Q mariaa 


one plank—silver an on. Sucha t prove at 
to of voters, and if headed by such a man as Don CAMERON would 
be dangerous to any regular partisan $. 


i asserted 

lished by the act of 1873, and has been maintained by the policy 
pursued by the Department under all Administrations 
rr that act and by the course of business throughout the United 

It was confirmed by the act of February 28, 1878, which, under 
the deceptive title of ‘‘An act to authorize the coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar and to restore the -tender character thereof,” 
88 that there shall be coi at the mints of the United 

tates silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains of standard silver, 
which coin, together with all silver dollars heretofore coined by 
the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be a legal ten- 
der at their nominal value for all debts, public and private, except 
where 5 stipulated in the contract.“ And it 
was further di y the act that the of the Treasury 
should purchase from time to time silver bullion at the market 
price thereof, not less than $2,000,000 worth month nor more 
than $4,000,000 worth per month, and cause same to be coined 
monthly, as fast as so into such dollars. This act rec- 
ognized the standard of value established by the act of 1873 by 
referring to the market value of silver bullion, which could, of 
course, be ressed only in terms of gold. The same is true of 
the act of July 14,1890. That act, in addition to authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver bullion at the market 
price thereof, which must, of course, have reference to the 
price of silver bullion, treating it as a mere commodity, author- 
ized the issue of Treasury notes in payment for purchases of silver 
bullion to the amount of the cost of the silver bullion, and the 

notes issued in pursuance of the act were given only 
limited legal-tender qualities. This act contains a provision that 

N 3 of we eye any of the „ . 
vided Or, e Secre 0 e such re; ons 
may prescribe, resin F at his — 

And then follows, in the same connection, and as a part of the 
same sentence, the controlling mandatory declaration: 

It being the established y of the United States to maintain the two 
metals on a parity with other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio 
as may be provided by law. 

The act of November 1, 1893, which repeals so much of the act 
of July 14, 1890, as directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase from time to time silver bullion and issue in payment of 
such purchases Treasury notes,” again asserts the policy of the 
United States to continue the use of gold and silver as standard 
money of equal intrinsic and ex ble value; and it asserts 


that the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to 
blishment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will 


of 


maintain at all times the equal power of every dollar coined or 
i he ae. encloses tee epee OF 
ebts.” 


The policy of the Secretary of the Treasury in the administra- 
tion of the laws providing for the paymentof the public debtsand 
obligations has been based upon the idea and intended to promote 
the policy of the maintenance of the standard of value established 
by the act of 1873. 

It is asserted that the public debt, including what are termed 
„ greenbacks,” and the notes issued under the act of July 
14, 1890, are by their terms payable in coin.” The Secretaries of 
the Treasury under all Administrations have, in order to main- 
tain the standard of values. established by the act of 1873 and to 
maintain the parity between the two metals, and in that way keep 
the pledge given to the public, allowed creditors the option of pay- 
ment in gold or silver coin, at the discretion of the creditor. y 
object thus far has been to prove that there exists in the United 
States a legal and commercial standard of value.” 

The second point I present for the consideration of the Senate 
and the country is that the unlimited coinage” by the United 
States of silver dollars of 412} grains of standard silver with forced 
legal-tender quality for all debts, public and private, would sub- 
vert the existing legal and commercial stan of value by estab- 
lishing a standard of value based upon silver coinage only. The 
truth of this can not truthfully and will not, as I suppose, be de- 
nied. It has not been denied on this floor. The Senator from 
Missouri pe 5 who is one of the ablest and most earn- 
est of the friends of the 3 of silver dollars contain- 
ing 4124 grains of standard silver with legal-tender quality, in his 

ustive speech in the Senate on the 13th of March its as 
much, for he expressly declared that one of the desirable objects 
to be accomplished by the free coinage of silver by the 
United States alone is to destroy the gold standard of value and 
substitute another standard in its place. He did not claim that 
free coinage would enhance the value of the silver Soine propona 
to be coined to an equal commercial value and ility with 
the gold dollar of American coinage, for that wo be to main- 
tain the gold standard, but his insistance was that free coinage 
would 9 the value of the silver dollar some and depre- 
ciate the value of the gold dollar some,” so that by the enhance- 
ment of the value of the one and a reduction of the value of the 
other the two would reach a point of value common to both. It 
seems a logical conclusion from the opinion thus expressed by the 
Senator from Missouri that the point at which the coins of the 
two metals would become equal in value would necessarily there- 
after be the standard of value. 

Without availing myself of the admission of the Senator from 
Missouri, I aer Ey pend eat piece coros Son prsa Tolars 
containing 412} grains of stan ilver wi -tender 
quality for all debts, public and private, would subvert the exist- 
ing legal and commercial standard of value, not in the manner the 
disti ed Senator supposes, but by causing the disuse of gold 
coin in all ordinary legal and commercial transactions. 

Congressional legislation with respect to the coinage of silver 
must of necessity be local in its direct effect upon value of 
silver bullion. It may be admitted that legislation may add 
„some to its commercial value by conferring upon silver coin 
the full legal-tender quality, but it is impossible, as is conceded 
by him, by an act of é alone to make silver dollars equal 
in commercial value or acceptability to the dollar of gold. There- 
fore under the ation of unlimited-coinage laws opon the pro- 
posed ratio gold would become a commodity, and like all com- 
modities it would seek the best market, and that best market 
would be found, not in the United States, but in commercial coun- 
tries where silver is not favored by partial local laws. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri, like all other advocates of the free coinage of 
silver upon the ratio of 16 to 1, denounces and condemns what 
they accurately en call the gold standard of value, which, by 
the way, is the existing standard, andadvocates another or some 
other standard of value which would be determined by money 
more easily obtained than gold coin, and therefore of less com- 
mercial value than gold. 

The Senator proposes to reach the future standard of value by 
a policy which would lessen or depreciate gold in the United 
States to a t at which it would meet the 9 price which 
would be given to silver coin by an act of the American Congress, 
and when the coins of the two metals became or reached a com- 
mon value the country would have the bimetallic standard. 

I will not at present attempt to show the vanity of this hope of 
the Senator, or in what respects it runs counter to all that is 
known of the science of money or the experience of the world, 
but will now attend to the single consideration of the fact that 
this most favorable view of the effect of the free and unlimited 
coinage of legal-tender silver would result in the disturbance of 
all values, produce infinite confusion, and practically revolution- 
ize not y the business relations of the people of the United 
States with each other but with all foreign countries. 

I do not wish to treat the theory advanced by the Senator from 
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Missouri and others who agree with him in favoring the free 


coi of legal-tender silver on the proposed ratio too seriously, 


for gold would disappear from cir ion and would in that way 


and no other contribute to an increase in the value of silver coin. 

The unlimited. coinage of silver, with legal-tender quality, on 
the ratio of 16 to 1 would operate precisely as would a law pro- 
hibiting the coinage or use of gold coin in the United States, and 
give to silver the monopoly of American coinage. 

I return to the proposition that silver coin would rise in value 
by the depreciation or 8 of gold coin. It will be ob- 
served that no one of the advocates of coinage professes to 
know or predict what would be the exact relation between the 
tear ales = Talne na onting and the standard which would be 
produ e pol ey propose. 

Lask. Will free coinage produce a silver dollar worth 50, 60, 70, 
80, or 90 cents as com with the gold dollar? Will the Sena- 
tor from Missouri or any other Senator tell me? Will the Senator 
from Nevada give the country the benefit of his opinion upon this 
most i t point? 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator want an answer now? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; at this moment. I should be gratified to 
have it now. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould hope that the relative value of the 
coins of both gold and silver would be less than the present value 
of gold; that is, I should hope that the addition of silver coin as 
standard money would increase. the volume of standard money— 
which controls the volume of all other moneys and of credit—to 
such an extent as would stop the fall in prices and make it profit- 
able again to enter into business. To just what extent it would 
do that is, of course, uncertain. It would take a very large amount 
of silver to largely advance prices. We had some experience in 
that line when we had a money famine by reason of the Spanish- 
American wars for nearly half a century, and prices had fallen in 
consequence thereof about 50 per cent; in other words, coin had 
advanced 100 per cent, had doubled in its purchasing power, and 
had adyan almost as much as gold has advanced since the 
demonetization of silver during that half a century. It was a 
sore trial to the Old World. e stood it better than they did on 
account of the new lands in the Mississippi Valley, which were 
being settled at that time; but the annual product which was 
being received amounted, on the average, during that period, from 
1810 to 1859, to about $40,000,000 per annum of the two metals. 
There was a little more than that between 1845 and 1850, in con- 
sequence of some discoveries in Russia. In two years from the 
discoveries the annual product of the two me rose to over 
$200,000,000. The product of gold alone rose to about $190,000,000 
or $196,000,000, so that the product of both metals was over $200,- 
000,000. That increase of supply went on. It kept up during the 
first decade, and, in fact. kept up for twenty years. This vast 
increase, which almost quadrupled the output, and in twenty 
years doubled the standard coin of the world practically, did not 
raise peas more than from 18 to 24 per cent. The new activities 
absorbed them rapidly. There was a great boom in property, the 
world was set to creating property, and more prosperity was occa- 
sioned than had been the case in any century. 

The question as to how an extent the silver we could ob- 
tain would advance prices it is impossible to determine. It would 
not advance them so much, I am afraid, as we hope, for the rea- 
son that all the silver 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator is not answering the question. The 
Senator from Illinois wants to know what the tive value of 
silver and gold would be if the mints were opened to the free coin- 
age of both—what would be the commercial value? 

Mr. STEWART. I thought the Senator from Minois wanted 
to know what would be the relative value of our present standard 
with the standard we should have by adopting the two. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me? 

Mr. STEWART. I want to answer the question of the Senator 
from Illinois, 

Mr. VEST. I want to understand the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HanRis in the chair). Do the 
Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Nevada yield to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. I will also yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to ask the Senator from Hlinois, in 
order to understand him, Does he refer to what is called the com- 
mercial value of silver and gold, or does he refer to the legal- 
tender value? 

Mr. PALMER. The commercial value. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator’s question is, What would be the 
effect of opening the mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver on the commercial value of the two coins, the gold dollar 
and the silver dollar? 

Mr. DUBOIS. In other words, the Senator from Mlinois wants 
to — stated whether silver would be worth 50, 60, 70, or 80 cents 
in gold. . 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill address myself to that point. I did not 
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50 5 the question. I understood it to refer to another 
nt. 
Perhe relative commercial value of the two metals, I think, would 
be equalized at the ratio of 16 to 1 by opening the United States 
mints. I have several reasons for that. In the first place, there 
are now no bimetallic countries of any importance, if there are 
any. France for seventy years maintained the equilibrium of 
exchange between the two metals by keeping her mints open. 
Not that France was able to take or that she did take of either 
of the metals any considerable quantity, but the fact that she was 
a bimetallic country and that any person in the world could obtain 
a given price for his gold or his silver as fixed by the French ratio 
9 the relative value of the metals throughout the world. 
ow, ik the United States, Which relatively is quite as great as 
France was Soning that time, should unde: eto pay a given and 
fixed price for gold and another fixed and given price for silver, it 
would necessarily fix that price all over the world, for no one 
would sell silver for less than the United States price. That is 
the ihe Bhi operated before. Knowing that the United States 
would able to take it all, that would satisfy everybody, and 
create an equilibrium between the two, I have no doubt. And I 
have no doubt of that because the silver is now all absorbed. 
There is not so large a 4 oi to be absorbed by the United 
States as many suppose. It is all taken now and used. There is 
no silver bullion in the world of any consequence, and the addi- 
tional demand in the United States would take it to par. When 
it was thought the United States was going to open its mints sil- 
ver came very near going to On the mere idea that we were 
to open our mints silver went to $1.21; but when it was ascer- 
tained that our mints were not to be opened, that there was to be 
a limitation upon silver, and when a combination was formed be- 
tween the Director of the Mint and foreign bankers that there 
should be no purchasers in the market except the United States 
and certain syndicates of foreign bankers, that fixed the price, 
and they put it down where they pleased; but if the price had 
been fixed by the opening of our mints silver would have gone to 
Pere because nobody would have had any object in bringing silver 
ere except to buy our commodities, and silver, therefore, would 
have been at the same price everywhere else as here, and it would 
not be brought here. ere is no doubt in my mind but that the 
opening of our mints to the free coinage of silver would create a 
parity between the two metals at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

But I will say to my friend while I am on the floor that, if it 
did not, we have the concurrent opinion of every bimetallist and 
economist in Europe that it would be disastrous to Europe and to 
our great advantage. They say that if we should open our mints 
before an international agreement is secured Europe will be more 
in danger from that than from anything else. A German writer, 
in an article recently 3 advocating bimetallism and show- 
ing the danger that Europe was in from the invasion of Asia by 
having the manufacturing of the Western World transferred to 
the Orient, stated that he looked “pan that as a great calamity. 
He says, If the United States should act without us, ruin abso- 
lute would come.” So there is no possible danger of injury to 
the United States from opening our mints. It is the concur- 
rentopinion of every bimetallist in Europe that we should be bene- 
fited. They say we should all be benefited by an international 
agreement, but if the United States alone should adopt the free- 
coinage policy, the United States would receive the special benefit 
and Europe would receive great injury. That is their concurrent 
opinion. Whether it would equalize the commercial value of 

e two metals or not is immaterial. It would operate to our 
advan and its results must necessarily be good to this country. 

Mr. PALMER. I asked a question 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ilinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

R. If the Senator desires to answer my question 


i a: PALME 
0. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish, if the Senator will allow me, to suggest 
that the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] has given a very apt 
and appropriate answer to that question in his Elmira speech of 
December 4, 1892, and inasmuch as this question is now up, if the 
Senator from Illinois will allow me, I will have an extract read 
from that speech. 

Mr. P. ER. If the extract is an answer to my question I 
have no objection. f 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis directly an answer to the Senator’s ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will listen to my question, it is 
this: Will free coinage produce a silver dollar worth 50, 60, 70, 80, 
or 90 cents as com with the gold dollar? 

If the extract the Senator wishes to read is an answer to my 
question, I shall be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator’s question to be, 
Will the free coinage of silver bring the bullion price of 412} grains 
of standard silver equal to 25.8 grains of standard gold? 


Mr. PALMER. That is the opinion of the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the question. The Senator wants to 
know if it will do it. 

Mr. PALMER. No, I do not ask that. I ask what would be 
the difference in the relative value of the two? 

Mr. BUTLER. After we have free coinage? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. 

a BUTLER. The Senator from New York in his Elmira 
speech 
Fines FALMER The Senator might just as well answer me 

imself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to quote a most eminent authority. 

Mr. PALMER. I had asked 1 and if the Senator 
has an answer to the question, I will yield to him for that pur- 


Pose. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will give the answer in the language of 
the Senator from New York instead of my own. 

Mr. PALMER. I can read the answer of the Senator from New 
o myself if the Senator from North Carolina will furnish it 

me, 

Mr. BUTLER. In what the Senator from New York said in 
that speech I fully concur, and therefore I can state it as m 
opinion. Ina very able argument reviewing the Republican posi- 
tion, showing that they had promised to make the intrinsic value 
of the two metals sana and had failed, after criticising the Re- 
publican methods, the Senator from New York said 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from North Carolina will permit 

hope 


mon say—I am not sure whether he is a lawyer or not; 
e is—— i 

si BUTLER. I wish to read what the Senator from New York 
said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ilinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 


Mr. PALMER. 5 = 
e Chair wishes to ow 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
whether the Senator yields. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, yes; I yield for an answer to my question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill read this answer made by the Senator 
from New York, in which I concur: 

Did ever anything but free bimetallic coi , down to 1873, make our gold 
and silver do equal by 8 Did ever free bimetallic coinage. 
down to 1873, for one hour fail make the silver dollar equal to the gold 
dollar, whether at mint or crucible, or at any market in the wide world? 

Then a little further on he says: 


But to maintain a parity implies the existence of a parity. No parity ex- 

ists between the two. Melt the gold coin and it can be . — N 

n,a gold dollar, for its private owner, because gold has free coinage, and 

8 troy grains are the fixed weight of the gold dollar. Melt the silver coin 

and it can not be recoined for its private owner. It can be sold to the Treas- 

ury. but for 75 cents or less, use silver has not free coinage, though 412} 
troy grains of silver are indeed the present weight of the silver dollar. 


Mr. PALMER. If the Senator understands himself to be an- 
swering my queson I state to him that, in my judgment, he is 
not, and I decline to yield further. I ask this question because I 
want a direct answer to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, here is something, if the Senator will 
allow me, which bears directly on that question. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator will pardon me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois de- 
1 to yield further. The Senator from Illinois is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I haveasked a plain, direct question, to which 
I have received an immense amount of wind in answer, not perti- 
nent, and I decline to yield further. 

The country should know what the expectations of the leaders 
of the free-silver movement are on this subject. The Senator 
from North Carolina gives me the views of the Senator from New 
York. Lasked a specific and precise answer, and that ought to 
be an end to the matter, because this question is a vital one. and 
gentlemen who favor the free coinage of silver on the ratio of 16 
to 1, if they mean anything else, if they mean that the free coin- 
age of silver is a mere experiment, ought to say so. The interests 
involved are too great to allow of a mere experiment. The advo- 
cates of free coinage will not venture to say to the people of the 
United States, who are now considering this question so earnestly, 
that they have no certain views upon the subject or that th 
merely propose the unlimited coinage of silver as an experiment. 
The interests involved are too great to allow of a mere experi- 
ment. But, Mr. President, I venture the assertion that no leader 
of the free-coinage movement will undertake to give a plain, pre- 
cise answer to the question: What will be the commercial value 
of the silver dollar of 412} grains under unlimited coinage com- 


pared with the 1 ue of the dollar of gold?“ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, for fear the Senator should 
think that we acquiesce in that statement, I say emphatically the 


silver dollar will be the equal of the gold dollar. 
Mr. PALMER. What, then, did the Senator mean the other 
day when he said that free coinage would increase the value of 


silver some and depreciate the value of gold some? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. And bring them to an equality. 

Mr. PALMER. An equality? Then I suppose the Senator will 
agree with me that the point at which they become equal will be 
the standard of value, and not the existing standard of value. 
Still there is that indefiniteness about what point they will unite. 

The importance of an answer to this question is found in the 
fact that all values in the United States are now based upon and 
are determined by American gold coin, and the further fact that 
in the event of the enactment of a law authorizing the unlimited 
coinage of silver dollars of 4124 grains of standard silver with 
full legal-tender quality that dollar will be the standard of value. 

The silver dollar will rise in value until it meets the descending 
value of gold coin is the theory of the Senator from Missouri. 
What will be the exact relative value of the silver dollar when 
the two coins become of equal value? What will be the exact 
point of relative value when the silver dollar advances some and 
the gold dollar recedes some? Where will they unite, and what 
will be the standard of value when that point of union is reached? 
I have said that all values are now determined by gold coin. 
Then all values will he determined by silver coin; that is, as much 
as silver will rise, because gold will not remain to abide the com- 
petition. 

Let me assume that the value of the local American silver dollar 
after free coinage will be 60 cents as compared with the gold dol- 
lar—the present standard. I will accept any other comparative 
value for the silver dollar which the Senator from Missouri will 
distinctly name, though I have already offered to advance beyond 
the 50-cent dollar, which it is thought by many will be its actual 
commercial comparative value after free coinage of the silver dol- 
lar. Upon the 5 basis of the 60-cent dollar the public 
obligations of the United States of all kinds, including contracts 
already made for the building of ships, the construction of harbor 
defenses, the improvements of rivers and harbors, and for all other 
public purposes, the bonds, the greenback circulation, the silver 
certificates, and the Sherman notes would at once lose 40 per cent 
of their present value. The invested educational funds of the 
States, counties, cities, and school districts of the several States, 
and the contributions of liberal persons, which now exceed $200,- 
000,000, would at once depreciate 40 per cent, involving a loss of 
eighty millions to that invaluable fund, most of which would fall 
upon that most useful and ill-paid class, the teachers in the public 
schools, Thepensions given by a grateto country to the wounded, 
maimed, and disabled soldiers and their widows and orphans, and 
now amounting to about one hundred and forty millions, would 
be lessened in purchasing power some $56,000,000. The funds in 
the hands of trustees and guardians, the deposits by the indus- 
trious in the savings banks, amounting to many hundreds of mil- 
lions, would shrink in the same proportion. e wages of labor 
would be shorn of nearly half their purchasing power; the hun- 
dreds of millions invested by provident persons in life and property 
insurance would be enormously lessened. defeating the sagacity of 
the prudent, and the systems of national, State, and local revenue 
and taxation would require readjustment to meet altered condi- 
tions. 

Mr. President, what are the advantages offered to the country 
as an equivalent for adopting this startling alteration in the mon- 
etary situation—an alteration which will affect and disturb the 
social and business affairs of every person in the United States and 
the political and commercial relations of the United States with 
all other countries? 

One of the results Eene the people by the adoption of the 
unlimited coinage of silver with forced legal-tender quality for 
all debts, public and private, is more money,” higher prices.“ 

Mr. President, the effect of the free coi of silver on the ratio 
of 16 to 1” will be the epg decor of gold coin from the chan- 
nels of circulation. It never been proved—at least, no instance 
can be found in the commercial history of any country—where two 
coins differing in commercial value, as the dollar of gold and the 
dollar of silver, were in use at the same time. It is not possible. 
The commercial instincts of men induce them to go to the best 
market for their products; and the Senator from Nevada yester- 
day, or on a former day, made the just remark that, notwithstand- 
ing free coinage, the value of silver all over the world would be 
the same. If the proposition of the Senator from Missouri is cor- 
rect and if the Senator from Nevada is sound in his views, the 
whole volume of silver money throughout the world would be 
lifted up to that plane to which the Senator from Missouri looked 
with so much confidence. 


The pledge of the Government to maintain the parity between 
the coins of gold and silver will of necessity be abandoned, for no 
gold coin will be collected, either at the ports or for internal-rey- 


enue taxes, nor can gold be borrowed to sustain the credit of the 
Government. 
The 426,289,916 silver dollars in the Treasury and in the hands 
“of the le, which now have the commercial value of gold, will, 
upon ies hy pothesis of 60 cents as the commercial value of the 
“new dollar.” unsupported by gold, have only the same value, 


and all credit money and all credits will shrink in commercial 
value in the same proportion. 

It is true as a general proposition that an increase in the 
quantity of money of final redemption favorably affects prices, 
but the necessary result of the unlimited coinage of silver on the 
ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of gold would be to expel gold coin 
from general circulation in the United States and leave the coun- 


try dependent upon silver coin alone. The disappearance of gold 
coin and gold credits would be immediate. It would anticipate 
the free coin: of silver, which would be gradual. 

It is probable, therefore, that the full effect of a law providing 
for the free coinage of silver would be a scarcity of even the rela- 
tively cheaper money: The dollar“ coined under the measures 
proposed would, in fact, be a new coin, heretofore a stranger to 
our mone stem. It would be known in legislation as a dol- 
lar; but the dollar coined under the act of 1857 had the commercial 
value of the gold coin, and the American dollar was worth nearly 
3 por cent more than the gold-dollar unit of value fixed by the act 
of 1873. Here the proposition is made to establish a monetary 
system upon the basis of a metal which has but little more tham 
half the commercial value of the coin it proposes to supersede. 

Irepeat that the passage of a law which would authorize the 
free coinage of silver on the ratio of 16 to 1 would not be followed 
by an increased quantity of money, but its enactment would pro- 
duce an unexampled stringency like that which followed the col- 
lapse of all the State and local banks in 1857 to 1861. There is no 
fact which should be more distinctly brought to the attention of 
the country, pending this discussion, than that the immediate 
effect of a clear determination by the American people to adopt a 
law providing for the free coinage of silver on the ratio of 16 
to 1 would, in advance of the passage of such a law, overthrow 
public and private credit, and produce a severe money stringency 
which would provide 1 5 employment and rich returns to the 
usurer and the sheriff, It is also true that the unlimited coinage 
of silver on the ratio of 16 to 1 would alter the commercial and 
political relations of the United States to all other nations and 
organized peoples of the world. 

t would erect a commercial wall between the United States and 
all the gold-standard nations, the height and strength of which 
would be determined by the rate of exchange, and the rate of ex- 
change would mark the difference between the value of the local 
silver money of the United States and the gold coin of commerce, 

Our large foreign debt, which is mainly payable in gold coin, 
would of eee be partially or wholly repudiated. 

The railroads of the country and the States and municipalities 
who owe gold debts would be compelled to advance their rates 
and increase their taxes or submit to bankruptcy or repudiation. 
I do not believe in case of the adoption by Congress of the measure 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver on the proposed ratio 
that the people will be able or willing to pay increased railroad 
rates or higher taxes, and such legislation would make the payment 
of debts by railroads and municipalities impossible. 

Another compensation proposed by some of the advocates of 
free coinage is that, as one standard of values would be identical 
with that of the Asiatic countries and the South American States 
we would be better able to compete with them in the cheapness of 
production. In other words, it is said that in the silver-using 
countries, like Mexico, Japan, China, and India, the silver dollar, 
or a silver 3 equivalent value, will buy as much domestic 
productions of those countries, including labor, as the dollar of 
gold will in any of the so-called gold-standard countries. If this 
Is so, it is an invitation to the erican farmer and the Ameri- 
can wage earner to adopt the habits and accept the prices for 
their products and their labor which are paid to the peons of 
Mexico and the ill-fed serfs of Asiatic countries, whose wages are 
a pittance, and who subsist upon insufficient food. 

. President, impressed by these considerations, it seems to me 
that it is the duty of every representative citizen to insist that the 
question of maintaining and adhering to the existing standard of 
value, to which all property in the United States and our systems 
of revenue and taxation for national, State, municipal, and educa- 
tional purposes, our pensions, funds organized and invested for be- 
nevolent and charitable purposes, contracts on behalf of the nation 
and the State, the municipal, corporate contracts and obliga- 
tions, the contracts between citizens, and, in short, all values are 
adjusted, and that of adopting by a law of Congress the uncertain 
and dangerous experiment of authorizing the unlimited coinage 
of legal-tender silver on the ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of gold, when 
the actual commercial ratio between the two exceeds 30 of silver 
to 1 of gold, an experiment which can have but one result, that 
of establishing a standard of value based upon doubly overvalued 
silver coin alone, should be clearly and distinctly brought to the 
attention of the American people. The movement favorable to 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver is supported by much of 
the speculative capital of the country, for it will be observed that 
miners and capitalists interested in gold bullion, confident in their 
ability to find a market for their gold, are anxious that silver 
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alone shall be the money metal of the United States; and these 
powerful interests are seeking for allies in many quarters, and are 
offering to them solid inducements that will, to some extent, find 


acceptance, 
This interest — snap conventions, captured some of the 


Penine sad mar on national conventions. = 
face is strong, vigorous, aggressive. element its op- 
poumie falter and hesitate. Candidates for the Presidency and 
or seats in Congress take refugein silence the most profound, and 
leaders refuse to lead, or if they speak or prepare platforms for 
the acceptance of their friends. they indulge. in language which 
2 criticism, an example of which I will ask the Sec- 
retary to rea 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as cay cee : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The severest blican condemnation of the Ohio Republican -financial 
plank comes from Philadelphia Ledger, in whose words it is a shuffling, 
evasive, complex, , dou ble-faced, insincere, and inconclusive state- 
ment; a mere trap for the catching of the votes of men of all sorts of finan- 


* It is in 

in his 
tion he should not be Bomb npp rar me 85 2 oe 3 South bids 
for the dishonest-money vote, and in the North the honest- money vote. 
Janns-like, facing both ways—is fit to be the standard bearer of the Repub- 
Uean party in the coming dential campaign. 

Mr. PALMER. All the indications point to the fact that the 
subject of that criticism will be the Republican candidate for the 
Presidency; indeed, I understand that the ition has practi- 
cally failed. I only protest that there shall Gein as cee 
tinct, clear, precise platforms adopted by both political parties; 
and I have sought this morning to endeavor to clear away some- 
thing of the confusion that attends this di on. I have 
eagerly sought to know what will be the condition of the rosea 
or of its finances and its currency if the free-silver men 
in the next election. : 

Mr. STEWART. Wecan answer that in a word. It will be 
prosperous. 7 

Mr. PALMER. There is a sort of tous prom about 
that remark which lacks only one single element of usefulness, 
and that is precision. Will the Senator from Nevada tellme how 
we are to be made e pe I do not ask for a declamation, 
because when I feel well I am able to do all I want of that myself; 
but I ask Senators what will be the relative value of the new 
standard of value and of the existing standard? I have said that 
all values are now fixed by gold, and it seems to me that states- 
men and financiers ought to be able to indicate with something 


like precision what be the standard of value after they suc- 
ceed in the 1 advocate. 


Mr. PALMER. In Mexico 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. I did not intend to interrupt the Senator in the 
middle of a sentence. He was about ing of Mexico. 

Mr. PALMER. I will conclude the sentence. In Mexico no 

d circulates. I know of no silver country where gold is used. 
know of no reason why the silver dollar of the United States, 
after free coinage on the ratio of 16 to 1, should be worth more 
cy eee ee is now worth in comparison with 
ues. 
ae TELLER. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. PALMER. With t pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. Japan on a silver basis, and the Bank of 
RFT has $31,000,000 in gold. j 

. PALMER. How much of that circulates with the people? 

Mr. STEWART. None of it. 

Mr. TELLER. How much gold circulates here? 

Mr. STEWART. None at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nota dollar. 

Mr. PALMER. The Bank of Japan is said to have $31,000,000 
of gold, and yet, as compared with gold, the silver is of very much 
less value. t it is I do not know. I have endeav: to get 
the rate of exchange of silver between Japan and the United States 
and Great Britain. I have failed; but at the same time I do as- 
sert, with the most absolute confidence, based upon a most careful 
investigation, that in no silver country is gold either the standard 
of value or is it used in the ordinary affairs of life. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Illinois mean to say that 


gold does not circulate in Mexico and in India? It circulates in 
small quantities, it is true, but the gold dollar represents the legal- 
tender functions which the silver dollar has in both India and 
Mexico. It is very true that after you leave the territorial limits 


of Mexico the commercial value of the Mexican dollar is some 52 
or 53 cents, but the reason of that is on account of the limited 
export of Mexico. Mexico exports principally silver, a small 
amount of coffee, and a small amount of hi But on the con- 
tinent of Europe, where the Mexican dollar is worth 52 or 53 
oe American dollar is worth 100 cents and exchangeable 
or r 
. PALMER. Why? 

Mr. VEST. Because we export over 8800, 000, 000 of products 
every year; because our agri exports are $505,000,000. 
As a banker told me at Carlsbad when he gave me gold for silver 
certificates, That paper is just as good to me as gold, because 
with it I ean buy anything that your country raises and pay any 
debt that is due to any American citizen.” And yet this is always 
ignored by our gold friends; and we are told repeatedly that even 
in the event of coinage the commercial ri an of silver must 
remain as it is or only a little better than it is to-day. 

Mr. PALMER. tever may be the accident that determined 
the local value or the use of a silver dollar, so far as the United 
States is concerned, our silver dollar is of less commercial value 
than the Mexican dollar, treating it as a mere substance composed 
of standard silver. Whatever the accidents of business may de- 
termine, the great fact remains that in no case has it ever n 
found possible to maintain the free use of coin composed of metals 


so widely different in value, 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator don me? I want to ask him 
a question. His original proposition, as I understand it, is that 
we are not warranted in the assumption that the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver would increase itscommercial value. That 
is what [ understand the Senator to claim. 

Mr. PALMER. T have not said so. 

Mr. VEST. Well, that is the tendency of his 4 dee emg 

Mr. PALMER. Ihave asked the question with the greatest 
pertinacity, how much will it increase it? 

Mr. VEST. Lhavenot the slightest doubt that it would put the 
two coins on a parity; that the silver dollar would be worth 100 
cents as the gold dollar to-day is. worth 100 cents, no more and no 
less. I can give the Senator my reason, but I do not choose to 


1 him now. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator will don me. I understand 
that his answer to me is that the do of 16 to 1, or 412} grains 
of silver, will, in his judgment, be equal in commercial accepta- 
bility and value to the gold dollar of 25.8 grams. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest doubt about it. The single 
fact that it is so in the United States will control its value with 
civilized nations. Now, let me ask the Senator—we ought to be 
entirely frank about this matter; it is a very great question—how 
does he explain, if we are not correct in this assumption, that in 
1873, when the silver dollar was demonetized and the unit of value 
changed from a silver dollar to a 9 dollar, the commercial 
value of silver immediately fell? Up to the day when that act 
was passed silver was at 3 per cent premium over gold. The day 
after it was the commercial value immediately went down 
in the United States and over the world. 


After the Sher- 


the mints to silver will increase its commercial value it is abso- 
lately impossible to make it. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, what might be the effect of 

i 5 the mints of all commercial countries upon the value of 

are do not know. I know as little as my friends seem to 


know as to what effect upon the value of silver will be uced 
by free coi But I do know this. I say I know it, use I 
have the au 


ity of the Senator from Nevada pe STEWART] 

for the statement I make. A difference of less than 3 cent, 

as was the difference between gold SOA SENE DEN e act of 

1873, led to the exportation of substantially all the silver dollars. 

x miake that statement upon the authority of the Senator from 
ev; 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think I have stated it in that shape. 
There was very little silver coined into dollars prior to that act; 
only about $8,000,000, while about 8150, 000, 000 in round numbers 
of silver was coined altogether. The main part of our coinage 
was foreign coin, made legal tender up to 1857. We were coining 
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about two million a year in 1861 and in 1862. At the time of the 
passage of the mint act we were coining at the rate of $3,000,000 
ayear. But I should like to correct another error, if the Senator 
will allow me right here. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will pardon me, I will submit 
to any correction, but at pas Lam interested in this particu- 
lar point. Ihave quoted him as authority for two statements on 
the floor. One is that the difference between the value of 
and silver before the act of 1873 led to the exportation of silver 
dollars, and the second proposition, for which I quote him as 
authority (and I am exceedingly glad to be able to furnish au- 
thority from such a distin ed, influential source), is that 
notwithstanding the p of a free-coinage law by the United 
States the value of silver will be the same throughout the world. 
I think I quote the Senator exactly. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I say that whether you pass a free- 
coinage law or not, silver being internationally dealt with, there 
will be an equilibrium in the price of silver bullion all over the 
world, less the accidents of exchange. 

Mr. PALMER. That proposition is one which I desire to make 
so distinct that it can not be misunderstood. The undertaking on 

of silver—I say the 


the part of those who favor the free coi 
undertaking, the thing which they promise t ves—is that the 
silver of the whole world will be advanced by the passage of an 
act of Congress directing the free coinage of silver and will all be 
brought up to the value of gold; not the silver of the United States 
coined in the United States alone; not the silver coined in Mexico 
alone; not the silver coined in all countries where coinage laws 
exist; but if the proposition is true that notwi ing the pas- 

e of a free-coinage law silver will have the same substantial 
value throughout the world, it follows that the Senator expects 
that the passage of a free-coinage law will lift all the silver in 
the world up to the parity with gold. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; and for obvious reasons. We have had 
object lessons to that effect very frequently. Whenever there has 
been a movement in this country toward coinage it has raised 
the price of silver, and it raised the price of silver in India just as 


well as it did here. In 1890, when silver went up to 121 here, it 
went up to 121 on the same day in India and Ja and London 
and everywhere else. When it falls here, it f there. There 


can not be a difference of price with to silver no more than 
there can be a difference in the level of the water of Lake Erie. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, if that proposition is sound, it 
will make no difference that in England, Germany, and France 
free coinage is not known, and that silver is not coimed in those 
countries as in any other. I accept the theory that the use of sil- 
ver will have some influence upon its commercial value. 

Mr. STEWART. Also in this connection let me state what the 
Royal Commission said. It said the fact that the mints of the Latin 
Union of Europe were open—the French mints, for the others 
did not amount to very much—kept an equilibrium of exc 
throughout the world and made gold and silver throughout the 
world ically one money for commercial purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, does the Senator say that is true? 

Mr. STEWART. That whatis true? The only difference that 
ever occurred between the price of silver in London and Paris 
was the difference in between the two places. As long 
as the French mints were there was an equilibrium of ex- 
change throughout the world. The Royal Commission attribute 
the divergence between the values of the two metals to the break- 
ing of the bimetallic tie, the closing of the French mints. There 
is no doubt if the price of silver in this country is 129 it would be 
so all over the world. That is perfectly obvious. 

Mr. PALMER. And if the price of silver is 68 here it will be 
so all over the world? 

It will. 

Mr. That much, now, seems to be settled; and it is 
claimed by the Senator from Nevada that the unlimited coinage 
of legal-tender silver in the United States would advance silver 
parion, not only in the United States, but all over the world, to 


— 


can not obtain gold as y as the gold- standard countries, and 
much more so. Russia is a silver-standard country. She accu- 
mulated in the last twenty years about 8500. 000, O00 of gold because 


she had plenty of money and business was stimulated so that she 
had something to export. Now, the Argentine Republic owes 


large gold obligations. I am told that they can pay them as well 
as We can, but they will pay them with „and they can 
get as much for their wheat as we can. Mexico has gold obli 

tions to pay, and she can get the gold to pay them with much 
easier than we can. They do not trouble her at all, because she 
has something to export. The trouble with us is that at the pres- 
ent price for our commodities, the gold price, we can not export 
and make a living out of it. 5 ean not buy gold 
without a great sacrifice. We are ming bankrupt because 


we can not buy gold. Now, seo what our fixed are, 


which are—— 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. STEWART. I will refrain. 


Mr. PALMER. I have listened to the Senator with great pleas- 
ure, but I propose to leave the floor in a moment, being indebted 
entirely to the Senator from New York for the time I have occu- 
pied. I wish to state in conclusion that mere conjecture and spec- 
ulation furnish no sufficient eon for legislative action. I refer 
to the Senator from Nevada, mse he represents more distinctly 
than anyone else the free-silver party of the Senate, unless it may 
happen to be the chairman of the Republican national committee, 
who speaks, I have no doubt, not only for himself, but for his party. 
I said that I have sought to get clear and A siren information upon 
3G wish the country to understand 

em. 


value different from that which now exists. I have sought to 
know from Senators who ought to know what that difference 
would be. It is very 3 to the debtor and creditor classes 
in Ilinois that they know to what extent. their values will 
be affected by this new standard of measurement. They feel the 
burdens of existing conditions. They are anxious to know if any 
better condition can be pointedouttothem. They want certainty, 
clearness, all reasonable precision, and in this effort of mine to- 
obtain clear and definite information as to what the expectations 
of free-coinage men are as to the relation between the two stand- 
ards I can not get a word. We have this hope, this vain and 
illusory hope—a hope contradicted by all human experience—that 
by mere legislation you can bring up an ounce of silver, now 
worth 68 cents, to $1.29, which covers the comparative difference 
of the two dollars, 

Mr. CARTER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Illinois a 
question. 

y. 


Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 
Nr. CARTER. Desiring to reach a conclusion as to certainty 
in the measure of value, I ask the Senator from Illinois to state 
whether or not he agrees with the British Royal Commission that 
8 wer of gold has constantly a iated since 1873? 

“as Noz; I do not agree t statement. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator whether he agrees with the 
further on that the prices of products of human toil and 
of the soil itself as measured in gold have depreciated in value 


I agree with that. 
I will ask the Senator from Illinois then 
Mr. President, the Senator from Montana will 


I should like to present the full question. 
d rhen the Senator ges through . e will ad rd 
and w. with my question it or 
me t satisfaction to answer hi 12 

. CARTER. I am endeavoring, if the Senator will allow me 


to conclude my question 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the Senator if he will answer my 
question. I want to know what will be the comparative differ- 
ence between the standard of value the Senator proposes and the 
standard of value which now exists. 

Mr. CARTER. L have been endeavoring to answer that ques- 
tion by asking the Senator from Illinois questions which in and 
of themselves will answer it. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, of course the Senator has. 

Mr. CARTER. It is merely 

Mr. PALMER. And when I consent to that mode of interro- 
gation the Senator can indulge in it. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Illinois, conceding the fact 
dan een! cies of all the products of human toil, the products 
of land, whether in town lots or broad acres 

Mr. PALMER. I have not conceded that. 

Mr. CARTER. Have been constantly decreasing in value since 


873— 

. . want thie: peor * Montana to 

make me e for the poetry is speech. 3 
Mr. CARTER. And that the purchasing power of the gold 


1 
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dollar has therefore increased, I ask whether or not the Senator, 


since certainty is desired, has any substantial hope to offer to 

the people of the country to expect a change in the current of 

porpo fom and universal depreciation of prices under the gold 
ni 

Mr. PALMER. Now, I submit to the Senator from Montana 
whether he himself will say that that is an answer to my ques- 
tion. I asked him a distinct and plain question. I have given him 
an opportunity to answer it. ill he say to me fr: y that he 
has told me what would be the difference by the standard of 
value produced by free coinage and the existing standard of value? 
That is the question I asked. 

Mr. CARTER. My question was predicated upon the proposi- 
tion presented by the Senator that certainty in the transaction of 
business is a necessity. f 

Mr. PALMER. I have never said that. 

Mr. CANTER; I understood that to be one of the propositions 
presented. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not responsible for anything the Senator 
has understood. 

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator now deny that certainty as to 
valuation of products by the measure or standard of value is essen- 
tial to a fair and just line of transactions among men? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; I deny it. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the only ground of contention between 
the friends of the gold standard and the friends of the bimetallic 
standard. 

Mr. PALMER. I have often known ingenious gentlemen to 
seek to get an admission of their premises and then to suggest 
their own conclusion. I have been taught that in an argument 
no gentleman has a right to take anything for granted. There- 
fore, when the Senator asks me if I grant certain things I say I do 
not. The Senator must build up his own argument, based upon 
his own premises, and when he demonstrates his premises, to do 
which I will give him an opportunity in a moment, he can draw 
his conclusion. 

I wish to say that I have lived in IIlinois for sixty years. I 
- have seen the time when lands—good tracts of land—were worth 
four or five dollars an acre. I have seen corn worth 10 cents 
a bushel. If the Senator will allow me just one moment I can 

rhaps state a significant fact in this connection. A neigh- 

r of mine owed me $34. I was about leaving home for court, 
and he wanted to pay the debt in corn. I told him I would take 
it. Ihad one horse and very little idea of what the horse would 
need. He asked me where to put it, and I said in a little crib that 
stood back of my house. Iwas absent several days. When I got 
to town a number of fellows were waiting for me and they fol- 
lowed me, and when I got to my house I found that the 334 bushels 
of corn had not only filled the crib, but had actually covered it all 
over. Corn was worth 10 cents a bushel. Corn was burned in 
the field because it had no marketable value. 

I have known pork, dressed hogs, at St. Louis to sell for $1.50 
net. I have seen prices in that condition. I do realize the fact 
that there has been a decline of prices within a comparatively late 

riod. Last year corn in Illinois, in my county, was worth 45 
cents. But these were accidents. 

This country, notwithstanding all that is said, is a flourish- 
ing one. There are changes in business. New machinery comes 
into use and takes the place of men. Employment is difficult to 
be found, especially in the lines that are termed skilled employ- 
ment. This t social and economic change is going on. How 
it will result I do not know, but I will say that, in my judgment, 
whenever any party in this country succeeds in obtaining control 
of the Government and coins silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 and 
makes that silver a legal tender for all debts, public and private, 
we will witness—not I, because I do not think that pariy will come 
into power in my brief day, but those who live then will witness— 
conditions of a character that will be so far beyond anything we 
mime now that they will sigh for the return of the good times 
of 1896. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I will ask the Senator from Illinois a 
question, if he will allow me. The Senator is 1 abd anxious to 
know what effect the free coinage of silver will have upon what 
he chooses to call the commercial value of silver bullion. 

Mr. PALMER. L ask what will be the commercial value? 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, the question I want to ask the Senator 
from Illinois is this: If he were the owner of silver bullion and 
had the right to carry it to the mint and have each 412} grains of 
that bullion coined into a legal-tender dollar which would pay as 
much debt and buy as much property as any other legal-tender 
dollar that exists within the limits of the United States, would he 
take less than a dollar for each 412} grains of that silver bullion, 
or would any sane man who owns silver bullion, when he had the 
right to have it coined into a legal-tender dollar which would per 
form every function that any other legal-tender dollar can per- 
form, take less than a dollar for each 4124 grains of silver? 

Mr. PALMER. I have been lucky in getting every sort of an 


answer by my friends who favor the free coinage of silver except 
a direct answer. 

Mr. HARRIS. My answer is that it will bring silver up to par 
value, to $1.29. 

Mr. PALMER. The answer to that is that it would bring up 
the value of the silver of all the world, according to the theory of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would be glad to see it so. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not believe it. It is contrary to all human 
experience. I grant that giving an additional use to silver may 
advance it probably to some extent, as the Senator from Missouri 
says; but Ido not believe that the mere action of the American 
Congress in giving to silver all the powers that can be given to it 
ote establish a parity between a dollar of gold and a dollar of 
silver. 

ae President, I have occupied a good deal of time, and I beg 
pardon. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Illinois one question 
in regard to a statement he made. The Senator used the expres- 
sion in his in a very aggressive way, that the silver Demo- 
crats had made some progress through snap conventions. Will 
the Senator from Illinois explain to what convention he alludes? 

Mr. PALMER. Iwill. I allude to the conventions held last 
year in Missouri and Illinois, ; 

Mr. . Missouri? 

Mr. PALMER. Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Last year? 


Mr. PALMER. Last year. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In 1895? 
Mr. PALMER. In 1895. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It was advertised for six months. 
i m PALMER. The convention called in June, 1895, at Spring- 
e 


Mr. VEST. Very good. What was there in the nature of a 
snap convention about the Missouri convention? 

Mr. PALMER. An unnecessary convention must necessarily 
be a snap convention. It was called for the purpose of commit- 
ting the Democratic to free silver. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. It was called to give expression to the opin- 
ion of nine-tenths of those in the Democratic ranks of Missouri. 

Mr. PALMER. Why give expression if the party was so united? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Because a few men were trying to misrep- 
resent us by telling the Administration that we were in favor of 


the gold standard. 

Mr. PALMER. If the term snap convention” shall be at all 
offensive I will withdraw it, but I will say that I know of no 
better term by which to describe it. The Senator will have to 
supply me with one. It was a convention called for the deliber- 
ate purpose of committing the Democratic party of Missouri, in 
advance of any actual necessity, to the free-silver dogma? 

Mr. VEST. In other words, the Senator from Illinois is kind 
enough to suggest that the Democrats of Missouri could be brought 
up against their consent and made to utter declarations that they 
did not believe. Now, what power could make them do that? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not said that. 

Mr. VEST. That is the meaning of the Senator’s statement, 
because the Senator says it was to commit them. Of course if it 
did commit them in obedience to their own wishes and opinions 
it was not a snap convention, but a perfectly fair and deliberate 
convention. 

Mr. PALMER. They were convened by their managers. 

Mr. VEST. They were convened by their own will. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois can speak for his own people, but he can not 
speak for mine. 

The Democrats of Missouri, nine hundred and ninety out of 
every one thousand are in favor of the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, and at every opportunity they have so expressed them- 
selves. In the last convention held in Missouri, after due and 
deliberate notice, out of the whole State there were some dozen 
gentlemen whorepresented what they call the sound-money dogma, 
a catchword which is so false as to be almost infamous. It is an 
intimation that we who favor the free coinage of silver are in favor 
of unsound money, when the Senator has been combating here 
the idea that we can 5 be correct in saying that free coin- 
age will make a silver dollar e a gold dollar. How can it be 
unsound money if the silver dollar will buy as much and pay as 
much debt? 

Mr. PALMER. It will not. 

Mr. VEST. We believe it will. The Senator answers it by 
sying he does not believe it. 

PALMER. Yes, sir. 
Wri VEST. If that is logic, I am perfectly willing to leave it 
ere. 

Mr. PALMER. I say it is contradicted by all human experi- 


ence. 
Mr. VEST. Isay it is not contradicted by all human experi- 
ence. Isav that prior to 1873 for eighty years in this country we 
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had the aggregate of both metals, as Rothschild called it, gold 
and silver, for standard money, and we maintained them both, 
except that the white metal in 1873 was at 3 per cent premium 


over gold. For two hundred years in Europe gold and silver were 

maintained standard money. The Senator us human expe- 

rience contradicts it. Never until 1873 in this country and until 

the coinage law 5 silver was passed was it a 

by the people of the United States that they would be called upon 

do business with one metal as the standard money of redemp- 
on. 

Mr. PUGH. The best way to settle it is to try free coinage. 

Mr. PALMER. Free coinage has no attraction for me, even as 
described by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question. 

Mr. PALMER. The devising of a new dollar which has never 
existed in this country before or a coin that never existed in this 
country before—— 

Mr. T. The silver dollar? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; the silver dollar. I mean a silver dollar of 
412} grains of silver when the ounce of silver is worth but 68 cents. 
i Mr. VEST. What made it worth 68 cents? That is the ques- 

on. 


Mr. PALMER. The people did not want it. 

Mr. VEST. It was made worth 68 cents, according to the Sen- 
ator’s statement, by closing the mints and taking away from silver 
its principal element of intrinsic or commercial value, which was 
the money element. After closing the mints and perpetrating 
this outrage ppan the people of the United States, then they take 
advantage of their own wrong and say that the commercial value 
of silver has been lessened. 

Mr. PALMER. In 1873 Congress alaw for which I am 
not responsible. I believe there are Senators present who did vote 
for thelaw. But since that time legislation has been against sil- 
ver, and you might as well attempt to resurrect a dead y and 
say that that body once lived and moved with all the energy and 
power of a perfect young life as to say that you can now, because 
it once lived, reinvigorate a metal and make it as valuable as it 
once was. The work is done. I did not doit. The world did it. 
It is done. Silver is worth 68 cents an ounce now to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN. Measured by what standard? 

Mr. PALMER. Gold is worth about $20.64 an ounce to-day, 
and the idea that you can make them of equal value involves an 
absurdity that appears to me incomprehensible. 

Mr. VEST. Now I will proceed with what I have to say in 
regard to the statement of the Senator from Illinois about the 
snap conventions. As to the Senator’s last remark, I have simply 
to make this assertion: If, as I have shown and as the Senator 

can not deny, prior to 1873, when the mints were open to both 
metals, silver was not only equal to gold but at 3 per cent pre- 
mium over it, why is it not perfectly logical and rational to as- 
sume that if you undo that legislation the result will be what we 
8 it will be, that the parity between the two coins will be 
restored? 

Mr. PALMER. Because, if the Senator will allow me, the busi- 
ness of the world is adjusted with respect to the new relations, 
and therefore we can not do that. 

Mr. VEST. IbegtheSenator’s pardon. That is not true either, 
with great deference to him. The world is divided between the 
use of silver and the use of gold and the use of both. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Missouri tell me any 
— where both metals are used for coins except the United 

Mr. VEST. They are both used in Mexico, in India, and in 
Ja where $31,000,000 of gold is in the bank. 

r. PALMER. For what purpose is it kept there? 

Mr. VEST. It is kept there for all the purposes of gold any- 
where, as a bank reserve, as money in circulation, as standard 
money of redemption; and yet no country in the world has ad- 
vanced in civilization so rapidly as Japan. Almost unknown a 
a few years ago, to-day Japan is in the front rank of Eastern na- 
tions and almost in the front rank of nations throughout the world. 
There is an evidence of the use of both metals, or of the use, if the 
Senator will have it, of silveralone. Yet weare told that nothing 
but disaster can come to the people of the United States if we 
now restare the old functions of silver, those which it had prior 

But, Mr. President, I wish to say one word in re; to the Sen- 
ator’s allegation about the Missouri convention having been a snap 
convention. I want to say now—and there is not a gold man in 
Missouri who will deny it, unless he is a lunatic - that the last con- 
vention in Missouri, deliberately called, upon full notice, after 
earnest and acrimonious discussion, was the most representative 
and the largest convention ever held in the State, every county 
and every township being represented. The Senator says men 
who were not leaders were at the head of the movement. 

Mr. PALMER. I did notmakethatremark. I said leaders 

Mr. VEST. The Senator said the leaders did not lead, 
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Mr. PALMER. I said that. 

Mr. VEST. Could the people of Missouri, the fifth State in the 
Union, have been brought into such a convention i their 
own consent and their own intellectual convictions? The people 
lead in this country, and the man who thinks he can lead them 
against their will ought to be put into a lunatic asylum and kept 


there for life. The people e the issue; the le assemble 
the convention, and a public man in the State of Missouri who 
would undertake to lead them against the free coinage of silver 


onia be crushed so effectually that his remains would be unrec- 
ognizable. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam through, but I should like to say one word 
in reply to the Senator from Missouri. The Senator knows the 
extent to which leadership exists in Missouri as well as in other 
States, and his compliment to the people for their spontaneous 
movement has not about it the merit of any very great originality. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Illinois mean to say that all 
he has said to-day has been original? I think I have heard it in 
this Hall for the last eighteen years ad nauseam. If he has 
advanced a single original idea I should like to see it in print. 

Mr, PAL That looks a little bit as if it were ind. 

Mr. VEST. I did not so mean it. The Senator said to me that 
what I said had no originality in it. 

Mr. PALMER. No; I did not say 

Mr. VEST. The question is whether it is true or not. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not use the expression in that form. 
There was nothing to justify the retort, which might provoke an- 
other retort of equal severity. 

Mr. President, I am through. I yield the floor to the Senator 
from New 3 HL]. 

Mr. VEST. course I did not mean to say to my friend the 
Senator from Illinois anything personally di ble. If in the 
heat of debate I did so, Iam sorry for it. But he certainly stated 
that what I said did not have the merit of originality. Iwas com- 
pelled to say that nothing upon the silver question is original. If 
there is an original idea upon it, the man who has discovered it is 
entitled to a patent beyond any . 

I was proceeding to say that if ever a convention of the 
represented popular sentiment fairly, earnestly, and fully it was 
the convention held in Missouri to which the Senator has applied 
the epithet of being a snap convention. 

I have—and it is all I shall say in connection with my personal 
history—struggled to the full extent of my limited ability to pre- 
vent the unfortunate condition of affairs in the Democratic party 
to-day upon this currency question. I stood here at the risk of 
severe criticism from men who agree with me in regard to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and begged the Democrats in this 
Senate not to thrust this issue upon us, if possible, but to hold the 
party together upon some conservative basis. 

I went to the President of the United States in person, and 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and undertook to show them 
what would result if it was attempted to force the Democratic 
party to the single gold standard. I told them thatit was impos- 
sible to hold us together, whatever might happen to the Repub- 
lican party, in which equal dissensions existed, but which had 
the cohesive power coming from being a minority and 
which might cause them to survive this struggle for a short time, 
at least, in face of the great issue of protection to which that 
party is pledged. I stood here, as I have said, upon this floor, 
and was alienated by personal and political friends upon this side 
of the Chamber because I my party associates, if possible, 
to postpone at least this question in regard to the free coinage of 
silver until we could adjust other matters and stallize the 
power of the party upon what I conceived to be its damental 
1 but I also said, and say now, that if forced to the 
rosa never would consent to monometallism, either of gold or 
silver, 

That opinion is based upon my absolute conviction that there is 
not enough of either metal in the world to transact the business 
of mankind without pee to a large majority. I believe 
that monometallism either of gold or silver is a dastard monopoly, 
which gives into the hands of the few the power to control the 
interests and the products of the many. But we have come now 
to that position when inst all protest, all supplication even 
the Administration has forced this issue uponus. We attempted 
when the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was 
before the Senate to effect a compromise with the Administration 
upon this subject, and offered to support that repeal against our 
convictions, provided they would make some concession to silver 
as a money metal. 

That compromise was rejected, and we were then compelled either 
to follow the money ideas of Mr. Cleveland, the President of the 
United States, and of the Secretary of the Treasury, who gave his 
adhesion to him, either to follow their lead in regard to this mat- 
ter and separate ourselves absolutely from our own convictions 
and those of our people, or to follow the manly and honest dictates 
of our ownjudgment. In such a contingency no self-respecting 
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public man could hesitate for an instant. I am, therefore, not 
responsible for this discussion or for similar discussions before the 


peopis of the United States. 
. President, this thing has come to that pass when manhood 
and decency will not permit us to stand here and be told that we 
are in favor of.unsound money, that we are advocating snap con- 
ventions, and that we are attempting to lead the people in the 
direction of great disaster. 

This moming I saw in the papers that our President had ex- 
tended the civil service to something like 30,000 more employa% 
of this Government. This Administration, therefore, has pledged 
the people of the United States, so far as it was possible, to the 
civil service reform, of which we have heard so much. One of 
the first elements of that reform is a divorce between the patron- 
age of the Government and its political action. One of the burn- 
ing tenets of this school is that the patronage of the Government 
should not be indirectly used for the purpose of influencing the 
political convictions or declarations of the people. 

Some years ago a very dear friend of mine at my instance was 
made United States district attorney for the western district of 
Missouri; a man of eminent ability, of spotless character, who 
stands as high in the estimation of the people of Missouri as any 
man within its broad domain. When Cleveland was a can- 
didate the second time for President, this gentleman, a Democrat 
belonging to the same school with myself, during the session of 
the United States Federal court at Kansas City, went at night to 
the adjacent villages within easy access of the place where the 
court was held and plead with the people to vote the Democratic 
ticket, which he believed represented the welfare of the country. 
I was astounded on picking up the St. Louis papers upon a certain 
fateful morning to find that my friend had been removed from 
office, without a hearing, amply because while United States at- 
torney he had gone out and spoken for the party to which he and 
the President and myself belonged. $ 

I took the train within ten minutes for Washington, arrived 
here, went to His Excellency, and asked him respectfully upon 
what ground he had perpetrated what I considered an outrage 
upon my friend, an eminent Democrat. He brought out a news- 
paper paragraph from a paper which had bolted the Democratic 
ticket the preceding summer, and also hel to beat the Demo- 
cratic nominee for Congress. This paper had char: that Col- 
onel Benton, my friend, while holding the office of United States 
attorney had been guilty of pernicious i ip by advocat- 
ing the cause of his party. 

Fi knew the facts and had 1 to the judge of the court 
for a statement in regard to the way Colonel Benton had discharged 
the duties of his office and whether he had neglected them in order 
to give his attention to politics. Upon the next day the answer 
from the judge by telegraph reached me. I carried it to the 
President and said to him that I personally knew the incumbent 
had not been guilty of any dereliction or neglect of his duty in 
order to make speeches for the party to which he and I belonged. 
When the President n oo son no Daris for kip 
action, that this newspaper paragraph was simply groundless an 
dictated by personal or political 3 I will do fica the justice 
to say that he immediately revoked the order; but, not satisfied 
with revoking it, he addressed a letter—published first in the press 
of the country—to Colonel Benton, in which he read him a lecture 
and said he revoked the order because he found Colonel Benton 
had not neglected his duties, but he wished it distinctly under- 
stood that while any man held office under his Administration he 
did not approve of his dabbling in political canvasses or endeavor- 

to put his opinions before the oon of the United States. 

r. COCKRELL. Will my colleague permit me to read what 
occurred at the Michigan convention recently? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Where does New York comein here? This is Mis- 
souri. 

Me ORE One moment. Ionly wish to read a para- 
graph: 

“Tuscaloosa County sent 10 postmasters and 1 internal-revenue collector, 
ane 5 them for silver, but they bolted instructions and voted against 

Mr. VEST. Let me understand of the Senator from New York 
whether I am taking his time? 

Mr. HILL. I understood I had the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas not aware of it. 

Mr. HILL. I had the floor and yielded to the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If the Senator from Missouri is nearly 
through, I will wait. 

Mr. VEST. I am not disposed to raise the point of order, but I 
understood, with great deference to the Senator from New York, 
that the Senate had determined that no Senator could farm out 
the time here. 

Mr. HILL. I did not farm out the time. I yielded to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, and I asked if I could be recognized r he 
was through. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
Chair will state that under the order adopted yesterday the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILL] was entitled to the floor this 
8 at the conclusion of the routine morning business. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New York was distinctly en- 
titled to the floor this morning; but the Senator had no right, under 
the unanimous-consent 1 to give the floor to somebody 
else and then come in and claim it later. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that to be the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator does not wish to do me injustice? At 
the time I yielded I asked the Chair if I could be recognized after 
the Senator from Illinois had concluded, and the Chair expressly 
stated that he so understood. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course the Senator could be recognized if 
nobody else wanted the floor, but he has no right to farm out the 
floor all the time. 

Mr. HILL. I did not assume to farm it out. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] is in 


perfect order. 

Mr. HILL. I made the reservation which I have stated, and 
any Senator could have objected at the time if he desired to do so, 
but I did not assume to farm out the floor. 

Mr. VEST. I was not in the Senate when it adjourned yester- 
day evening; I was called out by committee business; but I was 
under the impression that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] 
was p ing in his own right, in his own time, and I am sim- 
ply replying to some observations he made, 

As I have said, the President of the United States, while he re- 
voked this unjust order, accompanied it with the declaration that 
under his administration of the Government public officials whilst 
holding office should not dabble, as he expressed it, in political 
matters. 

Now, what is the conduct of the Administration in regard to 
this money question before the wre of this country? Mr. Presi- 
dent, I say it with deep regret that this Administration has given 
its whole infiuence, its patronage, all the power of eloguence 
and of logic on the part of its Cabinet officers to influence the 
opinions of the people of the United States and to influence the 
snap conventions of which the Senator from Illinois has spoken. 
There was not long ago—a year ago—a Democratic convention in 
Nebraska, and the next day it was flashed across the country that 
the people of Nebraska had decided for honest money, sound 
money—this being the cant falsehood that is used to entrap the 
innocent and ignorant voters. When the truth was known it was 
found the convention was made up of officeholders—postmasters, 
marshals, collectors of internal revenue men who are living upon 
the patronage of the Federal Government, and whose lungs were 
filled with the air that came from the of the United 
States. This was a triumph of sound money! ere, then, was 
the civil-service reform that gives us to-day 30,000 new incum- 
bents of offices who can only be removed for cause? 

Why, Mr. President, there has not been a week when there was 
more than barely a majority of Cabinet ministers present in 
Washington to discharge the duties for which they are paid by 
the people of this country. Dr have been traversing their 
respective States, and even other States harangue the people in 
joint and single debate, denouncing the “silver unatics,” and 
talking about ‘‘ unsound and depreciated money.” Have we heard 
a single whisper of censure from His Excellency in regard to these 
proceedings? Have we heard any lecture from him such as was 
given to my friend when he dared to advocate the cause, the 
unbroken cause, of the Democratic party at that time? 

But more than that. I do not read, as a rule, from newspapers, 
but I happen to have this statement, fortified by private letters, 
from the Adrian (Mich.) Press, whose editor is a man of high per- 
sonal character and unquestioned veracity, and who was a dele- 
gate to the late convention in that State. The Senator from Ili- 
nois talked of snap conventions. Let the Secretary read that from 
an eyewitness who participated in that convention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DELEGATES WHO BROKE AWAY FROM INSTRUCTIONS. 


Of the 828 delegates elected to the convention, 723 were . either in per- 
son or by substitute, as shown by the first ballot. Four hundred and ninety- 
seven were elected under instructions from their county conventions to vo 
as a unit fora 16 tol silver resolution. Granting that the 45 absentees were 
all silver men, the silver cause ought still to have 452 votes in the convention. 

As the vote for Judge McGrath (310) was a fair test of the relative strength 
of the first candidate of the Administration gold crowd and the candi- 
e the silver, it follows that there were 142 silver backsliders in the con- 
vention. 

Every mother’s son of the 142is presumed to have acquiesced to instruc- 
tions of their home conventions to stand by the silver standard to the last 
ditch, yet they came to Detroit and bolted at the start into the camp of the 
gold-bug Administrationists, where they were received with open arms. 

Here is where the backsliders came from, together with the number from 
each county: Barry County, entire delegation of 11 instructed for 16 tol and 
all deserted and went over to the gold-bug Ad rationists. Calhoun, 
14 instructed for silver; 13 turned traitors and voted with the gold bugs. 
St. Joseph, entire 11 delegates instructed for silver: 9 were backsliders. 
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Muskegon, 7 instructed for suver; all proved to be traitors. 
instructed for the white metal, 4 deserted to the gold bu 
instructed, 4 deserted. Lenawee, 23 instructed, 5 deserted. 
structed, 3 deserted. Cass, 10 instructed, 1 deserted. Clinton, 11 instructed. 
ces ton Newaygo, 4 instructed, 2 deserted. Menominee, 7 instructed, all 
iders. 
In other counties where no instructions were given, silver men deserted as 


follows: Alpena, 1; Bay, 7; Berrien, 5; Charlevoix, 3; Cheboygan, 2; Craw- 
ford. 2; Grand Traverse, 2; Gratiot, ll; Jackson, 10; Lake, 1; r, 2; Mar- 
mette, 1; Midland, 1; Monroe, I; S W. 12; Shiawasse, 2; Van Buren, 3; 


ashtenaw, 4. 

The silver men had a list compiled from the returns of county conventions 
showing that had every county sent the full number of delegates,and had 
there been no liding, they would have had, counting only instructed 


Ni Besvons 85 N figures yesterday morning not the ry Shs 
n’s — 
e given oak for Publication showed a majority of N for the Admin- 
on. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I caused that statement to be read 
instead of reading a much more lengthy one from the Detroit 
Tribune and another from the Cincinnati Enquirer, giving the 
details more in extenso; but I should not have had any newspaper 
articles read except for corroborating private letters on my desk, 
which any Senator is at liberty to examine. I have not tele- 
graphed to the authors for permission to read them in the Senate, 
. therefore shall not do so; but they are here. They come from 
men for whose integrity and veracity I am willing to vouch; men 
who have held high positions, who were delegates in that conven- 
tion, and who are now delegates to the national convention to be 
held at Chicago, and who depict a state of facts which are dis- 
graceful to American public life. It is stated by one of those 
gentlemen that two-thirds—I learn from another source that all 
except one—of the postmasters of Michigan were on the floor of 
the State convention. j 

Iam prepared for the facetious remark that the material for 
delegates must have been very poor if they could have been bought 
or seduced after they arrived in the great city of Detroit. Mr. 
President, those of us who know anything about conventions 
know how this proxy system can be used to 5 0 upon the will 
of the people. e know that when money even for travel can not 
be obtained by the agricultural classes of the country there are 
men holding public office under the Government of the United 
States ready to pay their own way with proxies in their pockets 
to represent upon the floor of the convention a constituency by 
whom they would be repudiated. This convention in Michigan 
no more represented the will of the Democratic of that State 
than I represent the will of an 2 constituency to-day upon 
this floor. The statement that the Democrats of Michigan are not 
for the free coinage of silver is, in my judgment, as false as to say 
that the Democrats of the State of Missouri are opposed to it. 

It was stated in Missouri prior to the last convention that the 
gold men or sound-money men would control the convention. 
Ont of 800 delegates there were not one dozen sent there who did 
not favor the free coinage of silver. Even from the great com- 
mercial centers like St. Louis and Kansas City the delegates from 
every ward except one were in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of the white metal. ; 

Iam a delegate to the Chicago convention against my wish, 
sent there by my people to discharge a duty. I have stated, 
under much criticism in Missouri, that I was a Democrat under 
all conditions and intended to abide by the action of 35 party: 
that I was too old to hunt for a new political home; that I should 
die, as I have lived, in the of Jefferson, devoted to his teach- 
ingsand principles. But I serve notice now that if this convention 
at Chicago is to be made up of Federal officeholders, brought 
there to overawe and override the wishes of the honest majority 
of the Democratic party throughout the United States, it is no 
Democratic convention with me. I shall abide the will of the 
majority of my party, honestly and fairly expressed. I make no 
threat, but I want no misunderstanding. The Democratic party 


5 a par . le, 3 by an honest expression of 
eir will, and not patronage. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. 3 I am rather rised to observe 


that this is somewhat of a prelude to the national Democratic 
convention at Chi . The date of that convention has been 
fixed for the 7th day of July, and I do not popoe to anticipate 
any of the difficulties which will confront the Democracy at that 
time. While discussing the question of a snap convention be- 
tween the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Missouri it 
was 1 I think, that they should both allow me to speak 
upon that question as an expert. ughter.] 

Mr. President, in order to avoid having any snap convention in 
New York the Democracy of that State, I think, propose to have 
the latest convention of any that shall be held thissummer. I 
did complain a little of Missouri Democrats in 1892 that, notwith- 
standing all the alleged wrongs which had been 5 
against the Democracy of that State by Mr. Cleveland during his 
prior Administration, they made haste pretty early to declare in 
1892 in favor of free coinage and Grover Cleveland.” I am not 
going to discuss those questions here now. Neither am Ito be 


betrayed into a defense of the civil-service policy of the present 


Administration. At some other time I may have something to 
say upon that question. Neither am I going to discuss the ques- 
tion of the Michigan Democracy nor anticipate the result of the 
Chicago convention. As the vote on the pending question is to 
be taken within an hour, and I think it is underst that I shall 
occupy the time, I shall proceed immediately to discuss the real 
question involved here. 

I take pleasure in saying that I do not concur in all which the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has said. I do not understand 
that a snap convention can be one duly called by the regular offi- 
cials of one’s upon ample notice. Ido not agree with my 
venerable friend from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who ae the con- 
vention of last year in Missouri a snap convention. Ido not agree 
with the epithet used toward the convention in Illinois that was 
held last year. The convention in Missouri and the convention 
in Illinois held last year were both conventions called by the regu- 
lar officials of the party, namely, by the State committee, after 
due notice, of which everybody was notified, and subsequently 
the conventions were held, after reasonable notice. A political 
party has a right, in my judgment, to meet at any time, upon due 
notice of its central committee, to discuss any question, to take 
any position upon the silver question or the gold question, or any 
other question involved; and those who disagree with the con- 
trolling powers of the party have no right to refuse to attend 
the primaries, but they should be ready always to attend the 
primaries, and attend the conventions, and then abide by the 
result, 

I take but little stock myself in the clamors which are raised 
against so-called “snap conventions.” They are usually simply 
theclamors of the defeated minority. The minority should attend 
„ having ample notice, and should abide by the 
res 

I see that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is 
in the Chamber, and before I proceed with my regular a: ent 
I wish to quote from a portion of his speech delivered the day be- 
fore yesterday. The Senator said: 


Here is a telegram from the Morgan dicate sent on the 2ist day of 
December to the President and Reqeetary of the Treasury, telling the Gov- 


ernment officials that the gold can not be procured in Europe because the 
credit of the United States is so bad, and that if their bid of 1044 55 
‘old in the 


at once they will withdraw the bid and refuse to furnish the 
United States, knowing as they did, and as the Secretary knew, t all the 
gold not already in the Treasury had been thoroughly cornered by Morgan 
and the banks associated with him. 

I ask the distinguished Senator from South Dakota, who, I as- 
sume, honors me with hearing me, to what telegram did he refer? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator will find in another portion 
of my an allusion to that same telegram, in which I state 
the facts. I simply alluded to it there, and the remark was 
brought out by a question of the Senator from New York. I re- 
forre to the telegram in the body of my speech. 

Mr. HILL. Iam reading from the body of the speech, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator is reading from a portion of 
the speech which was in response to his questions. Nearly every- 
thing in the apenn of which the Senator complains was drawn 
out by himself. 

Mr. HILL. I am not complaining of the speech. If the Sena- 
tor is satisfied with it I am. I simply ask the Senator to what tel- 
egram he refers? He said, ‘‘Here is a telegram.” The Senator 
had papers before him. Will he be kind enough to produce that 
telegram? [A pause.] Mr. President, I desired to know some- 
toing in regard to this, and I addressed an inquiry to the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the {Apel ana asked him to explain in regard 
to that telegram. With the kind permission of the Senate, I ask 
leave to insert the reply in my remarks. I seem to have mislaid 
it. The information, permit me to state for the benefit of the 
Senator from South Dakota, received in answer to my inquiry of 
the Treasury Department, which I supposed I had here at my dis- 
posal, is that neither the Department nor any of the officials con- 
nected with this matter ever heard of such a telegram; they know 
nothing in —— to it, and the first knowledge that they had of 
it was when their attention was called to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then that will be one of the facts to be 
established by the investigation; and it makes it all the more 
pertinent and important. 

Mr. HILL. Is that all the answer the Senator can make to my 
inquiry? No, Mr. President; that will not do. I pass it. Yes; 


that will be one of the facts to investigate in this proposed investi- 
ation, if it shall be undertaken, and I shall await, and ask the 
mate to await, with much interest, as to whether that allega- 
tion of the Senator from South Dakota will be sustained. There 
I leave it, with the privilege of 
from the Department, to which I 


utting in the communication 
ve referred, 
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The letter referred to is as follows: 


[Personal.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 7, 1896. 
to your inquiry regard’ the statement of Senator 
PETTIGREW, on of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that he had a tele- 
from the Morgan syndi so-called) sent on the 2ist of last Decem- 
r to the President and Secretary of the Treasury in regard toa bid for 
bonds, I desire to say that no such bees ginny Pligg nome Mr. Morgan or 
any a by representing or resen by him, and no such bid was ever 
receiv 


DEAR Stn: Repl: 


cate ( 


or ‘ht to the mtion of President or Secretary of the 
or any of officials of this Department. 
i W. E. CURTIS. 
Hon. DAVIÐ B. HILL, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in the line of the argument which I 
have marked out, I wish to read a complaint addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from the Chase National Bank of New 
York, of January 16, 1879. I ask leave to incorporate the letter 
in my remarks, and I shall not detain the Senate by reading It. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


CHASE NATIONAL BANK, NEW YORK, TO MR. SHERMAN. 
CHASE NATIONAL BANK, New York, January 16, 1879. 


Srr: In responding to your favor of the 13th instant I to say that in 
8 in favor of a very few 9 many 


‘circular of the Ist instant does make such discrimina- 


Now you give as follows: oie on an amount under $100,000; one-eighth 
per cent on an amount of $100, to $1,000,000; one-fourth per cent on an 
amount of 8000830 to $10,000,000; and an extra one-tenth per cent on any 
p cally and effectually excludes all banks that will not undertake 


advan 
a perfect a ion can and do give better terms by reason of 
8 they reach out for, and which your revised scale ot 

ves them. s 

From your standpoint it is proper that you should exult over the enormous 
subscriptions obtained during the first two weeks after the resumption. 

Pardon me for expecting that this apparent extraordinary success will ina 
few months be pron a misfortune. 

—5 fifty years of observation in this financial bedlam justifies me in looking 
doubtingly on this overdoing, I fear, of a good thing. 

Another point I desire to make: I decidedly dissent to the practice of leay- 
ing such enormous amounts of money in a few banks. 

‘our Department of the Government has a 8 wer over the 
national banks, and no others can be depositaries of Uni tates money. 

It is true these copat are amply, yes, doubly, secured; first, by bonds; 
— second, by a preferred claim on the banks’ assets, a fact not generally 
understood. 

As a matter of public interest, no bank should be intrusted with an amount 
of public funds so vastly dispro te to its capital as is tolerated, and 


y encouraged, in a few ces. 
I am aware that some of the depositaries claim that their “surplus” is 


available as capital. 
The de entand you, asthe 93 pd of that department, should 
bear in mind that lus” can be divided among the si olders, law- 


fully, without notice to depositors. 
Capital is the only fixed security. 
an a in the national banks as a whole 
0 


You will excuse me for taki 
ay oe beng er feng —— riot and 12 . back on the ular 
scale’ of commissions sdopted fn your August appeal ths banks ona the 
** Transin; very respectfully, yours, JOHN THOMPSON. 
Hon. Jonx SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. I simply cite this letter for the purpose of showing 
that there were complaints then, as now, in regard to the distri- 
bution of the various bonds of the Government. 

J also will introduce another telegram from Mr. SHERMAN to the 
First National Bank of New York, dated January 18, 1879, which 
I shall not trouble the Senate with reading, but ask to incorporate 
in my remarks. 

The telegram referred to is as follows: 


MR. SHERMAN TO FIRST NATIONAL BANK, NEW YORK. 


[Telegram.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 18, 1879. 
H. C. FAnNEsTOOK, 


Vice President First National Bank, New York: 5 

Can not vary from ment stated in letter yesterday. See Morgan at 
. Ou. 
his house to-morrow. fic will arrange with En , nly 

Mr. HILL. I also wish to have incorporated in my remarks a 
resolution passed on January 24, 1879, by the United States Sena 
not a resolution of investigation, but a resolution of inquiry o 
the Secretary of the Treasury, asking all information in regard to 
bonds, compensation, services to brokers, and in reference to all 
the alle scandals which were said then to pertain to that mat- 
ter. I do not think that there were any scandals in fact. The 

int I am making is that former Secretaries of the Treasury have 

Peen subjected to the same suspicions, to the same charges. They 
have been refuted, and so, I 


say, the present Secretary of the 
Treasury will amply refute these charges and time will vindicate 


The resolution referred to is as follows: 
RESOLUTION OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 24, 1879. 
ey inci Cy toner DEROAEY- OE Ia SIOMUTT DORON N6 Ja DAIO directed 
to inform Senate of the amount of or other 9 
firms, com syndicates, and individuals for 
tiating the sale of bonds and other obligations of the United 
States, from the year 1862 until toe Treeni time; when and to whom such 


commissions or compensation was paid, and when to syndica firms, 
eo f..... A oF tbs puttin command te 


e. 

And also to inform the Senate whether any, and, if any, what amount of 
commissions or other 9 has been paid to tankers, brokers, firms, 
Compass, syndicates, and individuals for services rendered in refunding any 
of the bonds of the United States; and if any such payments have been mad: 
to state when and to whom made; and also whether interest has been pai 
on called bonds at the same time that interest was accruing on the bonds sold 
n ͤ T 

while the opera’ m in progress, or on bonds sold for 
redemption purposes, 5 whether there has been any exception to 
such | dpe peg of double interest, and who was Secretary of the T at 
the t of such exception, and how much double interest has been paid on 
each class of bonds, and the total amount thereof, and whether the money 
received for bonds sold b; any tank or syndicate in all cases, been 
allowed to remain on deposit witi the national banks acting as Government 


tories 3 the bonds, the names of the banks 
the length of time during which the bond: 
with each bank; and 


also 
ponon of overdue called bonds has been | 
any Government depository, and what was the largoni amount thereof at 
any one time, stating the names of the banks in which such money was 
deposited, and what security the Treasury held for the payment thereof 
when demanded. 
zy 7 That information heretofore communicated to either House of 


Congress shall not be but references to the documents where the 
same is to be found shall and names of subscribers to popular loans 
siars Tone, 1877, to whom no commissions have been paid or allowed, may be 
omi 

Attest: GEO. C. GORHAM, Secretary. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, considerable was said in a recent 
discussion which was had about the necessity for a popular loan. 
The difficulty in awarding bonds to investors is very great. Itis 
8 Contained in the correspondence on page 618 of 
the book which I hold in my hand is a newspaper item, which I 
also ask permission to publish in my remarks, showing that the 
same tactics by bidders were reso tothen as now and thatthe 
same clamor of men who wanted to advertise themselves as dis- 
ppoe bidders took place then. This is the item to which I 
refer; 


After the 4 percents that have been offered were all sold, many large sub- 
scriptions were recei particularly from New York banks. hese were 
not, of course, acce; Some of were forwarded to the Secretary 
after he had left the Department for the day. Hoe is in doubt to-night whether 
these are all bona fide subscriptions, or whether those who sent them were 
not already aware that no more 4 percents were just now for sale, and 
whether they did not therefore make their offers for fame and not for the 
purpose of obtaining the bonds. 

Mr. President, that is always the difficulty. When your loans are 
made in the Government there are men at the last moment making 
their bids when they know the artment is closed and the bids 
can not be accepted, and they do it simply for the purpose of ad- 
vertising themselves. That was something like thesituation with 
the Graves bid, and the situation with some other bids in this 
instance. This newspaper item simply corroborates that fact. 

I also desire to have read a letter to Mr. SHERMAN from the 
Continental National Bank of New York, on page 622, and another 
from the National Bank of the State of New York to the Secretary, 
making complaints of unfair treatment, making complaints of 


favoritism, making against the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
the same charges that we have heard ringing in our ears for the 
last six months against the present distinguished Secretary of the 


. He certainly will understand me. I am simply point- 
ing to these things to show that they were unfair then, as they 
are unfair now—not worthy of investigation then, as they are not 
worthy of investigation now. They were not investigated then, 
but the Senator from Ohio, the then Secretary of the Treasury, 
was asked to explain in regard to them, to which I will all 


later. 
The letters referred to are as follows: 


CONTINENTAL NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK TO MR. SHERMAN. 


CONTINENTAL NATIONAL BANK, 
New York, April 7, 1879. 


DEAR SIR: Since our Mr. Randolph's letter of Saturday, the parties 
whom we received the $3,000,000 car age one: of 4th of April, have made 
formal demand upon us for the bonds. supposed that 
clining to receive the same had set all 
enforce their claim with the statement t others who subscribed similarly 
within the business hours of that day have been awarded their bonds. 

The subscription in question is the one to which we referred in our first 
tel when we stated that there were more to follow“; but as the par- 
ticulars could not be made up until the day’s work was over, they did not 
reach us until shortly after 3 o’clock, as has been the practice of the same 

rties with all the subscriptions they have made through us. They seem 
Think, therefore, that as their subscription was made entirely in the regular 


1896. 
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and established order in which their preceding ones had been made, they can 
hold us to the delivery. 


We should, perhaps, add that the parties in question were not members of 
the oy nape ne bid we afterwards 8 nor had they any knowl- 
edge o nee. 

Respectfully, FRED. TAYLOR, Cashier. 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington 


NATIONAL BANK OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, NEW YORK, TO MR. SHERMAN. 
THE NATIONAL BANK OF THE STATE OF NEW YORE, 


New York, April 7, 1879. 

Sir: We 8 you to-day, as follows: 

“Your letter of 5th received. e million seven hundred of our subscrip- 
tions were received by us about 12 o’clock. About one million three hun- 
dred were received between the hours of 12 and 2.30. Balance of subscrip- 
tion received after 3 o'clock. Š 

“Our customers complain of serious loss, having made I; 
against their subscriptions, presuming that the same would be accepted. 

“r possible for you to accept the three million, or any part, please tele- 


Confirming the above, we beg to add that the subscriptions comprising the 
amount, $1,700,000, were received about 12 o'clock in the day, and the certifi- 
cates issued and letters written and both duly signed before 2 p. m. Having 
been notified in the meantime that additional subscriptions toa largeamount 
would be sent in shortly, we thought to inclose the whole in one letter to you. 
knowing that there was ample time, the Washington mail closing at 7.30 
m.; and, in consequence of the amount, we took the 1 to 
legraph as soon as our total for the day was ascertained, say 3.30 p. m., and 
— an early shipment. 
© subscriptions were made in every way in accordance with our usual 
custom; and, in consequence of your declining to receive them, our custom- 
ers, who have long been prominent dealers in United States bonds and snb- 
scribers to la amounts through us, have been subjected to eas disa 
pointment and loss. We knew of no reason for any unusual haste in dispatch- 
ing our letters, and deviated in no eg oa from our usual custom. 
e subscriptions and the order of their receipt were as follows: $200,000, 
00,000, $500,000, $250,000, $500,000; total, $2,950,000, received 2 to 3 p. m. 
e beg to hand you herewith a letter just received from Messrs. Speyer & 
Co., for whose account the 1 first in order, $200,000, was received, 
which will serve to show our on in the matter and the view which is 


all of our customers in 
We to say, in conclusion, t we shall be 


sales same day 


y accommodated if the 
as stated, can be accepted; cod await your reply. hoping 


that the matter will be adjusted to the satisfac all parties. Your reply 
at the ear! ible moment will 
Yours, very respectfully, R. L. EDWARDS, Cashier. 


To the honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Mr. Carlisle will survive these at- 
tacks; history will vindicate him as history vindicated the Senator 
from Ohio. The names of the critics and fault-finders who found 
fault with the Senator from Ohio are almost unknown, while the 
name of the Secretary will live in the future history of our country. 

In the famous book written by the Senator from Ohio, which I 


presume member of the Senate has, the Senator himself 
speaks of the difficulties in the way of resumption which he en- 
coun He speaks of the difficulties which encountered him 


tered. 

in the great refunding period wherein he administered the office 
tary of the Treasury. He gives in full in his book one of 
the contracts which I have already incorporated inmy remarks. 
He thought the contract was for the best interests of the country. 
He speaks of it in this form in the book entitled John Sherman’s 
Racdicctions of Forty Years in the House, Senate, and Cabinet, 
eee tance of this contract and th t 

3 a sensation in the 8 per press, pabicty ros 222 2221 5 


er or * contributed any information in 
to the matter to anyone, whether or otherwise, who appli 
tome. Perhaps as accurate a statement as an a noa N eby 
George Alf: Townsend, over his nom de plume “Gath,” in the New 
York Graphic of April 12, 1878. He said, etc. 
Then he said further, and I quote from the book, on page 646: 
The Eastern press, almost without exception, gave its hearty approval of 
the contract made and the mode and manner of the Stre rr dally P he lead- 
papers in New York, including the Herald, Tribune, and Times, gave 
accounts. Inthe West, however, where the greenback craze, or “ heresy,” 
as it was commonly call ed, the press was either indifferent or 
to the contract and It is ate Sapo how stron the 
‘ecling in favor of an irredeemable paper currency was in many of the West- 


upon a time when a final vote should be taken 
upon this bill, and that it would be fayorably reported by a majority of 1. 

eee e Ged committee was appointed, the Committee on 
Banking and ency of the House of Representatives, and, un- 
der and in pursuance of a resolution which was passed, it pro- 
ceeded to take up the matter. Then the charges poured in against 
Secretary Sherman. He says: 


While I was congratula’ myself upon accomplishing an important work 
for the people, I had an animosity more bitter and violent than an: 
Jever encoun before or since. i was charmed, Gizectly 88 
ent of the National Republican, published in ashington, with 


So is John G. Carlisle now charged with corruption— 
and that I was interested in and would make money through the syndicate. 
1 I not right in saying yesterday that history is repeating 


It was said that I “came to the United States Senate several years ago a 
poor and perhaps an honest man. To-day he — taxes on a computed prop- 
erty of over half a million, all made during his Senatorial term, on a salary 
of $6,000 a year and perquisites. My property at home and in W. 
was in this letter and the inference was drawn that in some way, 
by corrupt methods, I made what I . It is true that 1 found 
many ready defenders, but I took no notice of these imputations, knowing 
that they were entirely unfounded, for I never, directly or indirectly, de- 
rived any advantage or profit from my public life except the salary. 

At one time it was d that a subcommittee consisting of Messrs. 
Ewing, Hartzell, and Crittenden had been in correspondence with 
bankers, financiers, and capitalists, and that information had been obtair 
which led to the conclusion that I had derived profit from the negotiation. 
It was said that the committee proposed to interview me upon the subject 
of my recent syndicate ions; t the syndicate would get about $75 ` 
cor ion, which could have been saved Bad outsiders been permitted to 
puy the bonds; that the committee had summoned members of the syndicate 
and bankers who were not admitted into the syndicate, but who wanted to 
be allowed to 8 without any commission; that the allegation was so 
well supported t a resolution was prepared authorizing the committee to 
investigate, but that this was unnecessary, as the resolution authorizing the 
Banking and Currency Committee to make inquiries concerning resumption 
conferred authority to inquire into this matter. The only sign of the alleged 
investigation was an 8 from Mr. Ewing, which was ans 


as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 19, 1878. 
Str: In com; uest of the 18th instant, I inclose here- 
with a copy o made with a syndicate of New York 
bankers for the sale of 4; per cent bonds. The only previous correspondence 
on this subject was a letter sent to said bankers and one to the presidents of 
certain national banks, copies of which are inclosed. 
eee question as to the amount of accrued interest that will be 
allowed to the syndicate at each payment on account of such sales, I have to 
reply that no accrued interest is paid to them; but, as you will see by the 
fourth ph of said contract, they are to pay the United States the 
amount of interest accrued on the bond up to the tina of payment for it in 
addition to the premium of l cent. The interest on the 4} pr cent 
bonds accrued on the lst of and therefore the interest is added from 
that date to the date of pa t for the bonds. 
The amount of to be paid is fixed by the law at one-half of 1 
peon but out of this the associates are to pay all incurred by 
and reimburse the United States all expensesincurred by it 
ted by said contract in paragraph 5. 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. THOMAS EWING 
Acting Chairman Committee on Banking and Currency, 
ouse of Representatives. 


Mr. President, nnquestionably all that is true. The point for 
which I read from this book that will live in history when the 
men who traduced SHERMAN are forgotten is to show that his 
worthy successor has been subjected to the same mean, vile, con- 
temptible criticism, that the same charge is made against him of 
complicity with syndicates, of accepting commissions from syn- 
dicates, and so on. 

The tic committee of the House of Representatives did 
not rush in to have an investigation. Oh, no, Mr. President; they 
did not propose to adopt a resolution offensive in its terms, as this 
was when it was first proposed. They sent a letter. They asked 
the Secretary’s eee at one time. Then subsequently he 
himself wrote the following letter: 

MAY 21, 1878. 


iance with your 
the contract recent. 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


Now, mark these words— 
1 have no desire to dignify this by asking an inv 
to you privately, as a personal friend, that I court, 


gis ery truly, yours, 
Hon. THOMAS EWING, 
House of Representatives, 
So, Secretary Carlisle to-day did not wish to dignify the whole 
matter by asking for an investigation. He was willing to bide 
his time. As I said four or five weeks ago, when this discussion 
first began, 1 was not authorized to speak for the Secretary when 


0 ing the proposed investigation. 
Mr. ALLEN Lask the Senator if Mr. Carlisle has written a 
letter similar to the one he has 5 read. 

. HILL. I will come to that in a few moments; I am glad 
the Senator has asked the question. Mr. President, the Senator 
8 am oE Gentty the position at pra when he said he 

id not wish to dignify the proceeding by asking an investigation, 
but he was willing at all times to appear before a committee of 
either House to answer any question. That is the way, sir, that 
Secretary Carlisle should have been treated by the Senate. Its 
Committee on Finance should have invited him to come before 
them and explain any transaction about which they had any doubt. 
That is the correct, that is the manly course. The Democrats on 
the committee, in my humble judgment, should have seen fit if 
they had any doubt—Mr. President, they did not have any doubt 
about it 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to add a word 
or two to the remarks already made, 


but only to say 
than fear, such an 


JOHN SHERMAN, 
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Mr. HILL. . The Senator is at liberty to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of that committee Mr. Buckner, of Missouri, 
I believe, was then chairman. Mr. Ewing was the most active 
member. They all asked me to come before the committee of the 
House, and I was examined there for days. A book of probably 
400 or 150 pages gave all the details of the examination. I feel 
bound to say that they treated me very kindly, as I have no doubt 
Mr. Carlisle will be treated kindly by any committee. They asked 
all sorts of questions, and they received answers so fully that at 
the close Mr. Buckner was very complimentary to me; and that 
was the end of it. There were no further remarks made about it, 
so far as I know. That was in regard to resumption in 1878. 

If the Senator from New York will allow me, I will state that I 
think myself whenever the slightest insinuation or doubt or charge 
is made against an officer, especially of the Treasury Department, 
about which there will be naturally a great deal of feeling, be- 
cause there is a great deal of responsibility, the best way is for 
him to come before the two bodies of Congress and there give all 
the information he possibly can. I did that before a committee of 
the Senate and a committee of the House of Representatives, both 
of which were strongly Democratic at the time. I was fairly 
treated by them and very justly in their report. 

Mr. . I think the Senator also says in the letter which I 
read that he would not dignify the proceeding by asking for an 


inyestigation, which was true, and that is what Carlisle has 
done. He submitted to the newspaper attacks; he submitted to 
the attacks in the Senate. 


Now, Mr. Boutwell did not escape either. In 1872, when he was 
Secretary of the Treasury, a proceeding was instituted rather 
offensive in its character, and it was started by a resolution. Iread 
from the Congressional Globe: 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN. 
The House proceeded to the consideration of the report of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, recommending the adoption of the following resolution: 
* Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in negotiating the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither in- 
creased the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law.“ 
Mr. Dawes. I now enter a motion to recommit this resolution to the com- 


ittee. 
Mr. Cox. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolution reported. 

Mr. Dawes. I will hear it read. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

č Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed to report 
the bill before them prohibiting all commissions, deductions, or compensa- 
tion of any kind to any person for the sale, negotiation, and exchange of 
United States securities, and prohibiting the employment of any agent ex- 
cept a propor officer of the Treasury Department for such sale, negotiation, 
and exchange, 

Mr. DAWES. Tecan not admit that now. On the 4th of December last the 
gentleman from New York who has E taken his seat [Mr. Cox] offered a 
preamble and resolution, which I ask the Clerk to read. 


he Clerk read 

heroas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Treasury, in placing the 

newly authorized 5 per cent bonds upon the market, has, in defiance of the law 
creating them, increased the public bonded debt, and has exceeded thi 


the one- 
half of | per cent allowed by the funding act for all expenses in placing said 


loan: Therefore 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be directed to investi- 

te the said transaction and have power to send for persons and papers, and 

report the amount of such increase of the bonded debt, if any, the agents 
employed and paid by him for the services rendered, all contracts pertaining 
to the same, and the sums paid to said agents.“ 

Mr. Dawes. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was not adopted by tne House, 
but was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means for consideration. 
The committee invited the Secretary of the Treasury and the gentleman 
from Nowa ork [Mr. Cox] before them, and heard both so far as they desired 
hea: 


to be 
There was complaint made that too much money was paid in 
commissions for financial negotiations which were had. The reso- 
lution was not adopted by the House, as Mr. Dawes says in his 
h, but was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means 
for consideration. That is what I think should have been done 
with the pending resolution, but I am not now going to discuss 
that question, because yesterday the Senate refused to refer the 
resolution in the first instance to the committee. 
reasury and the gentl 
ga cogs rs nana cd Beard Wot wr ss Oy aed 
to be heard. 
Here was a resolution complaining of the fees and commissions 
id to various jes on the sale of these bonds upon which 
an was a lengthy and elaborate and caustic debate. It was not 
passed but simply referred to the committee, and the committee 
invited the Secretary of the Treasury before them,and then he 
lained. 
ow, I want to put in, with the kind permission of the Senate, 
a few extracts from these speeches, which I do not intend now to 
detain the Senate with reading. Here will be found denuncia- 
tions of the syndicate, denunciations of Secretary Boutwell, com- 
laints of all kinds and character, in which the fiscal affairs were 
898 fiscal failures and scandals, in which members of 
the House congratulated themselves that, although they had not 
obtained any paronae advantage by this discussion, as one of 
them says, It has developed enough; it has killed the syndicate. 


The cry is, ‘No more syndicates.’” They flattered themselves that 


as follows: 


their 1 and eloquent speeches had killed the syndi- 
cates. ey imagined that no more in the history of the country 
would S ep ae appealed to to supply money to purchase Gov- 
ernment bonds: 


Mr. Speaker, as I was unable to agree with the majority of the Committee 
of Ways and Means in the report submitted by the 8 last week rela- 
tive to the legality of the arrangement entered into by the Secretary of the 
Treasury Jay Cooke & Co. and their associates, known as the syndicate, 
in the refunding of a poron of the first $200,000,000 of the bonded debt oi 
the United States, under the act of July 14,187), 1 have thought it best to 
state the reasons for my dissent to the House, as the action taken on the 
report and resolution submitted will doubtless govern the action of the Sec- 
retary in the disposition of the . which by that act he 
is authorized to put upon the market, so that our determination of the ques- 
tion has a far greater significance than the mere vindication of the past action 
of the Secretary, however desirable that may be regarded. I do not desire 
in this matter to seek any party advantage; I certainly would not knowingly 
do the Secretary injustice; indeed, I regret that it became my duty to inves- 
tigate the matter, as it was a subject entirely new to me, and one to which I 
had not given as much consideration heretofore as perhaps I ought. 

The resolution submitted by the House to the committee is as follows: 

` Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Treasury, in placing the 
e authorized 5 per cent bonds upon the market, has. in defiance of the law 
creat. ng them, increased the public bonded debt and has exceeded the one- 
half of I per cent allowed by the funding act for all expenses in placing said 
loan: Therefore 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be directed to investi- 
gate the said transactions,and have power to send for persons and papers, 
and to report the amount of such increase of the bonded debt, if any, the 
agents employed and paid by him for the services rendered, all contracts 
pertaining to the same, and the sums paid to said aor 

The only evidence en by the committee was that of the Secretary and 
Jay Cooke, whose statements are attached to the report of the majority, and 
the only sections of existing laws which it is necessary to consider specially 
are the following. 


* * » kd * * * 

But I donot ngren that the increase of $135,000,000 in the bonded debt of the 
country, which did take place in the transaction which we are considering 
a considerable portion of which increase still continues—was either necessary 
or proper; and Lam further of opinion that the contract entered into by the 
Secretary with Jay Cooke & Co. (for the syndicate) was not authorized by 
law. and gaye these gentlemen an unnecessary and improper control of the 
funds of the Government for the purpose of private „which Congress 
ought not to sanction or establish as a ent, which will authorize the 

resent or oy Meet Secretary to son in the disposition of the remain- 

ng $1,300,000,000 of the bonds directed to besold. I propose as briefly as I can 
to — the facts which, under the laws I have stated, have led me to these 
conclusions. 


* * * * E * * 
I understand the meaning of that and the other sections of the act of Jul 


fore, utterly unable to see, when there were many Jandre millions of the 

5-20 bonds redeemable at the option of the Secretary, why, with $135,000,000 of 

new 5 per cent bonds sold, as he states in his ere Se 

with over $50,000,000 of other fir ying idle in the 
rest upon $100,000.00 

unless it was, as I said 


say, 
$85, mses, etc., while the banks received 220 08 
on their 555 for $115,775,500, But the gree profit to Messrs. Jay 
Cooke & Co. in this contract with the Secretary, in the way it has been man- 
aged, consisted in the loan to or retention by them of the Government money. 
while they were drawing interest on the bonds which they had purchased 
with it. Nobody doubts that it was worth to them at least 6 per cent, which 
on $135,000.000 for the three months is $2,025,000, from September 1 to December 
1, while held under contract. But that is net all. They had it, onan average, 
say, from the 20th of August, or one-third of a month before the notice of Sep- 
temberlwasgiven. The interest for that time ($225,000) must be added. The 
Secretary says in his report of December4 that more than $30,000,000 had then 
been received under the notice and call of September 1. If it had then 
reached $81,000,000 he would have said so. 
* * * * + * * 

The amount the syndicate has received or will necessarily make by the 

transaction may be stated thus: 


Commissions (less expenses, amount unknown) 


Interest before September 1 2 
Interest under contract from September 1 to December 1 2, 025, 000 
Interest after December 1 on $35,000,000, called for under notice of 
December 7 and December 20-_...........-.-..-.-----------..-------- 506, 250 
Interest after December 1, on $13,000,000 of first $100,000,000, till now. 130,000 
Total eee 3, 659, 250 


+ * * 


* * 4 + 
This is but the beginning of the refunding system under the law of July. 
1870. Thirteen hundred million dollars are yet behind, if these contractsand 
arrangements entered into so far are now indorsed and declared valid by 
Congress, when the $300,000,000 to be refunded at 4} per cent interest and the 
$1,000,000,000 at 4 per cent are put upon the market, loans to syndicates for six, 
nine, and twelve months may be made after the new bonds bearing interest 
are issued, notices of 5 of the outstanding bonds may be withheld 
as long as it is necessary, and when complaint is made that the law has been 
violated. the action of this Congress on the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, if it is adopted, will be relied on as a precedent, 
giving authority for whatever any Secretary may see fit todo. Your pres- 
ent Secretary may be removed or resign to-morrow; a less trustworthy man 
may take his place. Men entertaining other views may be in power long be- 
fore the $1,300,000,000 of bondsare refunded. Inshort, whenever violations of 
law are sanctioned on any pretext whatever, the Government is at sea with- 
out a compass and without a radder. 


* * * 


* * * * 
Then th as a flurry anda fight! The gentleman from Tennessee 8 
Maynard}, of the Ways aud one Aarcely c called my colleague to = 


1896. 
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He was in such high Sudga at this truthful and 1 remark that my 
coll e barely missed being honored by a second censure. Still he reiter- 
ated t F . 
and adventurous bankers. This was before the dicate" had been bap- 
tized, though it was doubtless born and active at that time. On the Ist of 
July, 1870, t bill Neg the House. I was one of those who did not vote 
for it nor it; 1 feared the Greeks. As mg colleague's amendment 
t employing agents had been voted down, I was apprehensive that 
such corrupt mcies would be used, as it were, constructively; for the very 
voting down of the amendment would have been made, as we can now see, a 
retext for the employment of suspicious agencies outside of the Treasury, 
e bill, however, was nota bad one. It was rightly called a bill for re- 
a and consolidating “ the debt. If squarely executed, it would have 
avoided the late questionable tions as to the syndicate; and it would 
have enabled the heap! exe tosave the 2 per cent which it was would 
have been saved by the issuance of an untaxed long bond of 4 per cent. 
= = . 


+ * s * 
In a time like this, when scientific and mechanical agencies are cumulating 
means; when the gold and silver of the mountains are being delved after 
with such skill, persistency, and reward; when only since the iy So 
home debt has diminished one hundred millions, and when, as we have 
boasted, we pay the same on our debt per year; when money is so plentiful 
that in seven years, up to 1867, the world's national debt increased 
000,000,000, not counting the enormous railway debts of the world—$1,500,- 
,000 more—at such an epoch of the world; when credit, once a pigmy. has 
ea tic wonder, our nation, under its boasted rule of men “ en- 
tirely gress, goes around the world dickering with parvenu bankers and soi- 
disant syndicates at the rate of seven and a half millions as commissions on 
fifteen hundred millions only, and that, too, at an interest or premium 1 per 
cent greater than the average rate of all other nations! 
eee Senne Wane EASY that we are humiliated by such fiscal 
failures and 
* * * . * s * 
resolution da ya re by the Ways and Means Committee it 
uctive of It has developed enough. It has killed the 


Truly, we have had enough of these 
vestments. Their 
of our land, and every dollar of our capital. 
illustrates what I say in a remarkable way: 

* Extent of the ring operations.—Though the uses a 
dollar of its own money, its financial operations count up among the thousand 
millions. ‘The contents of our National Treasury is ever at its command, and 
at times it controls and manipulates for its own benefit the entire bonded 
debt of the nation. Able at any time to secretly lock up or unlock one or 
more hundred million dollars of the people’s money, it controls the value of 
the merchants’ wares and the products of our engi ede er eee me- 
chanics, and day laborers throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
Having the power to manipulate our national debt by withdra: bonds 
from the market and secretly or openly putting them afloat again, always at 
Government tga the Sugg Pare our maey market almost, if not wholly, 
in its control. Counting Mr. 


utwell's syndicate operation, a portion 
of our national debt has been manipulated intoandout of the market not less 
than thirteen times during the last ten years. Anyone at all familiar with 
the ring's operations can trace these astounding financial jobs for himself. 
Take a portion of the $200,000,000 of the new 5 percents recently put upon the 
market, forexample. This is the way it was manipulated: 
“1. It was put in the market ten years ago br the Treasury Department 
in the form of Treasury warrants, certificates of indebtedness, quartermas- 


ter's vouchers, etc. 
“2. Next withdrawn or purchased in by ring brokers at a heavy discount. 
e market in the form of greenbacks. 
commission 


Bag wasn 
9 N 111 hich will crystallize 
ve pro a of the w 

my ideas into arepealing law. If my resolution has done no other good, it 
has at least p med the * aa defects of the law, so loosely construed, 
F Songs is ched pot only tothe ekcoptional and faxing legate o 
of Con, not only e exceptional and ju on o 
the Took Congress, th a view to its remedy, but called isa the fact that 
one of the best members of the Cabinet has fallen into the practice of the 

head of the Government, and has assumed authority never conferred. 
Besides, it became indispensable, under the light of free journalism and 
Congressional criticism, that our credit should not be further tampered with 
and dishonored by such a system of private greed and favoritism. We do 
not want to grant an exclusive monopoly to dicker in the public securities. 
manipulations and mutations of our in- 

effect reaches every element of our wealth, every indust: 
I have an extract here which 
rarel, 


“3. It then appeared in 
“4, Greenbacks drawn out by secret sale of Treasury ring 


brokers. 

“5, The 7.30 Treasury note makes its ap) ce, 

“6. The 7.30 note is withdrawn by ring brokers. 

. Finds the honest greenback n in its agains 

“8. The greenback is n withdrawn by the 5 

“9, Shows the 5-20 bonds to have taken up a position. 

“10, The five-twenties, or a small portion of them, disappear syndicateward. 

11. The pa ag gold coin appears again. 

“12. Gold coin disappears—what little there is of it. 

“13. After a sojourn of ninety — in the syndicate, the new 5 percents 
make their appearance in the marke 

2 1 of the 5 percents were exchan directly for five-twenties, thus 
reducing slightly the number of manipulations of the portion directly con- 
e 1 ras as above stated, — . — thirteen manipu- 

ons in de 

This may or 3 be exactly the manner in which this remarkable syn- 
dicate performs; but it is by no means distant from the truth. Talk about 
Biddle and the United States bank! Talk about the pet bank system of thirty 
yearsago. They were as molehills to this mountain of fiscal favoritism. 

And all these remarkable transmutations, which have no parallel in the 
sleights of the oriental juggler, are done by what? A syndicate! And what, 
in the name of the common people, is a syndicate? 


Mr. President, one has only to read this extensive debate to see 
how senseless were some of these accusations, how unfounded 
they were, how it was simply an effort to assail men who had in 
an emergency of the country loaned money to the Government 
upon bonds; and I put in a little statement from a speech showing 
how much the syndicate received or necessarily made by the 
transaction, and some figures of about $4,000,000—some $4,000,000 
charged as commissions. There were the same charges made 


ce Was 


against Jay Cooke & Co. during the war. 

Mr. President, this present proceeding is nothing new. Itisan 
attempt simply to dignify the proceeding because we are approach- 
ing a idential campaign, and that is all there is of it. 


There 


is nothing whatever to investigate. I said the other day, and Ido 
not care now about repeating it, I am opposed to the principle 
that every time a charge is made against an official of the Govern- 
ment it must be investigated and dignified by a formal investigat- 


ing committee. I suppose I will be chargea now with being the 
champion of Jay Cooke & Co., and the champion of all the syn- 
dicates, because I am simply referring to what history shows us. 

So much in regard to Secretary Boutwell. Another attack was 
instituted on Mr. Sherman in an elaborate article published in 
the New York 8 I have it here, but will not ask pe 
mission to insert it. Ido not take any stock in the article, but 
newspapers infiuence public opinion; newspapers create scandal 
at times; newspapers sometimes stir up such demonstrations as 
are witnessed here when men, as I think , from moral cowardice, 
are afraid to oppose an investigation because somebody thinks 
that something is wrong. 

Mr. President, I am not going to be led at this late hour into a 
discussion of the silver question proper. I had intended a week 
or two ago to take this opportunity to express some views upon 
the subject. I have not now time. I simply call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the so-called Bland dollar was never a 
full legal tender; it was only a legal tender for debts wherein some 
other form of 8 was not expressly provided for in pay- 
ment. Not being a full legal tender, a question of propriety arises 


as to whether the Government should compel a person at this late 
day to accept silver dollars in payment of his obligations against 
tue Government. Should a holder of securities be compelled to 
accept in payment a silver dollar which itself is not a full legal 


tender, not a legal tender when he proposes to pay off his railroad 
mortgages payable in gold, not a legal tender when he proposes to 
liquidate any contract the terms of which are payable in gold? 
Need I say to you, sir, that nearly all the railroad bonds of this 
country are payable in gold? Need I tell the Senate that nearly 
all the contracts that are now made are made in gold? You may 
say it is not right, it ought not to have been; but it has been done. 
The history of the last thirty years shows it. And now we are 
asked that the holders of these securities shall be compelled to ac- 
cept a Bland dollar authorized in 1878, which itself is not a legal 
odar and which itself will not pay any of the securities payable 
in gold. 

Mr. President, it is true that it was a mistake on the part of the 
true friends of silver coinage to consent to any such provision 
being placed in the coinage act authorizing the Bland dollar. I 
am one of those who believe that the currency, or rather money, 
created by the country, coined by the country, should be itself a 
legal tender for every debt, so that it could be paid upon every rail- 
road security, paid to every debtor. Instead of that we have the 
Bland dollar, which of itself necessarily becomes a depreciated 
currency. 0 

Mr. President, a word more about popniar subscriptions. The 
February syndicate of 1895 represen banks all over the coun- 
try,and those banks in turn represented individual interests. 
There may be a few persons so credulous as to believe that the 
syndicate in the purc of the bonds represented no one but 
themselves. That is not true. The syndicate embraced banks in 
different parts of the country, and those banks embraced individ- 
uals. A syndicate is simply the representative or the agent of 
all those who desire to invest incommon. Individual bidders 
usually obtain gog from the Treasury. That has been demon- 
strated over and over again. The value of dealing with the syn- 
dicate arises from the fact that the syndicate usually procures 
its igoa from abroad, and that is for the benefit of the count 
and relieves the Treasury. Individual subscribers usually dono 
If we are to have free coinage of silver every dollar should be made 
a full legal tender. No one will question that. Parties should 
not be obliged to accept a depreciated dollar. Parties should not 
be obliged to accept a Bland dollar, which of itself does not pur- 
port to be a full legal tender. 

Ido not propose at this time to discuss the provisions of the 
Chicago platform of 1892. It has been commented upon in the 
Senate over and over again. It is sufficiently elastic for almost 
every Democrat to stand upon. It favors an international a 
ment on the subject of gold and silver, and if that can not be had 
it expresses the sentiment that silver should not be coined except 
under such safeguards of nanan as will absolutely produce a 
parity of the two metals. That is all that any silver man in the 
country can possibly want. 

I heard the most interesting discussion this morning, fair and 
candid, between the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] and 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. Both of them claim that 
they want to maintain the parity of the two metals. Oneof them 
insisted that the bare fact of opening our mints to silver would 
create the parity. Both desire to secure the same result. What 
the effect would be of such opening is, of course, largely a matter 
of speculation. It does not seem as though it could safely be done 
under existing conditions. I have not time to enter into a discus- 
sion of that question. 
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of the Senate yest y. I voted against a special committee, 
because I always vote that way. Upon principle I have uniformly 
opposed the creation of special committees for purposes of inves- 
tigation. I believe they are unnecessary. ey unnecessarily 
dignify the 3 . They are not warranted by the tradi- 
tions of the Senate. Yet I am disposed to state that my esteemed 
friend the Senator from Kansas in proposing a special committee 
88 had in mind this fact, and I attribute his suggestion to 

own sense of fairness. He probably thought that it was not 
fair or wise to have a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury inves- 
tigated by a Finance Committee consisting of Republicans, one 
Republican-Populist, and the rest silver Democrats. Probably he 
thought in his kindness of heart that it was better that there 
should be a special committee. 

The distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], in his 
few vigorous and eloquent remarks last evening, pictured the 
Finance Committee as a most perfectly fair committee. Senators 
recollect his idea of fairness. It was that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be investigated by a committee upon which there 
is not a single party friend who agrees with him on the financial 

uestion, and the rest of whom are Republicans, and a Populist. 

. Carlisle, if the resolution is to be passed, will be turned over 

to the kind mercies of those who, as Democrats, disagree with 

him within party lines on the silver question. I wish to read the 

names of the members of the Committee on Finance. Messrs. 

MORRILL, SHERMAN, ALLISON, ALDRICH, PLATT, WOLCOTT, Re- 

ublicans: JonEs of Nevada, Populist-Republican; VOORHEES, 

RIS, VEST, JONES of Arkansas, WHITE, WALTHALL, silver 
Democrats. 

The ee the Treasury is believed to be what is called 
a gold-money Democrat. It is the sense of fairness of the Senate 
that he should be e ES by Republicans, who are opposed 
to him politically, by a Populist, who is op to him politi- 
cally, and by a committee on which all the Democrats are free- 
silver Democrats. I simply point out this fact to account for the 
first suggestion upon the part of my friend the Senator from 
Kansas for the appointment of a special committee, and it was 
undoubtedly the high sense of fairness which he usually exhibits 
in the Senate that prompted him to make the suggestion for a 
special committee instead of the Finance Committee as at present 
constituted. 

I think the Finance Committee is a fair committee. I believe 
it to be. I voted to refer the matter to the Finance Committee 
because I have always heretofore opposed the appointment of 
special committees. e committee, if the investigation is author- 
ized, will take up this subject and ee it most fairly 
and thoroughly. In the end, if Secretary Carlisle shall be vindi- 
cated from these newspaper attacks and these loose charges which 
have been uttered in the Senate Chamber, how much will it be to 
his gratification and to his cređit if it shall come from the Finance 
Committee, composed of his political adversaries and those who 
differ with him on the financial es 

T have already commented on proper course which I think 
should have been pursued by the Senate, but the Senate has de- 
creed otherwise, and I respectfully bow to its wisdom. That 
course was that the resolution should have been referred to the 
Committee on Finance. The Committee on Finance should have 

y invited the Secretary of the Tr to come before 
it. In Jan , 1894, a question arose in re to the action of 
the Treasu: partment, and what was done? A resolution was 
offered in the House of Representatives in e to the issue of 
bonds and the use of the gold reserve. It did not provide for a 
committee of investigation. It was a resolution making inquiry. 
It was a resolution expressing the sense of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The resolution was referred to the Judici Com- 
mittee. What did the committee do? It sent a letter 
to the Secretary of the Treasury in January, 1894, and asked the 
Secretary to appear before it. He did so on January 25. There 
he made his statement; there the members of the committee 

uestioned him fully for several hours. He answered. He gave 
he all the information desired pertaining to the finances of the 
country. His answers were frank; they were able. He showed 
t familiarity with the subject involved, and at the conclusion 

e chairman asked him if he would be kind enough to look over 


the notes of his remarks. Mr. Carlisle, in conclusion, said: 


Yes, sir; I would be glad to doso, and if an n desires or it the com- 
mittee desires any other I answe will be glad todo it at any time 
by appearing here or sending it ä Iwill be glad to furnish any in- 
formation the committee desires in to this matter. 


The chairman said: 
The committee feels very much obliged to you. 


And Mr. Carlisle departed. That is the way to conduct public 
business courteously, That is what the Democratic House did. 


There was no difficulty about appearing; there was no reluctance 
in appearing. He stated the situation Krankl 
the records of the House. 


y, and it is a part of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The question of a special committee was disposed of by a vote 


May 7, 


The present Committee on Ways and Means of the other House 


have y had the bond question under consideration under a 
resolution of investigation not passed, but referred to them for 
preliminary inquiry. The 5 Republican Ways and Means 
Committee of the House of Representatives not long ago sent a 
courteous letter to Mr. Carlisle, and he pes That letter has 
not been published, so far as I am aware. I desire, with the kind 
parion of the Senate, to incorporate itin my remarks. It is 

ated March 7, 1896, and is addressed to Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, 
and Means Committee, in which the 
Secretary acknowled, e receipt of his favor, speaking of the 
reference of the ution to the committee, and asking him to 
make such response as to the allegations contained in the resolu- 
tion as he saw fit. Then the Secretary of the Treasury proceeds 
to elucidate the bond question and all the complaints that had 
then been made. At the conclusion of the letter is the following 
language, to whiclrI invite attention: 


Jr., chairman of the Wa 


in 
ve been adopted as the basis of the R rlt of sufficient importance to 
demand or ustif an investigati will ch rf 
do all in 75 wer to facilitate the pod 
records, and other evidence in 
any manner to the transaction in question. 


to 
I haye the honor to be, very respec ‘ours, 
d eras drer CARLISLE, Secretary. 


The Committee on Ways and Means were evidently satisfied 
with the statement. They have asked for no further information. 
They have not gone further with the resolution. They have not 
ordered an investigation, but this body, which can not so appro- 
priately investigate alleged wrongdoing as can the House of Rep- 
resentatives, substantially usurps the functions of the House, 
which is solely given the power of impeachment. The letter ex- 
pains the whole transaction. There is no real necessity for any 
urther sip being taken. 
Here is letter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Gapos OF THE SECRETARY, 


ashington, D. C., March 7, 1898. 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowl 


26, inclosing a copy of a preamble an 
—.— ofa 3 by the Ley! An Bod tang age ae to 


leged conduct of the Secre! t reasury in refusing to deliver to one 
tiam Graves $4,500,000 bonds of the United States and awa: 
said bonds to J. the said Graves is all 


B. Morgan & Co., notwithstan 
red the 2 of the 8 amount of said bid for 
id bonds in gold at the subtreasury in the city of New — Ft inyi 


tions as I ay be p! k 
I have the honor to say that on y an . 1896, a circular was 
issued inviting until 12 o'clock m. on Wednesday, February 


sealed 
5, 1895, for the ani pane i Ae United States 4 per cent coupon or 
8 Peake in ton tions of or multiples of That sum, ran ht 


tan 
end of each ten days thereafter; that bidders were given the 
installment, and 


rivile; al dad oe whole — . at the ae of the first ee 
ose who installments previously ma‘ were allow: 
eee their bids at any time — — Bats the 2 


t. 
On the 15th day of January, — U additional circular was issued, n 
ing bidders that s GA pene of the first installment of 20 per cent wi 
accrued interest, the of the amounts bid — pr * in install - 
ments of 10 percent each and accrued interest at the end of fifteen days 
thereafter; but all accepted bidders were allowed to pay. the whole amount 
of their bid at the time of the first instaliment, and all acce! bidders who 
had paid all installments . allowed to pay the whole 
of their bids at any time not later the maturity of the installment. 
Among the proposals received under these circulars was one from Wil- 
liam Graves and associates,” in the words and figures following: 
“New Tonk Crry, N. X., February 4, 1896. 

“We here W 1896, 
to purchase Un States 4 per cent thirty-year bonds, described in said cir- 

r. of the face value of 84.500. 000. an: 
of 115.3391 and accrued interest 


York City in accordance with the terms of said circular. 

“We desire — or coupon) bonds in denominations as stated be- 
low, and we wish them to be delivered to us at office of I. B. Newcombe, 
Mills Building, New York City or Bank of California, San Francisco. 

“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCLATES. 


“To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 


Co DESA 
1 
500 500 

1,000 -..... 1,000 _..... 

5,000 -..... 
10,000 


Mr. Graves was wholly unknown to the Department, and the facts that he 
failed to give his street or office address, that the names of his associates 
were not disclosed, and that the price he proposed to for the bonds was 
her than responsible and bona fide 


considerably ders were ateri 
were sufficient, in my opinion, to an inquiry Nea ites as 

character and stan: before g of his accordingly 
caused inquiries to be made at once in the city of New York, but no definite 
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or satisfactory information concerning his business or financial standing was 
obtained, and on the 7th day of February, 1806, I caused the following confi- 
dential telegram to be sent to the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at San Francisco, to wit: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
* Washington, D. C., February 7, 1896. 
“ ASSISTANT TREASURER UNITED STATES, San Francisco, Cal.: 

“Can you ascertain from the Bank of California or others as to the financial 
standing and responsibility of William Graves, a large bidder for bonds. It 
is important. Do not neglect to answer 3 by wire. Confidential. 

“J. P. LINE, Assistant Treasurer.” 

On the same day the following response was received: 

“FEBRUARY 7, 1896. 
“TREASURER UNITED STATES, Washington, D. C.: 

“Party referred to in yours of to-day, from what is learned from Bank of 
Califo: and from others, was known very slightly as promoter or financial 
agent, but not capitalist. Can not give his whereabouts. 

C. P. BERRY, Assistant Treasurer.” 

Although the information thus secured was not considered sufficient to 
show to my entire satisfaction the ability of the bidder to pay for sucha 
large amount of bonds, yet as he appeared to have been “very slightly“ 
known as a financial 1 and as he professed to have others associated 
with him in making his bid, it was deemed better not to reject his offer with- 
out first giving him an ey made X to comply with the terms of the circular 
and his bid. t of abundant caution, therefore, and in order to avoid a 
sible mistake in a matter of such importance to the bidder and to the Goy- 
ernment, a notice of acceptance was mailed to William Graves and associates, 
New York, N. V.,“ on the evening of February 9, 1896, Daing tia same day on 
* other notices to accepted bidders were mailed. e notice was as 

‘ollows: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1896. 

„Sins: You are hereby notified that your subscription under the terms of 
the Department circulars of January 6, January 9, and January 15, 1896, for 
$4,500,000 of the 4 per cent bonds of the Uni States for which you have 

to pay in United States gold coin or gold certificates, at the office of 

e assistant treasurer in the city of New York, at the rate of $115.3391 and 
accrued interest per $100 face value of said bonds, has been accepted. 

“You are therefore requested to deposit with the United States assistant 
treasurer at New York on or before the 15th day of February, 189%, the sum 
of $1,038,051.90, which is20 per cent of the amount of your subscription at the 
pr ce above named. The accrued interest from February 1, 1895, to date of 

© payan hereby requested should also be paid at the rate of 4 per cent 
on the amount of the bonds paid for by said deposit. At the expiration of 
fifteen days from the date of this first payment an additional payment of 10 
per cent must be made, and such payments must be continued at intervals 
of fifteen days until the whole amount is paid. The accrued interest accom- 
panying payment must be compu from Febru: 1, 1806, to date of 
such payment. you desire to pay the entire amount of your subscription 
at once you may do so, or you may ee say the total payment of your sub- 
scription at any time prior to the maturing of the last installment. In the 
former case the amount to be d ted is $100.20. with accrued interest 
at 4 per cent on $4,500,000 from Fe 2 1 to date of deposit. 

s The 3 of the Treasury should be romptly advised of the charac- 
ter of the bonds desired (whether registered or coupon), and the denomina- 
tions thereof. If this information already been furnished, please con- 


firm it. 

The bonds will be issued only upon receipt by the Secretary of the original 
certificate of deposit of the assistant treasurer receiving the payments. The 
Department is prepared to begin the delivery of the bonds at once, and de- 
liveries will be continued as rapidly as the facilities of the Department will 


t. 

“ Respectfully, yours, «J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCTA'TES, 
“* New York, N. Y.” 
A list of the accepted bidders was published in the principal newspapers of 
the country, eee the New York City papos on 9 oe Feb- 
ruary 9, which Mr. Graves doubtless saw. however that may be, it is 
certain that he knew of the acceptance of his as early as noon, February 
10, as is shown by the following telegrams: 

“[Telegram.] 
“New YORK, February 10, 1896—12.26 p. m. 

„Hon. J. G. CARLISLE. 7 a 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C.: 
“Bank of California received their bond allotment. Have ours been for- 


warded? Wire. 
“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCIATES. 


“[Telegram.] 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 10, 1896. 
“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCIAT 
“New York, N. Y.: 


“Your notification was duly forwarded. 
W. E. CURTIS, 
“Assistant Secretary. 
“Collect.” 
Immediately upon the receipt of the above telegram from Mr. Gra a 
8 notidestion of acce tise was mailed tohim, addressed tothe Mills 
Building, New York, and nothing further was heard from him until Febru- 
13, at 12 o'clock m., when Mr. m Nailor, of the city of Washington, 
delivered to the Secre in person a letter without date, from Graves to 
him (Nailor) requestin: e latter to call on the Secretary and ask for an 
extension of time until the Wednesday following, February 19, to pay the 
first installment of 20 per cent on his bid. This letter was left at the t- 
ment, and a copy is appended hereto. 
In a letter to the dated February 13, 1896, a 


and had also been notified by wire that the original had been sent. In this 
letter he asked to be informed by wire or mail whether the bonds could be 
delivered to the subtreasury to be given to him “upon anticipated pay- 
ments,“ and he was at once advised by a telegram, a copy of which is at- 
tached, that the bonds could be issued only upon receipt e gaat a 
office of the original certificate showing t y had bosn paid for 
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was the course pursued in all cases, and Mr. Grayes had been advised in his 
notice of acceptance that the original certificate of deposit would be required. 

On the day the first installment of 20 per cent was due, February 15, 1896, 
Mr. Graves made another application Wy A eno message for an extension 
of the time, and in response he was ormed by wire that no extension 
could be given, as will be seen from the copy of the telegraphic dispatch to 
him which is attached hereto. s 


1896, the day on which parmons were req to be made, Mr. Graves sen 
a telegram, in which he abandoned his origi- 
to take the bonds at 113.50, and stated that 
he would give satisfactory financial indorsements by Were e ee 
elegram 
isappended. And on the same day, and other days up to and inclu the 19th 


tary, copies of all which are a 
telegramsand letters for the reason that, according to the terms of the circular 
under which the bonds were offered to the pul lic, the time for receiving bids 
had expired on the 5th sar of February, 1896, at 12 o'clock m., and no bids 
made or received after that time had been or could properly be considered. 
Bids had been made in good faith by responsible wi the designated 
time and in accordance with the terms of the lar for the whole of the 
proposed loan, and the Department has in every case declined to consider 
any bid which was not so made. 

o far as this Department has been able to ascertain, Mr. Graves had no 
associates in his bid, and was wholly unable to comply with its terms. It 
was not a bona fide bid, but was purely speculative, and subsequent devel- 
opments showed that it ought to have rejected at the nning al 
with two other bids of the same character, amounting to $129,000,000, whic 
were in fact rejected, and about which no complaint has been made by the 

tended bidders, or anybody else. His complaint that he had been em- 

rrassed or obstructed errors or delays on the part of the Treasury 
Department is not contained by the facts. There were no errors or delays 
on the partof the Department. According to the termsof the circular under 


löth of February, 1506, notwithstanding which he failed to make any deposit 
whatever on account of his offer. 

If this bid had been ise at the beginning, the anty of the Secre of 
the Treas to award the $4,500,000 in bonds to the next highest responsible 
it is difficult to see how the fact 


dani f 
for the whole $100,000,000 at a price of $110.6877, and bona fide bids above 


. $30,500.08 in gold d certifi d 
posi © sum o 520. gold coin and certificates, and on that da 
sey notified the Treasury Department by wire that peer, e 
with the subtreasurer and Government 1 rgely in excess 
awarded to them. 


firm has already in in gold and goa certificates the sum of $87,498,100, leay- 
ing unpaid only a t o entire amount awarded to it. Ord: 
good faith on the part of the Government demanded that bona fide bidders 


who bad strictly complied with all the requirements of the ecu under 
They cocgfol intarioasion of Sctinious oe purely speculates tater ned be oe 

e wron. in ion o ious or ve m 
opinion the only legal and honorable 8 that could be pursued in this 
matter was to award the bonds upon which defaults were made to the par- 
Hoa ho had — good faith, and within the time prescribed, submitted the 
nex nest offer. 

If, notwithstanding this brief statement of the facts, the committee and 
the House of Representatives consider the allegations contained in the news- 
ag clip which were inclosed in your letter and which appear to have 

en hoy — the basis of pra resolution sa sufficient si ev any ee 
or ju an investigation, the Treasury Departmen eerfully do all 
in its es to facilitate the inquiry and 8 furnish all papers, x 
and other evidence in its possession or under its control relating in any man- 
ner to the transaction in 5 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


Mr. President, I oppose the investigation now even though the 
terms of the e A have been modified and its 2 fea- 
tures eliminated and the regular committee substituted fora special 
committee. I confess I not Approve of the precedent which 
will be created. The Senate has already been satiated with reso- 
lutions for the investigation of Florida matters, and it referred 
them notwithstanding every consideration of courtesy which was 
urged. Yet when we refuse to one of our own Democratic asso- 
ciates upon this side of the Chamber the opportunity he wanted 
to investigate affairs in Florida, we must hasten to give the other 
side—to our Populist friend, the Senator from Kansas—this reso- 
lution of investigation as a matter of co A 

Next will come the Alabama resolution for an investigation, 
and the Senators from that State as well as from the South gen- 
erally will expect the New York Senators to stand by them in 
opposition to the investigation. I warn them of the precedent 
which they are establishing by adopting this resolution. There is 
no necessity for this resolution. There is no necessity for the Ala- 
bama resolution. There is no necessity for the Florida resolution. 
The Florida resolution was referred to the committee two or three 
times, but this resolution, it seems, is to be pressed to passage. 
Louisiana will come next in the list of States whose proceedings 
are proposed to be inquired into. It is the age of investigation. 
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There is a mania for investigation. I have read here letters and 
petitions from all parts of the country asking that everything be 
investigated. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] when, at 
the conclusion of his remarks yesterday, he said that he had seen 


no good reason for this investigation. No one else has seen a good 
reason for the investigation. Democrats, be not deceived. at is 
a useless, an unnecessary, a causeless proceeding. It is an at- 
tack upon your Democratic Secretary of the Treasury. It is 
putting him to annoyance and trouble unreasonably and improp- 
erly, You are playing into the hands of your opponents, the Re- 
publicans and Populists. You do not object to the investigation 
simply for fear somebody will say there is something wrong. The 
Secretary of the Treasury himself has not objected. Noone is au- 
thorized to object to it inhis behalf. I disclaim all 5 
of speaking for him. He has tendered the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee any information in his power, and yet, sir, for some reason 
which it seems to me can only be attributed to jealousy, to malice, 
or todifferences over the great gold and silver question, or tosome- 
thing else, the resolution is to be offensively pressed. 

I have no nal interest in this matter. I care nothing for 
these New York syndicates, of which I am said to be the cham- 

ion. I do not deceive myself. The votes already given indicate 

e temper of the Senate. I expect to be PEES, I am used 
toit. I can wait my vindication. I will patiently abide events. 
I disclaim all personal feeling. Iam actuated simply by a desire 
to discharge my duty which I think I owe to the country, my duty 
to these high officials, the President and Secretary of the Treasury, 
for whose appointment ornomination Iwas not responsible. Ihave 
asked no Senator around this circle to vote with me in opposition 
to the resolution. Ihave made no personal appeal to any Sena- 
tor. Ihave only Ht ha my arguments, and each Senator may 
vote as seems to him best. I do not think this is a wise proceed- 
ing. I do not think it a politic proceeding. I know not what 
course the committee will adopt. Undoubtedly, sir—appreciat- 
ing its fairness, its impartiality, which I chee y concede—it 
will endeavor to do its duty; but the silver question warps men's 
judgments; it affects their opinions; it stirs up their preju- 
dices. It makes members of the same party distrust each other. 
We have had an exhibition of this feeling on the floor this morn- 
ing, and although the committee may strive to be fair, you know, 
Senators, what the result of such investigations has been in the 
past. There will be difficulties; there will be bickerings; there 
will be contentions; there will be unpleasant misunderstandings; 
there is likely to be clamor and unpleasantness. These things 
should have been avoided. 

The resolution is now in the hands of the Senate. I shall vote 
against the resolution if Iam the only man here who does so. I 
have stood alone in the past in matters to which I need not now 
allude, and I can afford to stand alone again. I do not care even 
whether the yeas and nays are called upon the passage of the reso- 
lution. That is a matter for the Senate to determine. I have dis- 
charged my duty, Mr. President, as I understand it, and with that 
I am content. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out 
all of the third clause of the resolution after the words ‘in rela- 
tion thereto,” in line 15, page 2. 

The Senator who offered the resolution said that the first clause 
of the resolution covers all of the legitimate subjects of investi- 
gation, but that he desires the other clauses to be retained be- 
cause they particularize. I submit that that portion of the third 
paragraph which I move to strike out does not particularize, does 
not enlarge, is not germane to the investigation directed by the 
first paragraph. It is framed so as insidiously to intimate that 
the Secretary of the Treasury may have had some share in the 
profits sup to have been realized from the bond sales. If it 
is intended that such a charge shall be investigated it would be 
fair and e to say so in terms that can not be mistaken. If 
it is not intended to intimate that such a charge may be looked 
into, then I say it would be generous to strike ont those mislead- 
ing words to be found in the lines I have moved to strike out. 

I submit to the Senator who offered the resolution that justice 
on his part ought to induce him to consent to the amendment I 


Mr. P 
. PEFFER and Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be 


stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Livpsay] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ thereto,” in line 15, para- 
graph 3, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the resolu- 
tion, in the following words: 

What ts S d whethi ral or in wri „and wheth 
pallies ef Orai, Sans erer Tate by tho ecrsbary of Tha er 
and any syndicate or person or persons with t to the sale and purchase 
of the ds, and the profits made or to be made by such syndicate or any 
person or persons connected with such syndicate, directly or indirectly; 
whether such contract or ment had soy and what effect on the 2 
who, i any person, profited by 


offered for the bonds, what the effect was, 
it, and to what exten 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the hour 
of 4 o’clock having arrived, the vote is to be taken upon the reso- 
Intion. The question is on eeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY]. 

Mr. LINDSAY. As the Senator from Kansas does not seem to 
be inclined to withdraw those words, and as the motion upon my 
part to that effect might be mistaken, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say that that is the very meat of the 
whole resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No debate is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] as amended. 

Mr. PETTIGREW and Mr. WOLCOTT called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce the pair 
of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], with whom 
I am usually paired, with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 
If the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] were present, he would 
vote ‘‘yea.” Ivote “yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER — his name was called). Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were present, I vaid 
vote “nay” on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but he au- 
thorized me to vote as I choose on 9 I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was ed). Iwas requested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to arrange a 
pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If that is 
the understanding, I will ger myself with the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT]. I understand that if the Senator from 
Connecticut were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” I should vote 
5 upon this proposition. 

r. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan]: Not being aware 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. he were present, I 
should vote Seale 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. VoorHEEsS’s name was called). 
The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired on this 
question with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON]. ; 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to announce that my colleague pi 
JONES] is necessarily absent and is paired with the Senator from 


Mr. FAULKNER. That is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. CLARK], who is absent from the city, with the junior Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. My colleague would vote 
„ yea” if he were here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). I voted, but I have since ascertained that the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. VILaSs], with whom I am generally 
paired, is absent, I suggest to the senior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris], who I understand is paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Vermont pe MORRILL], that we transfer our pairs, 

Mr. HARRIS. am perfectly willing to exchange pairs, al- 
though I have the permission of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] to vote. But I will exchange pairs with the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thank you. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce the par of my col- 
league [Mr. CHANDLER] with the junior Senator from New York 
[Mr. 5 My colleague is absent from the city. 

Mr. HA 2Y. th my colleague [Mr. PLATT] and I werein 
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Connecticut yesterday. We both started for Washington. I do 
not see him present, however. I should like to know from the 
Senator from Bonth Dakota [Mr. KYLE] if he is sure that my col- 
league would vote nay.“ 
. Ih was so informed by the clerk of the Senator from 

Connecticut r PLATT]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have serious doubt 

Mr. KYLE. If there is doubt in regard to the matter 

Mr. LODGE. I will state that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], who was called away from Washington, 
left with me a letter from the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], in which he says: 

I would vote against the bond resolution. I suppose Mr. MURPHY would. 
Therefore on that I ought to be paired with some oneelse. I believe that I 


agreed with Mr. ALLEN when it was last up to pair with Mr. KYLE. So per- 
haps Mr. KYLE would pair with me now that I am away. 


Mr. HILL. I desire to inquire whether the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. FRYE. My vote is recorded. 

Mr. HILL. I simply make the inquiry, because I understood 
the Senator from Maine had a pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

i Mr; FRYE. Ihave a pair with the senior Senator from Mary- 
an 

Mr. HILL. Icail the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that in a speech made the other day the senior Senator 
from Maryland said he was opposed to the resolution. That is all. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not notice the absence of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. HILL. I make the suggestion, as the vote is so close. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. FR (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 did not 
notice the absence of the senior Senator from Maryland. I with- 


draw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—51. 
Allen, Cullom, McBride, Shoup, 
Daniel, McMillan, Squire, 
Bacon, Davis, antle, Stewart, 
Baker, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bate, Gallinger, elson, Tarp 
Berry, TKE, y es 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Peffer, Walthall, 
Brown, is, erki Warren, 
Burrows, Hawley, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Butler, rby, Pugh, White, 
er. Jones, Nev. h, Wilson, 
ton, Lindsay, Sewell, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, ey Sherman, 
NAYS—6. 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Palmer, 
Faulkner, z 
NOT VOTING—32, 
Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 
Blan Frye, Kyle, Proctor, 
Brice, Gear, Martin, Quay, 
Cam Gordor Mone 8 
e ordo) 0 urs 
Cannon poco) Morrill, Tillman, 
Chandler, Hale, piarphy. Vilas, 
Clark, oar, Platt, Voorhees 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 
WIDOW OF THOMAS L. YOUNG. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to call up the conference report on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for disposition 
at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task the Senator from Ilinois if he will allow 
me B call up for passage a little bill which will take but a mo- 
ment 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that p „ upon the Senator's 
assurance that it will take no time and that there will be no dis- 
cussion about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of 
Thomas L. Young. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to pay the 
claim of the widow of the late Thomas L. Young, who served as 
an enlisted man and officer of the Regular Army of the United 
States, and afterwards as captain of Benton Cadets, Missouri Vol- 
unteers, and as major, lientenant-colonel, and colonel of the One 
hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 
the rebellion, and appropriates not exceeding $478 as a balance or 
balances of wages earned by him and not heretofore paid to him 
or to his legal representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ant con- 
e widow of 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CHILTON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will allow me 
to have a bill put on its passage which is of considerable impor- 


nce, 

Mr. CULLOM. lam inclined to think the conference report, 
which will take but a few minutes, should be adopted. It has 
been lying on the tables of Senators all day, and, so far as I know, 
itisin the main satisfactory. I hope that I may be allowed to 
have it disposed of now. The Senator from Texas will have time 
afterwards for the consideration of his bill. I hope that we shall 
have immediate action on the conference report. Imove that the 
Senate concur in the report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois to concur in the report of the committee of 
conference, which has been heretofore read. 

The rt was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments not yet agreed to by the House of Representatives 
and ask for a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. CuLLom, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL were 
appointed, 

DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CHILTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled An act 
to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. This bill has received the favorable report 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I am sure there is no 
9 to it. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. C. TON. I move that the bill be amended by striking 
out, in line 8 of section 1, the words three years” and inserting 
‘two years from the approval of this act.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 8, before the word “ years,” 
it is proposed to strike out three” and insert “two”; and after 
the word * years” to insert from the approval of this act”; so 
as to make the section read: 

That the provisions of section 9 of the act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Denison and Northern Railway compy to construct and operate a railwa; 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes," N July 
1892, be, and the same hereby are, extended for a further pe 
from the approval of this act. 

The amendment was 2 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ating tall wea cued Go bo eee foe a ind reading, read 

e bill was ordered to be engri or a thi ing, T 
the third time, and passed. : 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that we may now 
proceed with the Calendar for the remainder of this evening, con- 
sidering unobjected House bills which have been favorably re- 
ported, and dispose of them, so that they may become laws. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEWART. Let us go to the Calendar regularly. 

Mr. FRYE. The river and harbor bill ought to be proceeded 
with, for it is very important to get it passed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Will the Senator from Missouri re- 
state his request? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
may now proceed, commencing where we last left off, with the 
consideration of unobjected House bills for the remainder of this 
evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Missouri not consent to 
going to the Calendar in regular order, and not simply proceed- 
ing with the consideration of House bills? 

. FRYE. I shall object to either request. Iregard it as my 
aniy 5 this great river and harbor appropriation bill to go on 
with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be time enough for the consideration 
of bills on the Calendar after the appropriation bills are disposed 
of. 1 move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 


od of two years 
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the Whole, e ma prepa of the bill ee R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, , and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and 38 and for other 


p 3 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 17, on page 
46. The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 46, after the word“ improvement,” at the end of line 20, to 
strike out ‘five hundred” and insert two hundred and fifty”; 
so as to read: 

Delaware River, from Trenton to its mou lvania and 
N Continuing improvement, 850.000. 8 

Mr. FRYE. That matter was particularly referred yesterday 
to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from 
Delaware Mr. Gray]. I would inquire whether or not anything 
was agreed to in relation to it? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President. The amendment of the com- 
mittee which has just been read will not be agreed to, so as to 
allow the amount to remain at $500,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

e amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, in line 23, on page 46, after the 
word Perriwig Bar,” to insert: 

And $3,000 shall be expended in rebuilding and enlarging the dike on Gov- 
ernment reservation at the junction of the Schuylkill and Delaware rivers, 


at Fort Mifflin: Provided, That no part of said appropriation or of any appro- 
—— heretofore made shall be expended upon the building of a dike be- 


to be 8 by the Secretary of War, shall consider the project of said 


dike with reference to preserving and improving the navigation of the A 
quinimink River and Black Bird Creek, and the riparian rights facilities 
of the Delaware shore. 


Mr. VEST. In line 1 of the amendment, on page 47, after the 
words Fort Mifflin,” I move to insert the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
ee igi Missouri to the amendment of the committee will 
be stai 

The SECRETARY. After the words Fort Mifflin,” in line 1, on 
page 47, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That so much of said sum of $500, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in dredging the chan- 
nel through Dam Baker Shoal to the depth of 26 feet at low water. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to get through with 
the amendments which I wish to propose. 

Mr. eer Very well. 

Mr. VEST. After the amendment to the amendment which 
has just been adopted, before the word ‘‘Provided,” I move to 
insert the word And“; and after the word Provided“ to insert 
Further.“ 

Tine VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 47, line 1, before the word Provided,” 
it is proposed to insert the word “And”; and after the word Pro- 

ided” to insert further”; so as to read: 

And provided further, That no part of said appropriation, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I now move the amendment which I send to the 
desk in the su uent of the clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. , 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, on page 47, after the word ‘‘point,” 
it is proposed to strike out until“ and insert “ but”; after the 
word “ consider,” in line 6, to insert and report through the Sec- 
retary of War to next session of Congress as to”; and in line 9, 
after the word shore,“ to insert as well as to deepening the 
main channel of said river.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the understanding is that if that 
amendment is adopted the original provision as it came from the 
House shall be restored. 

Mr. FRYE. That has been done. 

Mr. QUAY. Was that done by the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; that was done. 

Mr. QUAY. It is all right then. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, let the Secretary read the amendment as 
amended. t 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould like to hear the clause read as it stands. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I ask; that the whole clause about 

Delaware River be read as amended. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Improving Delaware River, from Trenton to its mouth, Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey: Contin improvement, i v $5, 
in the improvement of the channel over Perri 
expended in rebuilding and enlarging the dike, on Government reserva- 


000 as shall be necessary may, 


W. the Secretary of War, shall consider and report thro 
War to next session of Congress as to the project of said e with reference 


to 
Black Bird Creek, and the riparian rig 
as well as to deepening the main channel of said river. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The question ison the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 48, line 18, after the 
word dollars,“ to insert: = f 

Provided, That the additional sum of $25,000 may be expended in the đis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War for such dredging as may be necessary for 
the maintenance of channels from the mouths of the Appoquinimink River 
and Biackbird Creek to the channel of the Delaware River through the dike 


now being constructed from Reedy Island to Liston Point for the improve- 
ment of Delaware. 


So as to make the clause read: Es 
Improving Appoquinimink River, Delaware: Continuing improvemen 
$5,000 Provided, That the additional sum of $25,000 may be 3 in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War for such dredging as may be ney 
for the maintenance of channels from the mouths of the A: uinimin 
River and Blackbird Creek to the channel of the Delaware River through 

the dike now being constructed from Reedy Island to Liston Point for 
improvement of the Delaware. 

Nr. VEST. Isu to the chairman of the committee that, 
in view of the amendments which have been made on pages 46 
and 47, the amendment printed in italics on page 48, beginning 
in line 18 and ending with line 25, which has just been read, is 


unn and should be di to. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, that amen t should be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 49, line 10, after the 
words United States,” to insert: 

But the right of way over railroad or through any railroad or coun 

K bject to this F be secured = 


bridge shall not be subject to proviso, and may be condemna- 
tion proceedings. z z * 
So as to make the clause read: 


Improving the inland waterway from Chincoteague Bay, virga; to Del- 
aware Bay, at or near Lewes, Del., to be used from Delaware Bay to Indian 
River: ee PTAA pen $25,000: Provided, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be expended until the right of way is secured without cost 
to the United States, but the right of way over any railroad or through any 
railroad or county bridge shall not be subject to this proviso, and may be 
secured by condemnation proceedings. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 3, after the words 
Pocomoke River,” to strike out ‘‘Continuing improvement” 
and insert Maryland, below Snow Hill, in accordance with report 
submitted February 25, 1895, five thousand”; so as to make the 
clause read: i 

Improving Pocomoke River, land, below Snow Hill, in accordanca 
with report submitted February 25, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 10, after the word 
„maintenance,“ to strike out from main ship channel to Curtis 
Bay ”; so as to make the clause read: 


e Patapsco River and channel to Baltimore: For maintenance, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, oR papa 50, line 14, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by Maj. William F. Smith, in House 
Executive Document No. 323, Fifty-third Congress, third ses- 
Soni and insert February 14,1895”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

roving Nan River, Delaware and land: Con improve- 
niet in pa areca report and plan — ar February lt, 05. 33,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 20, before the word 
„thousand,“ to insert and twenty-five”; and in the same line, 
after the word dollars,“ to insert: 


the city of W. D. C., at arate not to exceed $85 per month, is here 
authorized when no public building is available, to be paid for pro rata from 
the appropriations made for works of improvement in the local o of the 
engineer officer having of the improvement of the ver. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Rag spt J Potomac River, Washington, D. C.: Contin im 
22880 fn the city of Washin 


Potomac River. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
necessity there is for this proviso? 


1896. 
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Mr. FRYE. A room is absolutely necessary for the use of the 


ineer who is in charge of the work, and by the act of March, 
1897, the renting of any Sema in the District of Columbia for 
Government purposes was forbidden unless expressly authorized 
by Congress. The renting of an office by the officer in charge of 
the Potomac River improvement and other river and harbor work 
is absolutely necessary, as there is no room for that purpose in 
any Government buil ing. 

. ALLEN. I should like to see a bill pass Congress that did 
not in some manner carry some benefit to the Washington real 
estate syndicate. This engineer, or the engineers, as the case may 
be, must have some habitation at the present time, some place to 
transact the public business. What is there in the discharge of 
the duties =f this law that they can not discharge those duties 
as well in the offices they now occupy, or the rooms they now 
occupy, as to rent additional quarters in this city at the expense 
of the Government at $85 a month? 

Mr. FRYE. I will simply say that the Engineer Department 
reported to the committee that there was no room for this pur- 
pose at all, and that it was speotutely; necessary to have one, and 
the best they could do was probab: y to rent quarters at $85 a 
month. The committee accepted their judgment in relation to it 
and inserted the item in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that I ought to antagonize this 
any further or consume any time in antagonizing it her. I 
should antagonize it and vote against it i my vote were of any 
avail; but we have an engine corps here, and the expenditure of 
this monéy and this work is to be done under the supervision of 
the Secretary of War. The officers who will haye charge of this 
work have quariers in the city now, where they have their plans, 
their papers, their instruments, and whatever may be necessary 
in the discharge of their duties. Why does it become necessary 
under these circumstances, when this bill does not impose upon 
them extraordinary duties, that the hands of the owners of pri- 
vate property in this aw should be shoved into the Treasury, anc 
$85 a month of the people’s money taken to rent a room, or a few 
rooms, for the accommodation of these engineers? Certainly it is 
the part of wisdom, if we have not public buildings enough here 
to build them, and to build them without delay, so that we shall 
not be compelled to go from time to time throughout this entire 
city and rent buildings and pay out the public money in that way 
whenever there isan appropriation bill which may pass Congress, 
and by that means give the syndicate which controls prices here a 
percentage of the appropriations made. 

I appeal to the honorable Senator from Maine, who I know to 
be a just and honorable man, not to insist upon this provision. 
Let the duties that may be imposed upon these engineers be dis- 
charged from the rooms they now occupy or from other rooms 
that may be furnished them without charge to the Government 
in some one of the numerous public buildings in this city. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator himself must understand that in this 
matter of improving the Potomac River it is absolutely necessary 
for the engineer in charge to have rooms. Allof the various small 
machinery that he is obliged to use, the tools the men are obliged 
to use, and everything of that kind, must be housed somewhere. 
That can not be done up in the War De ent; they can not 
give way up there. General Craighill said this was an absolute 
necessity for the service and to e care of the property which 
would be used, and I have no doubt it is so. I think it is entirely 
fair that the provision should be in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thetrouble with the position of the Senator from 
Maine is simply this: The engineer or engineers, as the case may 
be, who are to take charge of this work have rooms somewhere 
to-day, have they not? 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly they are not out in tents or in pasture. 

Mr. FRYE. The engineer has a house. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; and he has an office where he discharges 
the duties which are imposed upon him by virtue of his relations 
to the Government. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I do not think he has any place now. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Maine mean to say that 
there are public officers in the service of this Government who are 
running around upon the streets, without offices where they can 
discharge the duties im upon them, or like Arabs, living in 
tents, or who are turned out to grass? inly there must be 
some place, and is some place of this kind, some rooms that these 
officers occupy. There must be some place or some rooms where 
their instruments and pa are stored. Why can not those 
rooms be used to-day? hy can not they be used when this en- 
gineer and his men go to work under the requirements of this bill 
just as well as they can be used to-day? 

Of course, it is popular to squander the public money. This is 
simply a little item of $80 a month, but it is one of the items 
which, when added to the other hundreds of thousands of dollars 
that are expended in this way, increase the burdens materially 
upon the people in the form of taxation. 


Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, the statement made 
to our committee was that this officer carries his pa up to his 
dwelling house or boarding house (I do not know whether he has 
any family or not), and the necessary machinery, etc., has been 
kept down at the wharf under a shed. He is on a small sal. 
and it is not worthy of the Government to leave its officers 
such a position. Iam very sorry my friend has seized upon this 
particular point to make an attack. 

Mr. ALLEN, Icanfind numerous points of attack. The truth 
is they are so numerous that no man can attack them. That 
is the trouble. If any half dozen men in the Senate Chamber 
would devote their entire time to looking up leakages, great and 
small, that occur here from session to session, they could not keep 
track of allof them. I speak of this item because it is apparent 
upon the face of the bill, and because it is apparent to me, at least, 
that it is one of the items that should not pass here. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. LEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator that there is an office, 
a house, that has been rented for Sni for the use of this officer, 
and it is put in the appr riation bill every year in order to dis- 
tinguish the rent of the office from the dode on the river, and 
he is given authority in this way to charge up 
different F 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the Senator from New Jersey, but 
J infer that he said there was an office provided for this officer. 

Mr. FRYE. Which has to be hired every year. 

Mr. ALLEN. Which has to be hired every year? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I infer that every time an appropriation is 
made by Congress to improve the Potomac River that moment we 
begin renting quarters for the engineer and his instruments and 
his men at $80 per month or more, and the moment the money has 
been expended that moment he is either turned out-of-doors and 
required to find quarters for himself for the transaction of busi- 
ness or to carry his office around in his hat, as has been suggested 
by the Senator from Missouri. Ido not believe in this appropria 
tion. Itis true it is a small amount, only $900, it is said; but if 
you will take the numeroussums of $900 and $1,000 of the people’s 
money that are appropriated in this form and absolutely wasted 
you will find that they amount to hundreds of thousands if not 
millions of dollars in the course of a Congress, and where there is 
mo aoon to lop off these little unnecessary expenses, why 
not do i 

Mr. President, no business man in this country could conduct 
his business successfully two years upon the principles upon which 
this Government is being run, Any business man upon the face 
of the earth, starting with a capital of $1,000,000, would become 
absolutely bankrupt and a subject of public charity within two 
years if he conducted his business upon the principles on which 
we conduct the ponio business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 24, 


on pene 51. 
. DANIEL. I beg leave to propose an amendment to come 
in after line 24, on page 51. 

Mr. FRYE, The committee amendments are to be first acted 
upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
committee amendments are to be first acted on. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 52, line 8, after the 
word “ with,” to strike out approved project for the improve- 
ment thereof” and insert ‘‘report submitted in the Annual Re- 
oer of the Chief of Engineers for 1895”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

Im d And k, 
condanes with report sabunisied ta the Annual BAPAE OE TES Oke of EURE 
neers for 1595, $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for protecting Jamestown Island from the encroach- 
ments of James River from $6,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 21, tostrike out: 


ä | Cheat River, West Vir : Continuing leased nent in ac- 
sone th recommendations of R. L. Hoxie, submitted July 10, 1895, 


is account under 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 4, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert “ thirty ”; in the 
same line, after the word dollars,” to insert ‘*$10,000 of which 
may be used for the location and purchase of sites for the dams 
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within said improvement”; in line 7, after the words ‘‘ Secretary 
of War,” to e out: 

At such time as the United States shall become the owner, by condemnation 
or otherwise, of the dams on the Mono: ela River belonging to the Monon- 
gahela River Navigation Company, in Pennsylvania. 

And in line 15, before the word dollars,“ to insert two hun- 
dred thousand ”; so as to make the clause read: 


The amendment was agreed to. s 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 21, to increase the 
pi Lite ces for improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, 
above Wilmington, from $4,000 to $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
53, line 21, to increase the 


The next amendment was, on pa l 
appropria on for improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, at 
an 


belo Wilmington, from $100,000 to $195,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
54, line 2, to increase the 


The next amendment was, on y 
appropriation for improving Neuse River, North Carolina, from 


$5,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on e 54, Iine 4, to increase the 
approprisnon for improving Pamlico and Tar rivers, North Caro- 
lina, from $2,500 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 9, to insert: 
piap ins Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 56, line 19, after the word 
„River,“ to strike out For completion” and insert Continuing 
improvement; so as to make the clause read: 

Impro Apalachicola River, Florida, inclu the cut-off and Lower 
Chipbia — Continuing improvement, * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 57, line 11, before the words 
„Terraceia Bay,” to strike out in“ and insert into.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 18, before the word 
“bay,” to strike out ‘‘Sarasoto” and insert Sarasota“; and in 
line 19, before the word Florida,” to insert “from Tampa Bay 
to Caseys Pass”; so as to make the clause read: 

Paproving Sarasota 7 Pian Tampa Bay to Caseys Pass, Florida: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 1, after the word 
“with,” to strike out latest approved project for its improve- 
ment, twenty-five” and insert project submitted February 27, 
1895, two hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving St. Johns River, Florida, from Jacksonville to the ocean, in ac- 
cordance with project submitted February 27, 1895, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 18, on page 58. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to offer several amendments to the bill 
on page 58,relative to the improvements on the Warrior and Tom- 
bi rivers. Is it proper for me now to offer the amendments? 

Ar. FRYE. Is it in relation to a diversion of a part of the ap- 
propriation? 

. PUGH. Yes; merely the distribution. Here are the 
amendments. They do not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. VEST. It is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the chairman of the Com- 
miteee on Commerce agree that the amendments shall be offered 
now? à 

Mr. FRYE. I think they might as well come in now. It is 
merely a change in the language making the distribution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments will beaccepted 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PUGH. They will be iia by the committee. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e first amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line S. page 58, before the word “thousand,” 
strike out ‘‘forty” and insert ten;“ so as to read: 

Improving Black Warrior River, Alabama, from Tuscaloosa to Daniels 
Greek: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, after the words one hundred 
and,” strike out “fifteen” and insert ‘‘forty-five;” so as to read: 

Improving Warrior and Tombigbee rivers, Alabama, from mouth of Tom- 
bigbee River to Tuscaloosa: Continuing improvement, $145,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 14, before the word thousand,” strike 
out ‘‘ forty” and insert ‘‘ seventy ”; so as to make the clause read: 
Of which $75,000 are to be expended on the Tombigbee River and $70,000 on 
the Warrior River, and somuch of said sums as may be necessary is author- 
ized to be expended in acquiring, by purchase or condemnation, under the 
laws of Alabama, the lands needed in making such improvements. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FRYE. That leaves the amount as originally appropriated. 
Mr. PUGH. It is the same. 
Mr. FRYE. It is only a change in its application. 
_Mr.-PUGH. It distributes it below Tuscaloosa, on the same 
river. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 8, on 


e 60. 
as WALTHALL. I ask the chairman of the committee 
whether it would be agreeable to him to have an amendment in- 
serted at this point, or shall I wait? I want to change the name 
of Shubuta. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be made now. It is only a change of title. 

Mr. WALTHALL. On page 60, line 2, I move to strike out 
‘*Shubuta and insert Bucatana“; so as to read: 

Improving Chickasahay River, Mississippi, from the mouth up to railroad 
bridge near Bucatana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 60, line 8, after the 
word of,“ to strike out ‘‘ completing ” and insert continuing“; 
and in line 10, after the word “upon,” to strike out: 

In addition to expending the balance on hand, contracts may be entered 
into by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be neces- 
sary to complete the same, or said materials may be purchased and work 
may be done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for as appropriations ma 
from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $800, 

,exclusive of the amount heretofore appropriated. 

And insert ‘‘the balance on hand may be expended”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving mouth of Yazoo River and harbor of Vicksburg, Miss.: For the 
purpose of continuing the project of improvement as heretofore adopted 
and entered upon, the balance on hand may be expended. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will dis- 
agree to the amendment reported by the committee. Day before 
yesterday the chairman of the committee informed us that there 
were about thirty continuing contract clauses in the bill as it came 
to us from the other House. The report of the committee shows 
that of these three were stricken out by the Senate committee. 
One is Savannah Harbor, Georgia, $1.093,950; another Sabine 
Pass, Texas, $1,403,856, and another Yazoo River and harbor at 
Vicksburg, $860,000, The last named carries the smallest appro- 
priation of the three. Day before yesterday the other two were 
restored by a vote of the Senate, and I trust that this one will 
now be restored. It is substantially upon the same footing, and 
is, I believe, a project about as meritorious as there is in the bill. 

I will submit a brief statement of the objects of the project and 
the reason why I do not think the Senate should sustain the com- 
mittee in striking out the provision. The objects are twofold, 
both extremely important, one affecting the city of Vicksburg, 
which is the principal city i ay State, the other affecting the 
great Yazoo delta, which is,I believe, about the richest spot of 
earth to be found upon the globe. 

The city of Vicksburg, upon the east bank of the Mississippi 
River, stands on the first highlands below the Chickasaw Bluffs at 
Memphis, a distance of about 400 miles as the river runs. Up to 
1876 the river in front of the city of Vicksburg turned abruptly 
northward and then southward, making a loop of about 8 miles 
around, with a narrow strip of land at the neck of the loop not 
more than half a mile in width. In 1876 the Mississippi River, 
which is always capricious, and very often unmanageable, forced 
its way through that narrow neck of land, destroyed the great 
interior harbor at Vicksburg, and left the city standing on a y 
of sluggish water, to which the name of Lake Centennial has since 
been given. 

The object of this provision is to restore that harbor in connec- 
tion with another purpose, which I will undertake briefly to ex- 
plain. The Yazoo delta comprises about 6,000 square miles. 

Mr. GEORGE. Six thousand eight hundred. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Six thousand eight hundred, my colleague 
says, 5 about 2,000,000 acres of the very finest land in the 
world. It includes all the territory between Vicksburg and Mem- 

his, between the Mississippi River on the west and the range of 

ighlands that makes a great curve out eastward in the vicinity 
of Memphis and then, rouming toward the river, reaches the river 
at Vicksburg. That very fertile section is drained by the Yazoo 
Rivyer and a number of tributaries, I think about 800 miles of 
navigable waters, if I mistake not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Eighthundred miles now absolutely navigable. 

Mr. WALTHALL, This river and its tributaries afford the 
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only protection that the people have in that part of the country 
against the exorbitant demands for freight, which are exacted by 


the railroad companies. The freights for that section amount to 
millions in money and hundreds of thousands in tons. It hap- 

that at low water, at the point where the Yazoo River runs 
into the Mississippi River, just above Vicksburg, the stream is so 
shallow that boats can not enter, whereas if they could enter they 
would find abundant water navigable for hundreds of miles up 
toward the source of that stream. 

The object of the provision in addition to what I have already 
stated with reference to Vicksburg Harbor is to divert the Yazoo 
River near its mouth southward and conduct it into Lake Cen- 
tennial by natural means supplemented by artificial means and 
thus at once to restore that great harbor and afford navigation 
on the Yazoo at all stages of water. f 

The engineer officers of the Government have pronounced the 
scheme entirely feasible. The Government is committed to it. 
The work is now progressing. The engineer officers say that the 
work can be completed at a cost of $1,200,000 provided the work 
be continuous, but if the appropriations are small and fragmen- 
tary it will very largely increase the cost. The work is now pro- 
gressing and a very considerable sum of money asp been 
expended uponit. Eight hundred and sixty thousand dollars is 
necessary to complete the work entirely. The House provided for 
that,and the Senate committee propose to strike out the provi- 
sion. I trust it may not be done. Ithinkit ought not to be done 
upon every consideration of economy and justice. 

Mr. FR Mr. President, Iam compelled to admit that there 
is no more reason for repealing the continuing contract clause in 
this case than there was in the case of Sabine Pass and Savannah 
Harbor. The Senate restored the House provisions in those two 
cases, and I certainly am not in condition to contest the case which 
has just been rrenen 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido notwish to supplement the remarks made 
by my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] except to say that the chair- 
man of the committee was generous enough to about admit that 
the committee is out of court. Therefore I hope that the bill 
Nelo be allowed to stand as it came from the House of Representa- 

ves, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate now having restored these continuing 
contract clauses, we shall be in the happy condition of conferring 
in relation to Senate amendments alone. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
me; Committee on Commerce was, on page 60, after line 18, to 

rt: 

Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 4, to insert: 

Improving Bagon Courtableau, by removing raft in same, $2,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 10, after the word 
„improvement,“ to strike out according to the plan of Capt. 
J. H. Willard, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, seventy- 
five” and insert ‘‘one hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas, from Fulton, Ark., to the 
Atchafalaya River: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 16, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘fone hundred and ten” and insert 
“ seventy-five”; and in line 17, after the word“ dollars,“ to insert: 

Of which amount $10,000 may be . to the improvement of Pigeon 
Bayous and Grand River: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by 
the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary to 
complete the present project of cs ig me to be paid for as appropria- 
tions may from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the te 
$1,173,250, exclusive of the amount he and heretofore appropriated. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $75,- 
000, of which amount $10,000 may be applied to the improvement of Pigeon 
Bayous and Grand River, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Bayou Teche, Louisiana, from $6,000 
to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 16, to insert: 

Improving Brazos River, Texas, from Richmond southerly, by removal of 
3005 and overhanging trees, as recommended by report of February 14, 1895, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 22, to strike 
out: 

Improving Cumberland River, Kentucky and Tennessee: Continuing im- 
provement, between the State of Tennessee and the town of Burnside, S0. 
000, to be expended in purchasing sites for locks and dams 21 and 22, and in 
laying masonry for dams 21 and 22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 7, after the word 
“ for,” to strike out the completion of ” and insert continuing 
work on”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing im- 
provement, $80,000, of which sum shall be expended as much as may be nec- 
nim for continuing work on the lock and near the mouth of th 

iver, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 12, after the word 
„Nashville,“ to insert or the necessary material may be pur- 
chased and the work done otherwise than by contract”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Cumberland River above Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 
ment: The S tary of War may enter into contracts for the completion of 


the whole or any part of locks Nos. 5, 6, and 7, above Nashville, or the neces- 
sary material may be purchased and the work done otherwise than by 


con- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Tennessee River below Chattanooga, 
Tenn., from $50,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. On e 66, after line 6, I move to insert 

The PRESIDIN: FFICER. Is the Senator from Tennessee 
aware of the order that individual amendments are not to be con- 
sidered on this reading of the bill except by unanimous consent? 
Committee amendments are first to be disposed of. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not ask unanimons consent, but I presented 
the amendment to the committee, and it took no action upon it. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Tennessee will have an op- 
portunity later. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be ample time, after we have gone 
through with the reading of the for the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to offer his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
will have an opportunity to offer the amendment after the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 66, line 16, after the 
word “ appropriated,” to insert: 

Provided, That of the amount authorized to be expended $83,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, may be expended, in addition 5 


$50,000 herein appropriated, in continuing construction and comple 
Lock and Dam No. 7, by contract or otherwise. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing eee, SONU: 
Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present proj- 
ect of 5 to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time 
be made by law, not exceeding the aggrogate $1,349, exclusive of the 
amount herein appropriated: Provided, of the amount authorized to 
be expended, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 13, after the word 
improvement,“ to strike out: 

For Lock No. 5, according to report and recommendation of Maj. D. W. 


Kakoa Corps of Engineers, United States Army, submitted August II. 
891. 


And insert of Lock No. 5”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Green River, Kentucky, about the mouth of Big Barren River: 
Continuing improvement of Lock No. 5, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 7, after the word 
“the,” to strike out approved project for the completion thereof, 
$10,000,” and insert: 

Project submitted February 3, 1896, $30,000, $20,000 of which, or so much 
thersor as may be necessary, ma; eee for the purchase of the sites for 
Dams Nos. 3, 4, and 5; and if said sum shall not be sufficient, then the Secre- 


tary of War may use so much of the moneys heretofore appropriated for 
Dam No.6 as shall be requisite. ii 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Ohio River, by the construction of Dams Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5, be- 


tween Davis Island Dam and Dam No. 6, in accordance with the project sub- 


mitted February 3, 1896, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 70, under the heading for 
improving the Ohio River, Ohio and West Virginia, to increase 
the 1 for the improvement and continuance of the 
work on the harbor at Brooklyn, III., from $5,000 to $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on ‘bes line 4, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by . G. J. Lydecker, November 
80,” and insert December 7”; and in line 5, after the word 
“ninety-five, ” to strike out in House Document No. 72, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Belle er, Mi in 
an 7 ee ae ichigan, in accordance with plans submitted De- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 71, line 9, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by Col. G. J. Lydecker, November 
80,” and insert ‘‘December 7”; and in line 10, after the word 
“ninety-five,” to strike out “in House Document No. 71, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session”; so as to make the clause read: 

roving Sebewain, i 

Imp: ga 1125 Me: ne hve Michigan, in accordance with plans submitted 

The a was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on Base 71, line 14, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by Col. G. J. Lydecker”; and in line 
15, after the word “ninety-five,” to strike out in House Docu- 
ment No. 73, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session ”; so as to make 
the clause read: 


Im Pine ae Michigan, in accordance with report submitted De- 


The ee was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 23, after the word 
„with,“ to strike out: 

Plans submitted by Col. G. J. Lydecker in House Document No. 192, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session. 

And insert the alternative project submitted January 28, 
1896 *; so as to make the clause read: 

ving Kalamazoo River, Michigan, from Lake Michigan to Saugatu x, 
Sper rit en with the aiternentte project submitted January 28, 1806, $5,000 x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 18, after the word 
“‘snfticient,” to strike out is hereby appropriated and”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Menominee River, Wisconsin and Michigan: Continuing im- 
provement, $15,000, of which said sum an amount sufficient shall be 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 10, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ten and insert “ fifteen ; and in the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 

Of which sum $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 


used in Fraps aproving i the barbor and water front of Stillwater, Minn., so as to 
render it to steamboats and other craft navigating said river. 


So as to make the clause read: 


— St. Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: 898 ere: 
e 
use pro harbor and water fron water. 

so as to render it oraina tc craft navigating sai 
river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 11, to strike 
out: 


guns Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 


to steamboats and other craft 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 13, to insert: 


ving Red River of the North, Minnesota, and its tributaries: an 
ning improvement, $20,000, of which sum $5,000, or so eg thereof as ma 


the navigation of the Red Lake iver, 
p ined Eake, according to the plan of Maj. W. 
Jones in his report of February 26, 1895. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, line 6, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out: 


Provided, That the e: diture of said money shall be made upon said river, 
from the mouth thereo: Tto the forks in said river. 


And insert: 


And so much thereof as may be necessary may be used for dredging toa 
depth of 20 feet between the — of the * and a point 2 miles south- 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Sa ae i improvement, b $60,000, and 
so much thereof as may be necessary ma for 3 
20 feet between the mouth of of the river al a point 2 miles 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on ‘page 75, line 16, after the word 
s dollars,“ to insert “and for acquiring right of way, . 

necessary surveys, $20,000”; in line 18, after the word “ for,“ 
insert the bale or any part of”; in line 21, after the een 
Canal,“ to insert or the said materials may be purchased and 


the work done otherwise than by contract”; and in line 23, after 
the word necessary,“ to strike out ‘‘therefor” and insert “for 
the said canal”; so as to make the clause read: 
For the construction of the Minois and Mississippi Canal: Sees oe 
struction, $25,000, and for acquiring right of way, N 
000: Provided, That the Secretary uf War may enter into contr neraet 1 
the whole or any part of such material and work as ORAR sony ie ragasa 
paeo ceed wen aot fay yr oreo S0 MES pi Canal. or the or the said ma- 
rials may be and the work done eee — by contract; and 
to acquire such further right of way = may be necessary for the said cone 
to be Lace | for a 2 Tha A rom time to aa be —— by — no 
exceed ex ve here: 
heretofore prasie esa ret na 
The amendment was agreed to. j 
The p roading of the bill was continued to the end of line 24, on 


page 

Mr. "NELSON. I move to strike out the word ‘ to,” in line 23, 
and insert the word and.“ It is to correct a mistake. 

The SECRETARY. In line 23, 77, it is proposed to strike out 
. “to” and insert “an ”; so as to make the clause read: 


the Mississi 5 — — between the Ch St. Paul, Minn 
— Sand Gan Ha read at St. Paul. and e . — 


bridge at Omaha Raiiroad ri miens ps 3 $100,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on 78, line 2, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out “three” an insert four ”; in line 
5, before the word hundred,“ to strike out “one” and insert 
“two”; in line 16, after the word *‘ dollars,” to insert “exclusive 
of the amount herein appropriated ”; in line 25, before the word 
cents,“ to strike out “ sixty-six” and insert “sixty-seven ; on 
page 79, line 11, after the word ‘‘ That,” to insert “‘any balance of 

ormer appropri riations now available and”; in line 13, after the 
word“ expen to strike out! in pursuance of said contracts 9255 
in line 19, after the word of,“ to insert ultimately“; in the 
same line, after the word “obtaining, ” to insert and maintain- 
ing”; and in line 22, after the hihi depth, ” to insert “at all 
riods of the year except when na ion of the river is closed 

y ice”; so as 3 make the clause 


a River from to mouth of the Ohio 2 to oe 


systematic ee of the 
toned. 8 . to bo 
n by con 

made tv law. notex ing in the 
herein appropriated: Provided further, That or the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, said contracts and materials purchased and wore ome 1 
than by contract for the section of Aid river between St. Paul and the 
mouth of be Missouri Ivar shall not exceed $200.000, and 1 —— Shall 
not exceed for the ears beginning July 1, 1897, ‘the sum of $826,666.67 
annually: Provided ‘further, That such contracts and materials p ses ene 
and work done otherwise than by contract for that section of the Wald river 
e the mouth of the 3 and the mouth of the Ohio River for the 

year sone s June 8), 1897, shall not exceed the sum of $325,000, and there- 


—— — 5 ee See ears commencin July 1, 1897, sai not paor oroni the sum 
5 vailable and th eee nd an thor 
ions — a an e mone e oy a and au aps 

to be ed for the said secti tion of ral appropriated an 


— 3 iver and the —— of gn One River or so — 9 —.— 5 
y be ni shall be e ed in the construction of suitable dredge 
— ag inion tee and othe zeae abio appliances, he sas — the maintenance 


yo main- 
. than 250 feet in 


The amendment was 3 to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 23, to strike 
3 


$50,000, or so much thereof as ma: ot the money herein 

ap rated * the 8 of River between Cairo 
and th the mouth of the Missouri River shall por expended, be pee the direction 
the Secretary of War, Doi orp the east bank of the Mississi River 


caving in and 

oe the Missouri River and extending south along said east as far as may 

8 to effect the purpose above mentioned. 

at of the money herein the Mi ropriated for use on the Mississippi River 
from Cairo to the mouth of the Missouri River the sum of $30.000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is eee 10 be especie aa in removing the bar 
in frontof Chester. IIL, and protecting the west bank of the Mississippi River 
opposite Chester, III. 

And insert: 


That of the money herein a riated for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River between Carlo and the mouth of the Missouri River there may be 
expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in order to improve 
the channel of the river, such amounts as may be necessary yp ema haved a pete the 
east bank of the Mississippi River rom caving in and being washed away at 
or near a point opposite the mouth of the Missouri River and exten south 
along said east bank, and in removing the 3 of 1 „and 
protecting the west bank of the Mississippi River opposite Ches 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 81, line 1, after the word 
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“appropriated,” to insert “and authorized to be expended”; so as 
to make the clause read: 


That of the money herein appropriated and authorized to be expended 
for the 3 of the Mississippi River from St. Paul to the mouth 
of the Missouri River there shall bə expended the following ve 


amounts, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FRYE. The item between lines 8 and 14 on page 81,may 
be passed over for the present at the request of the junior Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The 
item within the lines indicated will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 81, after line 14, to strike out: 

o in the Mi ippi River, on the east side thereof, 
ep nie the nity of Dabuatie, in the State dr lows, $5,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that this amendment ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the lines just read will be retained. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that this amendment and the amend- 
ment in lines 23, 24, and 25, on the same page, may be disagreed to. 
I have a letter in reference to the latter amendment, pertaining 
to Quincy, III., and the Senator himself has quite a number of 
letters with reference to the first, which seem to make it abso- 
lutely necessary that the two provisions shall be left in the bill as 
the House had it. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to make the same s on. I 
know personally as respects the first amendment that it ought to 

to. 


be di $ 

Mr. T. Iwanttosay frankly tothe Senatethat I suppose the 
people of Missouri have as much interest as the people of Ilinois 
and Iowa in these improvements, but the trouble comes—and both 
Senators will recognize it—from the fact that there is no recom- 
mendation or estimate from the engineers in regard to these im- 

vements. In other words, in order to put these 8 
Teek as they came from the other House, we are asked to take the 
verbal statements of members of Congress or letters and tele- 
grams from citizens; and I have received a number of them. It 
must be evident to these Senators and to everybody that if you 
make up the river and harbor bill in that way the amount appro- 
priated will be indefinite, and there is no telling what sort of 
improvements will be made. There is no estimate, there is no 
recommendation, there is no survey for these improvements. 

Mr. CULLOM. As to the Dubuque item, we have improved 
the river on one side and not on the other. I do not know whether 
or not the item is in the estimates, but I do know that the mer- 
chants on the opposite side of the river, at East Dubuque, are ab- 
solutely cut off by a sand bar there, so that they can not get boats 
up to the shore at all. That is entirely unfair. There area num- 
ber of merchants there; and the chairman of the committee has 
received quite a number of letters from the Representative of that 
district pis. Hitt], showing the urgent necessity for an appropria- 
tion. Ihavebeen there myself, and have seen exactly the situation 


in reference to it. 
Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to say 
a word? 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall be very glad to have the Senator from 
Iowa give us his views. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly familiar with the situation and 
location there at Dubuque. It does not need an engineer to know 
what ought to be done there. This item does not increase the 
appropriation a single dollar. It merely takes from the general 
appropriation the sum named to preserve the channel at this 
particular point. It is the city in which I live, the commerce of 
my city crosses at that point, and I am perfectly familiar with it. 
The reason the local engineer does not make the improvement is 
that under the terms of a general appropriation he can not apply 
the money locally without authority from Congress. I think that 
where we have this absolute knowledge it does not require an 
engineer to know that if a sand bar accumulates at a point where 
commerce is constant it is an obstruction. There are two or 
three elevators at this point, and because of the sand bar they 
can not be reached. But for the technical situation as to this 
appropriation this sand bar would be removed. 

hope the amendment will be disagreed to, and I suggest to my 
friend from Missouri that this is not an unusual thing in these 
eee bills where the necessities seem to require it. 

r. VEST. There are a large number of these appropriations 
here, put in at the request of members of both Houses simply upon 
their own statement, without any estimate, without a survey, or 
any recommendation. 

. CULLOM. I want to say, furthermore, that when I dis- 
covered that those two items and another one in the bill had been 
stricken out I at once undertook to find out the reason for that 
action. As to the two, I find that it is exceedingly important to 
the business of those localities that they should be reinstated. As 


XXVITI—310 


+ 


to the third, I am not satisfied, and therefore am not asking that 
anything be done in relation to it. 

Mr. VEST. What đoes the Senator mean by the third? 

Mr. CULLOM. Thereisstill another item, that at Rock Island, 
in regard to which I have no information which justifies me in 
insisting upon its being put back, and therefore I do not intend to 


do so. 
Mr. VEST. In regard to Sny Island? 
Mr. CULLOM. That is not in dispute. 


Mr. FRYE. That was passed over. The Senator from IIlinois 
[Mr. PALMER] who is absent desired it passed over. 

Mr. VEST. I did not understand that. 

Mr. CULLOM. The two items to which I refer are the Du- 
buque item, stricken out, and the bar in front of the steamboat 
landing at Quincy. Quincy is a city of 40,000 people. Since there 
has been a railroad bridge built across the river there, a little 
above the city, a sand bar has begun to form, and steamboats—of 
which there a dozen a day coming up and going down that river— 
if they are going down, have to go down the main channel by the 
city and then back up on the inside of that bar in order to get in 
at all. That is the literal fact of the case; and for the Senate to 
hesitate to restore those items on such a state of facts would be, 
I think, very singular. I do not care what the War Department 
has done about it. I think it is unfair to the people of those local- 
ities that those items should be stricken out, and I hope that there 
will be no hesitation about restoring them. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, all these statements come to 
us for the first time. No such statements were made in commit- 
tee, and we must look to the Book of Estimates and to the reports 
of the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. CULLOM. lunderstand that is so as a general proposition. 

Mr. VEST. And when we looked, we could not find any esti- 
mates nor any survey nor any recommendation, yet these rivers 
and harbors are under the control and supervision of officers sent 
ape the Corps of Engineers to each river and harbor in the United 

tates. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are sand bars in both places, patent and 
open to the world, and boats plying up and down the river can not 
land where they ought to land so as to accommodate the people. 

Mr. VEST. That may be and doubtless is true, but it is a sin- 
gular fact that the e in charge of the river, with those bars 
right before him and knowing their injurious effect upon naviga- 
tion, did not refer to them in his general estimate for the river, 
and gt 25 he has given very fully the details of the improve- 
ments to be made, he has said nothing about these improvements. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know the facts as to both cases, because I 
have been at both places within the year. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] lives directly ee one of them, and there is 
no question whatever about the facts. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Commerce, striking out the 
words from line 15 to line 17, inclusive, on page 81. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 81, after line 22, to 
strike out: 

For rem the sand bar in t of the steamboat ing at 5 
the State oe, 810,000. oe A 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the other place I referred to, and I hope 
that 55 will be retained in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out 
the clause which has been read. 

he amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Committee on Commerce was, at the top of page 82, to strike 
out: : 

For maintaining the harbor at Rock Island, III., $5,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 2, to strike out: 
For maintaining the harbor at La Crosse, Wis., $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for“ eee work of constructing artificial 
banks between the mouth of Flint River, in Des Moines County, 
Iowa, and running along the west bank of the Mississippi River 
to the mouth of the Iowa River,” from $50,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 15, after the word 
“appropriated,” to insert and authorized to be expended ”; and 
in line 17, after the word ‘‘ made,” to insert and cost of improve- 
ments to be estimated”; so as to make the clause read: 

And the Secretary of War, out of the money herein appropriated and au- 
thorized to be expended for the improvement of the Mississippi River from 


St. Paul to the mouth of the Missouri River, shall cause surveys to be made 
and cost of improvements to be estimated as follows, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on 82, line 20, before the word 
„County,“ to strike out Mercer” and insert Rock Island”; and 
on page 83, line 3, after the word “channel,” to strike out with 
an estimate of the cost thereof”; so as to make the clause read: 


On the east side of the ete ave. commencing at Drurys Landing, 
in Rock Island County, State of IIlinois, and running along the east bank of 
said river to New Boston, with a view to the improvement of e arte by 
porene the overfiow of the naturaland artificial banks, and by 1 ge g 
e channel; also along the east bank of said river, from at or near the city 
of Oquawka, III., to at or near Dallas City, in the said State, with a view to 
the royement of navigation by preventing the overflow of the natural 
and artificial banks and by deepening the channel; also on the west side of 
said river from the bluff above the ay of Madison, Lee County, in the State 
of Iowa, along the west bank of said river to the mouth of Skunk River, in 
said Lee County, and along the west bank of the Mississippi River from the 
mouth of the Iowa River. in Louisa County, to the city of Muscatine, in Mus- 
catine County, lowa, with a view of improving the navigation by 3 
the overflow of the natural and artificial banks and by deepening the channe. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 4, to strike out: 


Also commen: at Drurys Lan in Rock Island County, III., and run- 
ning along the bank of said river to New Boston, III., witha view toim- 


the na tion by preventing the water from overflowing the natu- 
fal and artifielat banks alo 


along those parts of the river and deepening the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 20, after the word 
“ building,” to insert and repairing”; in line 22, after the word 
„river,“ to insert such improvement, surveys, building and re- 
pairs of levees to be made and carried on”; on page 85, line 24, 
after the word * obtaining,” to insert and maintaining”; and 
on page 86, line 1, after the word depth,“ to insert ‘‘at all 
periods of the year except when navigation is closed by ice”; so 
as to make the clause read: 


River, inclu salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and eous ex- 
mses of the 4 River Commission: Continuing improvement. 
000. which sum expended under the direction of the Secretary 


oE the eee 


commerce at all 5 of the river: Provided, That on and after the passage 
of this act additional contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War 
for such materials and work as ma n to carry on continuously 
the plans of the Mississippi River Commission as aforesaid, or said materials 
may be purchased and work done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not exceeding in 
the te ee Provided further, That for the fiscal year ending 
June D . 1897, contracts and materials purchased and work done other- 
wise than by contract shall not exceed the sum of $625,000, and thereafter 
shall not exceed the sum of $2,583,333 annually for the three years beginning 
July 1, 1897: Further, That the money hereby appropriated and au- 
thorized to be expended in pursuance of said contracts, or so much thereof 
as may bo necessary, shall be expended in the construction of suitable dredge 
boats and other devices and appliances. and in the maintenance and opera- 
tion of the same, with the view of obtaining and maintaining a navigable 
channel from Cairo down not less than 250 feet in width and 9 feet in depth at 
all ee of the year except when navigation is closed by ice: Provided 
Jurther, That of the sum hereby a poprat and authorized to be expended 
the sum of $34,000 shall be expended in the rectification of the banks at Green- 
ville, Miss., and $64,000 in the rectification of the banksat Helena, Ark., accord- 

tolate plans submitted by Capt. Graham D. Fitch, ours of Engineers, and 
$16,000 in the rectification of the at New Madrid, Mo. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 7, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out“ two hundred and fifty” and insert 
„three hundred”; and in line 10, after the word Provided.“ to 
strike out that in the discretion of said Commission a portion of 
such sum may be expended in protection of harbors and localities 
on said river: And provided also”; andinline 21, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out two hundred and fifty“ and insert 
“threes hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Missouri River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and 
miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River Commission, survey, perma- 
nent bench marks, and gauges: Continuing improvement, $300,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War in the systematic im- 
provement of the river according to the plans and specifications of the Mis- 
souri River Commission, as approved by the Chief of Engineers; Provided, 
That on and after the pas e of this act additional contracts may be entered 
into by the Secre of War for such material and work as may be neces- 
sary to carry on continuously the plans of the Missouri River Commission 
for the improvement of said river, or said material may be purchased and 
work may be done otherwise by contract, to be paid for as appropri- 
ations may from time to time be made by law, not 55 the aggre- 
gate $200,000 per annum for three years, commencing July 1, 1897. 


The amendment was agreed to. X 
The next amendment was, on page 87, line 25, to strike out: 


Contracted for, $80,000 may be apna at Omaha and Conncil Bluffs; at 
Boone $60,000, at Glasgow $00, at Miami $75,000, and at St. Charles, Mo., 


And insert: 

Expended, there may be expended, in the discretion of said Commission, 
such amounts at Omaha, Council Bluffs, Leavenworth, Atchison, Rocheport, 
Glasgow, Miami, St. Charles, and at the mouth of the Little Blue, in Jack- 
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son County, Mo.; also for pro’ the shore line of the Missouri River 
above Glasgow, from the foot of Bow Green Bend to the head of Harrisons 
Island, and at other harbors and localities on said river as may be necessary 
to improve the channel by preventing erosion of the banks. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska rise to move to amend the amendment? 

Mr. THURSTON. I rise to suggest, Mr. President, that my 

ple are very solicitous to have the clause stand in the bill as 
it came from the other House. I think myself that they have been 
laboring under some misapprehension as to the real character of 
the House provision. I believe that they have thought that the 
bill as it came from the House carried an absolute appropriation 
of $80,000 for the first year's improvement at Omaha and Council 
Bluffs, whereas, as a matter of fact,if I read the bill correctly as 
it came from the House, it only provides that out of the annual 
appropriation and out of the three additional years provided for 
by 8 contracts there may be expended at Omaha and 
Council Bluffs $80,000. Therefore the House provision is reall 
an appropriation of $20,000 per annum ifically for the wor. 
at Omaha and Council Bluffs. I ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if that is his understanding of that appropriation? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am responsible, I suppose, more 
than any one else on the committee for this amendment. My con- 
struction of that appropriation is that the $80,000 is to come out 
of the aggregate amount age riated for the first year, the next 
fiscal year; and then, under the continuing contract, it will de- 
pend upon the Missouri River Commission, in their discretion, to 
take all the $80,000 in any one year or to take it out at fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars a year, or in any other amount annually, 
That would be my construction, and was at the time the amend- 
ment was insert I do not think they will get $80,000 a year. 
That is very evident. They get $80,000, but whether they would 
get all of that in one year or two years or three years is a matter 
within the discretion of the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, may I ask the Senator from Missouri, 
if he so construes it because of the words in line 25 ‘+ of the mone 
hereby appropriated and hereby authorized to be contracted for” 

Mr. VEST. Les; that is the amount of the continuing contract. 

Mr. ALLISON. If those words ‘‘ contracted for” were out of 
the bill I think the $80,000 could be taken out of the appropria- 
tion immediately preceding. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but the words are “to be contracted for.“ 
That is the amount of the continuing contract. 

Mr. THURSTON. There is another reason, which will be seen 
by an examination of the several specific appropriations, why 
that construction must be the true one. It will be seen that the 
bill as it came from the House e only $250,000 for the 
first year, and that these specific appropriations, all under this 
same clause, amount in the aggregate to $325,000. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. THURSTON. It is therefore ectly evident that these 
specific allotments of money to 1 ties are to cover the entire 
period of the present appropriation and the additional three years’ 
contracts. Such being the construction of the bill as it came from 
the House, I am myself inclined to believe that the amendment as 
reported by the committee would give to my locality, in all human 
probability, as great, or greater, an expenditure of money in the 
matter of their local improvements than would the bill as it came 
from the House; and yet I see no particular reason why the bill as 
it came from the House may not as well be left as it came here as 
to amend it as proposed. There is in the bill as it came from the 
House no absolute command upon the Missouri River Commission 
to expend this money at these particular points, and as the general 
appropriation is amended by the Senate already, it fa only 
specifically provide for the local expenditure at the specified points 
of $325,000 out of four years’ appropriation; and four years at 
$300,000 per year is $1,200,000. Therefore nearly three-fourths of 
the entire sum would be left at the disposition of the Missouri 
River Commission for expenditure at such other points on the 
river as might be deemed expedient. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Nebraska will permit me to 
call his attention to what seems to me, at least, to be unreasonable 
in the mentioning of Omaha and Council Bluffs and Rocheport 
and Glasgow and St. Charles, without mentioning a number of 
other places which are situate along the river, such as Leaven- 
worth and Atchison. The people of our State are very much 
interested in taking care of the river at those places. My colleague 
is better able to describe the situation at both those places than I 
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am. I do, however, know personally that there is need of a great 
deal of work to be done at Leavenworth and Atchison, more 
particularly at Atchison. The river has changed its channel so 
as to interfere materially with the movement of the city and the 
management of the railways and the bridge companies, and it is 
a matter of very serious concern to our people. It is a question 
in my mind whether it would not be better toleave the paragraphs 
just as they are now, as the Senate committee have made them, 
and trust to the friction that may yet be aroused in conference for 
final adjustment. 

Mr. THURSTON. As Ihave stated, if I were left to my own 
individual judgment in this matter I should certainly be quite as 
content with the provisions of the bill as amended by the com- 
mittee as I should with the provisions of the bill as it comes from 
the other House. I have therefore brought this matter to the 
attention of the Senate, and asked nonconcurrence in the amend- 
ment reported by the committee more particularly for the pur- 

of having the true character of the House provision under- 
stood and placed upon the record here, in order that my people 
may no longer understand that the House of Representatives ap- 
ropriated $80,000 per annum for expenditure at Omaha and 
Bouncil Bluffs, when, in fact, the 1 is $80,000, cover- 
ing a period of four years’ work, and which, if expended equally 
during that time, would simply be an appropriation of 220,000 
annually for our local improvement of the river. 
With this statement of the case, I leave it to the Senate to say 
whether it will stand by the amendment as proposed by the com- 
mittee or leave the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire an amendment also to this clause. I 

notice that there are a number of places grouped together on 


e 88. 
os THURSTON. Let me suggest to the Senator—I presume 
I know what amendment or about what amendment he would 
propose—that I also have an amendment to propose if the Senate 
committee provision is left. I should like to first take the sense 
_of the Senate as to whether or not it will adopt the amendment as 
reported by the committee, If it does, then I should like to join 
the Senator from Kansas in having inserted one other name from 
Nebraska, as I presume he desires to insert one or more from 


nsas. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to hear the suggested amend- 
ment before I vote for the amendment proposed by the committee, 
so as to know what is the whole scheme. 

Mr. BAKER. The amendment I desire is in reference to Leay- 
enworth and Atchison. The amendment I propose would be at 
the end of line 13, on page 88, to insert: 

Provided, That on the Missouri River, opposite Leavenworth, Kans., there 
shall be expended the sum of $15,000, and on the Missouri River, opposite 
Atchison, 8S., there shall be expended the sum of $15,000. 

These are very important places, and it is necessary to protect 
the Missouri River at these particular points. I believe, as noth- 
ing has been given toour locality, particularly our State, it would 
be but right and proper that these specific appropriations should 
be made for these two points. Itis absolutely necessary to com- 
plete the improvements heretofore made at these two points that 
these sums of money should be expended and that there should be 
specific appropriations. We fear if we are left here with these 
large cities in alump, without any distribution, that we shall not 
be able to obtain any part of this 0 whatever. I notice 
that at other points and in other places it is usual and customary 
to designate the particular amount which they desire, and whic 
is desired to be there expended. Therefore I ask that the amend- 
ment I propose be inserted so that we may have a specific appro- 
priation amounting to $15,000 for each of these places. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not heretofore had an 
opportunity of cannar the amendment. It seems to me that 

e amendment proposed by the Senate committee, with a friendly 
commission, or perhaps without, will better accomplish the pur- 

in view than the provision as it came from the House. Un- 
er the House provision I think the Missouri River Commission 
would feel itself constrained to expend only $80,000 for a period of 
four years, no matter what might be the condition of the river at 
Council Bluffs and Omaha. The erosion of that river between 
those two points often requires a very large expenditure in a 
single year. 
nder the Senate provision the Commission is authorized in its 
discretion to expend such amounts at Omaha and Council Bluffs, 
Leavenworth, Atchison, and at other points, naming a number 
of points, and then at the end of the provision and at other har- 
bors and localities on said river as may be necessary to improve 
the channel by preventing the erosion of the banks.” So it seems 
to me even without the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, 
if there is a condition of the channel opposite either Atchison or 
any of these other points, the Missouri Commission would be 
directed under the last clause to make such expenditures as may 
be necessary to prevent the erosion of the banks at that point. I 


understand that is the object of theseimprovements at the points 


named. 
So while I have no special objection to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas, it strikes me that, looking at these 


two provisions, the Senate committee's provision will accomplish 
more easily and more directly and more effectively what is neces- 
sary at these several places. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kansas 
inform the Chair whether he desires to offer his amendment? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; I want to state further, in reply to the 
Senator from Iowa, one main objection to the provision in its 
present shape. It provides that a commission shall expend this 
money. 

Now, we all know, without reflecting upon the commission, 
that it requires a great deal of logrolling to get the commission 
to improve at particular places and points. I notice that in the 
East and in the West in particular localities specific appropria- 
tions are made, I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
Kansas is not good at logrolling. Kansas does not want to hu- 
miliaté herself by going before a commission and demanding this 
or demanding that. Here is the proper place to fix it, and that is 
the reason why I desire to have it fixed here, so that we shall know 
what we are to have, and that afterwards champagne suppers, 
dances, and seances shall not be necessary in order to obtain ap- 
e or parts of appropriations at any particular place or 

ocality. 

I notice, Mr. President, that New England is not put in such a 
humiliating position. I do not think the West oo to be putin 
such a humiliating ition. I simply ask justice. Improve- 
ments have been made at these points, and they were important 
improvements; it was important to the people of Missouri and 
Kansas that they should be made. Those improvements are not 
yet complete. I understand from the mayor of the city and others 
who are competent to judge that these specific sums are n 
and proper to completetheimprovements. Now, as we have been 
generous in this bill, I ask simply as a matter of justice to the 
State of Missouri at these points and to the State of Kansas at 
these points that we may have specific appropriations, so that we 
shall know what we are to depend upon, and that we shall not be 
et ait the whims or caprices of any board or any body or any 

unai, . 

My desire would be first to offer the following amendment, to 

come in after the word banks,” at the end of line 13: 


Improving the Missouri River opposite Leavenworth. Kans., the sum of 
$15,000; on the Missouri River opposite Atchison, Kans., the sum of $15,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in those two cases there is this dif- 
ference, and there was this trouble before the committee. In some 
cases there had been estimates made of the amount of money re- 
quired to take care of a certain improvement at a certain! ity, 
and in other cases the only estimates we had were from members 
of Congress. In this case there were estimates both at Leaven- 
worth and at Atchison, and I think that I may say the committee 
justify me in agreeing to accept these two amendments of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the question of improving the Mis- 
sissippi and the Missouri rivers is full of difficulties, and itis almost 
impossible to meet all the demands that are made either upon the 
Board of Engineers or upon the commission in charge of those 
rivers. I have very decided views in regard to these improve- 
ments on the Missouri River, on the banks of which I have lived 
for fifty years. It is the most erratic stream in the United States 
and the most difficult to improve. It is now in such a condition 
that no insurance can be had upon a boat or cargo that goes up 
that river, and yet it drains one of the most fertile regions in the 
West and ought to be covered with steamboats carrying freight 
and passengers. 

The Missouri River Commission (and I drew the bill which or- 
ganized that Commission) is made up of three engineer officers 
from the Corps of Enyineers and two civilians, one of whom is 
from the State of Missouri and one from the State of Nebraska. 
It is safe to assume, then, that Missouri and Nebraska represented 
upon that board would haye the proper improvements made. 

It must be stated frankly that one objection which is made to all 
these plans for specific improvements does not apply to Leaven- 
worthand Atchison, The Missouri River Commission, in their esti- 
mates and recommendations, state that theimprovements at Leay- 
enworth and at Atchison upon the oppositeside of the river should 
bo continued. But there are no estimates and no recommendations 
as to these other specific improvements or appropriations in the 
bill as passed by the House. For instance, at Omaha the Commis- 
sion do not recommend any improvement, but they state substan- 
tially that the necessary amount has been expended there, and that 
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all that is necessary is to maintain the works as they have been 
done, and they ask for no money. 

Three hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars was put in the 
State of Missouri, and, as a matter of course, if I were actuated 
by selfish purposes or personal ends I would stand here and demand 
these specific appropriations, for I am assailed almost hourly by 
my constituents from these different localities, these little towns 
on the river, to save our specific appropriations. The money is to 
be spent there, the material is to be bought there, and, as a mat- 
ter of course, they are not to be condemned or criticised for it. 
They are like the rest of the world; they are looking to their im- 
a purposes and to the expenditures to be made right about 


em. 

Now, I have not the slightest doubt but what the Missouri River 
can be improved and navigation brought back to it, and it can be 
made a portion of the great waterway to the Gulf, for it is really 
the Mississippi River. It gives color to it, and it ought to have 
pret name to the whole river. But this improvement can be 

one in only one way, and I speak from the closest observation 
and experience. It can be done only by improving the river by 
reaches, going down the river 25 and 30 and 40 miles and system- 
seg pe Pace) it. 

We have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dollars (and I 
have been as much responsible for it as any Senator, possibly 
more so, under the demands of my constituents) at different 
localities to 3 erosion of the banks, to save walls, to save 
farms, and the money has been expended and the work washed 
away in the freshet that came down from the OORT. RDA, 
from Montana and the Dakotas, in the next year. t we suf- 
fer from there is what has endangered the Lower Mississippi—im- 
mense fires upon the head waters of the Missouri, that destroy 
the undergrowth and the mosses and the herbage that would 
absorb the water, and it runs as it would over the top of this desk 
when the snows break up in the spring and pours a flood down 
the Missouri and Mississippi, resulting in immense erosion and 
destruction of lands and even of towns. 

The river can only be improved like the 8 River, by 
reaches systematically. e have had this practically demon- 
strated. e Missouri River Commission commenced at Jefferson 
City and improved for 45 miles down the river 15 
improvement supporting the other, one curve in the banks being 
destroyed by putting the proper improvements on the opposite 
side, always throwing the river against the bluff, the rocky side, 
and protecting the alluvial lands. What is the result? ere is 
not a finer piece of riparian engineering in the world than on the 
45 miles below Jefferson City. It stood three freshets,and you 
can not see where the river has made any a ere upon it. 
Nothing else was ever known like it before. t was done by 
following the recommendations of the Missouri River Commission. 

I have stood here year after year battling for the support of the 
Commission, as long as we have one. We have five officers there, 
three of them from the Corps of Engineers; we are paying them 
salaries; they are conducting the improvement according to their 
own way, and they could do itin no other. As long as we havea 
Commission we ought to support them in that work. 

The pressure brought upon other members of the Senate is noth- 
ing compared to that upon me. Here is $325,000 that is washing 
away in specific appropriations in my own State. To support the 
plan of the Commission is, I believe, the best thing for the people 
there, and I think they will see it in the end. There will be some 
temporary and local irritation and t criticism of me in the 
county newspapers, but the end will justify it, as it did in the 
reach below Jefferson City. That Commission can be trusted. 
My friend from Kansas is mistaken in thinking that you must go 
there and logroll with them. They are not able to meet the de- 
mands of all localities and therefore there are always people dis- 
satisfied. I have myself thought at times that they ought to in- 
terfere with the course of the river when these ravages were being 
made upon magnificent land worth fifty and seventy-five dollars 


an acre and that would produce anything in the world. But I 


have been satisfied, after I watched their work and inspected it |. 


in person, as my colleague has done with me, that they wereright 
and that they understood how to bridle that river and to keep it 
in its channel, if human ingenuity and talent could doit. 

Captain Eads, the greatest riparian engineer who ever lived in 
this country, and I think in any other—not the greatest fortifica- 
tions engineer, but riparian engineer—told me once that the Mis- 
sissippi River could be improved with $100,000,000 and with noth- 
ing less. But he said, You must put a bridle upon it like you 
do upon an unbroken horse; and it will take years to do it, and 
a hundred million dollars to do it.” And yet every year we 
appropriate two or three million dollars and the freshets come and 

e works are washed away. 

I appeal to the Senate to sustain the committee in doing what 
they have thought to be right. It is all that they could do. All 
these towns in Missouri, my own constituents, my personal and 


political friends, are to-day writing and telegraphing me to keep 


the House bill as it was, because these fifty or thousand dol- 
lars of pak gy for localities are contained in it. My per- 
sonal and political friends, if I consulted them, would have the 
bill as passed by the House; but I am satisfied that it is simply 
throwing away that much money. There are no recommenda- 
tions for such appropriations. There are no estimates. When I 
saw these go va ee in the bill I communicated with my col- 
leagues in the other House and invited them to show me where 
the commission recommended any such appropriations or 
stated any estimates as to the amount. I was informed that one 
of the board had verbally told a member of the House that he 
thought there ought to be money expended at these points. 

I submit to the Senate, can we apropriats $325,000 on oral 
statements of that kind when a board is composed of five mem- 
bers, three of them belonging to the Engineer Corps? I make, I 
was about to say, from a political standpoint, a greater sacrifice 
than any other Senator, than all others put together, and yet I am 
absolutely certain that I am right in regard to it and that the 
committee were right in sustaining the provision as it is found 
reported in the bill. 

Omaha will receive all the money that is nece: if there is an 
erosion of the banks there. If the Senator from Kansas wants 
$15,000 at Leavenworth and at Atchison, he is supported by an 
estimate and a recommendation, but that is not the case as to 
these other places. Unquestionably that is so, and I shall make 
no resistance if he insists upon it, though I believe that he will 
fare better to let the improvements opposite those two cities re- 
main in the bill as we have it proposed by the committee. Those 
improvements are on the Missouri side of the river, in one of the 
wealthiest counties in the State, not in Kansas, but in Platte 
County, Mo. 

Mr. BAKER. I appreciate what the Senator from Missouri 
says, but still I think ongni to insist upon $15,000 at Atchison 
and $15,000 at Leavenwort' 

Mr. VEST. Very good; I am perfectly willing to go back to 
the people of Platte County, where I have as good friends as any 
in the world, who have always supported me in every ambition 
of my life, and defend the amendment as we have put it in the 
bill. IthinkI can satisfy them that it is the best for them. But 
if the Senator from Kansas, who has, as I say, recommendations 
and estimates for these places, and the other places have not, 
insists upon the $30,000, it is all that the State of Kansas has 
5 the committee, and I am perfectly willing to con- 

e it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from [Mr. BAKER] to the 
amendment of the committee, 

Mr. HILL. I wish to move an adjournment. 

Mr. VEST. Let us get through with this item, 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, let us get through with it. 

Mr. BAKER. Let us vote on my amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

The amendment to the amendment was a to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offer another amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the word ‘‘expended” where it occurs in line 4, 
and inserting “contracted for,” so that the latter provision may 
share the same fate as the general provision. 

Mr. VEST. How would it read then? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would then read: 


Of the money hereby appropriated and hereby authorized to be contracted 
for there mae ON expen in the discretion of said Commission, etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. No; not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. In line 6, after the words “ Council Bluffs,“ 
I move to insert“ Nebraska City.“ 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from New York moves to 
adjourn I hope the Senate will conclude to consider the next 


amendment. 
We have not yet disposed of the committee amend- 


Mr. VEST. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Let me inquire, where do Leavenworth and Atchi- 

son now come in—at the end? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the end of line 13. 

Mr. FRYE. Then those words must be stricken out in line 6, 

Mr. VEST. I was about to make the suggestion that they be 
stricken out of the body of the amendment. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4949 


The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the words “Nebraska City,“ 
just inserted, strike out! Leavenworth, Atchison.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be agreed to unless 
objection is made. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I think I have kept the Senate here as late 
as I am justified in doing. 

BOOK AGENTS OF METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from New York is kind enough to sus- 
pend the motion to adjourn until I can ask for the consideration 
of Senate bill 2962. It asks for no money. It simply sends a case 
to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is putting all the Senators to a great deal 
of annoyance in having to ask unanimous consent when there are 
not half a dozen present, and at a time when we ought to adjourn. 
It is not the way to transact business. Iam not going to object tc 
the bill called up by the Senator from Tennessee, but I am going 
to object to any other request of the kind until we have some 
agreement by which we shall transact the business of the Senate 
in a proper and decent way, giving every Senator a chance and 
not having a regular scramble, as we have every day after 6 o'clock, 
when there is not a quorum here and when business ought not to 
be transacted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee will be read for information, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to give notice now, so that 
there will be ao aan: feeling in to the matter. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri does not intend his 
notice to apply to the Senator from Tennessee? $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis not to apply to this case, as I said. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims in the case The Book Agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church ” against The United States, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 2 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20minutes p.m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 8, 1896, at 12 
o’clock meridian, 


—— 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 6, 1896, 
POSTMASTERS. 
Charles F. Terhune, to be master at Binghamton, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York. 


James Tiernan, to be 8 at Fort Howard, in the county 
of Brown and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, May 7, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the pro- 
bat ra is of rday to be read. 

Mr. PIC 3 . Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 
is present. 

e SPEAKER (having counted the House). Ninety-five gen- 

tlemen are present; not a quorum. 

After an interval of eighteen minutes, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, is a quorum not now present? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum present, 
and the Clerk will read the Journal. 

Mr, PICKLER. I make the point that there is no quorum 


present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

When the Clerk had reached that part of the Journal reciting 
the names of the absentees on the call of the committee and the 
names of those voting on the several roll calls, 

Mr. PICKLER. r. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
Journal in full. Let us have the names. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the list of names in full. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 

„ Without objection, the Journal will be ap- 

roved. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. S er, I move the approval of the Jour- 
nal, and on that demand previous question. 


The question was taken on the approval of the Journal; and on 
a nce (demanded by Mr. PickLER) there were—ayes 174, 
noes 0. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. There is evidently a quorum present. If 
those gentlemen who did not rise in response to the vote will an- 
nounce their presence the Chair will count those present and not 
voting. ; 

Nine tlemen having risen, 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and seventy-four in the affirm- 
ative and nine gentlemen present and not voting. A quorum is 
present, and the Journal is approved. 

PRINTING AND BINDING PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Printing, I desire to report a bill (H. R. 8237) to improve the 
printing and binding methods of the public documents, and ask 
its present consideration. 

e SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


te 
The general rule and 
procedure shall be that the Congressional number shall be given only to those 
ocuments which emanate directly from Congress or are furnished i 


numbered and printed as 
n re- 
sponse to the call of Congress, or either House thereof, upon an Executive 
partment for information. 
Sec. 2. That whenever any document not bearing a Con ional number 
is furnished for the use of additional copies thereof shall at the 
dent of Documents for the soppy 


mgressional Li 2 copies for its own use and 50 copies for its foreign 
exc! Of all such documents not bearing a Congressional number and 
orde to be printed for the use of Congress the “usual number,” which 


ere 

100 copies, of which there shall be sent, in the 
unbound form, 170 copies to the Senate document room, 400 copies to the 
House document room, 10 copies to the office of the Secretary of the Senate, 
and — 9 1 to the office of the Clerk of the House, and 500 copies shall be 
reserved y the Public Printer in unstitched form, to be y bound to 
the order of members and officers of as provided law, 

Sec. 3. That documents not a Congressional number shall be bound 
as follows: If emanating from the Department of State, in scarlet cloth; if 


De- 


shall also be printed, shall be 1,1 


the Interior, in maroon 
light-brown cloth; if from the 
merce Commissio: 
other pu 

then in such co 


cloth for bin 


ce and the dura . Inl 
blic ie ped shall use gold leaf of the best and most suit- 
ea 


d cases and in pension cases, $ 
ionsof the Attorney-General, or other | Cages a of like character, proper! 
design: he discretion of the heads of 


and by the rules of taste shall 
readable 3 
books shall 


pan be the one indicating the 
of volumes in the series, and the s; 
which the title is placed. The title near the bottom of 
shall show the De ent, Bureau, Office,or Commission from which it 
issues. Every cloth-bound book shall have on the back of its cover a title 
and a ape which on ae thin 5 may be pned 1 7 of the ne 
ume. In exp ng and other numbers on of books Ara 
numerals shall be used. 

SEC. 5. That in making up the binder's titles for the House and Senate 
documents and reports when binding the reserve.“ any document or report 
which fills more than one-third part of the volume in which it is con ed 
shall be mentioned in the title on the back of the cover of such volume. The 
title near the top of the of the cover on each of the reserve volumes 
shall be House Documents,” House Reports,” Senate Documents,” or 
“Senate Reports,” according to the contents of the volumes. On the middle 
panel shall appear the number or numbers of the documents or reports con- 
tained in the volume, and also the name (or an abbreviation of the name) of 
any document or report contained therein which may separately fill one- 
third or more of the volume. When there is not in ie volume any docu- 
ment or report making one-third the bulk of said volume, then the word 
“ Miscellaneous” shall be placed on the middle back panel in addition to the 
numbers of the documents or reports therein contained. On the back of each 
volume of documents or reports, near the bottom, shall be placed the num- 
ber ana oe years of the Congress in which such documents or reports 


o Í 
Sec. 6. 5 zae es peed a of the binding, and the phraseology, 
typography, etc., oi e title- of every public document shall 

gaine on and in’ all copies of sa document, and there shall be but one 


ticular volume on 
e back of each book 
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edition of any public documen: 
fact of its being a reprint, wi 
stated on the title-page of such reprint edition. Thi 
however. be held to preclude or curtail any privileges now enjoyed by mem- 
bers of Congress or heads of Departments of having copies of documents 
specially bound for their personal 


except reprints, and in case of a reprint the 
the date of such reprint, shall be clearly 
provision shall not, 


use. 

Sxo.7. That it shall not be any part of the duty of the Public Printer to 
furnish title-pages for any of the public documents. This shall be done by 
the authors or compilers of the documents. 

Seo. 8..That the special edition of the President's m and a part of the 
annual rts, heretofore issued in black cloth and entitled“ Messages and 
at not be issued, and the words, Being part of the message 
and documents,” shall not a on the title- of any — the annual re- 
Por but an equal number of the reports which have been heretofore printed 

the “ Message and Documents” edition shall be printed in another edition. 

Sud. 9. That the “Abridgment” shall not be dated “eighteen hundred and 
ninety-four and ninety-five" nor any other combination of dates. It shall 
bear one date, which shall be that of the fiscal year to which its contents re- 


late. The same rule shall be followed in stamping dates on the covers of the 
annual re 


rts. 

Sec. 10. What nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the separate 
publication of complete papers which are parts of annual reports, nor to pre- 
vent the publication of varying editions, with amended title-pages, when a 
material amount of matter has been added, subtracted, or changed. Such 
additions, subtractions, or are held to make a new book. 

Sec. 11. That the public documents shall be printed in the octavo size, un- 
less nt reason, amounting to absolute n ty, shall be shown to the 
Public Printer for making exceptions to this rule. 

Sec. 12. That Senate documents and House documents shall be numbered 
consecutively through a Congress, in the manner now followed with bills, 
resolutions, and re 


ports. 

Sec. 13. That of all documents or reports which make one or more complete 
volumes the whole of the usual number“ shall be printed at one time, but 
of all documents or reports which will make only part of a bound volume the 
„reserve“ number s not be printed till the documents which are 
to be bound in the same volume are ready for printing. The bound volumes 
of documents and reports bearing Con onal numbers shall be ed 
continuously throughout the volumes on the bottom margins, and the ongi- 
nal paging of the documents and reports shall be retained on the top mar- 
gins of the es of said bound volumes. = 

SEC, 14. t single Congressional documents containing 500 or more pages 


shall be se’ tel und. 
SEO. 15. of this law to assimilate the Gov- 


hat it is the intent and 
ernment publications to the general literature of the country, and to that 
end it is used in preference to the 


irected that the word “ volume“ shall be 
word “part,” “appendix,” or“ supplement when the intention is to describe 
a separate book, and that the word “series " or the worde set“ be used 
in preference to the word volume“ when the intention is to describe a col- 
lection of books. 8 

SEO. 16, That the provisions of this act, so far as they can be made applica- 
ble without doing over again work already done, shall apply to all unissued 
volumes of the ional reserve and to all other incomplete work now 
in process of completion in the Government Printing Office. 

deo. 17. That it is hereby made the duty of the Public Printer to see toit 
that this law shall be executed in letter and in spirit. 

Syd. 18. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S er, if I can have the attention of the 
House for a few minutes I will explain the ay ae of this bill. 

The bill has been very carefully considered by the Committee 
on Printing, and is unanimously reported from the committee. 
The bill comes here thoroughly fortified. The first draft of this 
bill was submitted to every Department of the Government here 
from which documents are issued; it has been submitted to every 
great public library in the country, and no objection has appeared 
to it from any quarter. 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Public Printer approving 
the bill; also a letter from the Librarian of Congress, Mr. Spofford, 
approving the bill. I have here also a letter from the Massachu- 
setts Library Club, 8 135 different libraries, strongly 


approving the passage of the bill. I have a letter from the trus- 
of Boston, said to be the 


tees of the Public Library of the Sei 
atest library in the country, highly approving the bill, and I 
Para here the approval of libraries and librarians and important 
ublic institutions from nearly every State in the Union. f could, 
if the House would have patience, read at soneti in support of 
this bill from these various documents to which I have referred. 

Now, then, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the purposes of the 
bill are very simple. The bill does not reduce in any particular 
whatever any publication now authorized by law. It does not 
curtail the privileges that anyone enjoys under existing law. The 
effect of the bill will be to enlarge these privileges. 

Let me say, in brief, that a prime purpose of the bill is to reduce 
the varying editions of the same documents now issued from the 
Departments of the Government to one edition, and make it clear 
to anyone, by the title of the document, exactly the contents of 
the document itself. I have before me four volumes, to which I 
call your attention [indicating four bound volumes]: The first is 
the report of the Commissioner of Education, the second the re- 

rt of the Secretary of the Interior, the third is Messages and 

cuments of the Interior Department, and this, the fourth one, 
is House Executive Documents. Now, then, when I tell you that 
the contents of each of these volumes are identical you will at once 
see the necessity of the reform which the bill seeks to accomplish. 
Instead of issuing this document and others like it in four or five 
editions, we propose to issue it in one edition. Seeing on 1 
shelf the volume House Executive Documents, no one would thi 
to find in that volume the report of the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion. So duplicates go everywhere. One library in this country 
has culled ont and returned to the Superintendent of Documents 
5,000 volumes of duplicates, We propose to prevent duplication. 


The other important feature of the bill is 

Mr. DOCKERY. You not only secure uniformity, but this re- 
form must necessarily operate to largely reduce expenditures? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, because these documents are issued 
now in 8 The other feature of the bill is to take out of 
what is called the reserve the copies that are furnished to the de- 
pository libraries and print them at the same time that the first 
edition is printed. Asit is now, these volumes that go into the 
reserve are not bound up until after the conclusion of a session of 
Congress, so that the libraries do not receive their copies until two 
or three years after a volume has been issued. When it comes to 
current matters of interest, like the report of the Director of the 
Mint, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, the report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the value in those 
reports is when they are first issued. So we take them out of the 
reserve and bind them at the time the report is first issued. 

Under the present system, librarians will petition a member of 
Congress to send a copy of a report or other publication from his 
quota, and then the Secretary of the Interior, or of any other De- 
partment, will in time send a copy from his quota. Then the 
reserve is finally bound up, a year or two after, and the regular 
copy for the library is furnished. We propose to remedy that. 

r. Speaker, there can be no possible objection to this bill. I 
should be very glad to answer any question that any member may 
have in his mind. I have examined the bill very carefully. It is 
certainly important that this reform should take place. It works 
ey to nobody and benefit to everyone, 

‘he Government Printing Office is the largest publishing house 
in the world. We issue from there something like 1,000,000 copies 
of books every Miena Weare doing this at an expense of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars. Many experts are engaged in preparing 
the contents of these volumes; and when we are expending this 
large amount of money we certainly should see that the reports 
reach the See during the life of each report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that this 
bill has the approval of the Public Printer? 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill has the approval of the Public Printer, 
e of Congress, of everyone to whom it has been sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understood that some time ago there was 
some friction between the Printing Committee and the Book- 
binders’ Association of the country. Has that been adjusted? 

Mr. PERKINS. That has been adjusted, and 1 am authorized 
to say for the Bookbinders’ Union that they recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill in its present form. 

r. OWENS. I just want to call attention to the fact that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], who generally 
takes a very active and intelligent interest in these matters, is ab- 
sent. Does aad Saharan object to postponing it until his return? 

Mr. PERK . My colleague on the committee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] has been with me every day when we have considered 
this bill, and it meets with his entire approval and indorsement. 
He has had as much to do in the preparation of it as I have. The 
gentleman can not fail to accept my word for that. 

Mr. OWENS. I do not object to that, but it isa matter of very 
general importance, and we should like to understand a little 
more about it. Over here we have not been able to hear the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. Weare absolutely in the dark 
about the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have sought to make myself understood. 
The gentleman must recognize that this is a very important mat- 
ter. It does not infringe upon the rights of anyone. It has the 
approval, as I say, of the Public Printer, of the Librarian of Con- 
gress, of the entire committee, of every librarian to whom it has 
been submitted, and there is not an objection from any quarter. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have asked for the report of the committee, 
and I find that the committee have made no report. Why is that? 
If I am in error, I should like to know it. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend will bear in mind that the commit- 
tee reported a joint resolution (No. 126) on this question and that 
report was made some time ago. The bill having been carefully 
gone over by the committee, we have made some changes from 
the joint resolution, and present it in this form by the unanimous 
action of the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just wanted to know how this bill came up, 
if the committee have not reported it regularly. 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee have reported it this morning. 

Mr, TALBERT. Has the report been printed, or is it a report 
on another bill? è 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the same subject—the same report. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask how it comes up for consideration? 
Have the committee made a formal report? 

Mr. PERKINS. They have made a formal report. 

Mr. TALBERT. Where is the report? 

Sage Searls There is a printed report on joint resolution 

0. 126. 

Mr. TALBERT. Why is it that it is not obtainable? 

Mr. PERKINS, The gentleman can obtain it by sending for it. 
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Mr. TALBERT. L asked for it, and they said I could not get it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that this bill is a substitute for 
the joint resolution, and the report is on the joint resolution. 

Mr. TALBERT. There seems to have been some irregularity 
about the reporting of it. 

Mr. MILES. There is no division in the committee on this sub- 
ject? 

Mr. PERKINS. None whatever. 

Mr. MILES. And the Public Printer approves it? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Public Printer approves it. There is no 
objection from any quarter. The gentleman will be unable to 
find an objection from any q 8 

Mr. TALBERT. I am not ing to find an objection to the 
bill. I was only asking in regard to the manner in which it comes 
up, as I failed to obtain a report. [Cries of Vote!” “ Vote! ”] 

The amendments recommended by the committee are as follows: 

In section 2, line 3, after the word thereof,“ insert the words 
„bound in half morocco, of colors to correspond with the colors 
of cloth-bound books as hereinafter provided.” 

Also, in line 6, of same section, after the word ‘‘ furnished,” in- 
sert the words in like binding.” 

Also, in section 3, line 2, after the word bound,“ insert the 
words“ in paper or cloth, and if in cloth.” 

Also, in same section, lines 19 and 20, strike out the words 
“ shall not provide a second rate and low e, but.” 

Also, in same section, lines 26 and 27, strike out the words“ and 
he shall not use ‘ Dutch metal,’ or any other imitation of gold leaf.” 

Also, in section 4, line 16, strike out the word cloth.“ 

Also, in section 5, strike out all after the word reserve,“ in 
line 3, down to and including the word “ volume,“ in line 6. 

Also in section 6, line 1, insert after the word “color ” the word 
“and”; and in same line strike out the words ‘and so forth”; 
and in line 2 of same section, after the word 5 in- 
sert the word and“; and also in same line strike out the words 
“and so forth.“ 

Also in section 9, line 1, after the word“ abridgment,” strike 
oa = the words down to and including the word“ dates,” in 

e 3. 

Also in section 15, line 3, after the word “ end,” strike out the 
words it is directed that.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was orde to be engrossed for a third 
. being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The SPEAKER announced the e i of Mr. BOUTELLE, 
Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CUMMINGS as conferees on 
the part of the House on the naval appropriation bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the 3 titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the 
late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean; 

A bill (S. 989) granting a pram to Fannie Kautz, widow of 
August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 127) proposing amendments to section 
78, paragraph 32, of the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and distribution of documents; and 

Joint resolution (8. R. 128) proposing an amendment to section 
89, paragraph 2, of the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and the distribution of public docu- 
ments. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 862) for the relief of the re- 
ceivers of the Towboat Association of New Orleans, La. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster 
at Le Mars, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIX, the following Senate bills and 

joint resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 

- A bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the 

late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean—to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 989) granting a ion to Fannie Kautz, widow of 
August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United States Army—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) proposing an amendment to section 
89, paragraph 2, of the act of TEE 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and the 
ments—to the Committee on Printing. 

Joint resolution A R. 127) proposing amendments to section 
73, porneraph 32, of the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and distribution of documents—to 
the Committee on Printing. $ 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ly gern 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills an 41 5 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A pill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke; 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann : 

A bill (H.R. 491) granting an increase of pension to 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R.1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt; 

A bill (H. R.577) granting a pension to 7 A. Taft; 

A bill (H. R. 4968) omga pension to Helen A. Jackman, de- 

dent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company I, 
ourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 
Taylor from December 2, 1864; 

A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private in Company F, One hundred and sixtieth 
New York Volunteers; = 

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across Arkansas River, connecting 
Little Rock and Argenta; 

A bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 3, 1891, 
granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and 
canal purposes; 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Tr to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at 
Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United 
States and held for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas Cit ilroad Company for any other tract or 
parcel of land in said county equally well or better adapted to use 
for light-house purposes; 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and Mathies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade; 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; 

. oe (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Co- 
umbia. 


istribution of public docu- 


cis 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the House 
Calendar the bill H. R. 7370. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7370) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish cirenit courts 
of appeals and define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the 
a of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 3, 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 15 of the act entitled “An act to establish 
circuit courts of appeals and to define and late in certain cases the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1891, be, and the same hereby is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 15. That the Supreme Court and the circuit court of a 
have the same appellate jurisdiction, by writ of error or ap: to review 
the judgments, orders, and decrees of the supreme courts of the several 
Territories as by this act they may have to review the judgments, orders, 
and decrees of the district and circuit courts; and also appellate ju: ction 
by writ of error or appeal to review any final judgment or decree of thè 
supreme court of any Territory in all cases where the matter in controversy 
exceed $1,000, besides costs, and in criminal cases where the crime 
charged may vo murder or a felony or infamous crime where the defendant 
shall have n sentenced to capital punishment or imprisonment in the 
penitentiary for a period not less than five years; which said appeals or writs 
of error shall be taken in the same manner and subject to the same la- 
tions as provided for cases of writs of error or ap from judgments Prom 
the district courts.” 

Seo. 2. That all appeals which may be taken or writs of error sued out 
under the provisions of the foregoing section 15, as herein amended. to review 
any judgment, order, or decree of the supreme court of any Territory, shall 
be en or sued out within one year after the entry of the judgment, order, 
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or decree sought to be reviewed: Provided, That in any such case mentioned 
in said section wherein a judgment, order, or decree has been entered since 
March 3, 1894, and not been entirely executed at the time of the passage of 
this act, the party eved shall be entitled to take an appeal or sue out a 
writ of error at any e within six months after the of this act, 
vided that no vested right uired under any to execute such 
gment, order, or decree be in any way affected or PENE OT auen. 
appeal or writ of e and the party appealing or suing out a writ of error 
to review any Die order, or decree of any supreme court of any Ter- 
ri shall be entitled to a stay of execution in the same manner sub- 
provided by the laws of the United States 

of error from judgments, orders, or decrees of 
the district or circuit courts of the United States; and in all cases when the 
writ of error is sued out froma judgment in which the sentence shall be cap- 
ital punishment, the same operate as a stay of execution during the 
— — of such case or writ of error. 


eg oe Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S. I have no objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, but it is fair to say to the House that I 
have some question as to the power of the House to pass it, and I 
will want four or five minutes to state my reasons for that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WERS. Mr. Speaker, there are one or two committee 
amendments to the bill, and the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. 
Catron] has a further amendment which he desires to submit and 


which is table, as I understand it, to the committee. 
Mr. PIC A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. How 
does this matter come up? 


The SPEAKER. It comes up by presentation of the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

Mr. PICKLER. By unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; the Chair asked if there was objec- 
tion, and there was no objection. $ 

Mr. PICKLER. Hasit passed that stage? 

Mr. POWERS. I yield to the gentleman from New Mexico to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. CATRON, I offer an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask if there is time to object? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair put the question twice to the 
House, and no objection was X 
Mr. PICKLER. Then it is my fault, so far as that is con- 


cerned, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was providentially absent. 
{Laughter and applause. ] 

The Clerk as follows: 

Strike out, in line 9, page 1, after the word “that,” the words the supreme 
court and.” 

The question was taken; and 

The SPEAKER announced: 
have ees the amendment is 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

Mr. POWERS. There are two amendments reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. [I call for a division on that vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls for a division on the 
amendment which has already been submitted to the House. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 150, noes none. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pr ed to count the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no quo- 


rum. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Two hundred gentlemen are 
present, a quorum. On this question the ayes are 154, the noes 
none. The ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. POW I now call attention to the committee amend- 
ments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

he w * 
tenting in fie eiee te wade o auntthe': ood itr te tarkesr 
amendment, in lines 12 and 13 of section 1, by striking out the words “ by this 
act” and inserting, after the word have in said line and section, the words 
“by the act to which this is an ent.“ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ConNOLLY] reported this bill, and I yield to him for a statement. 

Mr. CO. OLLY. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to 
amend a section of the act creating the circuit courts of appeals. 
It was evidently su at the time when that act was 
that appeals from the supreme courts of the Territories to the 
circuit courts of appeals would be allowed; buta decision rendered 
by the Supreme Court this winter, in the case of Folsom against 
the United States, on the 2d day of December, 1895, decides that 
appeals from the supreme court of a Territory can not go to the 
circuit courts of appeals; in other words, that there is no appeal at 
all 17 a ada corah ofa T. . i s: 

It is for the purpose of correcting that, so an a or wri 
of error will lie from the supreme court of a Territory to the circnit 
courts of appeals, the same as from a United States circuit or dis- 


The ayes soora to haveit; the ayes 


trict court, that this act has been asked for by the residents of the 
Territory, and it is for the ge ol giving them that relief that 
this amendment to section 15 of the act creating the circuit courts 
of appeals is proposed, and there would seem to be no objection 
to it. One member of the Judiciary Committee has filed a minor- 
ity report; otherwise the report in favor of the bill is the report of 
the entire committee. That member questions the power of Con- 
gress to confer appellate jurisdiction upon the Supreme Court and 
circuit courts of ap I do not know whether his report goes 
to that extent or not, but I remember that it does question the 
power to authorize an a) to the supreme court from the 
courts of the Territories. t position has some plausibility, and 
it naan be considered that there was something in it but for the 
fact that the Supreme Courts itself, in October, 1894, decided that 
the power does rest in Con to authorize 5 from any 
court created Congress for the Territories the Supreme 
Court of the United States. That, I understand, is the only ques- 
tion which the oo from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] reserved in 
reporting this bill. Inasmuch as the gentleman desires to be 
heard upon the question, I call his attention to the case of United 
Sir, BAILEY (interposing). Will th tl 

; (interposing). i o gentleman permit me to 
say that I have no doubt about the power of Congress to confer 
appellate jurisdiction in a case where the United States itself is a 

because a controversy to which the United States is a 
is one of the class of cases enumerated in the Constitution to 
which the judicial power of the United States extends? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But the Supreme Court itself says that this 
power is not referable to the provision of the Constitution author- 
izing the establishment of that court. 

Mr. BAILEY. The case to which the gentleman calls my at- 
tention is a case involving an appeal from the Court of Private 
Land Claims, is it not? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That was the i question that was 

the court is general as to all 


before the court, but the language 
of cases. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say to the gentleman, in order that there 

may be no misunderstanding between us, that I do not question 

the power of Congress to authorize an appeal from any court 


created b 8 or even from the courts of the States, in any 
case to which the Constitution extends the judicial power of the 
United States. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that the gentleman makes that 
limit, but the Supreme Court does not stop for that limit. If the 
gentleman will examine that case and the concludin, ng paragr aphs 
in the case in volume 155, decided last October, he will find that 
the lan e is general, that it is not limited to cases in which 
the United States is a party, but is general. 

And as, wherever the United States exercise the power of governmen 
whether under s grant or through the doi and 8 
2 — JJVJVVVVVVTVVCCVV I E 

wer, it follows that the judicial action of all inferior courts established 

may, in with the Constitution, be subjected to the ap 
late juriadiction of the supreme judicial tribunal of the Government. 

They go on further and say: 


There has never been any question in to this as applied to Terri- 
torial courts, and no reason can be percei for applying a ‘erent rule to 
en enone the Court of Private Land Claims over property in the 

e ry. 


There never has been any question, Mr. Speaker, about the 
power of Congress to do this with reference to the Territorial 
courts, and the Supreme Court says there is no reason why the 
same rule should not ap ly to these private land claims. But so 
far as that is concerned, now that the amendment pea ty 
the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. Catron] has been ane i 
this amendment of section 15 of the act applies only to 0 2 to 
the circuit courts of appeals, so that that question is entirely elim- 
inated. I can see no reason why the privilege should not be 
extended to the ple of the Territories of having their cases 
reviewed in the circuit courts of appeals. 

Mr. BAILEY. . Speaker, the objectionable part of the bill 
is that which confers— 

RN ly gee er rg corn eae er 
matter in controversy shall exceed $1,000 besides costs. 

And my friend from Illinois himself admits that mr contention 
would be a strong one if the question were new. Ido not think 
that it is within the power of Congress to confer upon any 
court created in pursuance of the judicial article of the Constitu- 
tion the power to hear and determine any case, either bs, acre 
or upon appeal, except those cases which are particularly and 
specifically enumerated in the Constitution as cases to which the 
Judicial power of the United States extends. To my mind, the 
proposition is so clear as to make it difficult of argument, and yet 
the Judiciary Committee has reported this bill, assuming, as a 
matter of course, that it is within the power of Congress to do this, 

There are several cases in which expressions as loose as that 
which the gentleman from Illinois has just read have been made 
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by the court, but when you look away from the language of the 
court to the lan of the Constitution itself, the matter seems 
to me too clear for controversy. The third article of the Consti- 
tution begins with these words: 


The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Soure and ka aaoh Eia COT eon ie Comer ate niay feces Sia Yosinee aerate 


The judges have declared, with practical unanimity, that the 
Constitution itself establishes the Supreme Court of the United 
States, though the constitutional provision, it is true, is not oper- 
ative or effective until Congress has fixed the number of judges 
and they have been 1 The Constitution authorizes Con- 

ess to establish such inferior courts as in its wisdom it may 

eem proper, and the Supreme Court, established by the Constitu- 
tion, and the inferior courts, established in pursuance of the con- 
stitutional power granted to Congress, must exercise the judicial 
power of the United States. Proceeding one step further, then, 
the second section of that same third article says: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and equity arising 
under this tution, the laws of the United States, and treaties made or 
which shall be made under their authority; to all cases affecting ambassa- 


a other public ministers, and co all cases of admiralty and mari- 
time furisdlc e U. 2 


to 
ction; to controversies to which the United States shall be a 


party; to controversies between two or more States, between a State and 
citizens of another State, between citizens of different States, between citi- 
zens of the same State claiming lands under nts of different States, and 
— vii a State, or the citizens thereof, and foreign States, citizens, or sub- 

The eleventh amendment of the Constitution eliminates from 
that section the judicial power of the United States to call a sov- 
ereign State into the courts and pronounce jadgment against it; 
but, with the exception of the change made that eleyenth 
amendment, the judicial powa of the United States to-day is 

recisely identical with what it was as originally defined in the 
ustitution. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Illinois Sond CONNOLLY] 

i with me that no court created under that provision of the 
Constitution can take original cognizance of any case except one of 
the cases enumerated in that first 133 of the second section 
of the third article. There would be no controversy about this 
if you were proposing to give the circuit courtsor the district 
courts of the United States original jurisdiction. Suppose any 
member of this House should propose that the district courts of 
the United States should have original jurisdiction in all cases 
where the amount exceeded $1,000. There is not a gentleman on 
this floor, lawyer or layman, who would not straightway under- 
stand that it was beyond the power of Congress to confer any 
such jurisdiction upon the circuit or the districts courts of the 
United States. And, Mr. Speaker, it is beyond the power of Con- 
gress to confer appellate jurisdiction in any case over which origi- 
nal jurisdiction can not given. The Constitution recognizes 
no difference between the original and the appellate jurisdiction 
of the inferior courts of the United States. It permits Congress 
to grant to the inferior courts the power to hear and determine all 
the specified cases except the three classes of cases over which 
N jurisdiction is granted to the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 

The Supreme Court has held, beginning with the famous case of 
Marbury vs. Madison, that it is not within the power of Congress 
to increase the original jurisdiction of that court. In the first 
judiciary act Congress attempted to grant to the Bap pe Court 
power to issue mandamus inst the officers of the Government; 
and it was in pursuance of that section of the judiciary act that 
Marbury brought his suit to compel Mr. Madison, who was then 
Secretary of State, to deliver to him his commission as a justice 
of the peace in and for this District. The Supreme Court, speak- 
ing rough Judge Marshall—and this was the first of those re- 
markable decisions that have won for him a first place among the 
judicial reasoners of his own or any other age, or of this or any 
other country—held that provision of the judiciary act uncon- 
stitutional on the ground that Congress had no power to add to 
the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, 

The next question which arose was whether Congress could 
commit to the inferior courts the decision of those cases over which 
original jurisdiction had been granted to the Supreme Court. 
For eighty years that question was left unsettled. the Ortega 
case the court plainly intimated that Congress had no such power. 
Judge Curtis, in his admirable book embracing a series of lectures 
delivered to a law class, expressed it as his opinion that Congress 
could not grant original jurisdiction to the inferior courts in those 
cases where the Constitution had granted original jurisdiction to 
the Supreme Court. But at last. and after leaving the question 
open many years, the Supreme Court of the United States did 
decide in the case of Bors vs, Preston that Congress could vest 
original jurisdiction in those cases in the inferior courts. But if 
we admit that the doctrine of Bors vs. Preston is reconcilable 
with the doctrine of Marbury vs. Madison, it does not follow in 
that Congress can grant to any court of the United States created 
under the judicial articlé of the Constitution the power to hear 


and determine any case except those enumerated in the Consti- 


tution itself. 

I repeat that if this were a question affecting the district and 
circuit courts of the United States there would be no difference 
of opinion. The difference of opinion arises out of the fact that 
it is an effort to grant appeals from the courts of the Territories, 
I concur with my friend from Illinois that the power of Congress 
over the Territories is not limited by the judicial clause of the Con- 
stitution. I grant him that the Territorial courts are not created 
under the powers granted by the judicial clause of the Constitu- 
tion, but are created in pursuance of a separate and different 
power to make all needful rules and regulations over the 3 
of the United States, or it may be, as intimated by Judge 
in the case of The Insurance Company vs. Canter, that it results 
from the power of the Government to acquire territory. But, 
however it results and from whatever power if arises, I cordially 
agree that it is not exercised under the judicial clause of the Con- 
stitution, and that the Territorial courts, not being created under 
the judicial clauses of the Constitution, are not subject to its lim- 
itations, 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that Congress, when it creates the courts 
of a Territory, can authorize them to exercise any jurisdiction that 
it may deem proper not inconsistent with the letter or the spirit 
of the Federal Constitution. But, sir, when Congress has created 
courts in the Territories, and has conferred upon them their powers 
to hear and determine such cases as Congress sees fit, it has then 
exhausted its power over these cases, and the determination must 
be final unless rigid fall within the class of cases to which the 
judicial power of the United States is extended by the Constitu- 
tion. In other words, when you go into the Territorial court, 
where do yon look to ascertain its jurisdiction? You look to the 
act of Congress creating the court. If under that act of Congress 
the court has power to try and determine the case, then you look 
to the Constitution to see if Congress has the power to give the 
court the power conferred upon it by the law. Unless you find 
that the act of Congress resting the court with jurisdiction is 
antagonistic to some provision of the Constitution the court can 

roceed with the trial. But when you have had your day in the 

erritorial court, and having lost your case there you undertake 
by an appeal or a writ of error tocarry it into the circuit court of 
the United States, you will then stand in a court created in pur- 
suance of the judicial clause of the Constitution, and therefore the 
right and power of that court to hear and determine that case 
depends first upon the act of Congress, and next upon the con- 
stitutional power of Congress to pass that act. 

If this bill becomes a law any case involving a thousand dollars 
and costs is appealable to the circuit court of appeals. But when 
you look to the Constitution, as you must do, what do you find? 
You find that under the Constitution the courts created under the 
judiciary clause of that instrument can only exercise jurisdiction 
in certain cases; and no case that does not fall within the limits— 
the list of cases specified in the Constitution—can be heard and 
determined in the circuit court of appeals or in any other court 
of the United States created by and under the judicial article of 
the Constitution. 

The power of Congress over the tribunal from which the appeal 
was taken is not the question in the appellate court. The power 
to entertain an 8 is determined, not by the jurisdiction of 
the trial court from which the appeal is taken, but by the juris- 
diction of the 0 court to Which the appeal is taken. There 
are many cases, both in Federal and in State courts, which are 
triable in the courts below, but not appealable to the courts above. 
When you undertake to appeal from the circuit or district court 
of any State to the supreme court of the State, you must show 
your right to a hearing in that higher court, and it is immaterial 
about your right or standing in the lower court; not immaterial 
in the technical sense of the word, because as a matter of course 
you must have had a standing below in order to have a standing 
above; but the mere fact that you had that standing in the lower 
court does not necessarily give you a standing in the appellate 
court. Instead of looking to the jurisdiction of the trial court, 
which heard your case originally, you look to the jurisdiction of 
the higher court to see if it has power to try the appeal. 

I submit to the House and to the gentleman from Illinois that 
when you go into the circuit court of appeals you must answer a 
jurisdictional test. What is it? This bill makes the amount in 
controversy a jurisdictional test. It provides that if a thousand 
dollars and costs are involved the case is appealable. The Con- 
stitution of the United States says that the courts created under 
its judicial clause can exercise jurisdiction over no case except 
those specifically enumerated. What condition will my friend 
from Illinois find himself in if he appeals a case to the circuit 
court of appeals purely upon the amount in controversy? His 
case must be dismissed. 

I do not doubt that an appeal will lie from the supreme court of 
a Territory to the Supreme Court of the United States, provided 
the case falls within the constitutional enumeration. In other 
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words, if the United States were a party to a case in the Terri- 
torial court, or if a Federal question is involved, an appeal will lie. 
Why? Not on account of the tribunal from which the ay was 
taken, because, as Judge Storey said in M vs. Hunter's 
Lessee, the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States does not 
depend upon the tribunal from which the appeal is taken, but upon 
the character of the case, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States sustained an appeal from the highest court of Virginia. Of 
course Congress can authorize an appeal from the supreme court 
of a Territory precisely in the same cases as from the supreme 
court of a State; that is, whenever the case is one to which the 
judicial power of the United States extends, 

In that class of cases Congress can authorize an ap from any 
court—from the Court of Claims, from the Court of Private Land 
Claims, from the supreme courts of Territories, or from the 
supreme courts of the various States. But it was the intention of 
the framers of the Constitution that the constitutional courts of 
the United States should exercise no jurisdiction except over those 
cases to which their jurisdiction was expressly extended. The 
hardship may or may not be great, but the effect of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is, that when a Territory is organized it 
is assimilated to the condition of a State. A Territory is given a 
judiciary, a 1 apart and an executive. Itis presumed that the 
judiciary will be a competent and honest one; but the Territo 
is left to such a judiciary as it has, except in those cases to whic. 
the judicial power of the United States is extended. If the judges 
are corrupt or incompetent, the people of the Territory suffer pre- 
cisely as a State might suffer which was afflicted with corrupt 
or incompetent judges. : 

The friends of this bill have removed one objection to it by 
striking out the Supreme Court of the United States and thereby 
limiting this appellate power to the circuit court of appeals; but 
it does not appear to me that they have escaped the difficulty, be- 
cause the circuit court of ap can be given jurisdiction over 
no case that the Supreme Court of the United States may not ex- 
ercise jurisdiction over. The circuit court of appeals is what the 
judges denominate a constitutional court,” and it can exercise 
appellate jurisdiction in no case over which Congress might not, 
it it saw fit, confer original jurisdiction. No man will contend 
that Congress can confer original jurisdiction on the constitu- 
tional courts of the United States over all cases involving $1,000”; 
and I contend that if we can not confer original we can not con- 
fer appellate jurisdiction. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is the ot lawyer in this House 
who has examined this question who finds the difficulty with it 
that he does in this bill, or in the jurisdiction pro d. Thegen- 
tleman’s ent goes to hold that the present law is unconsti- 
tutional. That is the only legitimate effect of the gentleman's 
argument. His argument is that a law proposing to tappel- 
late jurisdiction to the circuit courts of appeals from the supreme 
courts of the Territories is unconstitutional. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. I fully concede the power of Congress 
over those cases enumerated in the Constitution. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, the gentleman will find that under 
the present circuit courts of appeals act 

r. BAILEY. I may save the gentleman trouble by stating 
that I object to no part of the bill except that part which predi- 
cates the jurisdiction on the amount in controversy. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The original objection to the bill was that 
it granted an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman has misunderstood me. I was 
unfortunate in expressing myself. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. e gentleman was not unfortunate in 
expressing himself in the minority report which he filed, because 
that was one of the objections that he made. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; the gentleman will not find that in the 
minority 1 2 5785 5 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not the report before me this mo- 
ment, but I have read it, however, and I found that objection 


in it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I assure the gentleman he will not find that 
objection in it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was the practice before the circuit courts 
of appeals was established. Appeals went direct, in certain pre- 
scri cases, from the supreme courts of the Territories to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and that was the rule and 
practice and law until the passage of this circuit courts of appeals 
act in 1889. Then it provided that certain classes of those cases 
from the Territories, instead of going to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, must stop in the circuit courtsof appeals. Not only 
so with reference to supreme courts of Territories, but also with 
reference to cases from district and circuit courts of the United 
States. They cut off the appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States in a large class of cases, and limited the ap 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a question 


ere? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 

Mr. MILES. Has there been any attempt heretofore by Con- 
pree to carry any class of cases to the Supreme Court of the 

nited States except those enumerated in the provisions of the 
Constitution? 

Mr. CATRON. Let me answer that. I will say yes; for the 
last one hundred years it has been done, from all the Territories, 
2 oe reg Court of the United States, in cases exactly simi- 

ar to . 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, this ridiculous condition of things 
exists to-day—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I dislike to interrupt my friend, but the gentle- 
man from New Mexico [Mr. Carron] could not make his state- 
ment good. If he will examine the reports in every case that has 
been Bppesiod, and in which the question of jurisdiction was 
raised, there was either a Federal question or the United States 
was a 7 X 

Mr. CATRON. The gentleman is decidedly mistaken, Nine- 
tenths of all the cases that have come up were cases where no Fed- 
eral question was raised and casesin which the United States was 
not a party. The first case brought from the Territory of New 
Mexico was back in the fifties, the case of Webbvs. Leitzendorfer, 
a case of attachment by one creditor against another, and no ques- 
tion of Federal jurisdiction whatever. Since that there have been 
a dozen cases from the supreme court of the Territory of New 
Mexico brought up, and many fromall the other Territorial supreme 
courts. Thecasesof Hornbucklevs. Tombs and Clinton vs. el- 
berg, found in 13 and 18 Wallace, one from Utah and the other 
from the Territory of Montana, neither one of them involved 
Federal questions. 

Mr. B. EY. The gentleman will permit me to say that all 
the cases were where the jurisdictional question was considered, 
as in the Cole and Canter cases, were all cases where there was a 
Federal question, or, as in the case cited, where the United States 
was a Bais 
Mr. CATRON. But in the case which I speak of, and in all the 
other cases, it has been a recognized doctrine that these cases were 
appealable and maintainable in the United States court, and no 
question has been raised; it has been acquiesced in for a hundred 


years. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, the case that has provoked the decision 
of the Supreme Court and makes this bill necessary is the case of 
Folsom against the United States, and that case got to the Supreme 
Court in this way: It was appealed to the circuit court of appeals 
of the eighth circuit. Folsom was indicted for making certain 
false entries and a violation of the provision of section 5209 of the 
Revised Statutes. He was tried and convicted in a Territorial 
court. He appealed to the supreme court of the Territory and the 
judgment of conviction was sustained. He then appealed to the 
circuit court of appeals of the eighth circuit. The eighth circuit 
made a certificate of division of opinion upon the question as to 
whether they had jurisdiction to entertain this appeal. If this 
man had been convicted of some minor criminal offense the appeal 
would have lain; but being convicted of an infamous crime, the 
Spree! did not lie. So the Supreme Court holds. And in language 
they say: 

It may be that there was an oversight in that particular; but if there were 
we certainly gan not supply it by con: the fifth section as ca) g appei- 
late jurisdiction over such cases to the circuit court of appeals, and so 9 
that into something other and different from the same appellate 
jurisdiction as is exercised in reviewing judgments of the district and circuit 
courts under section 6 of this act. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman understands that I make no 
goron of our power to grant an appeal to any court where the 

Jnited States is a party either in a criminal or civil snit. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, I understand your objection is to this 
bill. Now, under the circuit courts of appeals act there is no caso 
transferred from the circuit court of appeals in a Territory except 
those cases in which the judgmentof the circuit court of appeals is 
made final. In cases of capital or otherwise infamous crimes their 
judgments are not made final. The act provides: 

Sec. 5. That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts 
or from the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court in the fol- 

owing cases: 

In any. ease in which the jurisdiction of the court isin issue. In such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be certifled to the Supreme Court 
from the court below for decision. 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize causes. 

In cases of conyiction of a capital or otherwise infamous crime. 

In any case that involves the construction or application of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

In any case in which the constitutionality of any law of the United States 
or the validity or construction of any treaty made under its authority is 
drawn in question. 

In any case in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to be in 
contravention of the Constitution of the United States. 

Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in 
cases nppealed from the highest court of a State nor the construction of the 
statute providing for review of such cases. 

Now, in all these cases an appeal lies direct from the district 
and circuit courts to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
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Now, there is another class of cases in which a judgment of the 
circuit courts of appeals is made final. 
And the judgments or decrees of the circuit courts of appeals shall be final 


in all cases in which the jurisdiction is dependent entirely upon the opposite 
rties to the suit or controversy, being aliens and citizens of the United 
tates or citizens of different States; also in all cases arising under the patent 
laws, under the revenue laws, and under the criminal laws, and in admiralty 


Excepting that in every such subject within its appellate jurisdiction the 
circuit court of appeals at any time may certify to the Supreme Court of the 
United States any questions or propositions of law concerning which it de- 
sires the instruction of that court for its proper decision. 

Now, in these cases in which jurisdiction of the circuit court 
is final, appeals are made by this law to lie in the circuit court of 
appeals, all cases where judgment of the circuit court of ap- 

eals is final, then an appeal goes from the supreme court of the 

erritory to the circuit court of appeals; but in a revenue case, 
where a man is indicted for selling a little whisky, he may appeal 
direct to the Supreme Court of the United States; in a case 
where it is capital, for a homicide, he can not do it. Now, the 
purpose of this bill is to provide that in all cases where the de- 
cision of the circuit court of appeals is final they may go from the 
supreme court of the Territory to the circuit court of appeals, as 
was unquestionably intended when this law was passed; but under 
this decision of the Supreme Court it becomes manifest that the 
appeals in that class of cases are cut off, and they must rest with 

e decision of the supreme court of the Territory. 

Now, this bill and the questions involved in it were considered 
carefully by the Judiciary Committee, and all the members of that 
committee have agreed that it ought to be passed, and have directed 
it to be reported to the House, except the tleman from Texas 

Mr. BAILEY], who raises this constitutional question. The ques- 

ion that he makes would, I submit, go to hold the entire act un- 
constitutional as it exists on the statute book with reference to 
* “SRE from the Supreme courts of the Territories. 

. POWERS. . Speaker, unless some other gentleman 
desires to be heard, I will move the previous question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman first let me make a brief 
statement to illustrate my position? The gentleman from Ilinois 

Mr. CONNOLLY] is generally very acute; but either he is dull 

day or I have unfortunate in expressing myself. He says 
that my objection goes not only to the constitutionality of this 
bill, but to the constitutionality of the present law. I think I 
said—I know I tried to say—that the bill was objectionable only 
in so far as it attempted to make the jurisdiction depend upon the 
amount in controversy. Let me illustrate my position. Take the 
Territory of New Mexico. The Congress of the United States 
authorizes the legislature of New Mexico to pass any law not in- 
consistent with the laws of Congress. Supposethe Territory passes 
astatute of frauds and perjuries. A sues Bin the Territorial court; 
B pleads a defense arising out of the Territorial statute of frauds; 
A rejoins that that defense is insufficient, because the Territorial 
act is in conflict with a law of Congress and therefore void. Ina 
case of that kind I have no question that Congress could grant 
the right of appeal, because the case would involve a question 
arising under the laws of the United States. But suppose A sues 
B on a plain promissory note and B pleads infancy and they go 
to the jury on that issue. The jury decide that B was not an in- 
fant and therefore give a verdict against him, and the court enters 
a judgment. In that kind of a case I think it is too clear for dis- 
tation that Congress has no power to authorize an appeal to 

e courts created under the quara clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. You are assuming in your statement 
that A and B are both citizens of the same Territory? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; as we must assume, because this bill says 
in all cases.” Now, I ask the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
PowERs], before he moves the previous question, to permit me to 
take the sense of the House by moving to strike out the obnoxious 
words. Of course I recognize that the gentlemen yielded the floor 
to me to make this illustration of my position, and I would not 
attempt to take advantage of it to make the motion to strike out; 
but I ask the gentleman to give me an ig to do that be- 
fore he calls for the previous question. I think the defect in the 
bill could be cured by striking ont the words “in all cases where 
the matter in controversy shall exceed $1.000 besides costs.” Will 
the 5 let me test the sense of the House on that amend- 
ment 

Mr. POWERS. We can not quite consent to that yet. We 
will look it over and see. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


CULBERSON]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, Ihave concurred in the report 
upon this bill made by the Judiciary Committee. I do not desire 
now to discuss it, but I would like to have read to the Housea 
portion of an opinion of the Supreme Court to show the basis of 
aygua ent in this matter. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


And as, wherever the United States exercise the power of governmen 
whether under specific grant or through the dominion and sovereignty 


plenary authority,as over the Territories (Shively vs. 3 152 U. S., 1. 48), 
that power includes the ultimate executive, legislative, and judicial power, 
it follows that the judicial action of all inferior courts established by Con- 
ss may, in accordance with the Constitution, be subjected to the appellate 
jurisdiction of the supreme judicial tribunalof the Government. There has 
never been any qusatiog in to this as appen to Territorial courts, 
and no reason can be perceived for applying a diferent rule to the adjudica- 
tions of the Court of Private Land Ciaims over property in the Territories. 


Mr. BAILEY. I believe that is the Coe case. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Itis. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no question, Mr. Speaker, that where 
the United States is a party the case is a 


Mr. POWERS. Now, Speaker, I ask for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman decline to yield for my 
amendment? 3 

Mr. POWERS. We shall have to decline, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think you had better let me offer the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. POWERS. 


This bill has gone through the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in its present form and been approved by the entire 
committee, with the exception of the gentleman from Texas, 
and the case just read from the desk confirms the judgment of 
the committee; so that I think we had better stand upon the bill 
as it has been reported to the House. 8 

Mr. MILES. e 88 certainly does not wish the House 
to understand that the case just read is any other than such a 
case as the gentleman from Texas admits is appealable - that is, a 
case where the United States is a party? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly not; but I do wish the House to un- 
derstand that as good a lawyer as Judge CuLBERSON of Texas 
appia the opinion of the court as the reason why he supports this 


Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, even so good a lawyer as 
my colleague, Judge CULBERSON, can well afford to indorse the 
Supreme Court of the United States. If my approval were worth 
anything I would give it, too. ace ut that case was 
appealable on two distinct grounds: First, that the United States 
was a party, which of itself would suffice to give the court juris- 
diction; and second, that it was a case arising under the laws of 
Congress, which also would give the court jurisdiction. I have 
never controverted the power of Congress to give appellate juris- 
diction in such cases and I do not now controvert it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Pow- 
ERS] ask for the previous question? 

Ir. POWERS. Yes, sir; on the committee amendments and 
on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendmentsof the committee have been 
adopted. The question is on ordering the previons question upon 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill and to its passage. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. We shall have to have a division. 

The question being again taken on ordering the previous ques- 
tion, there were—ayes 45, noes 15. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that there is 
ro quorum present. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to count the House; but before the 
count was concluded, 

Mr. POWERS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 84, not 
voting 141; as follows: 


YEAS—180, 

Adams, Clarke, Ala. Graff, err, 
Aldrich, Ala. Colson, Griffin, Kirkpatrick, 
Allen, Utah 888 Griswold, nox, 
Anderson, Conger: is. Grout, Kulp, 
Andrews, Corliss, Grow, Kyle, 
Apsley. Crowther, Hadley, Lacey, 
Baker, Md. P, 1 Latimer, 
Baker, N. H. Culberson, terman, Layton, 
Dankhead, Curtis, Iowa Harmer, Lefever, 
Barham, Curtis, Kans. Harris, Leise g, 
Barney, Curtis, N Hartman ter, 
Barrett, Dalze Henderson, wis, 
Bolknap, Danford, Henry, Conn. Linney, 
Bell, Colo. Daniels, Hermann, Linton, 
Bell, Tex. Dayton, Hicks, ud, 
Bennett, Denny, Hilborn, Loudenslager, 
Bingham, De Witt, Hill, Low, 
Bishop, Dingley. Hitt, Mahon, 
Brewster, Dolliver, Hopkins, Marsh, 
Brodorick, Downing, Howell, 1 Minn. 
Brosius, Eddy, Hubbard, McCormick, 
Brown, Ellis, Huling, McDearmon, 
Bull, Erdman, ull, x 
Burrell, Evans, Hunter, McLaurin, 
Burton, Mo. Fischer, Hurley, Mercer, 
Burton, Ohio Foss, Hyde, Miller, W. Va. 
Cannon, Fowler, Jenkins, i 
Catchings, Gamble, Johnson, Cal Minor, Wis. 
Chickering, Gardner, Johnson, N. Dak. Mondell, 
Clark, Iowa Gibson, oy. Money, 

k, Mo. Gillett, Mass. Kem, M A 


4956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. May 7, 


Newlands, eter Sans. Opdegra 
ew! y 
Ro Stun wn Lan orn. 
Odell. 99 Stewart. W. 
Otjen, Sayers, Stone, C. W. Watson, Ohio 
Parker, Scranton, Stone, W. A. W. 
Pa 8 Strong. Wilber, 
Shann Sulloway, W 
Pickler, Sherman, Taft. Wilson, Idaho 
Y» pk Tawney, x 
Poole, Smith, III. Tayler, Wilson, S. C. 
Powers, Snover, Thorp, W 
o, Towne, Woodard, 
Pugh, Spalding, Tracey, Yoakum. 
NAYS—#. 
Batley Doc ond Y 8 8 
ey, ery, en, wanson, 
Black, Ga. Hendrick, Otey, Talbert, 
Ealderhead, 4 Pendleton, Tarn 
er) 
Clardy, McClellan, Russell, Ga. Underwood, 
Cockrell cCreary, Ky. Suuford, 
Cooper, Meyer, tokes, 
Cox, 8 
NOT VOTING—1L 
Abbott, Ellett, Va. Leonard, Settle, 
Acheson, Eliott 8.0. Little, Shaw, 
Aitken, ‘airchild, „ r 
II. Faris, Loc Smith, Mich. 
Arnold, Fenton, Lorimer, 
Arnold, R. I. Fitzgerald, Maddox, Southwick, 
‘Atwood, Fletcher, Mahany. Sparkman, 
Avery, Foote, McCall, Mass. Epas 
Babcock, Gillet, N. Y. McCall, Tenn. Steele, 
Baker, Kans, Goodwyn, McClure, Stephenson, 
Barthold Grosvenor, McCulloch, Stewart, N. J. 
Bartlett, Hainer, Nebr. McEwan, ebr. 
fan = Hani: ESET 4 Terry, 
anly, c ~ 
Berry, Hardy, Meiklejohn, Th 
Black. N. T. Me Tracewell, 
Boutelle, Hart. Millik Tucker, 
Bowers, Hatch, Miner, N. Y. Turner, Va. 
Heatwole, Moses, ayer, 
B er, Pa. Sper A. an Voorhis, 
emenwa; orth, 
Sb Henry, a elf ‘ Walker, Mass. 
A Hep Northway, alker, Va. 
er. Overstreet, Walsh, 
Cook, Wis. Patterson, Wanger, 
Cooke, III. Howe, Pi n, 
Cooper, uff, Perkins, Watson, Ind. 
Hanok, ice, ns 
Cow utcheson, uigg. h 
Growler: Johnson, ones. Wilson, Ohio 
De Armond, Kenda Bichardson Ww. 

Arm en Í oomer, 
Dinsm Kiefer, Ro Wright. 
Doolittle, Kle A Robinson, Pa. 

Dovener, Lawson, Rusk. 
Draper, Leighty, Russell, Conn. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. Witson of Ohio with Mr. DE ARMOND. 
Mr. Hemenway with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Horr with Mr. MINER of New York. 

. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. MozLEY with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. HUTCHESON. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 


For this day: 

Mr. Lorimer with Mr. MCCULLOCH. 

Mr. MeCLonn with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island with Mr. MEREDITH, 
Mr. Lerever with Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. 
Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. NEWLANDs with Mr. JONES. 

Mr. Leonarp with Mr. KLEBERG. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Huck with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. RuUssELL of Connecticut with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. WaNGER with Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. THomas with Mr. LOCKHART. 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. McRagz. wert 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 
On this question: 

Mr, CLARK of Iowa with Mr. TYLER. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.-Speaker, some two days since nn Bes 
league, Mr. DE ARMOND, was called away by the dangerous illness 
of a kinsman. I ask indefinite leave of absence for hi 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave of absence will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for a recapitulation of this vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the gentleman from South Dakota will 
let us 1 gy h with this. 

The The gentleman from South Dakota asks for a 
recapitulation of the vote. The Clerk will recapitulate. 

The vote having been recapitulated, the t was announced 
as above stated. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr, Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize a number of gen- 
tlemen on matters of importance in their respective districts, un- 
FFC 

or the R e gentleman deman e 

order in view of that circumstance? 

Mr. PICKLER. Idemand the regular order. [Laughter.] 

ENGINEER SERVICE, MERCHANT MARINE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the fol- 
lowing bill with Senate amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of tho 
United States, toimprove the Merchant Marine Engineer Service, and thereby 
also toincrease the efficiency of the Naval Reserve. 

The bill and the Senate amendments were read at length. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur 
m pe Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked on 
e bill. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Before that I wish the gentleman would ex- 
FFF the Senate in the bill as it passed the 
ouse. 


Mr.PAYNE. Ido not know that I am able to explain all of 
the chan. made in the bill. They are quite numerous. The 
House bill provided that all engineers and assistant engineers that 
were engaged on American vessels in the transatlantic service 
as well as the coastwise trade should be deemed officers of the 
vessels, and should be required to be citizens of the United States. 
The Senate has limited the effect of the bill to such engineers and 
assistant engineers as are in charge of a watch, and, as I under- 
stand it, has limited it to much less than one-half the number of 
engineers embraced in the House bill who are employed on such 
vessels. That is the principal change from the House bill. 

The House also provided, I may say, that all such engineers, in 
case of war, should become subject to draft for military service 
in the United States Navy. The Senate bill has left this matter 
rather indefinite by putting it in a negative form and providing 
that these engineers shall not be subject to draft except for the 
performance of duties similar to those performed by them as engi- 
neers on these vessels. This provision as inserted in the bill 
originally provided that in case of war, when the vessels which 
are subject to being taken by the Government, by making com- 
pensation to the corporations who own them—that is to say, in 
the case of those vessels flying the American flag, such as the ves- 
sels of the American Line, the City of New York, the City of Rome, 
the St. Louis, and the St. Paul— these officers on such vessels 
should be subject to be drafted into the service of the United 
States. As I say, the Senate leaves this matter in the negative 
form. 

The House bill provides also that the engineers shall be licensed 
for a period of five years. The Senate, for some reason, in their 
inscrutable wisdom, requires that the license renewal shall be 
taken out at the end of every three years. They also make some 
changes in the details by which the licenses s be renewed, and 
especially with regard to those cases where the vessel happens to 
be in a foreign port at the time the license expires. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the principal amendment re- 
lates to the subject of assistant engineers not in charge of a watch. 

Now, if there is no other gentleman who desires to discuss the 
bill or ask questions in regard to it, to whom I will yield time 
willingly for that purpose, I shall move the previous question, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any change in the bill as it passed 
the House with reference to the engineers and assistant engineers, 
as to whether the naturalization should have been completed or 
only the first papers taken out? 

Mr. PAYNE. The House bill required that they should be citi- 
zens of the United States. The Senate, on the other hand, have 
expressly stated in their report that they should be citizens of the 
United States, and citizens who have taken out the second papers. 
Now, I had always supposed 
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Mr. DINGLEY. And the House bill excluded those persons 
who had ENI taken out the first papers? 

Mr. PA Iwas going on to say that I had always supposed 
that a naturalized person was not a citizen of the United States 
until he had received his second papos and while the bill, when 
it came before the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
provided, in terms similar to those used by the Senate, that citi- 
zens should have taken out the second papers, members of the 
committee thought that it showed more intelligence and better 
knowledge of the law if the House expressed itself by the term 
“ citizens of the United States.” So that change got into the bill 
after it was originally introduced, and the term made use of was 
“citizens of the United States.“ Since that time the bill has gone 
to the Senate, and I su those of us who think we understand 
the law, and that a citizen of the United States—a naturalized 
citizen—was one who had taken out his second papers, shall either 
have to revise that opinion on further instruction from the grave 
and reverend gentlemen who shall constitute the conference com- 
mittee on the part of the other House and accept their construc- 
tion of the term as embodied in their amendment, unless, si- 
bly, we may be able to convince them by along constitutional 
argument that the term “citizen,” as applied to a naturalized cit- 
izen, includes only a citizen who had received his second papers. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand it, while there is a change of 
language, there is no change in the intention of the House in 
passing the bill, or of the committee as they reported the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; but the question is whether the intention 
of the House was realized in the expression it used when it acted 
on the bill, and as it came from the committee. 

Mr CEY. You are aware of the fact that in a number of 
States a man may vote after filing his first papers? 

Mr. PAYNE. But that does not make him a citizen of the 
United States. 

Mr. LACEY. It makes him a citizen enough to vote, does it 


not? 

Mr. SPERRY. Can you enforce the right of a naturalized 
citizen 

Mr. PAYNE. I am still of the opinion—not having been en- 
lightened by reading the Senate amendment—that a naturalized 
citizen is a m who has citizen’s papers. 

Mr. SPERRY. Can you enforce the right of a citizen who has 
been naturalized except in countries where we have treaties? 

Mr, PAYNE. Well, that leads to along and interesting ques- 
tion, which might properly be referred to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. Ido not see how it is germane to the passage of 
this bill or to the question now before the House. : 
Mr. SPERRY. 5255 were discussing what a citizen was, so I 
asked pe aca 
Mr. PAYNE. I should be very glad to discuss that question 
rivately with my friend from Connecticut, but I really do not 
feel, Mr. Speaker, that I ought to take the time of this House to 


discuss it now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from New York yield to 
me for two minutes? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope there will be no great delay in passing 
this bill. Ihave demanded the regular order to-day in the hope 
that the House might find time to do something on the Private 
Pension Calendar, time that I think we were entitled to in thelast 
legislative day. That is my reason for making the demand, I 
want to get time to take up some of these 400 bills. I should be 
glad to make a liamen inquiry, Mr. Speaker, whether a 
motion would be in order, for instance, after this bill is ed, to 
go into the Committee of the Whole to report back the bills that 
were passed upon yesterday, but which could not be reported to 
the House on the failure of a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any precedent to cite for 
such a motion as that? $ 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not think I have, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, then, that perhaps the an- 
swer to Lest ares inguiry is obvious. 

Mr. PICKLER. My question was whether a motion would be 
in order or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam very glad to yield to the gentleman from 
South Dakota an n to explain why he was demanding 
the regular order. I have not understood it before, and I am not 
clear that I understand it now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, you will find out. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know that I understand it now. The 
1 seems to have some idea that, by demanding the regu- 

order, he will reach a point where the ninety-odd bills which 
have been favorably considered in the Committee of the Whole 
may be reported in the House at this time and receive their con- 
sideration in the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman's pardon—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman, if that is what he 
means. 


Mr, PICKLER. 
dar that has not been 
the Committee of the 
will devise some means to get those bills that were passed upon 


before the House. That is with the management. 


with me. 


assed upon. 


Iam attempting to take up the Private Calen- 
I think the able Chairman of 
ole who presided yesterday [Mr. PAYNE] 


hat is not 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the regular order is not the giving of instructions to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota as to what he may or may not do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SwA ead 


makes the 


int that, the regular order having been deman 


these remarks are not the regularorder. The point is well taken. 


Mr. PAYNE. Iwas debating the question before the House. I 
hope the gentleman from Virginia will not seek to interfere with 
that. I want to suggest further to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that if his object is what he has stated, he is doing the 
precise thing to cut it off, because that could only be reached by 


unanimous consent, and his 
order would of course cut o 


kind. 


Mr. PICKLER. I accept service of the notice. 


istent demand for the regular 
any unanimous consent of that 


Mr. PAYNE. Of course, the gentleman understands that, be- 
cause he has made a study of this question, and knows that under 
the rules of the House, with his persistent demand for the regular 
order, he never could reach the pension bills in the manner in 


which he 
desires to 
Mr. PI 


gentleman from New York. 
Mr. PAYNE. I yield again to the gentleman from South Da- 


kota. 


Mr. PICKLER. I think, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I insist 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia makes the point 
that these remarks are not the regular order. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


PAYNE}. 


roposes. Now, Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman 
ebate this bill 
CKLER. I want to say that I differ altogether with the 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr. PickLER) there were—ayes 118, 


noes none. 


Mr. PICKLER. No quorum, Mr. Spe 


aker. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. ` 


Mr. 
adjourn. 


The ye and nays were ordered, 
ICKLER. Pending that, I move that the House do now 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
a division. Those in favor of the motion that the House do now 
adjourn will rise in their places and becounted. There being none 
in the affirmative, the motion is disagreed to. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 203, nays 0, not 
voting 152; as follows: 


Bartlett, Ga. 
Be 


Burton, Mo. 
Burton, Ohio 


8 
Crowther, 


YEAS—208. 


r, 
Hafner, Nebr. 
terman, 


[Laughter. } 


Loudenslager, 
Low, 


Malton, 
Marsh, 


5 Ga. 
uerhering, 
Scranto: z 


n, 
Shafroth, 
Simpkins, 
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Skinner Stone, W. A. Towne, Wheeler, 
g. Y, ms, 

Snover, Strowd, N.C. Treloar, Wilis, 

t Sulloway, Turner, Ga. Wilson, Idaho 
8 A Swanson, Underwood, Wilson, N. X. 
Sperry, Taft, 8 Wilson, Ohio 
8 4 Tal Van Horn, Wilson, S. ©. 
Stallin; Tate, Warner, Wood, 
Bte Wis. Tawney, Watson, Ohio Woodard. 
Stone, C. W. Tayler, e n, 

NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—182. 

Aitk Fitzgerald, Mahany, Settle, 

— Fletcher, McCall, Mass. Shannon, 
‘Arnold. Pe: Foote, McCall, Tenn. Shaw, 

old, R. I. Gillet, N. Y, McCulloch, She: 
Avery, Goodw: McDearmon, huford, 
Bartholdt. Grosvenor, McEwan, Smith, Mich. 
Bartlett, N. Y. McLac! rg 

K Hanly, McLaurin, Sou hwick, 
Bennett, dy, McMil Sparkman, 
Berry, c 5 
Bishop. Meiklejohn, Steele, 

Ga. Heatwole, eredi Stephenson, 
Boute! Heiner, Pa. Milliken Stewart, N. J. 
Bowers, Hemenway, Miner, N.Y tokes, 
Bromwell, Henry, In Mondell, trait, 

B He Moody, Strode, Nebr. 
Clark, Iowa Hicks, Moses, julzer, 
Cockrell, Hooker, Mozley, Terry, 
88 Hopkins, Murphy. 
Conno! Howard, eill, Thorp, 
Cooke, Ti. Howe, Newlands, Tracewe! 
Corliss, Hubbard, oonan, Tucker, 
Huff, Northway, Turner, Va. 
Cowen, Hulick, Odell, Tyler, 
Cox, Hutcheson, en, an Voorhis, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. Overstreet, Wadsworth, 
Cummin; Jones, Patterson, Walker, 
De Armond, Joy, n,. Walker, Va. 
De Wi Kendall, Price, W. 

0 Kerr. igg, Wanger, 
Doolittle, Kiefer, ey, W. ton. 
Downing, wson, 2 Watson, Ind. 

r. Leighty, Ric n White, 

Elle t, Va. wis, Robertson, La. Wilber, 
Elliott. S. O. Little, Robinson, Pa. Woodman. 
Fairchil Livingston, Rusk, Woomer, 
Faris, Lorimer, Russell, Conn. Wright, 
Fischer, dox, Sayers, A ai i 


So the motion to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 
agree to the conference asked was agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. STRAIT, on this vote. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name 
was called? 

Mr. SPENCER. I was here in my seat and I did not hear my 


name. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening? 

Mr. SPENCER. Iwas here, but I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rules, can not entertain 
the request. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote b 
which the Honse nonconcurred in the Senate amendments an 
agreed to the conference asked was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. Payne, the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Horkixs, and the gentleman from Florida, Mr. COOPER. 


RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
from the Senate; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


sentatives to return to the Senate the Senate bill 862, for the relief of re- 
ceivers of the Towboat Association of New Orleans, La. 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
LANDS IN VALVERDE COUNTY, TEX. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7895) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to 
reconvey to the former owners a certain tract of land in Valverde 
County, Tex., with Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 2 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 139, noes none. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. [After counting. ] One hundred and 
seventy- nine gentlemen are present. The ayes have it, and the 


amendment of the Senate is concurred in. 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker, 


DUPLICATE COPY OF SENATE ENGROSSED BILL, 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. KYLE, the follow- 
ing resolution was to: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House of Represent- 
atives a duplicate copy of the ones bill of the Senate . 4 wot for the 
. of Marshall County, Miss., the same ha been lost or 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The 8 was put. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the result, the 
Chair lays before the House the following requests of members, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
i To Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, indefinitely, on account of important 

usiness. 

To Mr. Sorg, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAKER of Maryland, for two days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. PEARSON, for seven days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. LAwson, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Toland, for one week, on account of 
important business. 

REPRINT OF A BILL, 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. SPERRY, on be- 
half of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, a 
reprint was ordered of the bill (H. R. 3273) for the classification 
of clerks in first and second class post-offices, and report. 

The motion to adjourn was then to; and accordingly (at 
3 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


follows: 
’ transmitting to- 


A letter from the Secre of the Treasw 
gether with the draft of a bill, a recommendation relating to the 
sale of certain unused sites of public buildings, as follows: Cus- 
tom-house, Astoria, Oreg.; custom-house lot, Key West, Fla.; 
custom-house, Erie, Pa.; custom-house, Monterey, Cal.; Jump 
Boarding Station, parish of Plaquemines. La.; Rigolets custom 
station (below New Orleans, La.); quarantine warehouse, parish 
of Plaquemines, La.; custom-house lot, St. Augustine, Fla.; cus- 
tom-house lot, Sag Harbor, N. V.; custom-honse lot, Perth Am- 
bby, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the cated filed by the court in the case of 
Amadeus F. and Theophilus W. Potts against The United States 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Harriet Y. Wakely (formerly Gordon) against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were severally reported from 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the several 
Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4445) providing for the 
construction of a car gl road from Fort Washakie, 51 5 to 
the mouth of the Buffalo Fork of the Snake River, near Jacksons 
Lake, in Uinta County, Wyo., reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1659); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMPKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2663) to amend the laws relating to navigation, reported the same 
withamendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1 which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally reported 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill he R. 6090) increasing the pension of Fletcher S. Kidd, 
(Report No. 1652.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
Tos bee * R. 8522) granting a pension to Mark Wells. (Report 

0. ` 


1896. 


By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman 
to the pension roll. (Report No. 1654.) 

The bill (S. 893) entitled An act for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. 


Hulings.“ Œs rt No. 1655. 
B A REWS. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (S. 2255) entitled An act granting a pension to Lorenzo 
Meserth.” (Report No. 1656.) 
By Mr. woob, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
a ( a s 8184} granting a pension to Jesse McMillan. (Report 
o. 1657. 
By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
2 pe pin An act for the relief of Edward Rice.” (Report 
o. 1658. 
By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
Ge .8478) for the relief of John H. McBrayer. (Report No. 
1.) 


By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: The bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title 
of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washing- 
ton. (Report No. 1662.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
95 il following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R.8775) to amend 
section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Mines and 275 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8776) to authorize the exten- 
sion of the lines of the Potomac Electric Power Company—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8777) to provide for the 
medical inspection of emigrants at the port of debarkation—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A resolution (House Res. No. 315) to set aside 
May 12 for consideration of H. R. 260—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 314) asking 
two days for consideration of private pension bills—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 


— — 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8778) to amend the records on 
file at the War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 8779) 
to amend the record of Peter J. Van Zandt, Company F, Second 
1 Infantry New York Volunteers to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8780) for the relief of 
Charles Haltenhof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8781) to promote Lieut, William 
McCarty Little, United States Navy, retired, to be a commander 
on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8782) for the relief of Francis 
Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8783) for the relief of F. B. Debord—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8784) to pension Sarah Lester—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8785) for the relief of Thomas Rayborn, of 
Pulaski County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8786) for the relief of Reuben Payne, of Rus- 
sel County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8787) granting an increase of 
pension to William L. Alley, of Lynncamp, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 8788) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Widdores—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8789) | broke an increase of pen- 
sion to Nettie M. Kelly, the permanently helpless daughter of John 
Keliy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8790) to correct the military record of Samuel 
Bequeath and remove the charge of desertion therefrom—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8791) to correct the military record of Henry 
Camerer and remove the charge of desertion therefrom—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, x 

Also, a bill (H. R.8792) granting a pension to Leah A. Beltz, 
the helpless daughter of Adam Beltz, a private soldier of Company 
E, One hundred and thirty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 
try, who was killed at the battle of Cold Harbor, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R.8793) for the relief of G. W. 
Ratcliff —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R.8794) to remove the charges from 
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the military record of Frederick Salzman—to the Committee on 
5 
By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 8795) granting a pension to 


Susan A. Paddock to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R.8796) for the relief of Ann M. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 8797) for the relief of J. C. Fitz- 
gerald, of Chickasaw County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 8798) for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. C. M. Lock, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8799) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, 
of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8800) for the 
relief of Edward Barton, of the city of Chester, Pa., and the heirs 
of 18 Barton and John H. Barton, deceased - to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8801) for the relief of Morgan 
oa Gordon, of Camden County, N.C.—to the Committee on War 

ims, 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8802) for the relief of the estate 
of Abel Casper, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8803) for the relief of He Easterlin, of 
Hinds County, Miss. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 8804) granting an increase of 
pension to Bernard Gilroy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 8805) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel L. Saeger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of meme A bill (H. R. 8806) for the relief 
of Anthony Roberson, Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on 


ar Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8807) for the relief of the 
widow of Robert C. Berry, deceased—to the Committee on 5 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8808) for the relief of the 
estate of John Meals, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala. —to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Athens, Limestone County, Ala., to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8810) for the relief of James T. Dowdy, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8811) for the relief of John C. Thomas, Madi- 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8812) for the relief W. B. Olive, of Florence, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8813) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary Taffe, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois (by request): Petition of certain 
residents of Chicago, III., protesting against the statue of Pére 
ya remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of citizens of Troy, N. Y., 
in favor of adopting the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights. and Measures, 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition and papers to accompany House bill 
No. 8743, far the relief of Henry Schindehette, of Bay City, Mich.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of James E. Paisley and others, to 
accompany House bill in behalf of James Starkey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Harvey Linton and other citizens 
of Altoona, Pa., praying for the adoption of the metric system— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of 41 citizens of Sabbath Rest, Blair County, Pa., 
praying for amendment to postal laws so as to permit office rent 
to be paid fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of the estate of William Sears, 
deceased, late of Monroe County, W. Va., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of George Rush- 
forth, of Stockton, Cal., praying for fayorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the poea laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of citizens of Carmel, N. Y., in 
favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measares. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
McKees Rocks, Pa.; also of citizens of Hawkins, Mich.; also of citi- 
zens of San Diego, Cal.; also of citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt.; also 
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of citizens of Washington, D. O., against accepting the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the National Division, Sons of Tem- 

ce of North America, consisting of 59,680 members, praying 
‘or a national commission to investigate the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories asking that a rule may be offered providing that on Tuesday, 
May 12, immediately after the reading of the Journal, considera- 
tion of bills reported by said committee, to wit, Senate bill No. 
2022 and House bill No. 4052, shall be in order, and that two 
hours’ debate shall be allowed, when the previous question, unless 
previously ordered, shall be considered as ordered—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH (by request): Remonstrances and peti- 
tions of numerous citizens of the State of Colorado, against the 
3 of the Marquette statue to the Committee on the 

rary. 
B * 8 SNOVER: Petition of B. E. Richardson and others, of 
St. ir. Mich., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
relating to second-class mail matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce 
letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Arthur Critchett and 10 
other citizens of Candia, N. H., praying for correction of the mil- 
el! record of Daniel F. Straw—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of Messrs. Penrose & Simp- 
son and 35 other citizens of Marietta, Ohio, for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May &, 1896. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. L, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was di with. 

‘EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of the Interior, transmitting an agree- 
ment made and concluded April 21, 1896, by and between James 
McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, on the part of the 
United States and the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribes of Indians 
in the State of Wyoming, ceding to the United States a ion of 
their reservation embracing the Owl Creek or Big Horn Hot 
Springs, and also the ad of Inspector McLaughlin, the proceed- 
ings of council had with the Indians, and a draft of a bill to ratify 
the agreement and provide for the survey of the southern and 
western boundaries of the ceded tract, together with the report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated the 5th instant, in rela- 
tion thereto; which, with the ping aor pit papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or ss to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of iculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 7th instant, certain information as to the reasons for the delay 
in supplying seeds for distribution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General of the 6th instant, reporting for an 17 79 755 riation a judg- 
ment rendered by the circuit court of the United States for the 
eastern district of Wisconsin under the act of March 3, 1875, enti- 
tled An act to aidin the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,“ in favor of James Lucy for 
$400; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER MENEMSHA, 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up and have passed 
a bill for my colleague [Mr. MURPHY], who is absent. I ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2978) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Menemsha. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, 8 to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PIPES FOR PETROLEUM. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a certain street 
in the city of Washington. It is a very short bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I think I will object to the consideration of any 
bills until the morning business is gone through with, 

This will take but a moment. It is a very short 
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Mr. QUAY. Very well; I will withdraw the objection. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 
The first amendment was,in section 1, line 10, after the word 
“ River,” to strike out that ” and insert the”; in line 11 to strike 
out the words the direction of” and insert such regulations and 
rentals as”; and in line 12, after the word Columbia,“ to insert 
may make in relation thereto”; so as to make the section read: 


to grant to Rene C. Baughman 
of petroleum and its product 8 fi — 


on to the 


bia may make in relation thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2 of the bill, in 
the following words: 

Sec. 2. That said Rene C. Banghman shall furnish said Commissioners with 
bend or bonds, or such other security as they may require, to 


strict compliance with the permit that may be granted said Rene ©. Bug- 
man, and to insure the complete restoration of said unpaved portion of 
street disturbed in laying said pipe line as aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 8. That said Rene C. Ba 
whenever directed to do so by 
the grade of the street 
therein. 

The amendment was to. 

_ The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 2. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF HENRY VAN VLECK, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2415) for the relief of D. J. Van 
Vleck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased. It is a short 
bill, favorably reported from the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It 8 to pay to B. 
J. Van Vleck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased, or to 
his duly authorized attorneys in fact, $4,520.20, being the amount 
due Henry Van Vleck at the time of his death as a balance on 
account of extra work done on the locks of the St. Marys Falls 
Canal, Michigan, with interest thereon from October 2, 1882, the 
date of approval of the claim by the Secretary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

SIOUX CITY AND OMAHA RAILWAY. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Omaha and Winne- 

Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr., and for other pur- 


poses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the morning business been completed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
completed. The Senator from Nebraska has asked unanimous 
consent to call up the bill which has just been read. 

Mr. FR he Senator from Nebraska looks so good-natured 
3 shall not object to this bill, but I shall object to the 
next one. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, e 2, line 4, after the 
word ‘‘turn-outs,” to insert the word and”; and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘sidings,” to strike out and extensions”; so as to 
make the section read: 

That the Sioux City and Omaha Railway Com „a ration created 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 8 and the same 
is hereby, authorized and invested and empowered with the right of locating, 
3 ownin on spd operating, using and maintaining a 
railway and telegraph and telephone line through the Omaha and Winne- 
ba ervation in Nebraska, 8 ata point to be selected by said 
railway company at or near the town Decatur, Burt County, Nebr., and 
running thence In a northerly and westerly direction over the most practi- 
cable and feasible route, through the Omaha and Winnebago ation toa 
pan on the north line of the Omaha and Winnebago Reserve in Thurston 

Jounty, with the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, 5 

i sidings as company may deem to its interests to construct an 

sanen along and upon the t of way and depot grounds 


hman shall also lower or relay any pipes 
id Commissioners, by reason of a change in 
above named or the construction of any public work 


herein pro- 
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The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 9, after the 
word railway,“ to insert telegraph, and telephone”; in line 13, 
before hundred,“ to strike out two“ and insert one“; in the 
same line, before thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert 
“two”; and in line 19, before the word “feet,” to strike out 100“ 
and insert 50; so as to read: 


That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of a 
railway, telegraph, and telephone, for its main line and branch line, and for 
no other pu right of way 100 feet in width through said and 


5 Omaha 
Winnebago piya Ba and to take and use a strip of land 100 feet in width, 
with a length of 2,000 feet, in addition to the right of way for stations for 
every 10 miles of road, with the right to use such additional ground where 
there are heavy cuts or fills as may necessary for the construction and 
maintenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 50 feet in width on each side of 
said right of way or as much thereof as may be included in said cut or fill. 
The amendment was agreed to. A 
The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 5, after the 
word “railway,” to insert “ä telegraph, and telephone lines“; in 
line 13, after the word ‘‘railway,” to insert “‘ telegraph and tele- 
hone lines”; and in line 17 to strike out “Indian nt of the 
vernment stationed at the agency of Omaha and Winnebago 
Reservation” and insert ‘‘ President of the United States”; so as 
to read: 


That before said railway, telegraph, and telephone linesshall be constructed 
through any lands held by individual occupants according to the laws, cus- 
toms, and s of said Omaha and Winnebago tribes of Indians through 
which it may Be constructed, or be Reedy prs under any law of the United 


States or agreement with the In s, full compensation shall be made to 


such occu ts for all property to be taken or damage done by reason of the 
construction of such railway, telegraph, and telephone lines. In case of fail- 
ure to make amicable settlement with an} occupant, such compensation shall 
be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be ap- 

inted, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President of the United 
Bta one by the chief of the tribe to which said occupant belongs, or, in 
case of an allottee, by said allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or rep- 
resentative, and one by said railway company, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ f 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 17, to strike 
out “maps” and insert a map, upon a scale of not less than 1 
inch to the mile”; after the words“ showing the,” in line 18, to 
insert entire“; in line 20, to strike out in the office of” and 
insert “with and approved by”; in line 23, after the word 
located,“ to insert before any part of the line of said road 
herein provided for shall be constructed”; in line 25, to strike out 
„maps and insert map“; on page 7, line 2, to strike out “maps” 
and insert “map”; and in line 4, after the word “ filed,” to insert 
“and approved ”; so as to make the section read: 

Serc. 5. That said company shall cause a ax upon a scale of not less than 
linch to the mile, showing the entire route of its located lines through said 
Omaha and Winnebago Heser vation to be filed with and ‘approved 


may be located before any part of the line of said road herein provided for 
shail . After the — 0 
settlement and improvement upon oe right of way shown by said map shall 


as 
portion of 
provided for, sai 
six months 

The amendment was agreed to. ’ 

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 7, line 13, after the 
word ' built,“ to insert and that without any declaration of for- 
feiture on the part of any officer or employee of the Government”; 
so as to make the section read: 

Seo. 6. That said railway company shall build at least 10 miles of its railway 
in said Omaha and Winne rvation within three years after the pas- 
sage of this act, and pumpo the remainder thereof within five years there- 
after, or the rights herein ted shell be forfeited as to that portion not 
built, and that without any declaration of forfeiture on the part of any officer 
or employee of the Government; that said railway company shall construct 
and maintain continually all fences, road and highway crossings, and neces- 
sary bridges over said railway wherever said an hways do now or 
may hereafter cross said railway's right of way, or may by the proper 
authorities laid out across the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section, after sec- 
tion 6, the following: 


SEC. 7. That the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be as- 
signed or transfe: in any form whatever prior to the construction and 
completion of the road, except as to mortgage or other liens that may be given 
or secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I demand the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TELLER presented sundry petitions of District Council, 
United Brotherhood of C mters and Joiners of America, of New 
Orleans, La.; of Local Union, No. 1, United Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joiners of America, of Chicago, III.; of the Trades’ 
Assembly of Pueblo, Colo.; of Local Union, No. 2, United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Cincinnati, Ohio; 
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of Anaronda Union, No. 88, United Brotherhood of Carpenters 
and Joiners, of Anaronda, Mont.; of Local Union, No. 5, Boot and 
Shoe Workers’ Union, of Manchester, N. H.; and of Union, No. 
172, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators of America, of San 
Antonio, Tex., praying for the free coinage of silver; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Denver, 
Colo., sere cape mace Te rr a the introduction of military training 
in the public schools of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE proses a petition of the Southern California Fruit 
Exchange, of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the establishment of 
a de ent of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BRICE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray- 
me for the pence of the so-called filled-cheese bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of National Association of Steam 
Engineers, No. 5, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the of 
Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize the Engineer Corps of the 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 2, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without 
waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Stonecutters’ Association of 
Cincinnati, Ohio; a petition of the Stonecutters’ Association of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, and a petition of the Stonecutters’ Association of 
Akron, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the use of contract labor in the construction of public buildings, 
and remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
providing for the regulation of second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens, business men, 
and representatives of various industries of Canton, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation regulating the charges for 
carrying all kinds of mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted at a punan meet- 
. in Jersey City, N. J., April 26, 1896, presided over by 
P. F. Wanser, mayor, favoring the release of American citizens 
now incarcerated for offenses arising out of the political struggle 
in Ireland; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GEAR pni a petition of the Committee of the Tea 
Trade of the United States praying Congress to impose a specific 
auty on tea; which was refe to the Committee on Finance. 

r. ALLEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Spring Ranche, Nebr., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation raising the of consent from 16 to 18 
years in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Superior, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to incor- 
porate the maritime canal of North America; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1408) to 
incorporate the National Capital Gaslight, Heat, and Power Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, to report it adversely and move 
its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pen- 
sion to Katherine S. McCartney, widow of William H. McCartney, 
to report it without amendment, and submit a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad to place that bill on its passage 
if the Senate will give its unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill just 

rted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
r. FRYE. Such requests will undoubtedly be very frequently 
made, and I demand the regular order of business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is guton to the request of 
De eee from Pennsylvania. The bill will be placed on the 

endar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3082) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Johnson Gilbert, ed to be dis- 
char. from its further consideration, and that it be referred te 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 152) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom the subject was referred, ps srg a bill (S. 3088) to 
the extension of the lines of the Potomac Light and 


authorize 
Power 1 Which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. WETMO from the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 142) to 
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dis- 
pose of the Force School ete on Massachusetts avenue and 
to ae another site for that school, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. I reported back on the 2d instant, from the Com- 


postponed, as follows: 

A bill (S. 182) to abolish imprisonment of seamen in the com- 
mon jails of the United States for desertion; 

A 8 185) to prohibit advances and regulate allotments of 


wages to seamen; 

A bill (S. 2113) to ee pe sections 4532, 4533, and 4534, and to 
amend sections 4516 and 4529 of the Revised Statutes, all relating 
to the employment, treatment, and payment of seamen on mer- 
chant vessels; 

A bill (S. 2023) to amend sections 4590 and 4597 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to offenses committed by seamen employed on 
merchant vessels, and providing punishments for such offenses; 

A bill (S. 2024) to amend sections 4556, 4557, 4558, and 4559 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to the inspection, equipment, and 
repair of merchant vessels; 

A bill (S. 2025) to amend sections 4582, 4583, and 4600 of the 
United States Revised Statutes; and 

A bill (S. 2026) to amend sections 4520, 4522, 4526, 4530, 4564, 4566, 
4568, 4572, and 4612 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the employment, care, discharge, and payment of sea- 


men employed on merchant vessels. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1680) to place John Dolan on the 
retired list of the United States Army, submitted an adverse re- 
po thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 


3 

Mr. SBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 

whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 

pe 5 which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed 
itely: 

A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to Joseph Koehler; and 

A bill (S. 107 granting a pension to Jacob Niebels. 

Mr. STEW. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the epee ay 9 b TRON Segs on tTa 
instant, providing for the payment of ou ing unpai i- 
fornia Indian war claims, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved t it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was to. 

Mr. , from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2926) to amend the acts relating to the 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
pae P sada adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 

definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1833) to amend the act of March 1, 1895, and other acts 
relating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for anar urposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted 

thereon. 

. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5210) making appro- 
3 to provide for the expenses of the government of the 

istrict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
for other purposes, to report it with amendments, and submit a 
report thereon. 

give notice that as soon as the order which it was unanimously 
agreed the other day should follow the river and harbor bill is dis- 
of I shall call up this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 3 

Mr. GRAY. submit the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in the matter of the resolution 
reported by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER 
providing for an inquiry into recent elections in Alabama. I as 
that the views of the minority be printed with the majority re- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order, if there 
be no objection. 

REPORT UPON THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. CocKRELL 
on the 5th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 10,000 ies of the report made Messrs, 
Ludlow, Endicott d Noble, of date 

C0000 


Canal, es, 
pan: e same, as submi by them; 6,000 of w. shall be for the 
of the Bouse of Representatives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 1 


HISTORY AND INDEX OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER March 3, 1896, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Claims be, and it hereby is, author- 
before thas comunittoss together with woullection of the minina ince bane 
‘ore co er a on e 
ing upon claims against the Government, : DOLANA s 


MARY J. HICKMAN. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Gorman April 21, 
1896, repo: it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol That the Secre £ the be, 8 
3 to y out she DSen —.— — the poste aes fund of 

to Mary J. Hickman, widow of Anthony Hickman, lave a labore 
in charge of the private passage in the employ of the an amount 
equal to six months’ salary as such laborer, said sum to be dered as in 
lieu of all funeral expenses and allowances. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER,. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PROCTOR on the 4th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


of Agriculture, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 
BOOKS FOR THE SENATE LIBRARY, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. CAFFERY Apal 1, 1896, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary be directed to purchase for the 
Senate Library the following books on international law, viz: 


Bar's International Law. 
Bluntschli’s International Law, translated by M. C. Lardy, 1894, 


Hall's International Law, 2 copies. 
Halleck's International Law. 
Lorimer's International Law, 2 volumes. 
Wheaton's International Law, Dana's edition. 
Wheaton's International Law, Lawrence's edition. 

Woolsey’s International Law, edition 1800. 

And that the same be charged to the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3089) to provide an American 
ister for the steamer Southery; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 3090) to confer jurisdiction upon 
the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Thomas W. McDon- 
ald as administrator of the estates of James M. and Timothy 
Meaher, and to remove the bar of the statute of limitations there- 
from; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3091) granting an increase of 
pension to Roswell Dunton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3092) for the relief of William 
C. Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3093) granting a pension to Honora 
Redmond; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 3094) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Palmer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3095) for the relief of Charles 
C. Kleckner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill o 8096) granting an increase of 
ion to Stephen D. Avery, of Petersburg, in the county of 

e, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

the Committee on Pensions. ’ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3097) anting a pension to John 
Grady, of O'Neill, in the county of Holt, Nebr.; 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3098) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of James Plymate; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3099) ting a pension to 
Richard C. Enright; which was read twice its title, and, with 
the nig og! Sy © panao referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL (for Mr. MURPHY) introduced a bill (S. 3100) grant- 
ing a ion to Abbie C. McNett, widow of the late Andrew J. 
McNett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3101) to prohibit the issuance | 


of bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the Government 
by the Secretary of the , or other officer of the Govern- 
aap wens the authority of Congress; which was read twice 
its title. 
Mr. BACON. I ask that the bill may lie on the table, and at 
some future time I shall call it up for the purpose of submitting 


some remarks upon it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie upon the table for 
the present. 


r. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary A. Tupper; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3103) granting a pension to Jesse 
O. Davy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panies paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

o also introduced a bill (S. 3104) granting a ion to J. Q. A. 
Laymon; which was read twice by its title, Jone with the accom- 
perme paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. PLATT introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 143) appro- 
38 $50,000 to supply deficiencies and to enable the Public 
inter to continue the printing and binding for the Interior De- 
ee for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; which was read 
ice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAN 3 an SOn meum oy 3 
proposed by him e gene ciency appropriation : 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the 8 deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

COUNTERPOISE BATTERIES. 

Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

F Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 


form the Senate— 
First. Whether any counterpoise batteries have been constructed by the 
Government within the last eighteen years, usin Grecatodying exbetanrtially 


the principle or plan embraced in and covered by the patent issued by the 
United States to Maj. Beverly Kennon, dated June II, 1878, and numbered 


1. 
Second. Whether any counterpoise batteries have been constructed during 
the period above mentioned; and if so, when and where? 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7977) ing appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Several Senators have asked me to yield the floor 


to them ifically. I can not do that, but by unanimous con- 
sent I will yield the floor until 1 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimousconsent that that time may 
be devoted to the consideration of unobjected House bills upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
that there are some Senate bills which ought to pass, and which 
are as important as any House bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. Then let us take up the Calendar of unob- 
jected cases to begin with. Let us all have an equal ce. 

Mr. TELLER. We have tried to do that two or three times, 
but we have been unable to do it. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the request? 


which was read’ 


Mr.COCKRELL. I wish to say in all frankness and candor there 


is only one method of proceeding, and that is in an orderly and 
methodical way, giving every Senator an equal chance. Here is 
the Calendar; let us take it up and proceed with it. If you do 
not want to consider unobjected House cases, then let us take up 
the Calendar in order and consider all unobjected cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us adopt some method that will have 
something like a system about it. Otherwise every report will 
have to be read from the desk and no business will be transacted, 

Mr. TELLER. To save time I will not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
please indicate his specific request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will then make the request that we take 
up the Calendar in regular order and proceed with the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. QUAY. Before I assent I should be very glad to have the 
Senate pass upon my request for unanimous consent to consider 
the bill to which the Senator from Maine objected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a pension bill. The Senator knows 
we will pass every one of those pension bills, and that in a very 
sae time. We shall take them oP and . them all. oe 
are five or six on bills already favorably reported, jus 0 
the Senator's, b citizens of Missouri, and I think we ought to 
have an equal chance. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania 
will not insist upon his demand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia that Iam going to ask consent, which is always courteously 
given, in a day or two to call up all the pension cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. QUAY. I have not yet assented to it. I would be very 
glad if the Senator from New Hampshire would make his Sag Fo 
now and have a session fixed for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; let us get through with the river and 
harbor bill before the request is made. It is very important to 
get that bill into conference. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think to-morrow I can get a time fixed. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the uest of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, e first 
case on the Calendar will be called. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of I desire to give notice that imme- 
diately on the conclusion of the passage through the Senate of the 
last appropriation bill I shall move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States providing for the 
election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors of the 
States. I shall make that motion not with a view merely of mak- 
ing a speech, because I have submitted about all I desire to say so 
far as 1 am concerned indiyidually, but for the purpose of prose- 
cuting the measure to a conclusion. 


PORT OF SYRACUSE, N. v. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first case on the Calendar will 
be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. V., a port of de- 
livery was announced as first in order on the Calendar, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 


The bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to pan persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over. Where is it on the 
Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be over. . 
* Mr. PASCO. I understand that Order of Business 333 is the 
point at which we are to commence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next case will be announced. 

The bill (S. 2147) establishing additional regulations concerning 
immigration to the United States was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar, 

Mr. ALLEN. Let that go over. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will go over without preju- 


dice, 

The bill (5:30) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased, was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


L. A. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 584) for the relief of L. A. Davis was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to refer to the Court of 
Claims the petition and papers of L. A. Davis, of Chehalis, Wash., 
in which he claims $14,844 for services in carrying the English 
mails both ways between ae ae and Monticello, in Washington, 
from about August 1, 1868, to June 30, 1870. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to object to the consideration of 
the bill, but I ask that the latter part of it, with reference to legal 
defense, be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And no statute of limitations or other legal defense shall be ayailable in 
such case. 

Mr. ALLEN, I think the words “ or other legal defense” should 
be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words or other 
legal defense,” in lines 16 and 17. 

ITE ALLEN. If the Government has a defense it ought to have 
the right to make it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out those words, leaving 
the provision as to a statute of limitations to stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allright; let the words be stricken 


out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
3 SECRETARY. In line 16, strike out the words or other legal 

ense.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHESTER B. SWEET. 

The bill (S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of Califor- 
nia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to Chester B. Sweet, of California, $198.66, being the amount 
of the double minimum excess erroneously paid by him to the 
receiver of the United States land office as double minimum ex- 
cess on preemption cash certificate made at Shasta, Cal., March 
17, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF THOMAS SHERWIN. 


The bill (S. 482) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the legal representative of Thomas Sherwin, de- 
ceased, late of Washington County, Md., $820 for stores and sup- 
plies furnished the Army of the United States during the late war 
of the rebellion, that sum haying been fixed by the Quartermaster- 
General as fair compensation in the case. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY E. DAY. 


The bill (S. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix 
of the eset ee 175 Day, a. Bahco 8 as 8 
mittee of the ole. proposes to pay Nancy E. Day, inis- 
tratrix of the estate of James L. Day, e late of Norwich, 
Conn., 83,041.66, in payment and satisfaction of the amount found 
due from the United States to Nancy E. Day by the Court of 
Claims upon a reference of her claim to that court by the Post- 
master-General, under the provisions of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP PFLUEGER. 


The bill (S. 663) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Philip Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin 
Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word discharge,“ to 
strike out the words the same as if such charge of desertion had 
not been made and to insert as of date April 21, 1863: Provided, 
That he shall not be allowed any pay, compensation, or allowance 
by reason of this act”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove from the records of the War De ent the e of 
desertion against Philip Pflueger, late of icra, vt Be Twenty-fourth Wis- 
consin Infantry, and to grant an honorable dischargeas of date April 21, 


1863: Provided, That he shall not be allowed any pay, compensation, or allow- 
ance by reason of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS PLACED UNDER RULE IX, 


The bill (S. 1266) for the relief of Daniel W. Boutwell and the 
bill (S.1770) providing for the 5 of pharmacists in the 
United States Marine-Hospital Service and fixing their pay and 
allowances were the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those two cases have been reported ad- 
versely. Let them be Be under Rule IX. 

J The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, it will be so or- 
e 
HENRY LANE. 

The bill (S.762) for the relief of Henry Lane was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to revoke and set aside 
the special orđers of the War Department, dated March 30, 1863, 
dismissing from the service, for absence without leave, Henry 
Lane, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirtieth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteers, to date March 1, 1863, because he was then, 
and for weeks before had been, on duty in the field, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge as of date April 7, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS PLACED UNDER RULE IX. 

The bill (S. oe 5 require the auditing and payment of the vol- 
unteer soldiers who served in the Seminole Indian wars in Florida, 
and for horses and equipments lost in the service, was announced 
as the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an adverse report. Let it go over 
under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The bill (S. 1019) to change the boundaries of the collection dis- 
trict of Key West, Fla., and make Punta Gorda a port of entry, 
and create a new collection district, was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an adverse report. Let it be passed 
over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

CLASSIFICATION OF LETTERS PATENT. 

The bill (S. 1897) to establish a classification division in the 
United States Patent Office was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF NAVIGATION LAWS. 

The bill (S. 187) to amend the laws relating to nayigation was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. That bill may be passed over for the present with- 
out prejudice. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN. 

The joint resolution E R. 27) granting permission for the erec 
tion of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation 
of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Missouri desire an 
og bee of the joint resolution? 

. VEST. X. 


. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that this is a joint resolution 
proposing the erection of a monument to Samuel Hahnemann in 
the District of Columbia. The American Institute of Homeopathy, 
representing some 14,000 physicians in the United States, have 
raised a fund of about $75,000 and have had a monument made, 
which is said to be a most beautiful work of art. I have not seen 
it myself, but I think there is a model of it in the Capitol. 
desire to have it erected in the city of Washington at such place 
as may be named by the committee designated in the joint resolu- 
tion. Theyask for a small appropriation, which, I think, has usu- 
ally been given in such cases, to build a foundation for the monu- 
ment. That is all the expense it will be to the Government. I 
pro to have the preamble stricken out when the proper time 
arrives, and to have one or two amendments made to the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that as the joint resolution now stands, the monument may 
be erected in any place in the city of Washington, without specially 
designating any particular place. Im the case of the bills for the 
erection of the statues of General Grant, General Sherman, and 
others, we have inserted a provision prohibiting the erection of 
such monuments in the Capitol Grounds, and I think that reser- 
vation ought to be made in this joint resolution. 

= GALLINGER. I shall be happy to have that amendment 


made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am informed, asa matter of fact, that in some 
cases similar commissions to that provided for by this joint reso- 
5 have selected the Capitol Grounds for the erection of monu- 
men 


1896. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know about that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the joint resolution should be 
amended so as to prevent anything of that kind. fi 

Mr. GALLINGER. Any amendment the Senator suggests in 
that t will be gladly 5 s 

Mr. KRELL. Let it , “any place in the District of 
Columbia outside of the Capitol Grounds.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the amendment should come 
in in line 9, after the word ‘‘ committee.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator wait until I suggest two 
or three amendments to the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER, The preamble will come out at the proper 
time. Iwill move, in line 5, that the word said.“ before the word 
„monument,“ be stricken out, and the word a“ inserted; after 
the word monument,“ in the same line, insert in honor of Sam- 
uel Hahnemann,” and in line 15, after the word citizens,“ strike 
out and to be erected in the city of Washington, D. C.,“ that 
having already been stated in the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments submitted by the 
Senator from New Ham will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, before the word monument,” it is 
proposed to strike out said and insert a“; in the same line, 
after the word monument,” to insert in honor of Samuel Hahne- 
mann”; and after the word ‘‘citizens,” in line 15, to strike out 
“and to be erected in the city of Washington, D. C.“; so as to 
make the joint resolution read: 


Hahn ch 
of Washington, D. C., as shall be designated by the officer in chargo e 
new Library building. the Joint Committee ou the Library, and the chair- 
man of the monument committee; and the sum of $4,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby a: properate, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the buil of a foundation upon which 
to place said monument; said monument to be presented to the sopie of the 
United States by the American Institute of Homeopathy, kin associa- 
tions, and citizens. 

The amendments were to. 8 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 9, after the word “committee,” I 
move to insert not including the Capitol Grounds.” 

The amendment was 9 to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to have the preamble stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The preamble will be stricken out, 
in the absence of objection. 


REGISTER OF COPYRIGHTS. 


The bill (S. 425) to provide for the register of copyrights was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without losing its 
place. It will lead to discussion. 
eee VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over without preju- 

ce. 

SALES AND PROCEEDS OF SALES OF BONDS, 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Loper Feb: 19, 1896, 
directing the Committee on Finance to investigate and report all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, 1896, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. That subject has already been disposed of, and I 
move that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RACING COMMISSION, 


The bill (S. 1866) for the incorporation of associations for the 
improvement of the breed of horses, and to regulate the same, and 
to establish a racing commission, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE, 


The bill (S. 1927) to increase the Metropolitan police force of the 
District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the request of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, I ask that that bill be passed 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 84) to provide for the increase of the 
water supply of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the same request as to that joint 
a at the request of the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 
over. 


DISTRICT HOME FOR GIRLS, ETC, 

The bill (S. 1449) to provide a home and employment for repu- 
table girls and young women of the District of Columbia who are 
without means of support and are unable to obtain work was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is adversely rted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


LICENSES TO OFFICERS ON SEAGOING STEAM VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 1836) to provide for licenses to certain officers of 
eee tee vessels was announced as next in order. 
A ! t is practically provided for in another bill, 
and I ask that this bill may be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 


of objection. 

Mr. FRYE su uently said: I asked a moment ayo that Sen- 
ate bill 1836 should be recommitted to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I find there is no necessity for recommitting it to the 
committee, because I know what amendment I desire to make, 
and the Senate can then act uponit. I will simply ask that the 
bill be restored to its place on the Calendar, to go over this 


morning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 
FORTIFICATIONS AND OTHER SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


The bill (S. 1159) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast 
defenses was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. 


PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY, 


The bill (S. 14) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, State 
of Tennessee, $3,200, in full compensation for all claims connected 
with the steamer New National, and its use, while in the service 
of the United States, upon the 1 River and its tributa- 
ries, prior to the 2ist day of March, in the year 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW MARTIN, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
sider the bill (S. 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin, which had 
been reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with an 
amendment, after the word discharge,“ at the end of the bill, to 
insert, ‘‘Provided, That no pay, compensation, or allowance will 
be allowed by reason of this act”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to amend the record of Andrew Martin, late a private in Com- 
Creed A, Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and t 


roceeded to con- 


im an honorable discharge: Provided, That no compensation, or allow- 
ance will be allowed by reason of this act. g ” = 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CLAIMS OF LATE PROPRIETORS OF KNOXVILLE WHIG. 


The bill (S. 21) to authorize the investigation by the Attorney- 
General of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of 
the Knoxville Whig for advertising, and authorizing the payment 
therefor by the Secre of the Treasury of any amounts found 
by the Attorney-Gen to be legally or equitably due, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Attorney- 
General to investigate the claims of the legal representatives of 
W. G. Brownlow, Brownlow & Hawes, and Brownlow, Hawes 
& Co., late owners and proprietors, respectively, of the Knoxville 
Whig, a newspaper published at Knoxville, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, for advertising certain legal notices alleged to have been 
advertised in that paper in the years 1864, 1865, 1866, 1867, and 
1868, and to ascertain whether such services were rendered as 
claimed, or any part thereof, and if so, the value thereof; and also 
whether the same, and if so, to what extent, is either a legal or 
equitable claim against the United States; and if any sum is so 
found to be due and owing the claimants, or any of them, and the 
same is a legal or equitable claim against the United States, to 
certify such facts, together with the amount, to the Secretary of the 
rhb who is authorized and directed to pay to such claimants 
or their legal representatives the full amount so ascertained, and 
8 that such sum or sums of money which may be found to 

legally or equitably due shall, when paid, be in full satisfaction 
and discharge of all dlana for compensation by the claimants, or 
any of them, for any such service against the United States. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES. HARRIET D. NEWSON. 


The bill (S. 1974) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Mrs. Harriet D. Newson, widow of Thomas M. Newson, late 
United States consul at Malaga, a sum of equal to one 
year’s salary as consul, together with the sum of $197, which was 
collected from the estate of Thomas Newson by the Government 
of the United States after his death; and the money so a i- 
VCC the 
surviving widows of foreign representatives of the United States 
who have died while so representing the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS DETROIT RIVER AT DETROIT. 


The bill (S. 924) for the erection of a bridge across the Detroit 
aan at Detroit, in the State of Michigan, was announced as next 


er. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I h. that the bill for the building of a 
bridge across the Detroit River at Detroit will be postponed by 
common consent until the next session of Congress, on the first 
Monday of December next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We did not hear the request. I ask the 
Senator to repont at 
. Mr. SHER a g eee ee Dives Show 
vigorous contest between rival interests as to the bridge across 
the Detroit River. There is a very heated controversy as to such 
a bridge at Detroit, and I hope the bill will be postponed until the 

inning of the next session of Congress. 

Mr. C M. Icall the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the Senator from =e. (Mr. ee E in that 
naa is absent at this time. He probably would like to have some- 

g to say about the matter. I agree with the Senator that it 
ought to go over. 

Mr. BURROWS. My colleague is not in the Senate this morn- 
ing, and I do not know what his desire may be in relation to the 
matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be d over. 

. Mr. BURROWS. Possibly it had better be over. 

3 VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. : ~ 

Mr. BURROWS subsequently said: In relation to the bill to 
provide for the construction of a bridge across the Detroit River, 
since it was passed over I have conferred with my colleague [Mr. 
McMILLAN], and he desires me to state that it will be agreeable 
to him for the matter to be postponed until the next session of 


Co 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the uest of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to that effect will be com- 
plied with. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. What was the request? Was it that the De- 
troit bridge bill should go over until the next session? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has been made, 
DUPLICATE MEDALS. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the.Whole, ed to con- 


that diligent search has 
joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That in any case where the President of the United States 
3 act or resolution of Congress, caused any medal to 


such person to 
or di 
been 


concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE, MONT. 
The bill (S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont., was announced as next in order. 


Mr. KYLE. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESID Objection rae made, the bill will 
goover. The next case on the Calendar will be called. 

Mr. MANTLE. Task that that bill may be considered at this 
time. I think there can be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection was interposed, the Chair 
will state, and the bill goes over under the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. I did not mean that the bill should lose its place 


ont COCKE Let it be passed without losing 
place on the Calendar. 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


PAY OF NONCOMMISSIONED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. FRYE. I now ask that order, being the river 
and harbor bill, be „ W 

The VICE-P ENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having aitived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the bill referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to appeal to the Senator from 
Maine, in charge of the river and harbor bill, to allow me to have 
a bill passed to which, I think, there will be no objection. It is 
one of public importance in connection with the Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Having yi thirty minutes, I can not yield 
any further. I would yield to the Senator from New Jersey if I 
would to anybody on earth. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state tothe Senator from Maine that if 
this were a private bill I should not press it, but it is a bill of 
great importance to the organization of the Army. I do not think 
it will create any objection. It was reported by the Committee 
on Military Affairs unanimously, and it is recommended by the 
Secretary of War and the General of the Army. Everybody is in 
favor of it. It will not take five minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam informed that it would take some consider- 
able time, and that there are objections to it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to know who objects to it. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the bill which the Senator desires to have 
considered? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is a bill to regulate the pay of noncommis- 
sioned officers in the Army, not the one objected to formerly by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear what the bill is, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which 
will be read for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the title be read. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is the bill (S. 2420) to regulate the pay of 
noncommissioned officers of the Army. 

I am informed by a Senator si near me that 
the bill would result in serious discussion, and he informs me 
that it will take all day. I certainly can not yield under those 


circumstances, 
: gn ELL. I should like the Senator who objects to speak 
‘or i 

Mr. FRYE. . He will not. I am speaking for him. 

Mr. SEWELL. If objection is made, I shall not insist. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. Objection being interposed, the regu- 
lar order will be proceeded with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4804) to amend 
subdivision 10 of section 2238 and to subdivision 12 of sec- 
tion 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
essage also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. 7370) to amend an act entitled An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other og a approved March 8, 1891; and 

A b R. 8237) to improve the printing and binding methods 
of the public documents. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills: 

Be eee Te Or as pstmt 

ill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, 
at Le Mars, Iowa; and 
A bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of 
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the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain tract 
of land in Valverde County, Tex. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Secretary to turn to page 81. We passed 
over the item contained in the clause from line 8 to line 14, in the 
absence of the Senator from Illinois . PALMER]. 

I ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] to be kind enough 
to occupy my seat, as I am obliged to be out of the Chamber for 
fifteen or twenty minutes, and desire him to take charge of the 
bill in my absence. 

Mr. T. Very well. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the matter to which I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate will be found on page 81, begin- 
ane on line 8 of that page and concluding with line 14. The bill 
as it came from the House contains this provision: 

For the protection from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 

A front of the Sny Island Levee, in the counties of Adams, Pike, 
and Calhoun, in the State of Illinois, by revetment work, $50,000. 

The Committee on Commerce of the Senate propose to strike out 
$50,000 and add these words: 

ts be n in the of the Secre of 
War- for tl D 8 ol the channel ot the oe 

There would be no objection to this amendment if it merely 
fixed the locality of the expenditure. It is a fact known in Illi- 
nois; it is what I think may be termed a fact which is so well 
known that it would be taken notice of by the courts without bein 
specially pleaded, that some years ago a levee was construc 
very near Fall Creek, in Adams County, in the State of Illinois, 
through the county of Pike and into the county of Calhoun, for 
a distance of about 52 miles. A levee was constructed and has 
afforded substantial protection to the owners of the land in what 
is called the Sny Bottom in Illinois, a tract of land which con- 
tains probably 110,000 acres, and is as fertile as any on earth, I 
think. Now that the levee is constructed it is altogether suitable 
for cultivation. Before, it was subject to the overflow of the 

issippi River. The people interested in that levee have never 
asked of the Government any aid in the construction of the levee. 
It was built there without cost to the Government, but the peo- 
ple insist while the Government is prosecuting the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River, which belongs to the 
Government and over which 1 have no control, that 
nothing shall be done which will affect this protective levee. 

The fact is it is not necessary for me to produce before the Sen- 
ate the maps showing the nature of the work, but I suppose that 
gentlemen everywhere, living upon Western rivers, or upon rivers 
which are not tide-water rivers, know, especially in these Western 
rivers, where the banks are composed of sand very largely, coy- 
ered by a growth of timber of more or less size and of more or less 
value, that the currents of the river greatly affect the banks, and 
that alterations in the currents of the river do affect all structures 
on the banks of the river. 

As a general statement of the facts in this case, the Government 
has been engaged in improving the navigation of the meeps 
River substantially between the mouth of the Des Moines, and, 
for all my purposes, it may be said between the mouth of the Des 
Moines River, entering the Mississippi from the west, and the 
mouth of the Minois, which enters the Mississippi from the east. 
Iam only interested now in discussing that particular poren of 
the river. The Government constructed dikes. e river 
contains a number of islands. The current, under i cir- 
cumstances, diffuses itself, so that it affords no sufficient channel 
for navigation on either side of those islands, The Government 
has, therefore, attempted by dikes and other means to give the 
current direction, as it may happen, either to the Missouri shore 
or the Illinois shore, as circumstances may demand. They have 
given new directions to these currents. Ə uence is that 
at one point, if not at more points, the current has been so changed 
by the improvements in the navigation of the river—necessary 
improvements, to which there is no objection; on the contrary, we 
are ex ingly anxious that the navigation of the Mississippi shall 
be made as complete and as useful as possible—bnt in one instance 
Ihave in my mind now the current has been so changed that it 
strikes (if I may use that term in speaking of the movements of 
water) the IIlinois shore, and is already cutting into this embank- 
ment, this levee. I do not mean that it has actually reached it, 
but it threatens to do so. It has already made considerable prog- 
ress in the direction of reaching the levee, and the bank is com- 

ly of sand, not capable of resisting the current of the 


water or the force with which it reaches the bank, and it is now— 


as the result of the improvements made by the Government in the 
navigation of the river, in an attempt to confine the water into 
particular channels, so as to secure greater depth and accomplish 
other ends promotive of the navigation—in that particular 


point 


the current has been so changed, so altered in its direction, that it 


is really threatening the works, the levees, built by the people 
Othe peapositi it passed the H that the United 

e p on as e House was e Uni 
States should appropriate $50,000 in order to protect that levee 
from the effects of the current produced by the action of the Gov- 
ernment itself. The term employed by those who are familiar 
with the subject is erosion.“ e plain vernacular of Illinois 
would be to protect the banks from the cutting of the sand by the 
infiuence of the water upon this levee, which threatens to destroy 
it. Itis not claimed upon the ground thatthe Government is un- 
der any obligation to protect the lands of owners from oyerfiow. 
It is only claimed that the Government shall be responsible to the 
owners of land to the extent of repairing any already done 
to this levee or that the Government shall adopt such methods for 
the protection of the levee, the result of its own improvements, as 
these people have a right to demand. That is all that is involved. 

The original House proposition was a direct appropriation of 
$50,000 for the protection of this levee by what are termed revet- 
ments, a direct, specific appropriation. The amendment is: 

Such amounts as may be necessary, in the opinion of the Secre’ of War, 
E AAAA ATEOS E P Cae er eng 

I have no doubt that this levee has been an im taid to the 
Government improvements of the river, and I have no doubt at 
the same time that one of the things that would occur to the Sec- 
retary of War, or to the engineers in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment, would be that it was of vital importance to protect this 
levee from what is termed erosion. But at the same time the evil 
is a specific, a precise one which admits of accurate definition and 
to which a specific appropriation may be applied, may be directed, 
and may be ded in a specific work. y should the people 
there be turned over to the engineers, who may not perceive that 
an appropriation of this amount is n who may conclude 
that they may otherwise employ the money to the advantage of 
the Government in improving the river at some other point or in 
some other way? What I seek and what those I represent on this 
particular point seek is that there shall be a precise and specific 
appropriation made for this object. 

t is said there is no official estimate for this work. I t it. 
I think if the committee had observed that rule with the same 
stringency that they employ in this case they would find that there 
are other appropriations which they have made which are also 
without the sanction of a recommendation. I am told-I am not 
altogether familiar with the river and harbor bill—that there are 
on the same page one or more appropriations made for specific 
p for which no estimate n made. So that argu- 
ment, so far as it applies to this particular case, has no founda- 
tion if it turns out, which I believe to be true, that the committee 
have already reported specific appropriations for work for which 
no estimate has been made. 

Estimates have been made by an intelligent engineer as to what 
this work will cost. I think the estimate is about $67,000, and it 
is gd sera by this intelligent officer whom I have just mentioned 
that that sum will be required before the revetment is completed; 
but it has been hi that the sum of $50,000 might be retained 
and applied to this specific purpose. I hope, therefore, that the 
committee will consent that the provision of the bill from lines 8 
to 11 may be retained. If the committee mean to serve this par- 
ticular purpose by this appropriation, then the retention of the 
amendment is entirely unn 7: they mean that the ap- 
propriation shall be contingent or that it may be possibly directed 
to some other object, perhaps the amendment ought to be re- 
tained. But what I think is the right thing to do is to appropri- 
ate the sum of $50,000 for the protection of the east b of the 
Mississippi River along and in front of the Sny Island Levee by 
revetment works at points where the necessity for such works 
will appear at once to be necessary not only for the safety of the 
levee, which I have already stated is an important aid to the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river, but that the people who 
are interested in it may receive protection from what I su 
and what I am told are dangers prođuced by works already at- 
tempted by the Government. 

3 T. The Senator from IIlinois [Mr. PALMER] is mis- 
taken in the statement that the Committee on Commerce have 
made any discrimination between this appropriation and others 
at localities upon the Upper Mississippi River. He will 
find that in every instance where there were no estimates and no 
recommendation by the engineers in charge of the river we have 
stricken out the apona appropriations. at is the case in lines 
15, 16, and 17 of the same page of the bill, lines 23, 24, and 25 on 
the same page, and lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 on page 84. The Sen- 
ate yesterday, against the opposition of the committee, restored 
two of these small improvements as toQuincy Harbor and another 
locality. Butthecommittee carefully examined the estimates and 
the reports of the engineers, and where we found no recommenda- 
tion and no estimate we were remitted, as a matter of course, if 
we made the appropriation at all, to the opinions of members of 
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the House and of Senators; and as I stated yesterday, in discuss- 
ing a similar question on the Missouri River, it is simply impcs- 
sible to make up a river and harbor bill upon any such estimates 
or opinions. ere are engineers in charge of these rivers, and 
we are bound to take their opinions asexperts and as officers who 
have examined the different localities and know the necessities for 
es! Sido upon the river generally and locally. 

e Senator from Illinois is mistaken, I repeat, in his assump- 
tion that there has been any discrimination against the Sny Island 
Levee. He is mistaken in another statement, and that is that the 
Government of the United States has never made any appropria- 
tion for the maintenance of this levee or its repair. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask praon 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
2 0 the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Nli- 
nois 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not make the statement in that form. 

Mr. VEST. I remember distinctly that I myself put an amend- 
ment in the river and harbor bill, I think in 1892, for the repair of 
this levee, to prevent an overflow that had come upon these bot- 
tom lands by reason of a break in the levee. This levee was put 
there originally, as stated by the Senator from Illinois, under an 
act of the legislature of Illinois, and a company was organized to 
do the work, As a matter of course, the Government of the 
United States can not build a levee for the purpose of 8 

rivate property. The Senator from IIlinois would not conten 

for any such action upon our part. All that we can do is to use 
levees as an instrumentality for improving the channels of navi- 
gable streams, not to protect private property, not to subserve 
private interests, but in order to improve the navigability of a 
river, and a leyee which confines the waters and produces erosion 
of the channel, of course, isa most valuable instrumentality in 


that regard 


these gentlemen; they are my age and political friends of 

many years’ standing, but I think when they understand the mat- 

ter aan consider it properly they will come to the conclusion that 

the amendment of the committee is much more favorable to what 

Boy desire than the appropriation as it came from the other 
ouse, 

As the appropriation comes from the House there is $50,000 and 
no more appropriated for this revetment work. As the amend- 
ment of the Senate if adopted would stand, the engineer in char; 
of the river, Colonel Mackenzie, can take as much as he thi 
necessary from the general 9 for the whole river to 
do this work of revetment, Which of course is accessory to the 
improvement of the navigable channel of the Mississippi River. 

r. CULLOM. Iwas about to inquire of the Senator from 
Missouri whether, in his judgment, being familiar with the im- 
rovement of the river and the action of the Commission and the 
ocal engineers, the amendment as proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee is better than the House provision? 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably it is, and I favor it therefore. 

Mr. CULLOM. It occurred to me in that way. Hence I did 
not make any question upon it as we passed through the bill yes- 
terday in its consideration, but I should like to be sure. 

Mr. VEST. To be entirely frank about this matter, and Iam 
88 frank on all questions, there have been statements in 
the public press—I care nothing about them that I have some 
personal objection to some member of the House who urged this 
appropriation. I have no feeling of that kind. That sort of sug- 
gaion is simply contemptible. As a public man, as a Senator 

om the State of Missouri, I am as much interested as any mem- 
ber of the House can possibly be in subserving the interests of 
my constituents, and I want to say now that I favor the Senate 
amendment because I believe, as the Senator from Tllinois [Mr. 
CULLOM] has stated, that it is better for the interests of the parties 
who have telegraphed and written me in regard to the matter 
that the Senate amendment should be adopted. 

But more than that,I did not agree to the amendment until 
Colonel Mackenzie, the officer in charge of the river, had appeared 
before the committee and had himself suggested the form of the 
amendment, with the assurance to me that all the work necessary 
to preserve the levee and to prevent erosion underneath the levee 
would be done. Ioffered an amendment in the committee, which 
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has been adopted by the Senate, increasing the amount appropri- 
ated for the general improvement of the river, with a view to 
meeting, among other things, the amount that might be necessary 

for this specific work. 
I feel as much interest in the matter as the Senator from Illinois 
1 PALMER] can possibly feel in regard to it. I am 4 to 
at 


the engineer officers. I have no distrust in regard to W 
they will do. So far from limiting the amount to $50,000, I desire 
that they shall have unrestricted discretion in ard to the 
amount to be taken out of the general sum appropriated for the 
whole river to prevent the erosion of the banks beneath the levee, 
There is no estimate, there is no recommendation, and I ask the 
Senate not only in the name of the river itself, the great Missis- 
sippi River, but also in order to subserve the interests of that 
immediate vicinity, to sustain the amendment which we haye 
recommended. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to make only a single statement before 
the matter is disposed of by the Senate. The United States did not, 
as I am informed and as I thought I knew without information, 
assist in the construction of this levee. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. 

Mr. PALMER. The United States in one instance furnished a 
sum of money to do the very peg Boon T ask shall be done by the 
retention of this provision in the House bill; that is, there was an 
appropriation made and expended in protecting the banks from 
erosion. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. PALMER. That much, I think, would be regarded as legit- 
imate by those who are in favor of the strictest construction of the 
powers of Congress—and I confess I am one of them—in respect 
to rivers and harbors. I must be allowed to differ with my col- 
league and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I desire that 
there shall be a specific improvement—a specific sum ence 
for a specific p . I do not desire to leave anything to the 
discretion of anybody, because the levee is essential to the im- 
provement of the river. As I have said before, this menace to the 
safety of the levee has been produced, I am told by authorities I 
regard as most reliable and excellent, by changes in the currents 
caused by Government works. I think, therefore, that the atten- 
tion of the Senate ought to be directed to that particular point of 
danger and that the Senate should ap 2 a precise sum to 
neers the specific danger which has res from the cause I have 
S Š 

Mr. VEST. A single word. It is absolutely impossible to se- 
cure what the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER] seems to think 
is necessary as to the action of the engineer in charge of the river, 
You can not put in a river and harbor bill such provisions as will 
limit and define absolutely the discretion of an engineer in charge 
of riparian improvements. Under the provision as it comes from 
the other House there is mopy an appropriation of $50,000 to 
prevent erosion by revetment. en it is to be expended, how it 
is to be expended, at what part of the work it is to be expended is 
absolutely, unrestrainedly, within the discretion of the officer in 
charge of the river, and if he does not come to the conclusion 
that it is necessary to prevent erosion at that particular point 
Congress can not make him do it unless Congress should have 
omniscient power and can go there in advance and say at what 
particular point he should cause the money to be expended. 

In view of this fact I prefer infinitely to leave to the discretion 
of an honest and hag Ot engineer officer how so much of the 
ponera appropriation shall be applied for a particular popes. 

have not the slightest objection to changing the form of the 
amendment so as to read as follows: 

For the 88 from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 
along and in front of the 9 Levee, in the counties of Adams, Pike, 
and Calhoun, in the State of ois, and for the improvement and mainte- 
nance of the channel of the river by revetment work or otherwise, etc. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have the attention of my col- 
league to the suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VeEsT] as to a change in the amendment. I call my colleague's 
attention to it. 

ae PALMER. I happen to be otherwise engaged for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. VEST. I stated and I will state again—I have the same 
object in view that the Senator from Illinois has—that I have not 
the slightest objection to making the amendment read in this way: 

For the 8 from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 
along and dams, Pik 


That will cover repairs to the levee if necessary, and will simply 
leave out the specific appropriation of $50,000 and give the engi- 
neer officer the power to use any amount he may deem proper. 
It does seem to me that this is entirely fair to all parties in 
interest and the great consideration above all, the general im- 
provement of the channel of the river. 

Mr. PALMER. I should be glad to ascertain the exact terms of 
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the suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri. I should like 
to have the amendment stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
to read: 

For the 


rotection from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 
along and in front of the Sny Island Levee in the counties of Adams, Pike, 
and oun, in the State of Illinois, and for the improvement and main 
nance of the channel of the river by revetment work or otherwise, such 
amounts as may be necessary in the opinion of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. CULLOM. That leaves the amendment exactly as I think 
my colleague would like it, unless he objects to the omission of 
the specific sum proposed to be appropriated by the other House. 

Mr. PALMER. t is it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that would be the view of my colleague 
in reference to it. Am I right about that? 

Mr, PALMER. I should prefer the specific appropriation, as I 
s obliged to believe that it is substantially what ought to be 

one. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed to say a word, it was my 
opinion as we passed over the matter yesterday that the language 
used would perhaps result in securing more money for the im- 
provement and protection of the work than the ik od hae 
of a specific sum of $50,000, and being somewhat fam ay 
acquainted with the local engineer in charge, I have every confi- 
dence that we would get whatever is necessary out of the general 
sum pre ray ee for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
But I do not desire to be understood as raising any question with 
my colleague, as he has given this item some attention, and what- 
ever he desires to do with it I shall follow. 

Mr. PALMER. Striking out the $50,000 and permitting the 
use of such amount as may be necessary will probably meet the 
whole matter in respect to the amount, as well as the circum- 
stances requiring the approval of the Secretary of War. I concur 
in that view myself. 

. VEST. I think that is best, especially in view of the fact 
that Colonel Mackenzie personally appe before us and said 
that he would protect those works, and I know him well enough 
to know that he will do what he promises. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague agrees to the amendment as pro- 


sed. 
iT PALMER. I accept the suggestion: s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was “owt to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 14 on page 88. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 88 
line 16, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out one hundred 
and ninety” and insert “two hundred and twenty”; in line 17, 
after the word which,” to insert “ in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War”; in line 19, after the words Sioux City,” to insert: 

Ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the pro- 
tection of the caving bank between the revetments already constructed on 
the South Sioux City front, as recommended in House Executive Document 
No. 48, Fifty-third Congress, third session. 

On page 89, line 1, before the word“ thousand,“ to strike out 
„twenty and insert ‘‘ forty”; in line 6, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “ten” and insert twenty,“ and in line 7, 
after the words Elk Point,“ to insert which shall be immedi- 
ately available”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving the upper Missouri River between Stubbs venyn Shear 
e 


tary a 

pletion of the works at Sioux City i $10,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 

the protection of the cavin: 

constructed on the South Sioux 15 ont, as recommended in House Exec- 
m 


and ,000 for improvement of river at Elk Point, which shall be imme- 
diately available. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator from Maine having the bill in 
charge to strike out the word “ten,” in line 19, after the words 
“Sioux City,” and insert ‘‘fifty” as the permanent estimate, as 
the survey of this work Hi Vaca an expenditure of $50,000 and 
the expenditure of $10,000 alone will be of no value. I move to 
strike out the word ten“ and insert fifty.“ It is not in the 
Book of Estimates at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a mo- 
ment to turn to the estimate? I want to know what it was. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was $45,000—$10 a foot—and $5,000 incidental 
expenses, making a total of $50,000. I will say to the Senator 
from Maine that this estimate was made after the committee 
amendment was in print. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. It was not required by what we had before us. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I remember that very well. 


Mr. ALLEN. At the time the amendment was made by the 
committee and printed the permanent survey and estimate of the 
engineer had not been made. 

Mr. FRYE. The State of Nebraska has not much interest, 
except indirectly, in the river and harbor bill. I am inclined to 
do what the Senator from Nebraska asks. Iwill allow the amend- 
ment to go in for the present, and later on I will examine the 
report and if the report justifies it entirely it may remain. 

. ALLEN. That will be satisfactory to me. 
3 Otherwise I will have to ask that it may be con- 
sider ; 

Mr. LEN. Yes. Ihope that if the committee should con- 
clude to take any different action from that taken here I may be 
informed of the fact. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out after the word “bank,” in 
line 21, page 88, the words between the revetments” and insert 
from a point 300 feet above the upper to the lower revetment”; 
80 as to read: 

For the protection of the caying bank from a t 300 feet above the u 
to the lower revetment already constructed on the South Sioux City Toni 

Mr. FRYE. Where does the Senator get that suggestion? 

Mr. ALLEN. I get that suggestion really from private sources, 
I will 3y in all candor that just above the oppor revetment I un- 
derstand the channel is now changing somewhat and doing dam- 
age and seriously affecting the approach and foundation of an 
important bridge that has been constructed. Itis witha [view of 
preserving it and saving the channel from encroaching any far- 
ther that I have moved the amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not prepared to object to it, because I know 
noting aboue it. 

Mr. LEN. I hope that the amendment will be made, and if 
it should prove that it is not advisable it can be modified, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 7, to insert: 


Improving upper Missouri River by snagging, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on age 89, line 13, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by Capt. Thomas W. Symons, Corps 
of Engineers, August 5,” and insert ‘‘in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Flathead River, Montana, $10,000, which sum shall be expended 
in snagging from Demersville to the Flathead vor pe in accordance with the 
plan su tted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1895. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 19, before the word 
„river,“ to insert Missouri”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Missouri River at and near Great Falls, Mont., $15,000. 4 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 3, after the word 
tt thereon,” to insert and to have charge of the work by them 
recommended as appropriations are made therefor”; so as to make 
the clause read: 


Improving Sacramentoand Feather rivers and their tributaries, California: 
The retary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ap t a board. 
consisting of three engineers of the United States Army, for the p of 
making surveys and examinations of said rivers, and submit the most feasible 
pian for tho improvement of said rivers and the maintenance of navigation 

hereon, and to have charge of the work by them recommended as appropri- 
ations are made therefor; said board may, under the direction of 8410 Secre- 
faery of War, expend nr balance now remaining to the credit of said rivers 
in the improvement of the same, after deducting the expense of said surveys 
and examinations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 90, line 14, after the word 
„Commission,“ to strike out: 


For the purposes set forth in sections 23, 24, and 25 of the act entitled “An 
act to create the California Débris Commission and re Mg e min- 
ing in the State of California,” aperayon March 1, 1805: Provided, That said 
sum shall be available only on condition that the legislature of the State of 
California shall have appropriated at least an equal sum for the purposes 
herein set forth, to be expended in accordance with the recommendations of 
engineers of the United States Government. 


And insert: 


Pursuant to the provisions of, and for the purposes set forth in, section 25 
of the act of the Congress of the United States entitled An act to create 
the California Débris Commission and 5 hydraulic mining in the State 
of California,” approved March 1, 1893: Provided, That the Treasurer of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to receive from the State of 
California, through the débris commission of said State, or other officer 
thereunto duly authorized, any and all sums of money that have been or 
may hereafter be appropriated by said State for the purposes herein set 
forth. And said sums when so received are hereby appropriated for the 
purposes above named, to be expended in the manner above provided. 


} 
i 


t 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


So as to make the clause read: 
For the construction of barriers for the of the Sac- 
ramento and Feather rivers in Calif. $250,000; 
Seeretary of War in accordance 


bris t 
visions of, and for the purposes set forth in, section 25 of actof 
an States entitled An act to create the California 
The amendment was agreed to. s 
The next amendment was, on page 91, line 13, after the word 
“ California,” to strike out “Continuing improvement, $20,000” 
and insert: 
ee 5 Mile 


— A in the city of 
So as to make the clause read: 
oy hee San J River, California: Completing cuts at Twenty-one 
Mile Slough, $20,000, e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 92, line 1, before the word 
“as.” to insert from the mouth”; the : 


Improving upper Columbia River, including Snake River from the mouth 
as far up as tin, Oregon and Washington: Continuing improvement, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 2, to insert: 


ving Columbia River, Oregon and Washi at Three Mile Ra; 
and the construction and ett 3 
Dalles Rapids to the head of Celilo Falls, in the State of 
be constructed under the direction of the Secretary of 
with the Ba. and specifications of the Engineer 

000: Provided, That contracts may be en 
bonis materials 


ar for such and work as may be 
present of improvement of the Columbia River at said 

Mile Rapids, and for tne construction of a boat railway, as aforesaid, from 
the foot of The Dalles kxpids to the head of Celilo Falls, in the State of Ore- 
gon, to be paid for as al. bi opriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not ex in the te $2,064,467, exclusive of the amount hareki 
heretofore — — 

The amendment was agreed to. à i 

The next amendment was, on page 92, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for improving lower Willamette River in front of 
and below Portland, Oreg., and Columbia River below the Wil- 
lamette River, in Oregon and Washington, from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 24, to insert: 


Columbia River at the Cascades, Ore; 000; for main 
Improving Colum 15 —— * taining 


and existing works and for the 
poche mame og of canal, $20,000, ct which, or so much thereof as may be 
n = be immediately available for expenditure, in the discretion 
of the 1 War, in constructing on the and river sides of the 
canal, between eee apaa and the w guard gate ma- 
sonry, such i of the walls proposed in the ed ject ted 
by the of in its of ber 18, which was 
printed in the Annual Report of the of 


part 5, pages 3576 and following), as may be necessary to construct in 
of the opening of the canal to commerce. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 4, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by Capt. T. W. Symons in House 
Executive Document No. 237, Fifty-third Congress, third session,” 
and insert January 19, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 

Im; ing Coos River, : Completing improvement in accordance 
with plans Submitted January 19, 1806, $200. E 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 10, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out by Capt. T. W. Symons in House 
Executive Document No. 235, Fitty-third Congress, third session,” 
and insert January 19, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 


ving Alsea River, : Co ting improvement in accordance 
withiplans submitted January 1805, § 000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 94, line 16, after the word 


“submitted,” to strike out by‘ ae T. W. Symons in House 
Executive Document No. 224, Fifty-third Congress, third session,” 
and insert “January 18, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Nestucca River, from town of Woods to the ocean. in 
Z anuary 18, 189: Completing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twenty” and insert “forty”; in the 
same line, after the word “dollars,” to strike out as recom- 
mended by Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers,” and insert ‘‘ to 
be expended in accordance with reports submitted February 21, 
1896,” on e 95, line 1, after the word Eugene,“ to strike out 
(House ument No. 260, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session), 
and as recommended by Maj. J. C. Post, Corps of Engineers, in 


meer’ to Chief of Engineers,” and insert and in accordance 
th report of survey”; in line 9, after the word improvements,“ 
to insert or said materials may be purchased and work may be 


done otherwise than by contract”; and in line 13, after the word 


“appropriated,” to insert: 

And provided further, That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be shall be availabl 
3 a e for the purchase or construction of a snag 


So as to make the clause read: 


proving Willamette and Yamhill ri to 
in accordance with report submitted Febraary 2 180, or — ie River 
March 6, 1885, for lock and River: Provided, — 


erwise 
may time to time 
the te „„ 
= t sum 
„Shall be available for the purchase or construction of 
ble appliances. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 95, line 19, after the word 
Oregon,? to strike out as recommended by Maj. J. C. Post, 
of E eers, Ma; “ and insert in accordance with 
es ge L tted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers 
or”; in line 23, after the word “ninety-five,” to strike out Pro- 
vided, That fifty“ and insert “ Fifty”; in line 24, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out is hereby authorized to be transferred 
from” and insert “of”; and on page 96, line 1, after the word 
improvement,“ to insert is hereby authorized to be expended 
on this work”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Columbia River below Tongue Point, b 
accordance with 


Channel in front of WAY E the BORIA 
in the Annual 


roject submitted 


of the Chief ot i for 1895: of the balance 
on hand to the credit of the mouth of Columbia River improvement is 
ee aaa to be expended on this work in the discretion of the Sec- 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 6, after the word 
Ane,“ to insert “completing improvement”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For improving Kootenai River, in Idaho, between 
‘utoruational 5 — — line, completing 8 a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 11, after the word 
improvement,“ to strike out: 

Twenty-seven thousand dollars; of which sum $12,000 shall be 
Sis charms of tir e e Bows 
Puget Sound, with a view to making s river na bie at all times 2 


sels dra 18 feet 
pels drawing 18 feet ot water, from mouth of river upward a distance 


And insert: 

Including the ri it, Nooksak, Du 
which sums e5 8 may be . 
ing of a snag boat: 

So as to make the clause read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, after line 21, to insert: 

For dred Salmon Bay and vement of the waterway connecting 
the waters of Sound with og Union and Washington 
the said waterway into a ship canal, with the 
in connection therewith, 100,000: 
into * the pare A 
sary to complete project of im 
tions may from time to time be law, not to exceed in the to 
$1,400,000, excìusive of the amount herein and heretofore * a 
Single track with composite locks, said canal to be constructed either 
arana Smiths Cove route or by the Shilshole Bay route, in the discretion of 

Secretary of War: Provided further, That no part of said amount shall 

expended on the improvement re 5 — waterway the waters of 


from all liability to adjacent 
cured to the 
aw States, free of cost and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 21, to strike out: 

Improving Skagit River, Washington: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pase 98, line 2, before the word 
„improvement,“ to strike out “Continuing” and insert Com- 
pleting”; and in the same line, before the word “ thousand,“ to 
strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert ‘sixty-seven ”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving Columbia River between the mouth of the Willamette Riverand 
the aty of Sanaouver, Wash.: Completing improvement, $67,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, on page 98, line 25, be- 
fore the word hundred” to strike out one and insert two“; 
and on page 99, line 7, before the word “resolution,” to insert 
„concurrent“; so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 4. That for prel examinatio’ surv: except where other- 
wiso herein eapecially provided for, contingencies, expenses connected With 
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inspection of bridges, the service of notice required in such cases, theexamina- 
tion of bridge sites and reports etary g aa incidental repairs for . oon 
Timi or estimate for new worksother 


in this act Deaan An PENE DEN oe 
or formal report on any — gia ect, or 


have entered u; any p. 
dor mentioned in this act until funds for 
work shall have been actually ap; 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 90, line 18, after 
the word “than,” to strike out “25 per cent of the whole amount 
authorized to be let by any one of said contracts” and insert 
$400,000 upon the said contracts for any one of the works herein 

under the contract ”; in line 23, after the word ‘‘al- 
t,” to strike out of 25. cent”; and on page 100, line 2, 
after the word year,“ to strike out: 


Provided, That this limitation shall not to any project under 
contract Wherein the total amount author zed to be expended shall not 


And insert: 


W. 


herein contained shall be so construed as to 
contracts for the whole or any 
system in such manner as may 
payments, however, to be made as stated in this section. 
So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That under the authority to make contracts for materials and work, 
ions of thi FFT x 


so construed as to prevent 
as : eee ol the 
works under the contract system in such manner as may be deemed 
best, A pont ig however, to be made as stated in this section. 


The amendment was agreed to. $ R 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 10, to insert 
as an additional section the following: 
shall have ag yay ee to 3 — 


The amendment was agreed to. : : 4 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 15, to insert 
the following additional section: 

Src. ne 3 persons —— * tho 3 e 1 5 


eers of the Corps of in local charge of those works, subject to the 
oval of the Chief o rs, in order that the officers may be held to 
a strict responsibility for the proper execution of the work in ir charge. 


Mr. VEST. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee and of the Senate to the fact that since the bill was drawn 
and the amendment inserted the President of the United States, 
by a general order, has pns all these subordinate employees 
under the civil service. I have not seen an official copy of that 
order, but I saw a synopsis published in the papers, and in that 
the employees of the i Corps, which would include the 
employees the different river and harbor improvements in 
— United States, were specifically mentioned as coming within 

order. 

I have no doubt the chairman and the other members of the 
committee and the Senate, when attention is called to it, will 
agree with me that the object of this provision was to prevent the 
appointment of subordinates upon the works of improvement 
from being made for eee, or to prevent a system of 

favoritism which has obtained in some degree in certain 
ities. The amendment, I understand, was originall 


ent in relation to it. Ihave 
some papers touching it, which I think could be considered else- 
where a great deal better and more intelligently than on the floor 
of the Senate. The Senator from Missouri will undoubtedly be 
one of the conferees, and I would a little rather have the amend- 
ment remain as it is and let whatever is done be done in confer- 
ence, whether it be stricken out or not. Ihave myself very serious 
doubts whether the section would have any effect upon order 
of the President. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] desired 
So this matter should be held open until he could come into the 

nate. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it not safe for the Senator from Maryland to 
leave it to the conferees? s 

Mr. VEST. I would rather have him pass upon that question. 
He simply made that statement to me this morning. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Is it the intention of the amend- 
ment to limit the employment to the engineers where the works 
are in charge of a contractor? 

Mr. FRYE. My intention was that the appointment of a laborer, 
C or of a watchman should not be po- 
litical and should not be made at the request of a member of Con- 
gress; that is all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I agree with the Senator from 
Maine on that point. I think that is the proper thing to do. The 
question which occurred to my mind was whether, in a case where 
contractors had taken a contract to do a certain quantity of work 
for a certain amount of pay, the persons whom they employ on 
JFF : 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that section 7 applies to any 
portion of the work let out by contract. 

. Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should think that that would be 
the construction. 


Mr. FRYE. It never was my construction of it. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question, as possibly he has had an opportunity to examine an 
official copy of the recent general order of the President extending 
the civil service. Does he think that the engineer employees for 


ceptas | these different works come within that order? 


Mr. FRYE. I have not, of course, had the order before me, 
but I made inquiries of parties who ought to be informed in rela- 
tion to such a matter, and I was informed that it did not apply to 
those employees. I do not myself think it does apply at all to 
them. I donot see how it is possible to have it apply. 8 
have to be selected, as a matter of course, for a particular busi- 
ness, and the ordinary examination which is given by the Civil 
Service Commission could not, possibly be of any sort of benefit. 
Take a watchman to be employed; the only question is as to his 
— and so om. . ig 3 ee 
stands geography, or anything else; it is hi ess for the par- 
ticular place — — is wanted. 

Then, again, these men any number of them are employed for 
only a month; some of them are employed for only a week; some 
of them are employed, as the Engineer Department told me, for 
only a day or two. It seems to me that if all those employees are 
to be placed the civil service, and they have to send to Wash- 
ington in order to get liberty to employ some one who has passed 
an examination to do a day’s work, we are going to be immensely 
troubled about river and harbor improvements. It is not conceiv- 
able that the President has made any order which means that. I 
have quite a long communication in relation to it in my room. 
This is not a question of appropriating money or eos bg ot that 
kind, It is only for the good of the service. I would rather that 
the conferees should sit down and look it over and get what in- 
formation they can and determine it. 

1 A 12 I said before, published i seen red Sty the offi- 
c er, but I saw a synopsis in one of the city p 
here, and if that was at all correct the order would 5 
employees, because it specifically mentions subordinates in the 
engineer service. 
ya YE. What does the Senater understand by subordi- 
nates? 

Mr. VEST. Those below the engineer officer, the clerical force; 
it would include any employee under the terms as reported in that 
paper. As to the absurdity of the enactment, there are so many 
absurd enactments in the civil-service law and the orders made 
under it that in my opinion it hardly constitutes an argument 
with me. We know that the civil service has been extended to- 
mere mechanical employees where no expert knowledge is required 
at se 8 an era in 3 of 3 reform run 
mad. been applied Printing Office employees. 
Wilk the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. The local engineers who have this work to do are 
all over the United States, from the Gulf to the Canadian line, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific eoast. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. They are on the great rivers of the country, and 
they are compelled at call to require laborers of various kinds, 
watchmen, and civil engineers. ow, is it conceivable that the 
President of the United States has made an order whieh will re- 
quire those local engi to pursue the usual course of depart- 
mental officersin order to get workmen? That can not be possible. 
It would simply set Jp the work on the river and harbor im- 
provements. It could not goon. They can not send here to the 
Civil Service Commission and take . fromx «Hat of 
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laborers who have passed examinations. It is certainly impossi- 
ble that that can be so. 

Mr. VEST. The synopsis which I saw stated that the order 

ifically exempted laborers and the private secretaries of the 


specifi 
heads of Departments. Those were the only exceptions. So that 
objection would not apply. I confess that it is always unsafe to 
base any argument upon a document which we have not seen in 
the most authentic form. It is like a lawyer giving an opinion 
a will which has been verbally reported to him. If we had 
the order before us we could determine the matter in a very short 
time. I had some distrust of the synopsis from the reading, for 
it went on to state that the whole number embraced within the 
order was some 29,780. 
pa FRYE. That would not cover half the employees of this 
rd. 

Mr. VEST. Under the terms of the order, as stated in the paper, 
it would cover fourth-class postmasters, and we know there are a 
great many more than that number of fourth-class postmastersin 
the United States. But until we can see that official copy it is 
impossible to say whether it covers all the employees or how many 
of them. I know that it was stated that it extended to laborers. 
That is all I care to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not myself believe that the 
question of the civil-service order is at all involved in this amend- 
ment. Under the appropriations made in this bill, as has always 
been the case with the War and Navy Departments in the appro- 
priations for the construction of vessels and public improvements, 
the employees, not being considered officers of the Government, 
are paid out of a lump sum appropriated for the work. Therefore 
I do not believe the civil service covers them, and I do not believe 
there will be any trouble. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to this provision— 
and that is the principal objection I have to it—that it is necessa- 
rily left to the discretion of the officer in charge of the improve- 
ments as to how many persons shall be employed. It is a very 
wise discretion, and a very nece one in cases of this sort. 
The rule has always been that the Engineer Department deter- 
mines from the class of work as to the number of assistant civil 
engineers outside the Army which they desire, and the other em- 
ployees, and Tipis to the Secretary of War. They recommend 
that A, B, and C be employed, and, as a matter of course, the rec- 
ommendation is approved by the Secretary of War. So in faċt 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the engineers have the dis- 
cretion. If this seventh section, however, be adopted it will take 
away the supervising power of the Secre of War; and that is 
unwise. We all have great confidence in the Chief of Engineers 
and the army engineers whom he assigns to these various i- 
tions, dividing them into six or seven divisions. But still the 
power to supervise and determine and limit as to the class of ap- 
pointments should be reserved to the Secretary of War. 

I think this amendment should not be adopted. It changes 
existing law so radically that I feel compelled to make the point 
of order against it, that it is a change of existing law. I shall 
not care to do that, of course, if the Senator will allow it to go 
out of the bill and let the law remain as it is. That law has 
worked so well in the past that I have no doubt it will do so in 
the future. I do not believe there are a half dozen cases where 
there is any serious complaint of the engineers in charge of these 
public improvements as to the selection of their outside assist- 
ants. Quite a number of such assistants are necessary. Itis an 
unsafe rule, in my judgment, to put into the hands of a subor- 
dinate officer the power to determine not only as to the number 
and i ory of the men, but as to their selection. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I propose to amend 
the amendment of the committee before it is acted upon by insert- 
ing after the word charge,“ in line 22, the following proviso: 

Provided, That preference shall in all cases be given to American citizens. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. FRYE. You might as well insert a provision as to their 
religious persuasion. I do not think the amendment is n 2 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not believe in interfering in 

religious matters in legislation, but I do believe in standing u 
for Americans and giving Americans preference every time an 
all the time over foreigners. That is why I offer the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I raise a point of order on this section that it 
is a change of existing law. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not care to say much about this proposition. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to say that I agree to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Oregon. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE) has the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. I have seen the Steamboat 3 Service very 
seriously harmed, and as was charged by the New York Herald a 
year ago in an exaggerated way, which newspapers sometimes in- 


dulge in, ruined from the fact that offices were made political 
and that with every change in Administration the old steamboat 
inspectors went out and new ones came in. There is no excuse 
for that. Human life depends upon the fidelity and knowledge 
and skill of steamboat inspectors; and to make those places polit- 
ical offices is an offense against decency and right. 

The improvement of rivers and harbors went on for a great 
many years, and no sign of politics was seen. It was as clear from 
it as the Life-Saving Service has been all the time, which has been 
kept exactly and completely out of politics, and is one of the most 
succe services we have. Within the last ten years there has 
been gradually creeping in the making the een even of 
laborersin the improvement of rivers and harbors political. Iknow 
that a watchman, whose fidelity was unquestioned, at Sault Ste. 
Marie, where it not only should be unquestioned, but it should be 
unquestionable on account of the enormous amount of business 
done, who, at the request of a member of Congress, was removed. 
and another one, t for the place, as it was charged, put in. i 
know that in quite a number of districts, especially in the South 
I do not know of any at all in the North, but especially in the 
South—the local engineers have been worried and tormented with 
the requests of the member of Congress from the district to turn 
out their employees and put in some who were friends of the mem- 
ber. I know it has made trouble. I do not wish to be any more 
exact in my statements, or to particularize any more than that. 
I was afraid of an entering wedge. This statement does not apply 
to one party any more than it does to another. My judgment is 
that if it was an entering wedge and the door was driven wide 
open, your river and harbor improvements hereafter would not be 
conducted with the fidelity and integrity that they have been here- 
tofore. I did not like it to be injured in any way. It is of vast 
importance to the conntry, and the country has the confidence 
that the money is now honestly and economically nded, and I 
think it onght to remain with that confidence, and not have it 
disturbed. 

I had rather this amendment should remain in the bill, and I 
think I had rather compel the Senator from Maryland to get it 
out by a point of order, if he insists upon it. I had rather that 
it should remain in the bill, so that in conference we may have an 
opportunity to examine the President's order and an opportunity 
to examine a paper which has been left with me by the Engineer 
Department, which I wish to look over, and then determine whether 
the provision shall remain in the bill or not. 

. GORMAN. Iagree with all the Senator has said about 
the necessity of keeping this service in the condition that he de- 
sires. As to the steamboat service, I think the Senator will a 
with my statement that, notwithstanding the allegation of its 
being purely a political matter, that never has occurred as a mat- 
ter of fact. There have been removals with changes of Adminis- 
tration, but nothing seriously to interfere with that service. We 
have had, as the Senator knows, quite a number of charges made 
against the head of that service, who has been there for a very 
long time, certainly ever since I have been in Congress. I do not 
know his politics. I assume, however, that he was appointed long 
before Mr. Cleyeland’s first Administration, and is probably a 
Republican. He has been retained by all the Secretaries of War; 
oad the local appointments in that service, as the Senator knows 
as well as I do,are made upon the recommendation of the collect- 
ors of the ports and the circuit judges. So it has been kept com- 
paratively free from politics, as it ought to be kept. Efficiency 
and knowledge are the only things which are there required. 

So I believe it has been with the river and harbor service. Ido 
not believe that under any Administration there has been any at- 
tempt to use it for e 3 The appointments are made 
on the recommendations of army officers, and I think there has 
been full confidence that they have acted with a view to the good 
of the service. They are human, however, and in some cases they 
may have selected their assistants from people who were their 
intimates; but as a rule I think the selections have been made 
because of efficiency. I therefore think it unwise to change the 
system at this time. There may be a few cases, a half dozen or 
so, in which a different course been pursued, but there is no 
one of which I have knowledge so far as the great works goin on 
in Maryland waters under the control of General Craighill ef 
of Engineers, are concerned. I do not know of any appointment 
he has made for political purposes of people to work on those im- 
provements. I do not know the appointees, but I doubt very 
much whether any of them represent the political interests on 
either side in Maryland. I believe that this service is absolutely 
free from it in my section. I believe that to be generally the case, 
and I should not like to see the matter changed at this time. I 
think it had better come up when we can have a full 6 
to discuss it, and therefore Iwill make the point of order on the 
amendment that it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
section 7 is obnoxious to the third clause of Rule as to gen- 
eral legislation, and that the point is well taken. 
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: a PATE: I have no doubt the Chair is correct, as the Chair 
is a $ 
e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, in section | 6] 8, on page 101, 
line 19, under the head of ‘‘ Delaware,” to e out the word 
„Johns,“ and insert Jones”; so as to read: 
DELAWARE. 
St. Jones River. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 101, under the head of 
Florida,“ after line 22, to strike out: 
Anclote River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 102, line 1, after the word 
ee 2 to insert from its confluence with Tampa Bay, through 
ro Bay and River to the city of Tampa”; so as to read: 
N Bay, from its confluence with Tampa Bay, i Hillsboro Bay 
and River to the city of Tampa. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 4, to insert: 
Clearwater Harbor. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 5, to insert: 
Inside passage from Punta Rassa to Charlotte Harbor. 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 6, to insert: 
Orange River or Creek, to its confluence with the Caloosahatchee and thence 
to the Gulf of Mexico. 
Mr. PASCO. I move that in the committee amendment, on 
e 102, line 8, after the word ‘‘Caloosahatchee,” the word River” 
inserted. 
The amendment to the amendment was on to. 
The amendment as amended was a 
The reading of the bill was resum The. next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 102, after line 8, to 
insert: 
3 River, from Marianna to its connection with the Apalachicola 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Maine,” on 
103, line 5, after the word “ River,” to insert with a view to its 
improvement by dredging from its ‘mouth to the wharves at Jones- 
boro”; so as to make the clause read: 

Chandlers River, with a view to its improvement by dredging from its 
mouth to the wharves at Jonesboro. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 6, to insert: 

St. Croix River below Calais, between Maine and New Brunswick, to form 

an estimate of the cost of said improvement, and recommend the proportion 
which the United States ought equitably to bear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 12, under the 
head of Massachusetts,” to insert: 

The approaches to the Cape Cod ship canal between 88 and Bass 
River Light-House on the south side end Nobscusset Point and Bass Hole on 
the north side of Cape Cod. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, after line 8, under the 
head of Minnesota, to insert: 

Otter Tail Lake and Otter Tail River, with a view to the construction of a 
dam at the outlet of said lake, for the purpose of improving the navigation 
on the Red River of the North. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ile next amendment was, on page 104, after line 16, to strike 
ou 

Stillwater, for preservation of ex bigs 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, oes 104, line 24, under the head 
of Mississippi,“ after the words Ship Island Harbor, ” to insert: 

With a view of 2 a channel 500 feet wide and 25 feet deep to connect 
Ship Island Harbor a railroad pier at Gulf Port. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Ship Island Pass, with view to obtaining a channel of 26 feet depth at low 


tide in said between the Gulf of Mexico and Ship Island Harbor, with a 
view of nel 500 feet wide and 25 feet deep to connect Ship 
Island Harbor th a railroad pier at Gulf Port. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I move to strike out lines 16 and 17, on e 105. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment be stated. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out finest 16 and 17, on 
page 105, as follows: 
Oswego River, Oneida Lake, and Mohawk River, so as to connect them. 


The amendment was 


agreed to. 
Mr. FRYE. On 105, line 23, I move to strike out all after 
the words “ 


The PRESIDING G OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
Oyster Bay,” it is proposed to s 
3 with Lloyd bor.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I move to insert on page 105, after line 24, 
the following: 

Lloyd Harbor, with a view to its connection with Cold Spring Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. FRYE. On page 106, after line 8, before the name North 
Carolina,” I move to insert: 

Babylon Creek. 

es Harbor. 

These are separate items. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 106, after line 11, under 
the head of North Carolina, to insert: 

Potecasi Creek. 

Cashie River. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 106, after line 19, under the 
head of Oregon,“ to insert: 

Harbor at Cape Lookout, — 7 a Sven to the construction of a har- 
bor of refuge, and the estim 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, at tthe top of page 107, to insert: 

coon Bay, from its mouth to and including the lower portion of Scap- 


Mr. QUAY. If the Chair will in regard to the 
Ý; e Chair recognize me, in regar 
item under the head of Pennsylvania,” in line 5, I desire to amend 
by inserting before the word“ dam ” the words “ all the,” chang- 
ing the word “dam” to “dams,” and striking out the words “ at 
aumo ” and inserting ‘‘ on the Conewango 
UAY. Let the clause be read as proposed. to be amended. 

Tho RESIDING OFFICER. The clause will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

1 SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the clause so as to 
read: 

Removing dam in upper gp nen 


Conewango Creek, and the rapids at or near 
Creek, a tributary "of the Allegheny River. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, under the head of Washing- 
ton,” on page 107, after line 17, to strike out: 

Puyallup River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on ] 
“Neah,” to strike out River” an 
the clause read: 

Neah Bay, with a view to its improvement as a harbor of refuge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 20, to strike out: 


In line 28, on peso 105, after the words 


e out with a view to its 


‘don, and all the 5 on the 
aterboro, in the Cone wango 


107, line 19, after the word 
insert Bay; so as to make 


Duawamish River and its tributaries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 21, to strike out: 
Mouth of Willapa River. 


Mr. SQUIRE. In line 24, on Rese 107, I move to strike out the 
words “tide water and insert the words “ navigation, or Etna”; 
so that the line will read: 

North Fork of Lewis River to head of navigation, or Etna. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, on page 107, after the words head 

of,” it is proposed to strike out “tide water and insert “ naviga- 
tion, or Etna.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. In the Ash line ‘‘Section 7“ was changed * 
committee to Section 9,” 7“ being stricken out and “9” in- 
serted. One section having gone out, the 9“ should be now “8.” 

The PRESIDING OFFI That amendment will be made, 
inah the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 108, after line 13, 
ua the head of California, to insert: 
havens Le 85 8 mean low werent the big Powis paved 
in the ect set forth in the report of Lieut. Cal. . H. H. Benyeurd of 
45 une ae 3 contained in Senate Executive Document No. 61, Fifty-third 

hird session, and over an additi area extending to Smith 

— on ty of adequate width to allow the turning of vessels. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Florida,” 
page 109, line 5, after the words Apalachicola Bay,” to — 


pproaches with a vi to obtaining a channel 
Mbit weil bikie ie VIEN t00 > 
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So as to make the clause read: 
1 the approaches to Apalachicola, with a view to ob- 
taining a channel e Od foot wide and 18 N low water. 


The amendment was agreed to 
109, line 8, after the words 


The next amendment was, on 
„Tampa Bay,” to insert from Port Tampa to the mouth of the 
bay”; so as ) make the clause read: 

Tampa Bay, from Port Tampa to the mouth of the bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, line 9, after the words 
‘t Withlacoochee River,” to insert from its mouth to the head 
of navigation ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Withlacoochee River, from its mouth to the head of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 11, to insert: 

Anclote River. 

Biscayne Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I move to insert after “Biscayne Bay,” in line 
18, on page 109, as a separate item, the following: 

Palm Beach. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 109, after line 15, to 


insert: 
INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 
Wolfe Lake and River, with reference to their navigation in connection 
with the waters of Lake Michigan. 
The amendment was prone to. 
eke Sars eee oe on page 109, after line 24, under the 
g of “ Louisiana,” to insert: 


Bh eee excavated the Atchafalaya Bay, 
N a channel is of value or of necessity to commerce; 
and if in his opinion it is, he of the same for 


shall 
and in behalf of the United States, and report 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 7, under the 
head of Maine,” to insert: 


St. Croix River below Calais, between Maine and New Brunswick, submit- 
ting estimate of the cost of saii improvement and the amount the United 
States ought equitably to bear. 


The amendment was 

Mr. fpr don tite e Baw to tas 0. may 

out of 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The words proposed to bestricken 
out will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the clause from 
line 7 to line 10, inclusive, on page 103, as follows: 

St. Croix Biyer below between Maine and New — to form 

an estimate of the cost of said improvemen — recommend the proportion 
which the United States ought equitably to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there — no Sveca; the vote 
by which the amendment was heretofore adopted will be regarded 
as reco: and the amendment of the committee inserting 
the clause will be disagreed to. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 110, after line 12, to 
insert: 

PEE EEE ar 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, on 1 110, after line 15, to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Maryland, on 
page 110, after line 19, to insert 

Anna’ r, with a . widening. deepenin; 
eee ache ab eae obtain a b 2 Soepen iag 
150 feet wide and 28 fect deep at mean low water from Chesapeake 
wharves of the United States Naval Academy in said harbor. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out line 19, on page 110. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out line 19, on page 
110, as follows: 

Inner Harbor Rock Hall. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 111, after line 1, to 


Chapel Point Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 2, to insert: 
Baltimore Harbor, with a view to securing a channel 30 feet in depth. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 4, to insert: 

Queenstown Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Massachusetts,” 
on page 111, line 11, after the word Marblehead,” to insert the 
word “Neck”; so as to make the clause read: 

Marblehead Harbor, witha view to A the harbor b, Bi ag erin Borger 


wall to protect the isthmus connecting ‘blehead Neck 


‘blehead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 14, to insert: 

Channel in New Bedford Harbor leading to the bridge 8 a 
epee Ey Siar fo hd 
the east side of Fish Island * N 

The amendment was 

Mr. FRYE. On page 112, ung 5, after the word ‘‘the,” at the 
end of the line, I move to insert „Enfield.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 5, on page 112, it is pro- 
posed to insert Enfield“; so as to read: 

Connecticut River, between as and the foot of the Enfield Rapids. 

The amendment was 

The of the bi 9 The next amendment of 
. ee was, on page 112, after line 7, to 
insert: 

Weymonth Back River from Hingham Bridge to Mann's Wharf. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Mississippi,” on 
page 112, after line 19, to insert: 
tical oe ee eit ra Ld — ite ee 

cable rou 
land oa the coast of Mississippi sad * — 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, on n pago 113, line 2, after the words 
„channel of,” to strike out 20 and insert “23”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

orn Islan t 
susie Born TEENI NID ONU DS OMALE A TA salt PAO AA DEANT AANS 
therefrom a as of 23 feet at low tide. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Minnesota,” on 
page 113, line 6, after the words Big Stone Lake,” to insert and 

o Traverse”; so as to make the clause read: 

Big Stone Lake “se Lake Traverse, 8 a vie to the construction ot res- 
ervoirs in accordance with the . W. A. Jones, of the Engineer 
Corps 0 of the United States Army, Matoa January 16, 1295. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 10, to strike out: 

Red Lake River, with a view of improving Red Lake a Thief River 
Falls to the Red Lake, ir accordance with the re ey wen A Sie 
the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, dated February 28, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the head of Michigan,“ on 
page 113, after line 17, to strike out: 

Harbor of Frankfort, with a view of obtaining an 13-foot depth of water. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, after line 11, to insert: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Exeter River. from its mouth to the upper bridge in Exeter. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, under the head of “New York,” on 
page 114, after line 22, to strike out: 
Ridge, Gowanus Creek, Red Hook, and Buttermilk 
to making one continuous channel 3) feet in depth and of vidi. 
hat insert: 
. eee 
continuous channel with a least depth of 30 feet 1 mean low water for a width 
OR ENS EOGAM eS ees eee tem ee een of 35 feet at 
ene wee Re ee ee 


9 Governors Island, with a view obs 
ttermilk Channel 30 feet in depth 


the town of 


1,200 feet in width. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ North Carolina,” 
on page 115, after line 13, to insert: 

Ocracoke Inlet, to obtain a channel 14 feet in depth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, line 16, after the word 
“ refuge,” to insert „Vith a view to making it capable of shelter- 
ing the largest vessels”; so as to make the clause read: 

yl Lookout harbor of n witha view to making it capable of shelter- 

ing the largest vessels. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 18, to insert: 

Neuse River, at and below Newbern, for an 8-foot depth at dead low water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 20, to insert: 

Pamlico River, to obtain a depth of 10 feet up to Washington, N. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the permission of the chairman I should 
like to move an amendment. I move to insert after the word 
„Washington,“ in line 22: 

And to make necessary improvements of the harbor at Washington. - 

The amendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was res . The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, under the head of Oregon,” at 
the top of page 116, to insert: 

Port Orford Harbor, Oregon, with estimate of cost of improvement and 
importance to shipping and commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 3, to insert: 

Sop. Toniion Baran) eom iDa Joma ok- Tuaition, Sa Ano eron pe na 
Railroad at Gaston, and 5 the Dates Fork of said river from its junction 
therewith near Hillsboro to Lousignant Lake. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Texas,” on page 
117, line 2, after the words Sabine Lake,” to insert: 

btaining — . channel of sufficient 
with 3 for the purpose — — trom Babine Pass to the mouth 
of the Neches and Sabine rivers. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Sabine Lake, with a view of obtaining through said lake a ship channel of 
sufficient width and depth for the T of navigation from Sabine Pass 
fo the mouth of the Neches and Satine rivers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, after line 5, to insert: 


For further di the causes of the erosion of the easterly end of 
Galveston Island, and ting the cost of works to prevent the same. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of Washington,“ on 
page 116, line 8, to insert: 
t Wash. 
e emea aedy peep ten s 


Mouth of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 106, line 1, I move to strike out the word 
„between“ and insert the word to“; so as to read: 

Channels to Far Rockaway and Inwood. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. There is one item which has been over, 
that in relation to harbors on the Pacific coast. I should like to 
ask the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE) whether he prefers 
that that should remain until the various amendments which may 
be to the bill are acted upon. 
is E. I think it might be better, perhaps, to follow that 
course. $ 

Mr. FRYE. Iwill take the Senator’s direction about it. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; I think that would be better. It will 
take some time to complete the discussion as to the Pacific coast 
harbors matter. I believe we had better dispose of the other 
amendments before entering upon that. š 

Mr. GRAY. At the end of section 6, on page 100, I ask that 
the amendment which I send to the desk may be considered. 

The SECRETARY. On page 100, at the end of section 6, line 15, 
it is proposed to insert: 

That section 2 of the for the | ve, 
S e te 
80, 1895, and for other 8 approved July 31, 189%, shall not be so con- 


strued as to prevent the employment of any retired officer of the Army or 


Navy to do work under the tion of the Chief of eers of the United 
States Army in connection with the improvement of rivers and harbors of 
the United States. or the payment by the proper officer of the Treasury of 
any amounts agreed upon as compensation for such employment. 

5 Will the Senator from Delaware explain the amend- 
men 

Mr. GRAY. In the act making a riations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses for 1894 there is the following 
provision: 

No who holds an office the pot | or annual compensation attached 
to which amounts to the sum of $2,500 be appointed to or hold any other 
office to which compensation is attached unless specially heretofore or here- 
after specially authorized thereto by law. 

I do not know that there is more than one case at present which 
would be affected by the amendment I propose, but it would en- 
able the Engineer Department to avail itself of the services of 
army officers who are on the retired list and without occupation. 
It prevents a construction being put upon the law (I do not think 
3 Joa 3 Se Lont) which would Stade them from 
such employment as the eer Department chooses to give 
them kor tha benefit of the 3 5 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam in favor of the amendment propono. by 
_ the Senator from Delaware, and I think it ought to be adopted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
a 1 submitted by the Senator from D r 

RAY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. of Oregon, I offer an amendment to come in 
after line 10, on page 116. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 

The Willamette River, 8 opposite the city of Salem, witha view 
5 Ə necessity for an e and cost of constructing a 
revetment or dike to maintain the river in its present channel at that point, 
and prevent said river from cutting a new channel through the lowlands on 
the left bank thereof. 

Mr. CARTER. I offer an amendment to come in on page 89. 
The SECRETARY. After the word Montana,“ in line 5, page 
89, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That, subject to such conditions as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe, any person, e tion may constructa dam or dams 
across Said river above Stubbs rry with necessary canal and improvements 
to develop water power and for other purposes. ; 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to know whether the attention of the 
aa uri [Mr. VEsT] has been called to the amend- 
ment 

Mr. VEST. It has not been. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not claim to know anything about the Mis- 
souri River or the Mississippi River, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri has all knowledge abont them. Will the Senator hear the 
amendment 12 17 bT the Senator from Montana? 

The P G OFFICER. The amendment will again be 


The Secre again read the amendment. 


Mr. VEST. o not see any objection to the amendment. 
There is no navigation there, and we have already authorized 
me — be there which would have the effect of a dam. 


All right. d 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, : The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Montana 5 
CARTER]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 18, line 12, with the permission of the 
committee, I moye to strike out the word “four” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ five,” making the appropriation $5,000 for 
Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 18, it is proposed to strike 
out four“ and insert five“; so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 54, after line 14, with the permission 
of oe i ittee, I move to insert the amendment which I send 
to the desk, ‘ 

The SECRETARY. After line 14, on page 54, it is proposed to 
insert: 
tothe Sree tan eg Weiden Po ree . and . 
improvement. — baing the amount heretofore 5 — 


expended, to be available when conditions are com: ith as per acts of 
Congress September 19, 1890, and July 13, 1892. 


Mr. BUTLER. It merely makes available what has already 


been spop aed 

Mr. Let me see about the amendment. The Senator 
from North Carolina does not talk loud enough for me to hear 
him, and I do not think I am at all deaf from old age. 

Mr.BUTLER. Itisan amendment, if the chairman will remem- 
ber, which I explained to the committee and which the committee 
intimated it would adopt, but through an oversight failed to put 
in when reporting the bill. It is simply to e available an 
opp ropnia of $15,000 for Fishing Creek which has been hereto- 

ore made. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to the amendment. The 
money is available now, therefore it will do no harm. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from North C. fins 


[Mr. BUTLER]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER. On page 115, after line 22, I move to insert: 


Town Brunswick County, N. C., with a view to straightening the 


river in at least two places, and to obtain a depth of at least 8 feet to- pper 
Bridge,” and to improve the river 6 miles f. er to the head of tide water, to 
the place known as Rocks,“ by removing obstructions, etc. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwish to inquire of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina whether or not any improvement has ever been made on that 
river? Has a survey been made heretofore? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. It has? 

Mr. BUTLER. The matter was before the Committee on Com- 
merce; I explained it, A survey was made, and I call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that an appropriation of 


000 
Mr. FRYE. The Senator’s statement that there has been a 
survey is sufficient. There is no objection to the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer an amendment to come in after the word 
„dollars,“ in line 18, on page 16. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” in line 18, page 16, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Five thousand dollars may,in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be 
expended d the year 1896 in improving the channel between Church- 


mans Bridge and S. eys Bridge on said river, of which sum one-half shall 
be expended below and the other half above the drawbridge at 


Mr. FRYE. I think it should read 


Mr. VEST. Of which amount.” 
Mr. FRYE. Of which amount $5,000,” ete. 
3 SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 


Of which amount $5,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, etc. 


Mr. FRYE. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to make a change in 
the amendment which was put into the bill by the committee at my 
request. On page 103,for surveys in Massachusetts as it now 
stands the clause reads: 

The approaches to the Cape Cod Ship Canal between Dennisport and Bass 
River ht-House on the south side and Nobscusset Point and Bass Hole on 
the north side of Cape Cod. 

I should like to have all of the amendment after the word 
“ Canal” stricken out, leaving it simply “the approaches to the 
Cape Cod Ship Canal.” I desire merely a survey. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the 
amendment will be considered as reconsidered. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopdnl to the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I now desire to offer an amendment which I re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. On page 39, after line 
2, I move to insert: 

For survey of Portland channel, Alaska, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CAFFERY. I offer an amendment, of which my colleague 

. BLANCHARD] gave due notice. On page 62, after line 8, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 8, on page 62, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


Improving Mermentau River and tributaries, Louisiana: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 
Mr: FRYE. I should like to have the Senator from Louisiana 
lain the amendment. 
8 nis CAFFERY. I will state that the improvement of this 
river was left out by inadvertence in the other House. I refer the 
chairman of the Commerce Committee to the report of the Secre- 
tary of War, part 3, page 1768, where it appears that in 1891 a 
survey was made of this river, and in 1892 Congress appropria 
$7,500 for the work. In 1894it appropriated $5,000. e estimate 
of the Chief of Engineers for the completion of the work is $11,115 
in addition. The appropriation now proposed is $5,000 only. 
Mr. FRYE. Is there an estimate made for this year? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. It says: 
uired for completion of existing project, $11,115.25. 
Amount | tise tee erde eee in fiscal year Sutton J sib 1897, 
In other words, the Chief of Engineers recommends that the 
whole amount of money necessary to complete the work shall be 
appropriated now. ` 
. FRYE. Iam not disposed to make a point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iknow personaly that the river requires im- 
rovement. It flows through a section of country thickly settled 
y a very thrifty people, and the improvement in the tonnage, as 

shown in the money statement,” indicates that the improvements 
have worked great benefit to that part of the country. The ton- 
nage, for instance, in 1894 was 5,000, and in 1895 it was 15,000, 
leaving off the odd numbers, an increase of about 300 per cent in 
tonnage from work already done. I know that the river stands in 
need of the improvement. Lhope the amendment will be adopted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on N fo 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CAFFERY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


„Mr. BATE. Imovetoamend, on 117, after the word Har- 
riman,” in line 10, by inserting what I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 117, at the end of line 10, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


Dyersburg; at Basin dag Be miles below Viger so 3 at Basin No. 2. 1 
ersburg; a cCoys Shoal, 14} miles 
Cut-Off No. 2,14} miles below Dyersburg and below the mouth of Forked 


Mr. BATE. It is merely for a preliminary survey. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
me iar submitted by the Senator from Tennessee (tr 

ATE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. Ihave an amendment to offer on 66. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 6 and 7, on 
page 66, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Improving the north or middle fork of Forked Deer River, Tenn., from 
Dyersburg tothe Obion River,and from thence to the Mississippi River, and 
for removing bars at the intersection of the Forked Deer and Obion rivers, 


and for removing other bars and shoals in said river, and for deepening the 
channel and improving the navigation of said river, $6,000. ene 


Mr. VEST. My recollection is that the recommendation does 
not sustain any increase above the amount in the bill. On page 
332 of the Engineer’s Report 

Mr. BATE. I will explain it to the Senator. There is an ap- 

ropriation of $1,000 in the bill for maintaining the Forked Deer 

iver. The Forked Deer River runs into the Obion, and there is 
in this bill an appropriation of $6,000 for the Obion River for simi- 
lar p _just above this item. I pore to amend, since I 
have ascertained that, by making it $3,000 instead of $6,000 there, 
because there is a confluence of the rivers, and the amount appro- 
priated to the Obion River will be utilized in a part of the river 
below the mouth of the Forked Deer. Therefore, while I ask for 
$6,000 I only ask for $3,000 to affect that part of the river. I think 
it is proper. 

It is a navigable stream. There were five steamboats running 
up it, as the report shows, when the survey was made. It is to be 
found in part 3, volume 2, of the report of the Secretary of War 
to the House of Representatives at this session. It shows it to be 
a navigable stream. While there is no estimate for the improve- 
ment, there is an acknowledgment of the necessity of it by placin 
a thousand dollars in the bill for this purpose: I think itis Salnt 
and ought to be done. The river is full of cypress leaves, and 


there is a bar forming at the mouth of the river. There are three 
or four or five steamboats running up as far as Dyersburg, which 
is the point indicated in the amendment. I think there ought to 


be no objection to it. 

Mr. VEST. L suggest that the Senator make it $5,000, 

Mr. BATE. Very well; I will make it $5,000. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator reduces it to $5,000 the committee 
will not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out six and inserting “‘ five”; so as to read $5,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now, if there areno other amendments except the 
Santa Monica matter, the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] 
is ready to proceed 


The RESIDING OFFICER. There is only one amendment 
which has been passed over. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 


The SECRETARY. On page 35, after line 12, the committee pro- 
pose to insert the following amendment: 


For a d water harbor at Port Los Angeles, in Santa Monica Bay, Cali- 
fornia, said harbor to be formed by the construction of a breakwater to be 
situated 3 from the mouth of Santa Monica Canyon, substan- 
tially as shown on first chart in House 5 ag eee 0. 41, Fifty- 


with the Secretary of War, that any railroad company may 

of the pier now constructed on the site of said harbor, and the approaches 

thereto, situated westerly of the easterly entrance to the Santa Monica tun- 

nel, upon paying its proportionate part of the cost of the same and its pro- 
rtionate part of the expenses of maintenance of the same, to be determined 


y the Secretary of War, in case of disagreement between the parties. 


Mr. WHITE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all the committes 
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amendment, commencing on line 13, pase 35, down to and includ- 


ing line 10, on page 36, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
For the of selecting a p location for a deep-sea harbor either 
in the Bayof San 1 Pedro or at Port Angeles, in the Bay of Santa Monica, 


the coast of Los Angeles County, Cal., a of engineers, one of whom 
shall 1 > tes Navy, witha ngine of not less 


shall be an officer of the United S 
commander, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, one a member of 
the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, to be selected by the Sec- 


retary of War, and one a member of the 
selected the Superintendent of the 5 rsonall 
vat Po 


by the Board of Engineers of the United States Army, as 
ap ouse Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second Congr 
second session, and shall determine the relative merits of said locations, an 
shall designate which of said locations is the more eligible for such breakwater 
and deep-sea harbor, and shall report to the 5 their finding in 
the premises, and the decision of a majority of said d as to said location 
shall be conclusive. And the sum of $100,000is 3 for adeep- 
sen harbor, to be constructed at the point so selec y said Board; and if 
said Board shall select the said location at Port Los Angeles, then the break- 
water for which this appropriation is made shall be co: cted substantially 
as shown on the said first rt in 1 Document No. 41, Fifty- 


second Con second session; an shall select the location at 
San Pedro, fhen the breakwater for which this a 


Board of Engineers in said 
on: 


to time, according W, not ex: gin the $2,998,000, exclusive 
of the amount herein and heretofore ap ropriated: ed, $ 
if the said board shall report in favor of the construction of a breakwater at 


Port Los Angeles no expenditure of any 2 ot the money hereby appro- 
priated shall be made until the Southern Pacific Company, or the owner or 
owners thereof, shall execute an agreement and file the same with the Secre- 
tary of War that any railroad company may equally share with the said 
owner or owners in the use of the pier now constructed on the site of said 
harbor and the approaches thereto situated westerly of the easterly entrance 
to the Santa Monica tunnel upon paying its proportionate part of the cost 
of that portion of the same used by su company and its propor- 
tionate part of the expense of maintenance of the particular part of said ap- 
proaches and pier so used, to be determined by the Secretary of War in case 
of disagreement between the parties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 8 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE]. 

Mr. . Mr. President, the question presented by the 
amendment which I have offered, and 8 y involved in the 
report of the committee, is of great local importance to those 
whom I in part represent, and it is of national importance on 
more than one account. In the first place, the United States are 
necessarily interested in everything es harbor improve- 
ments. This follows asa matter of course. Then the Govern- 
ment is also interested in seeing that appropriations made by the 
Congress of the United States by means of a river and harbor bill 
are made for public purposes, and that the diversion of the funds 
of the Government is not accomplished through private channels 
or for personal ends. 

The situation must be briefly outlined. It will save some time 
in the future and doubtless be of advantage to me as well as to 
those who are to follow me in the discussion. 

I place before the Senate a map which can not at once be seen, 

rhaps, by everyone in the amber, but it is as favorably 

ocated as circumstances will permit. It is a map of the State of 
California, and I particularly direct attention to the southerly 
coast. It will be noticed that the trend of the coast is south- 
easterly, so that at Santa Monica, located on the map at the point 
indicated by me [indicating], is some 250 miles, more or less, 
eastward of the parallel upon which the city of San Francisco is 
built. The coast from Point Conception, situated nearly north 
of the Island of Santa Rosa, tends strongly eastward, in fact the 
shore line for a considerable distance is almost east and west. 
Thence it proceeds southerly and easterly. We have here at this 
point [indicating] Point Dume, where Santa Monica Bay, so called, 
which is really an open roadstead, commences. Following along 
the coast southerly we reach Point Vincente, where the Santa 
Monica Bay, so called, ends. Thence we pass along the coast 
until we reach a point called Point Firmin. dicating.] There 
the Bay of San Pedro commences, 

It is from a pon close to Point Firmin that the breakwater 
recommended by the Government engineers is designed to be con- 
structed. It is in Santa Monica Bay, at a point some 15 miles 
from Point Dume and northerly and westerly from the town of 
Santa Monica, that the breakwater provided for in the bill is 
sought to be erected. To more definitely fix these points accord- 
ing to the charts of the Coast and Geodetic Survey which are 
before us, I will refer to a chart obtained from that office in this 
city, which chart is marked “Pacific coast from Santa Monica to 
Point Conception, including Santa Barbara Channel, California.” 
Point Dume upon this chart is located at this spot . 
It will be observed by a close inspection of this diagram that the 
water from Point Dume southerly and southwesterly is exceed- 
ingly deep, the figures reading 14, 150, 182, 233, 273, 322 fathoms, and 
so on,increasing. The soundings seem to cease beyond the point 
where 498 fathoms, or 2,988 feet, appear, 
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This discloses the town of Santa Monica. The proposed 
pier, spoken of in the tracings as the pier of the Southern Pacific 
Company, extends into Santa Monica Bay, at a point more westerly 
than northerly from Santa Monica, a distance from that town of 
something like 2 miles, or a little less, perhaps. This point [indi- 
cating a point southerly from the Southern Pacific wharf] is 
located, according to the Coast Survey chart before us, not far 
from the 8-fathom line, and reading the figures directly in front 
of and southerly or southwesterly from the wharf, we have the 
following: 8, 14, 26, 80, 60,89, 180, 110, 40, 41, 61, and 113. Beading 
not directly, but over a bearing between the direct reading whi 
I have made and Point Dume, we find that the water is somewhat 
deeper, culminating in 224, 238, and 255 fathoms. 

I refer to this proposition because it is stated in the argument 
before the Commi on Commerce by an engineer who I see 
claims, in a document which he has issued here by unnamed au- 
thority, to be a semiofficial individual, that the water near Santa 
Monica is not extremely deep and that one of its great advan- 
tages is that there is a gradual slope and an easy grade and that 
the waves come over such grade gently and without disposition to 
do serious injury when the Southern Pacific pieris reached. Itwill 
be noted that in the Coast and Geodetic Survey chart, to which I 
have attracted the attention of the Senate, there are no soundings 
in the portion of the diagram immediately south and southwest- 
erly of the last sounding to which I called attention [indicating]. 
I presume that the depth is such that it was not deemed wo 
while to as further. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. When was that diagram made? 

Mr. WHITE. I received it 5 from the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey office. I do not know when the surveys were 
made. I presume it is the latest on hand, because I requested the 
best information in the possession of the office and I was furnished 
with this chart. It is the result of a series of compilations running 
down to 1881. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my colleague that it is customary 
with the Coast Survey to correct these charts annually and that 
this is undoubtedly the last issue of the Coast Survey. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. The Senator says it comes down to 
1881. That would be a good while ago, 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the original plate, but where the sur- 
veys have not been completed these corrections are made from 
time to time. That they are correct I am satisfied, because our 
navigators upon the Pacific coast are using this series of charts, 
They are issued by and under the authority of the United States 
Coast Survey. 

Mr. WHITE. The second plate, to which I am about to refer, 
is called Pacific coast from San Diego to Santa Monica, includ- 
ing the Gulf of Santa Catalina.” The island which is observable 
apon the map [indicating] is called Santa Catalina, It is located 
about 18 miles from San Pedro. The Senate will notice that the 
words San Pedro and Wilmington occur frequently in the discus- 
sion of this matter and are often noted in official publications. 
As far as this question is concerned we may consider San Pedro 
and Wilmington one place, though, as a matter of fact, the towns 
are some little distance apart. owever, the improvement which . 
has been going on for any years in this neighborhood is known 
as the improvement of Wilmington Harbor. We are more in the 
habit of designating the inner harbor as San Pedro, but appro- 
priations refer to the place as Wilmington. I will use the terms 
indiscriminately. The town of Wilmington is a small village sit- 
ue upon the inner harbor, and San Pedro is upon the same 
waters, 

Mr. COCKRELL, How far apart? 

Mr. WHITE. Oh, a couple of miles apart. 

The Island of Catalina, to which I have attracted attention, is 
some 20 miles or thereabouts in length and some 18 miles from 
shore. It will be observed that this large body of land furnishes 
protection from southerly and southeasterly winds. Its northern 
shore is thoroughly protected. So true is this that the little Bay 
of Avalon located at this point e Jon the northerly shore 
of Catalina Island is the most tranquil sea water which I have 
ever observed. It is so calm that there is no difficulty in ordi- 
nary weather in using any common rowboat handled by a lady 
or robust boy along a considerable portion of the landward coast 
of Catalina Island. The water on the ocean or southerly coast 
is comparatively rough. I mention that to show the effect of 
the island in stilling the water toward the mainland. Itslength 
extends the calming influence and affects the sea to San Pedro. 

Point Firmin is located at this point. n It is from 
a spot just easterly of Point Firmin that the Government engi- 
neers have designed the construction of the breakwater which 
they recommend. That breakwater, according to the last report, 
is to commence near Point Firmin, on the shore, and extend out- 
wardly in a curved line, thus [indicating]. The town of San 
Pedro is located at the point marked San Pedro on this diagram, 
indicated by the pointer which I hold in my hand [indicating], 
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and the town of Wilmington, also referred to, is located here. 
Indicating} .. i 3 
The Senate will notice in the report and in the bill an item with 
reference to the inner harbor at Wilmington. We have already 
in the bill made an appropriation to which it is necessary for me 
to advert before 77 further, so that we may avoid some 
e have 


little confusion. upon page 36 of the bill made the fol- 
lowing appropriation: 

‘bor, California, in accordan ject 
gute Nruary f. 188 880 000: Procided’ That contracts meh be cake 


The harbor of Wilmington is located northeasterly about two 
miles from the town of San Pedro, and on the estuary. The 
inner harbor designed to be further improved by the $392,000 = 
propriation is separated from the ocean by a narrow neck of land, 


asandy island known as Rattlesnake Island. [Indicating.] That 
island is nominally separated from the mainland by a body 
of water of slight importance, and the Terminal Railroad now runs 


upon the island and along Wilmington Harbor, where that co 
ration possesses wharves; and there, too, private parties, lumber 
dealers, and so forth, have built wharves under franchises granted 
them by the board of supervisors of the county of Los Angeles. 

The inner harbor is, at its commercial point, about 500 feet in 
width. Upon one side of it, which we might for convenience call 
the shore side, there are located wharves of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and there that companyis constantly running 
its trains and transactin, rtation business. On the other 
side of the harbor the Terminal Railroad Company conducts its 
business. There are, as I have said, many business men other than 
the railroad companies who are the proprietors of wharves or 
docks upon that inner harbor. 

The Senate will notice that Point Firmin is located at a point 
where the bluff rises toa height of about 60 feet [indicating], and 
this bluff continues down to the town of San P . Thence the 

ade reduces, so the land between San Pedro and Wilmington is 
fat. There are there lagoons and sloughs, as we call them, and 
marshy land over which at times the tide rises. That 8 
susceptibleof commercial development. Some of this property 
passe into the possession of individuals. A great part of it belongs 

the State of California, and under the terms of our present con- 
stitution it is inalienable. Under our laws the board of supervis- 
ors have the regulation of the granting of franchises for wharves. 
These wharves are public, butin view of the outlay in their con- 
3 as proprietors are allowed to make certain charges by 
way o A 

This inner harbor has been a marked success. When the Gov- 
ernment engineers took charge of this work some years ago there 
were only 2 feet of water upon the bar, possibly a little over 2 feet. 
By dint of skillful management and in consequence of the appro- 
priations made by Congress the depth has been so in that 
at the present time there are 14 feet of water at low tide. The 
tidal rise in that neighborhood is about 5 feet. Hence there are 
upward of 18 feet of water at high tide at that place, where for- 
merly at low tide there were but 2 and at high tide perhaps 7 feet. 

Some years ago this estuary or inner harbor to which I have 
referred was employed solely for very light draft craft. I rec- 
ollect very well twenty-two years ago when I first went to the city 
of Los Angeles from the northern part of the State in a steamer 
owned by my colleague and his associates. We anchored outside 
of San Pedro inthe water which it is now designed to utilize for 
an outer harbor, and then we went upon lighter craft. Lighters 
were used for freight and very light craft for transporting pas- 
sengers into this estuary to the town of Wilmington. Now ves- 
sels drawing 13 and 14 feet and more pass into the inner harbor 
and tie up at the wharves and discharge lumber and freight. 

The main occupation there at this time is the lumbering busi- 
ness. Most of the lumber coming down thecoast, save that which 
is consigned directly to the railroad company, and much that is 
consigned to that company, seeks this inner harbor. 

The provision to which I have referred and which we have 
passed upon already involves carrying out what is known as the 
projot of Colonel Benyaurd, by which he propones to obtain a 

pth of 18 feet at low tide within the inner bor; this will 
equal 23 feet at high tide, which will accommodate nearly all the 
vessels which come there, 

Before passing from this point I wish to call your attention 
spocificaliy to a map of the site of the promos harbor at San 

edro, which contains soundings which will be of value in the dis- 
cussion. It is said that there is much deep water at the point 
where it is intended to construct the harbor. It will be noted 


1895; W. W. Duffield, superintendent; O. H. Tittman, assistant in 
charge of office,” and so forth, date of publication 1888, that is not 
true, as stated in Mr, Corthell’s paper before the Senate, and as here- 


tofore erroneously claimed pi many, that there is such abrupt bot- 
tom in the neighborhood of Point min. in. It is true that as we 
more southerly, westerly, and northerly there is a ual and a 
rapid recession, as we also have o in the case of Point Dume; 
but if Senators interested will notice the depths south and south- 
easterly from Point Firmin the depths extend, as shown upon this 
diagram, these in fathoms will be found to appear, viz, 7, 
9, 13, 17, 16, 17, 16, 144, 13, 133, and to 19. The exact distance can 
be computed from the scale, but it certainly is several miles, so 
that there is no trouble to be a hended from this cause. The 
water isnotremarkably coe. e evidence is without conflict that 
the ocean swells proceed from the west, and that, although the 
wind may blow from the southeast and points not varying far 
from the southeast, still the swells, the dangerous seas, come uni- 
formly, or nearly so, from the west, and it is designed to construct 
this breakwater at San Pedro so that it will cut off the westerly 
swells. I have referred, therefore, to this diagram to prove that 
the assertion regarding the soundings which has been made by 
Mr. Corthell and others is not well founded. 

You will observe, therefore, that when we speak of the inner 
harbor at San Pedro we are referring to something which has 
received the attention of the Government in the past, and for 
which we have already here made provision. 

The outer harbor, with reference to which I have been speak- 
ing, is in the immediate neighborhood, though not directly con- 
nected with the inner harbor. The outer harbor would be 
peculiarly valuable if situated adjacent to the inner harbor. 

The questions before the Senate may be ized thus: First, 
is it necessary that we should have an outer harbor at all? Sec- 
ond, if so, should that outer harbor be located at San Pedro or 
should it be placed at Santa Monica? 

Mr. President, if it be conceded that the selection at San Pedro. 
as contended by my distinguished nautical friend the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Fryxr], is not well located, and that the Gov- 
ernment is not warranted in making the expenditure at that point, 
the BS ap still pemain 3 am 2 eee row ary ed in 
making the expenditure at the point designa; ill? 

Mr. GRAY. Is Santa Monica on that map? 

Mr. WHITE. I have here a — eae which it appears. I 
place before the Senate a di which was utilized in Los An- 

eles by the Architects and Engineers’ Association and which Mr. 
rthell referred to in the hearing as being an accurate picture of 
Santa Monica Bay as it is, and it shows the wharf and the bay. I 
shall be obliged if Senators will examine it. Ilikewise present a 
photograph of the inner harbor of San Pedro as it now exists, 
which I also ask Senators to kindly examine. 

Such isa general statement of the location proposed for this 
governmental investment. Let us now inquire as to the official 
status of the matter before the Senate. It has long been the desire 
of the people in that part of the United States to have a good har- 
bor. Senators are all well aware that most of the Pacific (so-called) 
harbors are not of the best, that we have been compelled to rely 
largely upon governmental bounty in the construction of harbors. 
We have a splendid harbor at San Francisco, an elegant natural 
harbor at San Diego, one which I think has enlisted the admiration 
of every compe judge who has seenit. ButSan Diego is far— 
some 130 miles—from the seat of that extensive population of 
which Los Angeles is the center. It is not practicable, from a 
commercial point of view, to rely entirely upon transportation 
facilities there. In pioneer days San Pedro, or Wilmington, was 
sought by those navigators who saw fit to come to that of 
California for trading purposes. The locality was cailed El Em- 
barcadero, and there, through the es to which I have already 
333 modest ee of 1 time ste eer 5 d; but 
as on grew, Los Angeles, having acco: e census 
of 1880 some 11,000 inhabitants, and at present having perhaps 
100,000 inhabitants, with a populous country immediately adjacent 
to it, the necessity for another harbor increased and the requests 
for better facilities a ented. 

The town of Santa Monica was founded years ago because of 
the enterprise and good pes pie of the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. He built a railroad from Los Angeles 
to Santa Monica, called the Los Angeles and Independence Rail- 
road. His design at that time, most laudable and worthily ambi- 
tious, was to extend his railroad from Santa Monica Inyo 
County, and pontis to Salt Lake. At any rate, everyone there 
was anxious that Senator JonEs should succeed; but, for various 
reasons, unnecessary to enumerate here and beyond his control, 
the road fell into the hands of the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and he failed to realize his plan and to bring about a result 
oe mone haveadvanced the wealth, prosperity, and happiness 
of the people. 

Senator Jonzs at that period caused a wharf to be constructed 
at the town of Santa Monica. That location, I wish to impress 
upon the Senate, is not that where it is now designed to build the 
breakwater mentioned in the bill; that is, it is not the point 
where the present wharf of Mr. Huntington is situated. I submit 
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at this point photographs of Mr. Huntingtons wharf, which 
I hope will be examin Senator Joxxs's wharf, after passing 
into the hands of the Southern Pacific Company, was allowed to 
go into decay, and finally it was partially eaten by teredos, and 
was then torn down and ea matter of memory. 8 

At that time the Southern Pacific . it does 
now, a large amount of property at San Pedro or Wilmington. 
There nearly all of its business was transacted. Redondo, aship- 
ping place situated between Santa Monica and San Pedro, com- 
menced to assume some commercial importance, and a wharf was 
constructed. The water there is very deep, too deep, as the 
Government engineers found, to warrant any attempt at the erec- 
tion of a breakwater. Redondo transacted much commerce, and 
finally Mr. Huntington, or the Southern Pacific Company, more 
accurately speaking, made an arrangement to get through the 
town of Santa Monica along the seacoastand up to the point where 
the wharf we are asked to protect now stands. 

By the river and harbor act approved September 19, 1890, a 
board of engineer officers was constituted to examine the Pacific 
coast between Point Dume and Capistrano, with a view to deter- 
mining the best location for a deep-water harbor, with a project 
and estimates for the work. This board consisted of G. H. 
Mendell, colonel, Corps of Engineers; C. L. Gillespie, lieutenant- 
colonel, Corps of Engineers; and W. H. H. Benyaurd, lieutenant- 
colonel, Corps of Engineers. This board erred San Pedro. 
In submitting the matter to Congress General Casey, then Chief 
of Engineers, said: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1891. 
rn: I have the honor to submit herewith a copy of dated December 
8 officers constituted under the terms of the 
ey thar an no September 19, 1890, to examine the Pacific 


coast between Points e and Capistrano with a view to determining the 
best location for a deep-water harbor, together with project and estimates 
for the work. 

The board, afte: 


the cost of the necessary waters, as follows: 
If constructed of rubble and concrete............-.--....---.-------- $4, 504,404 
If constructed entirely of rubble...:..........----------------<------ 4, 126, 106 


After a careful consideration of the facts in the case as presented by the 
board, its views as to the location and general estimates of construction are 


advantages , are taken into con- 
sideration, it would seem that its selection has been properly made. 
Very y, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. L. A. GRANT, 
Acting Secretary of War. : 

This report, made by these three officers, headed by Colonel 
Mendell, is alluded to here generally as the Mendell report. It is 
proper for me to state that, so far as the men who constituted 
this board are concerned, that they were not only experienced 
officers, but Colonel Mendell had lived upon the ific Coast, 
where he now resides, aming more than a generation, and was 
absolutely familiar with all work, all the governmental proj- 
ects, and all local ponie npon which money was designed to be 
expended; and, as you will observe, General Casey, In sending 
this to Congress, did not merely transmit it without com- 
ment, but he transmitted it with ific approval as to site selec- 
tion and otherwise. 

This board recommended a semidetached breakwater; or a 
breakwater, I might say, more properly, in two parts, commenc- 
ing near Point Firmin, the common point of commencement of 
the two boards, running thence into the ocean southeasterly to a 
point. There an opening of 1,500 feet was provided. Thence, at 
a point 1,500 feet southerly from the end of this part of the pro- 
posed breakwater, an extension thereof commenced and was 
signed to extend easterly 5,600 feet, to protect from the southerly 


seas, 

The last board which was appointed by the Government rec- 
ommended a breakwater commencing at the same shore point and 
running on a curve seaward and terminating at the easternmost 
extremity of the detached section of the Mendell breakwater. 

After Colonel Mendell’s report had been filed here, objection was 
made to an appropriation for the harbor recommended. The maps 
and illustrations referred to will be found in House Executive 
Document 41, Fifty-second Co: second session, and also in 
the Mendel of September 19, 1890. 

When the latter report reached Congress the Senator from Maine, 
who I hope is giving me his attention, suggested that, in his opin- 
ion, the harbor was not properly located, and I believe through 
his instrumentality, owing to his prominent position upon the 
Commerce Committee. of which he was then, as now, the able 
an isti ished chairman, procured another board to be a 
pointed; and Congress, in compliance with his desire and throug 


his committee, which acted in unison with him in that 


regard, 

procured the passage of a provision which will be found in the 
river and harbor act of July 13, 1892, as follows: 

The 


the country, together with an estimate of the cost. Said board of engineers 
sori He ed the result of its iny tions to the Secretary of War on or 
ore 


e Ist of November, 1892; and $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, are hereby appropriated for said purpose. 

The very distinguished board was apponit omer sod next Ber 
then Secretary of War, the honorable junior Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. 8 The board so appointed consisted of the 
following: William P. Craighill, i (now general), orps of 
Engineers; Henry M. Robert, lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engi- 
neers; Peter C. Hains, lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engin . 
W. Raymond, major, Corps of Engineers, and Thomas H. Hand- 
bury, major, Corps of Engineers. 

t board went to California, and convened in San Francisco 
and in Los Angeles. After their field work they went to the city 
of New York, where the various computations necessary to be 
made were completed, and finally pr a most elaborate re- 
port, which is known upon the official files as House of Representa- 
tives Executive Document No, 41, Fifty-second Congress, second 


session. 

I will state that the document is very difficult to obtain, but in 
the minority report, prepared by me, I have inserted the whole of 
the Tepat, except the maps, and Senators can thus easily obtain 
the 7 bag the report. If there were available copies of the report 
itself same would be valuable because of the maps; but I 
think there are but few in existence. 

In proceeding to consider this subject the board had before it 
not only the knowledge that its ie ode would necessarily be the 
subject of that criticism which is always given to a public docu- 
ment of that importance, but, in addition to that, the board had 
the advantage of the comments which had been made upon the 
Mendell report. They were well aware that it was only by acare- 
ful, painstaking, skillful, reliable examination and the announce- 
ment of well-founded conclusions that they could hope to produce 
any results beneficial to the Government. ey set about perform- 
ing the duties intrusted to them in the following way: As I have 
said, they visited the city of San Francisco and the city of Los An- 
geles. I was present for a while during their deliberations. They 

beforethem every means of reaching the truth usually afforded 
to men of impartiality. They did not meet in star-chamber ses- 
sion; they sent for no favorites or particular friends of anybody; 
but they gave public notice that they would be in the city of Los 
Angeles on a certain day, and that they would expect all inter- 
ested to be present and to offer such facts as might be deemed per- 
tinent to the matter in hand. 

There were three places competing for the location of a deep- 
sea harbor at that time. One was Redondo, one was Santa 
Monica, and one was San Pedro. These interests were repre- 
sented, not only by individual citizens who had their special opin- 
ions, but likewise by lawyers eminent at the bar and engineers of 
standing. The Southern Pacific Company was cared for by one 
of the best lawyers in California, a man apt and valuable in dis- 
cussion and examination. The Santa Fe Railroad, which was 
interested at Redondo, was on hand, and the same was true of 
the advocates of San Pedro. They produced there not merely the 
views of the business men of that community, but they likewise 
tendered the expert notions of such persons as were deemed com- 
petent to e the same. Mr. Hood, the engineer of the South- 
ern Pacific pany, who, with Mr. „ has succeeded in 
impressing his conclusions favorably upon a majority of the com- 
mittee, was there. He gave his conclusions, he his plans, and 


de- he, as he always does, delivered himself with much skill and 


ability, and gave the advantage of his experience and his wishes 
to the board there assembled. 

I speak of this, Mr. President, because it seems to be assumed 
that there was some information, or that there were perhaps facts 
somewhere not brought to the attention of this board. Ideclare 
that I have never known a more fair, open, thorough hearing and 
examination than was given to these subjects at the hands of the 
Craighill board. The members of that board are not unknown. 
3 were, as nee _— proloco; able me aes men. 

is unnecessary for me to pass any eulogy upon the Corps of Engi- 
neers of the United States Army. It is sufficient to say that in- 
trusted, as they have been, with the discharge of delicate and 
important duties, and having in their 5 they do, those 
interests Which involve the nditure of millions of dollars of 
money, often in the midst of contention—because money can 
never be disbursed without some dispute—there has never been a 
case, so far as I know, in the hi of the Government where 


history 
any ulterior influence has ever had the slightest effect upon a 
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member of this remarkable corps. This fact justifies our pride 
and our confidence, 

These engineers were not children in the work; they were not 
mere tyros; they were experienced men. It is true, it is said, they 
are fortification engineers. It is true they are fortification engi- 
neers; but, at the same time, there is not one of them who has not 
been in charge of riparian work; and to-day we are in this bill 

iving the outlay of the millions to the members of that corps. 
ese men, pursuant to law and under the direction of the Chief 
of Engineers, decide as to how this money shall be expended. It 
is upon their skill, upon their integrity, upon their good judg- 
ment, not alone as fortification engineers, but as skilled riparian 
engineers, as men conversant with all the 5 involved in 
this bill requiring engineering skill that we rely, that Congress 
depends, and upon which the country, too, rests in security. 

. President, after these examinations, thus conducted by eight 
of the engineers of the United States Government, a second report 
was filed favoring the location at San Pedro, with the changes I 
have stated in the form of a curved breakwater, commencing and 
ending where the Mendell breakwater commenced and ended. 

I ee here to go back a step. When Colonel Mendell, who 
headed the first board, and who, I might say, next to General 
Casey, was the ranking member of the entire Engineer Corps, 
made his report, he considered Santa Monica, but the only place 
sug to him at that time for the location of a harbor was not 
at the point which has been since selected, but was opposite, or 
nearly opposite, the town of Santa Monica. The present scheme, 
as I kava said, ig joa a harbor, not in front of the town, but 
above it, at Port Los Angeles, the official name of the Southern 
Pacific wharf. 

That location was rejected by Colonel Mendell because of the 
abrupt and rocky shore. This statement can be verified by refer- 
ring to e 8 of Executive Document No. 41. At the time Col- 
cual Mendell reported there had been no particular attention 
called to the Southern Pacific wharf, for it not then been built, 
but he rejected the location where that wharf is now found be- 
cause of the abrupt shore. At the spot where the pier of Mr. 
Huntington stands, as shown by the photographs which I have 
passed around in the Senate, the bluff rises almost absolutely 
straight to the height of 200 feet. At the base of that bluff there 
is a comparatively narrow strip of land. The title to that strip, 
so far as private property can go toward the ocean, is vested in 
those who own the property above. Of course, private ownership 
can not prevent the taking of property for oe use, and the 

ight of way can be condemned over the land of private parties 
ck ahi a proper statutory and constitutional showing is made. 

But I am specially referring to the physical condition. There 
is a bluff rising 200 feet and a narrow strip below it. Now, let us 
assume, for the sake of argument, that there may be placed at the 
foot of that bluff a number of railroad tracks. It is said by the 
advocates of Santa Monica that eight or ten may be placed there. 
I do not set myself up for an expert, but I do not believe this. It 


is, however, a mere matter of opinion. But there is no foundation | J 


or space there for buildings for warehouses, or any commercial 
structures whatever. Thereis what wecallasmall canyon, or, more 
accurately, a diminutive gorge, coming in close to this wharf, fur- 
nishing enough level sand for the erection by the Southern Pacific 
of a small building for engine-house purposes, Nothing else can 
very easily be constructed there. At all events, Colonel Mendell 
thought the spot selected by Mr. Huntington was one which was 
not well suited to commercial purposes in the general sense, and 
he rejected it, and while preferring San Pedro, gave as the only 
Fobie harbor site in Santa Monica Bay a situation near the town 
of that name. : 

Iam endeavoring to explain this matter in detail. It is, as I 
consider, of a great deal of importance that all these circumstances 
shall be understood. The bill proposes the expenditure of more 
than $3,000,000, and I am endeavoring to present the arguments 
pro and con as well as I can, that the merits of the case may be 
carefully considered. 5 

When Colonel (now General) Craighill’s board met, the railroad 
company had not completed their wharf at Port Los Angeles. The 
work has proceeded considerably, and was attracted to the attention 
of the board. It wasto that particular proposition that Mr. Hood 
and others who were interested for the Southern Pacific addressed 
their remarks. So far as the Craighill board was concerned they 
had the advantage of all the facts and arguments which the then 
situation afforded. 

When that report came before Congress no action was taken. 
The fight was still on. Its report was no more satisfactory to the 
advocates of the Santa Monica Bay proposition than had been the 
Rae a of the first board. Here permit me to call attention to 

he report of the majority of the committee as to the Santa Monica 
item. I will ask the Secretary to read Appendix H, page 401, of 
the report of the committee. It is not very lengthy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 


The Secretary read as follows: 


The river and harbor act of 1890 authorized the appointment of a board of 
three engineer officers “to examine the Pacific coast between Points Dume 
and Capistrano, with a view to determining the best location for a deep-water 
harbor.’ Their report was submitted December 8, 1891. In it the board 
stated that the only kets sites were at San Pedro and Santa Monica bays, 
set forth the advantages and disadvantages of each as viewed by its members, 
and submitted estimates for breakwaters at each place. 

For the breakwater at Santa Monica the estimate was $4,549,494 and for that 


at San Pedro $4,137,591. The board expressed a preference for the latter. 


This report may be found in the Engineer's Report for 1892, 2631-2639, 

The 8 on Commerce, wet it was considering the rer and har- 
bor bill of 1892, after considering this report and other evidence, concluded 
that further light on the sub. was desirable, and in that bill provided for 


ro second board, consisting of five engineer officers, to make examination of 
ese 8. 


y 
The report of this board was submitted October 27, 1892, and may be found 
in the Engineer's Report for 1893, Lay SERE PREET This report discusses rela- 
tive advantages of the two bays at ength, and concludes with the opinion 
that the location selected 5 board of engineers of 1890 was the more 
eligible. An estimate of $2,885,324 was submitted for a breakwater at San 


Pedro. ` 
It was stoutly contended by persons having large interests in the com- 


merce of the Pacific Coast and familiar with the local conditions that the 
opinion expressed by the Board was erroneons; that to act in accordance 
with it would be a waste of money; and in the river and harbor act of 1804 
no E a harbor at either place was made, 

While considering the bill herewith submitted, exhaustive hearings were 
given by your committee to parties representing both sides of vexed 
question, including eminent engineers, both civil and military, and a conclu- 
sion was r ed, in accordance with which a provision has been inserted 
for re iii a breakwater at Santa Monica Bay, at a cost not to exceed 


Mr. WHITE. When this report was ordered to be made in the 
committee, I earnestly dissented from it, and reluctantly reached 
the conclusion that it would be my duty to file a minority report; 
and after consultation with such of my associates who thought 
as I did and to whom I was able at that time to submit the mat 
involved, I, together with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Berry], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], and the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], did file such report. I was 
not able to present the document at that time to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], who, generally speaking, agrees with our 
views, as he was unavoidably absent from the city, and I thought 
that the river and harbor bill would come up the following day 
and believed it advisable to place the matter found in the views 
of the minority upon the desks of Senators at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. : 

In the minority report we outlined the points upon which it 
seemed the views of the minority should rest. Iwill read an 
extract from the report: 

The 8333 object to the amendment to H. R. 7977, making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain Public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, reported by the major- 
ity of the Committee on Commerce to the Senate April 27, 1896, which appro- 
8 098,000 for the construction of a breakwater near Santa Monica, 

. This item was not placed in the bill at the su ition of either of the 
Senators from California, nor at the instigation of the Representative from 
the Sixth Nagy tne oa district of that State, wherein the site involved is 
located. On the contrary, both of the Senators and the Representative ob- 


ected to the construction of the breakwater at the point named in the bill, 
and the overwhelming sentiment of the community prefers another location. 


I ask the Secretary to read to the end of subdivision 7, as show- 
ing the considerations which justify the minority view. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from California will allow me to say 
right here that a rule of the Senate adopted some time since requires 
a brief report as to each item which is contained in the bill. The 
clerk of the Committee on Commerce always drafts those reports 
from the reports of the engineers, in order that they may be con- 
veniently at hand for any Senator to see. So far as the report 
with respect to Santa Monica is concerned, it was made precisel 
in that way. I did not even look at it; I did not even see it; Idi 
not even read it. I never heard of it until the Senator had it read 
just now. 

Mr. WHITE. I have not said anything that can involve a criti- 
cism of the report. 

Mr. FRYE. I make the statement simply to account for the 
gg CS the report. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. It is simply intended to refer Senators to the doc- 
uments where, if they please, they can find the information in full. 

Mr. WHITE, I was endeavoring to present the matter in 
rather complete form, and referred to the report of the committee. 
which of course is very general in its terms and contains none of 
the argumentations and none of the reasons upon which the Sen- 
ator from Maine and other members composing the majority of 
the committee acted in voting for the placing in the bill of the 
item which I am criticising. I only criticise the report so far as 
it reaches a conclusion from which I dissent. I have referred to 
it, as I have said, not because it estops Senators from giving ad- 
ditional reasons, or because it presents their view of the case, but 
merely because it is a part of the record. 

Now, let the Secretary read the extract from the minority report, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from California, 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
Sy following considerations are submitted as justifying this minority re- 


port: 
1) The appropriation as proposed is inadvisable. The bill is otherwise 

$ ciently 1 — y The condition of the Treasury does not warrant the 
use of the public money for this particular work. 

(2) There is no official recommendation or other authority justifying the 
making of this appropriation. 

(8) Those officers of the Government to whom has been committed the 
coer and management of harbor improvements, and 75 whose recom- 
men 


tions Con has been accustomed to act, have uniformly and unan- 
imously re against an appropriation fora breakwater at Santa Monica. 
There n no conflict in the 


ngineer Corps apon this topic, notwith- 
standing strenuous exertions by private and powerful interests, and although 
rae boards specially co: ioned to examine and report have fait: y 


their duties, 
(4) The action of the committee establishes a d rous ent. The 
opinions of two boards 


entire disregard of the carefully formed and unbi 
of able engineers and the arbitrary location of this extensive work at a point 
demanded by pirate interests is a dangerous exercise of power and threatens 
the removal of needed protection to a frequently impe Treasury. 

(5) The ultimate success of the work authorized is problematical. 

8 ) The proper site for a deep-sea harbor is not at Santa Monica but at San 


773 It there is doubt as to the availability of San Pedro for a deep-sea har- 
bor, then the expenditure of the appropriation should be made to depend 
upon th ent of a co! on provided for in thisact. Such commis- 
ing into consideration all the information theretofore collected 
should decide as between San Pedro and Santa 
Monica and should report to the Secre of War, and a contract should 
— — be entered into for the construction of a breakwater pursuant to 
su port. 

Mr. WHITE. In order to give the Senate as full information 
from a scientific source as I was able to produce, I and my asso- 
ciates in the report submit a synopsis of the Mendell repor and 
we submit the report of the ighill board in full. ese are 
contained in the minority report and constitute as to extent the 
main of the same. 

Right here I wish to allude toanother matter. It is said in the 
minority report that the insertion of this item is not owing to the 
ey or the effort of either of the Senators from California 
or the 1 Representative. It is pretty evident from my atti- 
tude that it was not put in at my suggestion. It is equally certain 
that it was not placed there at the instigation of my colleague. 
At the hearing before the committee the very able gentleman who 
represents the Sixth Congressional district of California came 
before our committee and stated his views upon the subject. I 
consider them of sufficient importance (they are not very lengthy) 
to justify eee at least a of the same, and I therefore re- 
quest the Secretary to from Congressman McLACHLAN’s 


statement to the end of the 5th line on 5, Hearings. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
5 McLACHLAN, member of Congress from the Los Angeles dis- 


Mn. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN: Perhaps it would be well for me to 
state briefly the history of harbor matters in the vicinity of Los Angeles. 
Something like twenty years ago an appropriation was made by Congress for 
the improvement of the inside harbor at San Pedro, and appropriations have 
been made from time to time for the improvement of that harbor until the 
total of the disbursements up to this time aggregate somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of $800,000. That was for the improvement of the inside harbor at 
San Pedro. The commerce of that I ty is 8 rapidly, and it has 


become evident to all the people there that larger facilities are necessary to 
meet this increasing commerce. e Government engineers made a survey 
rted the feasibilit 


of what is termed the outer harbor at San Pedro and re 
of ort time afterwards 


c deal of agitation over 
the 8 in the Mist of Los Angelos, saa ere has been a wonderful 
conflict going on since that time between these two localities. Before I was 
nominated for Congress (this will show the condition and temper of the peo- 
ple at that time) I went on the platform of the Republican convention and 
stated that if I were elected I would go to Congress and would do all in my 
power, to secure an appropriation for a deep-sea harbor at San Pedro. I 
k that every candidate on every ticket nominated in that campaign two 
— ago did the same thing. The general sentiment of the peonia, based 
rgely, I Suppose, upon the reports of Goyernment engineers, was largely in 
favor of San Pedro for the deep-sea harbor. Those are the conditions on 
which I came to Congress, 

“When I arrived at Washington in the beginning of this session I found, 
however, that the friends of San Pedro were in doubt as to the advisability 
of our 3 at this session for an 5 for an outside harbor 
at San Pedro. ter consultation with each other, the friends of San Pedro 
decided that, on account of the depleted condition of the + 80 re- 
ported, and of the economical ideas which seemed to pervade Congress, it 
would be wise at this session of Congress to confine their efforts to an appro- 
priation to deepen the inside harbor at San Pedro to 18 feet at mean low 
water, 88 to the report of pn es Benyaurd, who stated that, in his 

u 


i Manz it could be done for $392, 
“I want to state to the committee that I was the last friend of San Pedro 
who finally assented to this course, and I think the friends of San Pedro will 


bear me out in 3 Isaid to them that I was elected to come here to 
work for an outside bor at San Pedro; that that was my pledge to REA 
to the 


le, and that now I would not be justified in confining n y effo: 
side harbor. Iwas perhaps the last one who finall 

because it was the best thing to do.. I went before the House committee and 

asked the improvement of the inside harbor of San Pedro and an age om 

tion of $392,000 for that purpose, stating at the same time that we did not 


consented to this plan, 


forego our claims to the outside harbor at San Pedro. At that hearing 7 8 


was no objection to the uest made by us, and we left the committee 
the request that we should receive an appropriation that would enable us to 
complete the inside harbor at San Pedro. 

“ Afterwards, and before the river and harbor bill was reported to the 
House, it was learned that the committee had put in the bill an appropria- 
tion for the full amount that was asked for the inside harbor at San Pedro, 
and had also included an appropriation (as we were credibly informed of 
about $2,800,000 for the construction of an outside harbor at Santa Monica. 
I am bound here to state, as the Representative from that district, that I 
never asked for an appropriation for Santa Monica. We Sop confined 
our efforts to the inside harbor at San Pedro. And I am in du y bound to 
say, as a Representative from that district, coming fresh from aa peop 
that I am not here to-day asking for an appropriation for Santa Monica, ut 
that I am here asking for an appropriation to continue that inside harbor at 
San Pedro according to the plan of Colonel Benyaurd. And if in the wisdom 
of this committee it can see its way clear to give usan appropriation for an 
outside harbor, I am bound, under my pledges, to ask you to give that ap- 
p riation for the construction of the outside wall or breakwater at San 
ro. 


Mr. WHITE. In addition to the extract which has just been 
read, I make the following quotation from Mr. McLACHLAN: 

Senator ELKINS. You say that you appear here to Ret an appropriation for 
the inside harbor at San Pedro, and that you would like an appropriation for 
the outside harbor as well. 

Mr. MCLACHLAN. All the friends of San Pedro consider that on account of 
the economical paray a this Congress, and on account of the condition of 
the Treasury, it would be wise to confine our efforts to getting an appropria- 
tion of $392,000 for the inside harbor; but since we discovered a dispocition on 
the part of the House to give more to the vicinity af Los Angeles. I say, as a 
representative of that peuple coming here with those pledges, and t if 
there is to be an appropriation for an outer sea wall, I ask it for the begin- 
ning of the outer bor at San Pedro. 

e CHAIRMAN. But you do not expect an appropriation of some $3,000,000 
for Wilmington Harbor provided the Government continues to make a deep- 
sea harbor at San Pedro? 

Mr. McLACHLAN. Yes: because we believe that one of the most practical 
advantages to the deep-sea harbor will be the completion of the inside bor 
at San Pedro. 

Now, the Senate will understand that the $392,000 referred to 
in this testimony by Congressman MCLACHLAN is provided for 
in the pending bill; that is to say, there is an appropriation of 
$50,000 and a continuing contract for an amount making the 
whole $392,000 for the improvement of the inner harbor which I 
have described, and a photograph of which is here before the Sen- 
ate, and his statement is therefore fully supported. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to what I consider an 
extraordinary feature of this case—a peculiar feature of the con- 
troversy. It is and would be in any instance rather singular that 
the Congress of the United States should find it necessary to make 
an appropriation of public money in the face of the desire of local 
representatives, and it is almost impossible that such a condi- 
tion of things can ever exist unless there is some extraordinary 
influence not commonly applicable and not usually brought into 
exercise, 

Let us examine this situation. In the report of the committee, 
from which I have read the general synopsis, we find the follow- 
ing: 


It was stoutly contended by 91 — having large interests in the com- 
merce of the Pacific Coast and familiar with the local conditions that the 
opinion expressed by the board was erroneous; that to act in ce 


with it would be a waste of money. 


Those opinions thus expressed were the opinions of the South- 
em Pacific Railroad Company, and that persistency which has 
been referred to has been and is the persistency, the potential per- 
1 of that company. I recognize the right of every man to 

roceed upon propor lines to obtain all grants from Congress which 

is eloquence and skill, his arguments and persuasion, may be able 
to obtain, but I do not recognize the right of such person to con- 
trol me without some argument demonstrating that the appro 
priation of this large amount of money in defiance of official 
recommendation is for the public interest. = 

Let me goa step further in the history of this matter. Mr. 
McLACHLAN in his lucid statement has perhaps made the matter 
pam enough, but I wish to allude to the subject, for I desire the 

ate and every member of it to understand the situation, and 
so understanding it if members of this body are willing to take 
the 8 of voting away $3,098,000 it is their affair, not 
mine. ButI give the facts as I know them, and I shall state 
nothing that I do not believe to be true, and I shall gladly cor- 
rect any statements which I may discover to be unfounded. 

When the present Congress convened the situation of this matter 
was briefly as I shall state it. Nothing had been done upon the 
report of the board of engineers and no appropriation had been 
made. Inthe meantime Colonel Benyaurd evised the project 
for the improvement of the inner harbor to which I have referred. 
I called for that project; which was filed away in the War De 
ment by resolution which passed the Senate at the close of the 
last session. Thereport of Colonel Benyaurd was thereafter incor- 
porated in the official records of the Chief of Engineers, and when 
the river and harbor bill came before the committee of the House 
for consideration I appeared there and so also did my colleague, 
and the distinguished member of the House already referred to 
was likewise there. We presented our claims for the further im- 
provement of the inner bor at San Pedro or Wilmington—I 
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use the words indiscriminately—the Benyaurd ject, i 
ag yaurd project, against 


which there was, so far as we 
o on. 

stated there, as others did, thatin view of the depleted condi- 
tion of the and because we deemed it wholly unlikely 
that Co; would care to embark in so expensive a work as a 
three-million-dollar outer harbor at this time, we should be satis- 
fied if we were given a continuing contract for the inner harbor 
at San Pedro, invol the $392,000. Weleft. Nothing more was 
heard by me of this ir until I learned indirectly that a provision 
had been printed in the draft of the river and harbor for two 
million eight hundred and odd thousand dollars for a harbor at 
Santa Monica or Port Los Angeles, and that $392,000 had also, it 
was rumored, been appropriated for San Pedro. 

Thus I discovered that to some extent my State occupied a 
higher plane than that upon which other Commonwealths have 
been in the habit of treading; that while there were some who 
were forced to solicit appropriations and to make arguments to 
obtain the same, in my instance such favors came not only unso- 
licited but unwanted. 

Mr. GRAY. Thrust on you. 

Mr. WHITE. However, a great local disturbance arose in Los 
Angeles. As shown by the hearings printed by the Committee on 
Commerce, a tel: was sent to Angeles stating that if the 

there would unite they could have the inner harbor at San 
o, but they must take with it the outer harbor at Santa 


onica. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who sent that telegram? 

Mr. WHITE. The Representative. I will refer to the in 
amoment. The result of it all was that the River and Harbor 
Committee dro the whole matter, leaving only an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 for the inner harbor at San P. on the Benyaurd 

ition and no continuing contract at all. Indeed, my State 
Was not honored with any continuing contract in the bill as it 
came to this end of the Capitol. When the measure reached the 
Committee on Commerce fight was renewed. 

I neglected to say that the River and Harbor Committee had 
the benefit (not in a presence, however) of the testim: oy of 
Messrs. Corthell and Hood, whose views have been published by 
the House. The combat was thence transferred to the Committee 
on Commerce. Upon a day fixed by common consent representa- 
tives from the State of California were brought here, business 
men, persons of standing and integrity, who represented both 
sides of the question. Some of those tlemen (and their evi- 
dence is in the hearings here) argued in favor of Santa Monica 
and some in favor of San Pedro. 

Petitions were filed; telegrams without number were received. 
One of my constituents stated to me, Let us have e ace 
tion, even if it is to go to Arroyo Seco,” which, transl , means 
„dry creek.” The im ion prevailed in the community that 
there was an 9 to get $3,000,000, and some thought that 
it was useless to longer make a fight for San Pedro, where the vast 
majority of the people wanted the harbor. Sooner than lose the 
appropriation for the inner harbor, and this large amount of money 
ised to be disbursed in the locality, they were willing to locate 
a harbor anywhere. 

Of course that did not represent the universal sentiment. I may 
say the record here shows a telegram H Pe by some two or three 
hundred of the leading business men of Angeles insisti apon 
my ee of both appropriations for San Pedro. But if I had 
not received that telegram I should not have changed my posi- 
tion. It can not alter my attitude standing here in the discharge 
of a public duty that a vote of mine is to prevent the expenditure 
of money in my Seen f If I know that that diture is not 
to be made in the public interest—that it is sought for a private 

urpose—I will not vote for it. Were I outside of official life, self- 
haak NR COS OAR of ns, . gorse oaot a 
ences us all, might perhaps metoa ud an act w. wo 
involve local disbursement of such an TÄ rate sum. But I could 
not find myself authorized, and do not deem myself empowered, 
to ap te one cent unless I find it to be for a public purpose 
and for the public interest. 

Mr. Lankersham, a very prominent business man of my — and 
a person of excellent standing, was before our committee and was 
examined, and favored the selection of Santa Monica. The dis- 

ingui Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] asked him the 
question whether it was not a fact that the people in that section 
of the State had finally come to the conclusion that they had better 
take the appropriation, because influences surrounding the case 
were such as to render it im ible to authorize the outlay else- 
where. I refer to the exact language. It can be found in Hear- 

Renato miim Y ha mind and that oth 

r RY. Sa; 
. Bir ou say now you have changed your t others 
Mr. BERRY. Read just before—the first question. 
Mr. WHITE. Oh, yes. - 


Senator Berry. You worked for years, did not, trying to this 
deep-water harbor at San Pedro? it wt 


ew or now know, no 


Mr. LANKERSHAM. it is somewhat so. Iwasa good deal more in fa 
of San Pedro before I came here, but since I have heard the 
i et rae ia ne believe another day that a port can be built at San 


Ar. ORAY. What engi does he refer to? 
> ; engineers does er 

Mr. FRYE. The civil engineers. 

Mr. WHITE. He refers to Corthell. 

Mr. FRYE. Corthell and Hood. 

Mr. WHITE. Corthelland Hood. They were the engineers of 
Mt, GEORG: 

Mr. GEORGE. Of what company? 
Mr. WHITE. The Southern ific. Now, Mr. President, tak- 
ing the situation as I find it, I have no hesitancy in the world in 
—.— — as e the location at San 8 and as 

onica, were the people of my section permitted to make a choice 
there would be an „ vote in favor of San Pedro. 


can not affect me; it should affect neg tis The question before 
the Senate is where ought this money to be put if it is expended 
at all. Mr. Hood and Mr. Corthell were practically before both 
committees; Mr. Corthell was personally before both, and Mr. 
Hood's statement was before both. These gentlemen, who were 
heard in behalf of the railroad CORES, CARGO their prefer- 
ences, and Mr. Corthell not only e his argument before the 
committees, but as soon as the minority report already mentioned 
was filed I encountered in the hands of an employee of the Senate 
a printed document indorsed as follows: 


DEEP-SEA HARBOR IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. 


Letter of Mr. E. L. Corthell, e ee States Senators WHITE, 
Sunna) oe Ere and a rae: of . on Commerce. 8 
min ro on amendmen: e 7977, A 
for the constru of a breakwater at Santa M Cal, N42 1. 1856 


Turnin; g the title page, which appeared to indicate a report from 
the third house, I found the interior decoration as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., Mi 1896. 
Hon. STEPREN M. WHITE, ö * 
United States Senate, City. 

DEARSIR: On April 29last you, representing yourself and Senators BERRY, 
CAFFERY, and pe ——.— a minority . ti upon a location for a deep- 
sea harbor on the southern coast of California. 

As the facts and opinions which I have laid before the Senate and House 
committees, and I may say the War Department, have been called in ques- 


tion in your rt, it seems to me proper that I should at least remove some 
misunde that evidently exist inthe minds of yourself and your 


Then he proceeds in this charitable enterprise as follows: 


with this question, 
— — 1 I have made r 
ports of hearings. necessary now ‘er , from 
— oficial communication addressed by me to the Chief 9 
r 2 * 

“Early in the of 1894 I was uested by Senator FRYE, of the Com- 

Poi Ne so stated by Him tod by his 3 and Mr. 
BLANCHARD, at that time chairman of the Rivers and Harbors ttee. 
and afterwards by Mr. Carom⁰xds. 9 ES ted chairman of 
that committee, to make a careful investiga’ in reference to the question 
redhat and plans fora protected harbor on the coast of southern Cali- 


This extract, it will be observed, is what Mr. Corthell styles 
“an official communication.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Who is Mr. Corthell? 

Mr. WHITE. He is an employee, in this matter, of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has he any connection with the Government? 

Mr. WHITE. I am trying now to work out his connection. I 
am trying to proceed tmy the sinuosities of the situation to a 
conclusion or to some tangible result. In other words, I am try- 
ing to anchor him with reference to his opinions. This alleged 
official communication was sent in December 13, 1895. Now, he 
proceeds: 
ie Os EE 

Mr. Hun president of the Southern Pacific Company, had also asked 
une we a t to start for California, to examine the question of harbor 

It will be observed that this was a mere incidental request— 


as I was about to start for California, to examine the question of harbor loca- 
Hon, but I considered that I was making the examination for the committees 


We will see what there is in that pretentious and presumptuous 
claim in a moment— 


and I determined to investigate the matter exhaustively, to decide the impor- 
tant questions involved carefully and impartially, and to present my opinion 


1896. 
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committees. erefore seems unnecessary for me to re now that 
fost round the . —. San Pedro more „ 
ica, I should have reported so. 

This is his letter to me which was never delivered, as I have 
stated, through any intentional instrumentality of its author. 
Now, let us look a little further. This gentleman was in ted 
upon this subject when he appeared before the Committee on Com- 
merce. I refer to the hearings. When he took the stand, so to 
speak, although perhaps that expression is technically inaccurate 
(no one was sworn, and the statements of the gentlemen who ap- 

there were all accepted without any other verification than 
eir word) he stated, I refer to page 36 of the hearings before the 
committee— 


where this deep-sea har bo 


Later on the distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
asked the witness the following question: 
. In the of remarks 
about going out 8 —— Did 
say sof 
. CORTHELAL. I meant with the approval of Senators. 
Senator BERRY, They 8 you to go out there, did they? 
CorTHELL. No, sir. 


said. something 
understand you to 


Mr. 3 
r. Gon . N 8 t afterwards Mr. Huntington paid 
. CORTHELL. at the bu 8 
Mr. Hun. ton asked me, in the first place, if I would make 


my expenses. 
the examination. I said that I did not think I would like to do so in my — 
tion, because it would be ofticious if I should make an examination ied pore 
to be heard before a committee. I said: “If Senator FRYS and Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD (then chairman of the House Committee on Rivers and Harbors) would 
like me to make an examination I will make it.” 

Senator Berry. There was no order of Congre for you to make it? 

Mr. CorTHELL, No; I received a telegram from Mr. CATCHINGS while at 


San Diego, asking 5 but expressly sta’ that he did not intend 
to employ me, but that winhied mse bo —.— 
Senator WHITE of California. You done some work for Mr. Hunting- 


Wier Cox —.— I was, for fi hen obtaining a charter i Cc 
. CORTHELL. ‘or four when o a from Con- 
. at New Orleans, and the president 


it was (by previous agree- 
es) poi — — to the rail- 


7 JF 
ve , on account of these relations, to do w could prop- 
CC 


Mr. President, what justification is there for the assertion that 
this was an official investigation? I appeal not only to lawyers, 
but to those used to analyzing human statements and to deter- 
mining the candor or want of candor of individual declaration, 
and I ask, Does any man believe that the Nay bi thus ad- 
dresses this communication to me and other tors is any more 
than the employee of the interest in this case, which is making 
this determined contest for personal profit? Is there any question 
about it? Official position! Whoconferred it? Irepudiate, deny, 
and controvert the assertion that the Committee on Commerce 
hed authorized this man to make any investigation. They never 


Does anyone suppose that in the year 1894 I, conscious of this 
man’s relation to an interested party, ever would have consented 
to or permitted without emphatic urrer his appointment in 
any such confidential place? Does anyone believe that I would 
have been willing to intrust my constituents’ interests to one 
whom I knew was in the pay of a person toward whom my con- 
stituents occupied an an istic relation? Senators, indeed, 
might, if they chose, ask Corthell to make the investigation. 
That was their individual affair. He was first asked by Mr. Hunt- 
ington. Mr. Huntington had a right to ask him. It was Mr. 
Huntington’s affair properly to examine into the case and to 
ara is She most skilled men he could obtain. Mr. Corthell is a 


inspection, and his expenses were 
id by Mr. Huntington. I should have had a great deal more 
att for Mr. Corthell if he had come out, like witnesses 
are candid ought always to come out, and said: “Yes, I was 
employed and well paid for the work I did; it is good work, and 
I willstand by it demonstrate that I am right.” There would 
have been something about that which wi have commended 
the man’s utterances tome. But he has evaded the whole story. 
i President, = Sateen been ee had this oon been 
sent to California officially to inspect a publicimprovemen - 
tlemen who were authorized themselves to act in eee 
that subject, without any record in their committee that it was so 
done. There never was any such appointment. There never was 
any such authority. I have resided for half of my life, for all 
my manhood’s days, in the county of Los Angeles, where this im- 
yore is intended to be made. I knowits people well. 
know the surroundings of the case pretty well. My associate 


has lived upon that coast since 1855. He possesses technical and 
nautical knowledge regarding it which no other man here enjoys. 
This he has learned in the course of his business. The Rep 

ative of that district, fresh from the people, lives in the city of Los 
Angeles. Ought not weknow 8 18 something about it? Were 
we not worthy of consultation? There is an alleged public officer, 
a man who professes to be an employee of the Government, who 
talks about his official communication, who visits our home and 
determines the merits of our arguments without even identifying 
himself. Mr. President, his investigation was uninvited by any 
committee, unsanctioned by any law. He was Mr. Huntingtons 
agent then as he is now. 

Mr. President, in so far as his statements disclose facts sup- 
ported by reason so far are those statements valuable. In so far 
as he attempts to put himself in a situation of impartiality and 
fairness his efforts must prove e mers He is worthy of credit, 
as I say, as far as he is supported, but he is not entitled to that 
degree of confidence ining to an impartial man who, in the 

i of a public function, knows no master save his con- 
science, and does nothing merely to win individual monetary 
emolument. The one is ruled by a lofty sense of duty to his 
country, the other toils for the commendations of ess. 

Therefore, Mr Ee i oy we enn yroa to examine such 
arguments as are ant in support of these propositions upon 
their merits, without supposing that there is any oficial poste — 
for the report of the committee beyond that sanction which fol- 
lows from our acts as Senators. It has been shown that the com- 
mittee has had the regular reports of two boards of engineers; 
that their reports have been adverse to Santa Monica; that those 
politically authorized are similarly minded. Here I pause. I do 
not contend that any Senator or resentative has an absolute 
right to dictate to a committee where public funds shall be ex- 

ded. Asa member of the Commerce Committee I am only 
entitled to vote once—to vote my own notions—and I have no right 
to register the judgment of any other member. At the same time, 
perhaps, the custom which has grown up because of the teachings 
of experience is not a bad one—to pay some little respect to rec- 
ommendations and representations of those who speak within this 
Chamber of the necessities of their homes. 

But what is there before this body to offset the official disa 
proval from these two boards concurred in by General 8 
tinguished boards, as I have said -one presided over by the present 
General of the Engineer Corps? Is there anything official to can- 
cel this disapprobation? I have disposed of the claim that Mr. 
Corthell a aggre anybody officially, unless it be the railroad 
company. . Hood, an able engineer, gives his views. He is 
the chief engineer, and an exceedingly good one, of the Southern 
Pacific Company. We have his evidence. 

Mr. President, we have cast aside the reports of our engineers, 
and of the Chief of Engineers, and the views of those! y inter- 
ested, and we have adopted the conclusions of those who are per- 
sonally, individually, and financially interested. We have refused 
to appropriate the public money and place it where it is said by 
impartial and competent Government officers its disbursement 
would be of use to the public, and we have taken it and placed it 
where these officers have said it should not be expended. ee 


we are right, perhaps the committee is right; but let it be p inly 

shown before we act affirmatively; let it a most clearly that 

the committee is obviously right. No dubious evidence will suf- 
ify such a singular course. 


fice to jus 

Mr. RA Let me ask the Senator if there is no recommenda- - 
tion of the board of engineers or other Government authority in 
favor of the a gis’ ooo for Santa Monica? 

Mr. WHITE. one on earth. Not only that, but it is sought 
to appropriate $3,098,000 for this improvement, when there is no 
0 estimate of the cost of that improvement or recommenda- 

ion for it. 

This is not a case, Mr. President, where a Senator rises from 
his seat and says, Here is something of necessity, here is some- 
thing about which I know everything,” and there is no dispute, 
and he is asked, Have you a recommendation?” ‘No; there is 
no recommendation, but I am cognizant of the facts; they are so 
and so.” The Senate sometimes, in such cases where the amount 
is small, takes the risk and perhaps makes the appropriation. But 
the present is an instance where there is negation. This is a case 
where the authorities to whom we have committed this matter, 
in an advisory sense it is true, but to whom nevertheless we have 
committed this matter, have reported adversely. Weare to make 
this enormous expenditure, not only without their recommenda- 
tion, but in the face of their condemnation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ionly wish to ask a question; I know 2 
about the matter and I have not heard all the debate. Is it a fac 
that two boards of United States engineers, acting under oath, 
have ys against the appropriation recommended by the 
commi 
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Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it a fact that both the Senators from Cali- 
fornia and the Representative in the other House of Congress 
from that district are against the appropriation? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it a fact that there is no other evidence upon 
which the Senate is asked to act except the statement of two men 
who are in the employ of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company? 

. WHIT o be fair, I would say there is other evidence. 
There are gentlemen who testified before the committee; and, in 
addition to that, there is the personal knowledge, or whatever it 
may be, of those who have seen the locality, and who, upon that, 
have formed their views. > 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean any professional, any engineer reports? 

Mr.WHITE. No,sir. I will say, however, that there are gen- 
tlemen upon the committee who have seen this location, notably 
the distinguished chairman, who has examined it personally, and 
who has reached a conclusion as the result of his examination. 
There are other members of the committee who are also familiar 
with it, very familiar with it. The Senator from Nevada Socal 
Jones] is very familiar with it, knows the ground thoroughly, 
and has for many years known it. 

Mr. BATE. 1 Akoma like to ask the Senator one further ques- 
tion, which I believe the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
did not ask. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Is it or is it not a fact that all the boards and com- 
mercial organizations in the city of Los ary beg which is tribu- 
to this place, have decided in favor of San Pedro? 5 

. WHITE. The principal commercial board of the city of 
Los Angeles is the Chamber of Commerce. This board comprises 
within its membership most of the more prominent business men 
of that city. In 1894 the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles 
had a meeting and determined that its members should vote upon 
this subject, which they did, deciding by a large Lar 9 85 in favor 
of San Pedro. If the Senator from Tennessee 1 consult page 
80 of the hearings he will find there an elaborate dispatch signed 
by men whom I consider to be representative business men o the 
city of Los Angeles, also in favor of San Pedro. : 

Mr. President, I dislike to go on further with this subject now. 
I will state the reason. I have been suffering from a severe cold 
for three or four days, and I feel the effects of it somewhat. I 
shall go on and finish in the morning. I should prefer to proceed 
now if I were physically able, but in my present condition I do 
not like to risk going on further to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the gc Se of the Senator from 
California, I move that the Senate adjourn. $ 

The motion was eed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 11 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 9, 

896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, May 8, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. ’ 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
N SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 


lows: 

A bill (8. coreg arane an increase of pension to Jerusha Stur- 
gis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. s 

A bill (S. 1 50 for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve. 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to Emma Weir Casey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 

GAS AND NAPHTHA LAUNCHES. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1646) providing for certain 
nirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, etc. 

The bill was read. 
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The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 
Mr. GARDNER. I object. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS, 


Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1436) to 
guies title to lands in persons who Ae the same in good 

aith without notice and for a valuable consideration, and to 
enable the Government to issue patents on such lands, and that 
commutations of homestead entries shall take effect from date of 
settlement and not from date of entry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office that an error has been made by the officers of any 
local land office in receiving premature commutation proofs under the home- 
stead laws, and that there was no fraud practiced by the entryman in mak- 
ing such proofs, and final payment has made and a final certificate of 
entry has been issued to the entryman, and that there were no adverse 
claimants to the land described in the certificates of entry whose rights 
originated prior to making such final proofs, such certificates of entry 
— all t 3 to the e ve) epee legal representatives, 

gran er and a paten e thereon. 

SEC. 3, That all commutations of homestead entries shall be allowed after 
the ba aoe of fourteen months from date of settlement. 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with any of the provisions 
of this act are hereby PARTES 

SEC. 4. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
sage and approval. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the SoM to pbject, I 
would like to hear the gentleman who presents this bill explain 
the effect of the second section. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill the object of which 
is to quiet the title to certain lands which title has been rendered 
obscure by mistakes made in some of the land offices. The bill 
has received the warm approval of the Secre of the Interior 
and of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and as the 
report is brief and explains the matter very fully, I ask that it be 
T 


The report (by Mr. BARNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1436) entitled A bill to quiet the title to lada etc., beg leave to submit the 
following report, and recommend that said bill do pass with certain - 
ments hereinafter 3 

Prior to March 3, 1891, commutation of a homestead entry could be made at 
any time after the expiration of six months from the date of settlement. At 
that time the law was changed, extending the time of settlement to fourteen. 
months. Notwithstanding this change the law many of the local land 
offices have A commutation to be made at the end of six months from 
the date of g or settlement, if made before that time and the filing after- 
wards, and have ren a duplicate certificate of 1 5 which in most States 
is an evidence of title; and upon these evidences of t tle much land has been 
conveyed to innocent purchasers, land has been mortgaged, and timber sold 
and taken away. These purchasers have relied upon the title as conveyed 
by the United States, as it would seem bar ought to de protected in doing. 
A late decision of the Interior Department holds that many of these commu- 
tations at the end of six months are invalid and that such entries are sub- 
ject to cancellation; and many cases are now pending before that Department 
where an enforcement of this rule would work great hardship to innocent 

rties 3 relied upon the certificate of some of the officers of the 
vernment. 

In order that the act may not seem to excuse such mistakes hereafter, and 
at the suggestion of the Land Commissioner, the committee recommend that 
it only apply to protons errors, which is done by inserting the word “ here- 
tofore™ before the word “ been in the fourth line of the first section. For 
the pu also of making it absolutely certain that it will have no appli- 
cation cases where a homestead entry has been abandoned and su 
imac taken by innocent parties, the committee also recommend that the 
ollowing provision be added to the first section of the bill: 

“ Provided, That this act shall not apply to commutation and homestead 
entries on which final certificates have been issued, and which have hereto- 
fore been canceled, when the lands made vacant by such cancellation have 
been reentered under the homestead act.” 

The following are the reports of the Land Commissioner and the Secretary 
of the Interior on the bill: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“ Washington, January 30, 1896. 

„Sin: I have the honor to hand you herewith a report from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on H. R. 1 to quiet title to lands in per- 
sons who purchased the same in faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on such lands, 
and that commutations of homestead entries shall take effect from the date 
of settlement and not from the date of by feat fe 

“The report of the Commissioner sets forth in detail the various acts apply- 
ing to the right of commutation of entries, and he reaches the conclusion 
that inasmuch as the bill would render the period of commutation and the 
right thereto uniform, he sees no objection to the passage of the bill if the 
first section be amended by the word ‘heretofore,' after the word 
been,“ in line 4 of the bill. 

“I concur with the Commissioner in the recommendation that the bill 
should because of its remedial character and the fact that it would 

period of commutation uniform, but I do not see the necessity of 
the amendment suggested. I believe that the bill should apply to entries 


that may occur after its as wellas those that have been made hereto- 


fore; hence the recommendation that the bill in its present form be passed, 
9 Isubmit herewith for your consideration the Commissioner's re- 
po! ereon. 
“Very respectfully, 
“Hon. JOHN F. LACEY, 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 
“ House of Representatives.” 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


1896. 
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“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 29, 1896. 

“Sir: Iam im receipt, by reference from the e January 20, 1896, 
for repor in duplicate and return of papers, of H. R. 1436, * to quiet title to 
lands in persons who purchased the same in good faith without notice and 
for a valuable consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents 
on such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall take effect 
from date of settlement and not from date of entry,’ which was referred to 
the De ent by Hon. Jonx F. LACEY, chairman of the Committee on the 
Public ds, United States House of Representati td Bal request for soe 
Sod from you to assist the Committee on the Public Lands in its consi: 
eration. 

* The bill provides: 

That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that an error has been made by the officers of any local land office in 
receiving premature commutation proofs under the homestead laws, and 
that there was no fraud practiced by the entryman in making such proofs, 
and final payment has n made and a final certificate of entry has been 
issued to the entryman, and that there were no adverse claimants tothe land 
described in the certificates of entry whose rights originated prior to making 
such final proofs, such certificates of entry shall be in all things confirmed to 
the en n, heirs, legal representatives, assigns, grantees, mortgagees, 
and a patent issue thereon. j 

“*Sxo.2. That all commutations of homestead entries shall be allowed after 
the expiration of fourteen months from date of settlement. 

„SE. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with any of the provi- 
sions of this act are hereby repealed. 

SC. 4. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage and rer i) 

“In reply I have the honor to report that on January 14, 1895, I made report 
on a bill similar to the first section of this, but restricted in its a plication to 
lands in Wisconsin restored under the act of June 20, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 169), 
commonly known as reservoir lands, and to cases in which the land had been 
sold or encumbered in good faith after issue of final certificate to a bona fide 

urchaser or incumbrancer for a valuable consideration, on presentation to 
fhe land office of satisfactory proof of such sale or incumbrance. 

“This bill is broader in its terms and proposes to confirm all certificates 
issued by error of the local officers on premature commutation proof, whether 
in the hands of the original entryman or of the purchaser; however, as it is 
of a remedial nature, I think the word “heretofore” should be inserted after 
been in line 4. After the bill is so amended, I see no objection to the first 
section thereof. 

In regard to the second section, it is proper to state that by section 2301, 
United States Revised Statutes, h nts were allowed to com- 


iomestead claima: 
mute on making proof of settlement and cultivation as provided by law grant- 
ing penan tion rights. 

y section 21, act of May 2, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 81), settlers in (old) Oklahoma 
were allowed to pay for the land at $1.25 per acre and receive a patent after 
twelve months from the date of locating upon the homestead, on showing 
compliance with all the laws relating to homestead settlement. 

“ By section 6, act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 1095), section 2301, Revised 
Statutes, was amended so as to allow commutation on proof of settlement. 
genes and cultivation for the period of fourteen months after the date o! 

e entry. 

By pA 2 of the act of October 20, 1893 (28 Stat. L., 3), settlers upon the 

hoe lands were 


Absentee Shawnee, Pottawatomie, and Cheyenne and Arapa! 


allowed to pay for the land at $1.50 per acre, and settlers on the public-land 
strip at $I. e acre, and obtain a patent therefor, by showing a compliance 
with all the laws relating to homestead settlement date of proof, at the 


expiration of twelve months from the date of locating upon the homestead. 

By section 19, act of August 15, 1804 555 Stat. L., 286), the right of commuta- 
tion was extended to all bona fide settlers on lands in the Cherokee Outlet 
after fourteen months from date of settlement upon full payment for the 
lands at the prices provided in said act. 

As by said second section the period of commutation is rendered uniform, 
Isee no objection to the passage of the bill after the first section isamended. 

On December 17, 1895, this office forwarded to the Department a draft of 
a bill to amend section 2301, United States Revised Statutes, so as to allow 
commutation in fourteen months from date of settlement. 

“The third and fourth sections of the bill seem to require no comment. 
There is, therefore, no haan to the bill if amended as suggested, and the 


same is herewith returne 
“Very respectfully, E. F. BEST, Acting Commissioner. 


“The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 

The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
ede mpe and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

me, an ` 

On motion of Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ARREDONDO GRANT, FLORIDA, 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the preen consideration of the bill (H. R. 4255) to pro- 
vide for settlement of titles and disposition of public lands in the 
Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, Fla. 

1 ens Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bi 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will explain the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, this bill covers about 
20,000 acres in one of the oldest settled agricultural portions of 
the State of Florida. This land was opened and offered as United 
States land on May 26, 1828, and again on July 25,1835. The 
county seat of Columbia County, Lake City, a town of three or 
four thousand inhabitants, is on this land, and nearly all the land 
comprised in the tract is in settled and cultivated farms which 
have been held under the color of title from the United States, or 
through grants from the United States, for two or three genera- 
tions. In 1882 there was a decree in the United States court which 
finally settled that there was a valid Spanish grant supposed to 
cover these lands. The grant had never been definitely surveyed. 
By decree of the United States court, under a statute, that grant 
was floated for scrip, and the claim of the Spanish grantees has 


been wholly removed. The titles affected by the bill are none of 


them the titles of squatters. They are the titles of actual pur- 
chasers under title or color of title derived from the United States 
or through the United States. The bill has been carefully drawn 
and is carefully guarded. It has been reported unanimously by 
the Public Lands Committee, and the Interior Department has 
stated that there is no objection to it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 8 

Resolved by the Senate (the House q Representatives concurring), That there 
be 1 10,000 copies of the report made by Messrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and 
Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, together witfi all 
the appendixes. Soe iz = and prune — ng ane same, as submit- 
ted by them, 6,000 0 which shall be for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secre to furnish to the House of Tepa 


EFT 
sentatives, in compliance uest, a duplicate e o 
bill (S. 2501) for the relief of Jines BEDS; of Marshall County, Mics z 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of the widow of Thomas L. 
‘Young; and 

A bill (H. R. 3 S „N. V., a port of delivery, 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 
bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims in 
the case of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South against the United States; and 
A bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Denison and Northern Rail Ske Hage ae to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 


pu Ri 

The message also announced that the Senate had a; d to the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 6248 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judic: 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes,” and still further insists upon its 
amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 86, 37, 88, 83, 108, 
109, 142, 144, 233, 305, 306, 307, 309, 310, 318, and 814, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the further conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CULLOM, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. 
COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT POINT BONITA, CAL, 


Nr. BARHAM. Mr. 5 7 I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1982) to provide for a life- 
saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the 
State of California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby required to provide for such establishment 
an apply the same with the necessary life-saving crew and furnishings as 
provided by law in like cases. 

: Amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: 

Line g. strike out the words “there be established“ and insert “ the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to establish.” Strike out all 
after the word California,“ in line 6. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Without objecting, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say with reference to this bill that the amendments proposed 
which are proper, make the bill simply authorize the Secretary of 
the Tre to establish this life-saving station. This leaves the 
Secretary of the Treas to establish life-saving stations at an: 


authorized point that the Department may deem proper, an 
there is a general appropriation made in the sundry civil bill for 
that p Therefore the passage of bills of this character 


does not by any means bind the Department. There is no objec- 
tion to these bills, as they contain no appropriation. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be en d and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, i: 
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On motion of Mr. BARHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN CATTLE IMPORTED INTO GREAT BRIT. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair izes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania . STAHLE] on a 1 matter. 
Mr. STAHLE, I am directed by the Committee on Agriculture 


to report back favorably the 8 which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


of Wearasentaltean whai 


ment to carry out the fo pro 3 
for the ent of Agriculture for the 1896, approved 2 1 
to wit: t the President of the Unit: wee be requested to cause cor- 


respon and negotiation to be rtment of State or 
otherwise, with the authorities of the om * Great Britain, for the pur- 


pe of securing the errno or mmodifention of the 
o 


rced by said authorities w. mire cattle imported into Great Britain 
from the United States of . at the port of entry, 
and prohibiting the same from being alive to er places said 
And he is also requested to communicate to the House of Representatives 
8 . ich has been received by the State Department in regard 
matter. 


ch 3 of Kentucky. What committee reports this 
resolution 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on Agriculture. The ques- 


tion is on to the resolution. 

Mr. M Y of Kentucky. I should like to hear some 
statement in to the resolution. 

Mr. STAHL The Committee on Agriculture had this reso- 
lution before them this m and unanimously directed that it 


lorning 
be reported in the shape just read. It 3 proposes to inquire 
what ac action has been taken in reference to g into effect a 
pa of law adopted last winter. The inquiry . — relation 
tion of the British Government requiring that all a 
e United States be slaughtered at the port of entry, and 
ae tues nites into that Kingdom. We seek to obtain this 
9 whatever information may be accessible on this subject. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. the resolution been rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Agriculture unanimously? 
Mr.STAHLE. Yes, sir. 
The resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. STAHLE, amotion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, PORT HURON, MICH, 


Mr. SNOVER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8280) to establish a life-sa 
of Lake Huron, 


station at Port Huron, on the coast 


belonging to the fhe United States ut 
in th te of Michigan. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been favorably reported by a 
committee? r 

Mr. SNOVER. Yes 

Mr. DINGLEY. It r authorizes the establishment of this 
life-saving station; it is not peremptory, as I understand. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to he ees for a third 

; and it was accordingly read the time, and passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the title of the bili be amended 
by striking out the word establish“ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘ authorize the establishment of.” 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the title will be 
amended as indicated by the gentleman from Maine. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. SNOVER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to furnish con 
demned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky. 

Be it 8 That Lage Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to furnish to Fort Thomas, Ky., 20 pieces of con- 
demned cannon for ornamental purposes. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

eee That in the judgment of the Secretary of the Na 


such articles 
n be spared without detriment to the Se interests: Jur- 
ther, That the United States shall not be subjected toany expense on account 


of such donation.” 
Mr. TALBERT. I do not wish to raise any objection to this 


bill, but I understand that the supply of condemned cannon has 
been exhausted. 
Mr. BERRY. This bill will take effect only in the event that 


there are any of these cannon subject to such 
sire to move an . to reduce the num 
cannon from 20 to 10 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment of the 

gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Berry]. 

Serbe Clerk read as follows: 

9 e strike out “20” an 8 2 

ne Eoi bill, — Bln ton 10 ; so as to read “10 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I also move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out the words And provided further, That 
the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on account 
of such donation.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the effect of this amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. The amendment of the committee proposes to 
add to the bill a provision that no expense shall be incurred by the 
United States Government for the transportation of these cannon 
from the navy-yard to Newport, Ky., where, or near which, Fort 
Thomas is located. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it proposed to put the Government to the 
expense of tion? 

. BERRY. Yes, sir; we believe that the tion of 

these ten pieces of cannon ought to be paid for by the Govern- 
ment. 

. — DIN GLEV. I think that has not been usual in cases of this 


Mr. BERRY. 3 the gentleman does not understand the 
circumstances, Fort Thomas is a military post of the United 
States. The proposition is that these pieces of cannon be trans- 
ferred from one of our navy-yards to a regular military post of 
the United States, and, I add, one of the handsomest in the 


“i ore Are basis any condemned cannon at the dis- 
on of the Government for purpose? 
Pr, BERRY. There are. z 

Mr. DINGLEY. Arethey to be used simply for decorative pur- 


poses? 
Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; for decorative purposes at the military 
post: Fort Thomas, one of the handsomest posts in the United 
tates and oe about three miles and a from Cincinnati, is 
et 5 the Sixth Infantry, having eight companies and 
band of music. 
WILLIAM A. STONE. Have we made any appropriation 
for the manufacture of any condemned cannon? ughter. ] 
Mr. BERRY. I do not think we have; and I do not think we 
are likely to do so. The object of this bill is 5 e 
avy-Y: to 


ition. I de- 
of pieces of 


these condemned cannon from the Charlestown 

Fort Thomas. The mse of transporting them may be $35 or 

. I do not know who is to pay for it, unless the Government 
oes 80. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there not some condemned cannon there 
now? 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir; this is an entirely new post, and is one 
of the handsomest in the country. 

Mr. BEOS S. Let me ask the gentleman this question: If 
TEEN bi Department desires to decorate and ornament—— 

Y. They have no means of doing so without some 
555 Per irar ot AA as this. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let me complete rg n uiry. Isay if the De- 
8 desires to decorate any way, can it not be 

one by the War De ent without a . act of Congress? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know, sir; but as a matter of fact the 
Army has no condemned cannon of its own. All the condemned 
cannon we have are in the hands of the Navy Department, and we 
only want authority here to allow the Department of War to 
pa rt, from some convenient point where these cannon are 

the pieces of cannon in the bill for this post. 

7 DINGLEY. Where is this post? 

Mr. BERRY. Itis about three and a half miles from Cincin- 
nati, across the river on the Kentucky side, and is known as Fort 
Thomas. It is now occupied by the Sixth Infantry, a full regi- 
ment, with a band, and is under command of Colonel Cochran. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not i ae a park which is used for 


parte . near some city 

B Oh, no; it . to the Government of the 
United States. It is a 1 t, and is occupied, as I have 
said, by the Sixth Infantry e it is near the city of Cin- 
cinnati, and many visit 10 7 for . it belongs to the Govern- 


Ea BROSIUS. Are tal post 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; and occu el by the regiment I have 
named, It is, let me state, perhaps the prettiest location for a mil- 
itary post in the United States, excepting possibly West Point. 


1896. 
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Mr. DIN GLE. What is the necessity for the passage of this 


pill? 

Mr. BERRY. Simply because the War Department has no 
condemned cannon, while the Navy has. We ask authority on 
behalf of this post to be permitted to obtain, through the War De- 
e eee e eee Sea ten pieces of cannon to 

used for ornamental purposes around the ground. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But could not the War tment, out of 
their own appropriations, defray the expenses of the transportation 


of these ? $ $ 3 
Mr. BERRY. Well, they might, but the committee has put in 
a provision, as the gentleman will see, that the transportation of 
i shall not cost the Government of the United States 


0 
anything. 
i DIN GLEY. And you propose that the Government shall 


the ? 
oe 3 BERRY. Yes, sir; the Government of the United States 
owns the property, and I am informed by General Batchelder, the 
rmaster-General, that he can provide the transportation for 
if this provision that I have referred to is stricken out of 
the bill and the amendment incorporated. If the bill was passed 
in the form in which it came before the House the Department 
would not have the power to transport these guns. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
to the amendment proposed by the committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
COURTS IN ROCKINGHAM COUNTY, VA. 
Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 174, 
ting permission to the circuit and county courts in Rocking- 
County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrison- 


burg, Va. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That full on be, and the same is hereby, granted to 


The Clerk read as follows: 


2, line Ig. after the word “ therein,” insert the words which period 
exceed three years.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENT TO CIVIL-SERVICE LAWS, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7259) to amend an act 
entitled An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States,” approved January 16, 1883. 

The bill was read. It-provides that any member of the Com- 
mission or the secretary of the Commission, in the course of any 
investigation herein authorized, shall have authority to adminis- 
ter oaths, take affidavits and depositions, orally examine witnesses, 
and Sauer deemed necessary by the Commission employ a stenog- 
Ta , etc. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
on HOPKINS Mr. Speaker, I the righ 

t: i 8 er, I reserve right to object, 
pending an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. „the of this bill is to enable 
the Civil Service Commissioners to administer oaths in cases in 
which the law of 1883 authorized them to institute and conduct 
investigations. That ission was omitted from the law, and 
the Commission have subjected to very great inconvenience 
by not having the power to admini oaths. They have had 
difficulty in producing witnesses before them, because in many 
instances witnesses have come with great reluctance, and there is 
no power to compel them to come. All the Commission could do 
was to secure the vob affidavits of persons who were willi 
to make them. In all the States, I believe, in which the 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will this bill clothe them with the power to 
compel For and me, and anybody else that they subpoena, to come 
up and be subjected to an examination? 


On 
shall n 


the tate of V to the circuit and county courts of Rockingham | “My, BROSIUS. It gives them the power to subpoena witnesses 
County, in said 3 — the 3 . RT asos haro tio ar auth “ — igate. 

for and @ the peri for said ty of Rockingham Mr. KINS. , Mr. an 
> nena eng . — eiA its preg myer —.— ster for the pur- Mr 18 Let me pa 

of hol: the sessions of said circuit and county courts 4 $ 0 * oS ang 
County in said United States court room for the od named therein; and Mr. HOP. KIN 8. 1 have heard enough, so that my mind is made 
that during said period concurrent jurisdiction, so far as is necessary, over | up. I think this is a bill that ought not to pass by unanimous 
said property be, and the same is hereby, ceded to the State of Virginia for | consent. It ought to be taken up and carefully considered. 
said „80 e sessio) urts building rooms | s $ $ n 1 e 
may said period, fully legalized: ided. That said rooms shall | Therefore I object to its consideration at this time. 
— of said — niy of Wockinghesa, in Yirgh arire n rO- DEPORTATION OF CANADIAN CREE INDIANS. 
vide necessary light and heat for id zooms at their own nse when Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
urts; e en ‘or, the 3 z 2 ~ 85 
said rooms shall be relinquished to the United States by the said State po ved ye eee consideration for the bill which I send 


said courts shall in no way interfere with the sessions of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United. States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill seems to grant 
5 0 Is there objection to the present consideration 

e 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will reserve the right to object until we 
know more about it. I think it needs an amendment. This 
seems to be a bill authorizing a State court of Virginia, or a 
county co to occupy the rooms of a Government building 
— eo county is building a court-house, but there is no limit 

e time. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. There is an amendment agreed to 
by the committee limiting the time to three years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to know if this is a case where 
the county court-house has been burned? 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. No; itisabouttofalldown. They 
have to tear it down. 3 building a new court-honse. 
This isa 8 a bill passed here for a Pennsylvania court. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I knowit is, and it is a bad practice. Theidea 
of the Government of the United States 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. I would state, sir, that the Federal 
3 for years used the State court-house in that same 


wn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was undoubtedly when they wanted to 
obtain a Federal court. If the limitation of three years is there, 
5 755 have no objection to it, although I think the practice is a 

one. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. That limit has been put on by the 
committee, and it is a unanimous report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is there an amendment limiting 
it to three years? 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment, which the Clerk will 


The bill was read, as follows: 


eS ee provision for the di tion of 
Gree or rege ae the Stateof Montana, and their delivery to 
authorities. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, a; riated, 
money in the ‘Treasury not oth g — pases of Wer 5 
much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be immediately available, to 
enable the President, by ae of the Army, or otherwise, to deport 
from the State of Montana and deliver at the international boun line to 
the ian authorities all refugee Canadian Cree Indians in said State. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word. This is a matter 
that is not reported from the Committee on Appropriations, nor 
has the bill been introduced. Itseems to be important and imme- 
diate. Senate Document No. 821 shows the importance of it. It 
covers a report from Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, containing a communication from the Secretary 
of State, by which it appears that the Canadian anthorities agree, 
if these Indians can be delivered at once, to t them at the 
boundary line. There are said to be about 500 of them. They are 
Canadian Indians, and they have been vagabondizing over in our 
5 the Riel rebellion. IJ ask for the pas- 

0 z 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SECTION 2238 OF THE REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. LACEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
House bill 4804, with Senate amendments, and to move to concur 
in the amendments. The bill is upon the § er’s table. 


The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, a House bill with 
Senate amendments. 


Canadian 
Canadian 
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Mr. LACEY. We have not reached the 
would like to dispose of that, in connection with another Senate 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and then the 
amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Stat- 


lar order; but I 


utes of the Uni States and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 
The bill was read at length. 
The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 
Strike out all of section 2, and amend the title so as to read “An act to 
— subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Mr. LACEY. I move to concur in the Senate amendments, 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


H. C. HERNDON, 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of 
. ©. Herndon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secre' f the Treasury be, and he h. is, 
3 and directed 70 pay, pe any money in the 8 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $204.30 H. C. Herndon, of Cattletts- 
burg, Ky., for the loss of a registered package containing said sum which he 
placed ih the post-office at Webbville, Ky., as deputy collector of internal 
revenue, on November 24, 1892, ad to Thomas ©. McDowell, collector 
for fifth internal-revenue district of Kentucky, and which sum was stolen 
from said post-office on the night of the 24th of November, 1892, and the said 
Herndon was compelled to pay the said collector the said sum. 

Mr. PUGH. Iwill ask unanimous consent to have a change 
made in the eleventh line by striking out the word “ fifth” and 
substituting the word ‘‘seventh” in lieu thereof; so as to read: 
„Collector for seventh internal-revenue district of Kentucky.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? : 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some explana- 
aon of the bill or the reading of the report or something of the 


d. 

Mr. PUGH. I will state that this is simply a bill to reimburse 
Mr. H. C. Herndon, formerly a deputy of Mr. H. O. McDowell, 
collector for Seventh internal-revenue district of Kentucky, the 
sum of $204.30, which was stolen from the United States mail after 
it had been deposited in a registered package by him, acting under 
the express authority and direction of his superior officer, in trans- 
mitting the money after it had been collected from fruit distillers 
in the northeastern part of the State, and which amount he was 
somrene to pay over and make good to the collector, although it 
was lost in the hands of the agents of the Government without 
his fault. The matter was investigated by a 5 sent 
there by the Post- Office SEPIE ENI and the Committee on Claims 
have reported the bill, and were unanimously in favor of it, as the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], a member of that commit- 
tee, will explain. ‘ 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will have to have the report read. 
It is very strange that the postal authorities should not be liable 
for this amount if it came into their possession, _ 

Mr. PUGH. The report is very short, and I will have it read. 

Mr. LOUD. Reserving the right to object, I will have the 
report read. 

he report (by Mr. Cotson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3787) for the 
relief of H.C. Herndon, submit the following spore 

The object of this measure is to refund to H.C. Herndon, of Catlettsburg, 
Ky., the sum of $204.30, which amount he, while in the Government supo 
as deputy collector of internal revenue, was required to and did pay an 
make to his superior officer, the Hon. Thomas C. McDowell, at the time 
collector for the Seventh district of Kentucky, the same having been lost or 
stolen in a registered mail ge under the following circumstances: Said 
money had been collected by said Herndon from fruit illers in Lawrence 
County, Ky., and was for tax on brandy produced by them; said deputy was 

uired to transmit promptly all funds collected by him to his said superior 
officers there was no other means of transmission in that vicinity usually 
employed, saving by mail, and, acting under express authority and instruc- 
tions of the said collector, Herndon deposited said sum of money in a regis- 
tered letter at the post-office at Webbville, in that county, and received reg- 
istry receipt No.21 from B. C. Irwin, the postmaster, therefor. 

Before the next_ou oing mail and on the night of November 24, 1892, the 
said post-officeat Web! e was broken into by unknown persons, the safe 
broken open, and all the contents of value, including the said registered let- 
ter See $204.30, were stolen and carried away and never thereafter 
recovered, e proof is clear that the loss was oned without any fault 
or default on the part of Herndon, he having promptly acted under explicit 
directions in transmitting said money by . letter, and to make him 
personally sustain the loss under such circumstances would be a hardshi 
not to be sanctioned by equity or good conscience or that would be required 
ro = — of individuals. The Government can afford to be at least just 

citizens. 

Your committee have given the matter careful consideration, and have 
arrived at the conclusion that the claim is fuse and ought to be paid, and 
therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

sanango to me 
giving a re- 


Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems ve 
that the t-office authorities are not liable a 
ceipt for it. There seems to be no evidence in this case except a 
summary of his statement. If my friend from Tennessee knows 


anything about this case, I wish, as he has been pointed to, he 
would explain it. 

Mr. COX. I understand the facts tolerably well, Mr. Speaker, 
as I try to understand all these claims that come from that com- 
mittee. Here is an officer that collected money, and he was di- 
rected to transmit the money through the mails. That was the 
only way that he could send it. He went and put the money into 
the mail and registered the letter. He took the certificate of reg- 
istration, and he had no connection whatever with the post-office. 
After he-put the money into the mail it was stolen out of the 
office; and the only question in the matter is, Ought he to pay the 
money or the Government to lose it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This was Government money that 
he had received? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; and after he collected it and placed it in the 


‘hands of the agents of the Government, the post-office authorities, 


the post-office was robbed and the package containing this mone 
stolen, and the Government officer to whom he transmitted it 
required him to refund. 

r. COX. That was the mode of transmitting it to the proper 
officer, as a creditto him. You will find that there is no fault 
attributed to this man. 

Pir ae A. STONE. He transmitted it to the collector, 
id he 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How did thecollector require him 
to refund it? 

Mr. COX. He just thought he ought to refund it, and, regard- 
less of any kind of consequences, he paid the money back. 

Mr. PUGH. He did it under the instructions of the collector, 
The collector required it at his hands, and he had to do it or be 
discharged. I submit that it would be a gross injustice to re- 
quaire him to lose it under such circumstances. He wasa faithful 
officer. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there not a fund out of which 
moneys lost while in transit from a subagent can be paid? 

Mr. PUGH. There is no fund whatever, and no provision for 
8 by the Post-Office Department. This is the only means 
of relief. 

Mr. COX. That is what brings the bill here. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, I am very much astonished that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, who is familiar with the law, should make 
a statement of that character or place much faith init. If this 
money has been deposited in the post-office once and a certificate 
taken, surely the postmaster is responsible. 

Mr. COX. No. 

Mr. LOUD. Isay yes. The gentleman says no, and I say yes. 
most emphatically, Mr. Speaker; and I should not be surprised if 
I remain in Congress long enough to find that this same 8200 will 
come back here again in a bill to reimburse the postmaster of this 

lace. Now, then, if the robbery was committed, the Post-Office 

partment is competent to require the postmaster to reimburse 

it. This is avery small sum and I do not know but what I could 
afford to pay it; but it is a most dangerous precedent. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman's remark has run off on 
a switch. This is not a question with the postmaster; it is a 
question with this man who registered the money and put it in the 
post-office to send it to his superior officer. They him pay 
the money although it was lost without any fault of his. Now, 
whatever may be the law in regard to the liability of the post- 
master, that is a totally different thing. If the Government gets 
it back out of the postmaster, they have lost nothing. 

Mr. LOUD. The Government will have no opportunity of get- 
ting it back, but they will make an allowance in the case. I would 
like to ask the gentleman what the Department say regarding this 
matter, and what the evidence in the case is. 

Mr. COX. _I shall be glad to have the statement of the Depart- 
ment read. It exonerates this man from blame entirely. 

Mr. PUGH. The Department officers all say that it is only doing 
simple Ea to refund this money and that the passage of this 
bill is this man’s only remedy. The amount may seem small to 
some gentlemen, butif it be just—and it unquestionably is—in all 

ood conscience it should be paid, regardless of the amount. This 
Goraneri can certain] ord to pay its debts. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I not object, but I do not think this 
bill ought to pass. 

An amendment offered by Mr. Puan, striking out Fifth,“ in 
line 11, and inserting Seventh,“ was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada 
sued ama; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

me, an 

On motion of Mr. PUGH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr.ODELL. Mr. 1 Lask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7381) directing the Secretary 
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of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and cannon balls 
to Soldiers and Sailors’ Monument Association of the city of Mid- 
dletown, N. Y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the A of the 2027 be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to deliver to the city of Middletown, N. Y., for the 
soldiers and sailors’ monument in Theall Park, one condemned cannon and 
balls sufficient for one pyramid: Provided, That the same can be done with- 
out injury to the public service and without any expense to the Government 
of the ted States. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


KATE EBERLE. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 1 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate 
Eberle, an Indian woman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
required to 1 wid to the said Kate Eberle, her heirs an 
sum 2 out of the trust fund held and credited by the Government to 
that of Indians, the same being the approximately estimated cash value 
cory ah due the said Kate Eberle instond of her pro rata share of the pro- 

on in land or otherwise made by the Government according to said 
treaties, which would have accrued to her had she remained with the Sac 


1 7 8 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois what 
is the amount involved? 

Mr. HITT. Six hundred and seventy-two dollars and eight 
cents, to be paid out of the fund of these Indians. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has this bill been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HITT. It is reported from that committee. The bill was 
prog at the last session in the House and in the Senate, but too 

te 


be, and he is hereby, 
representatives, the 


to reach the President for signature. 
Mr. DINGLEY. And this tribe has funds which the Govern- 
ment holds as trustee? 


Mr. HITT. Yes; the tribe has funds, and this woman is proven 
clearly to be one of the tribe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this payment recommended by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HITT. The whole substance of the report is a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, giving the history 
of the case from the beginning, and fixing the amount. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

And being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


assed. 
p On motion of Mr. HITT,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
F. ALBERTS & CO. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. 
Alberts & Co., of Muskegon, Mich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


5 — test, for 1 t fro 
ro ‘or logs cu m 
tate of Michigan. 


y considered 

the same and report as follows: 
The facts in this case are fully and carefully set forth in a letter dated Feb- 
ruary 1, = to the honorable 3 the Interior in mse to a letter 
from Hon. T. C. MCRAE, chairman of on the Public Lands of 


1 AE, e 
the House of Representatives, transmitting for e ge a like bill, bein; 
letter is herewi 


“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 


“Sir: Iam in receipt, by reference from the Department for report, of a 
letter, dated the 28th ultimo, from Hon. T. C. MCRAE, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands of the House of Representatives, transmittin 
for consideration House bill No. 8625, ‘ For the relief of F. Alberts & Co.’ an 
requesting ‘an early report thereon with suggestions and recommendations 
in reference thereto as you may see proper to make.“ 

“The bill provides ‘ that the 8 of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and di to pay, out of any pars Hh the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriate the sum of $435.67 to F. Alberts & Co., of Muskegon, 
Mich., the same to reimburse the said firm for money wrongfully col- 
lected from them for ogs cut from lot 1, section 30, to p 12 north, range 
15 west, State of Michigan.’ 

The record of this 5 case is set forth in the letter from this 
office to the Department, dated 8 30, 1889 Ace inclosed), recom- 
mending that the proposition of Alberts Bros. to settle their liability to the 
Government by the payment of $435.67 be accepted. This recommendation 
was concurred in by the Department October 7, 1889 (copy of said letter 
herewith), and the records show that said sum of $435.67 was duly paid to the 
receiver of public moneys at — es 


„Mich. 
Tue land involved is covered soldiers’ additional homestead entry No. 
8943, laney, final certificate No. 6122, issuing March 24, 


made by Edw 
1887, Reed City series, now Grayling, Mich., land district. 


“ Delaney transferred the land to Oliver Barrett March 23, 1887, one da 
vane the entry, and Barrett transferred to Frank Alberts & Co. March 


The entry was held for cancellation by this office Febrnary 20, 1889, on the 
rt of the specal agent, on the und that it was made in the interest of 
other parties the entryman. transferees having applied for a hear- 
ing, the same was ordered and duly had. Upon the evidence adduced thereat 
this office decided, June 14, 1890, that the entryman had not violated the stat- 
ute under which his en was made, and it was accordingly relieved from 
Y TES S Patent issued thereon Mare 'h 3, 1893. 

At the time Alberts & Co. cut this timber they were the transferees and 
9 owners of the land. In holding them liable for the timber cut this 
office proceeded upon the theory that the entry having been attacked for 
illegali ty the timber cut became the personal property of the Government, 
and it was entitled to its value. 

In this case the innocence of any wrong on the part of Alberts & Co. was 
fully recognized, and their proposition to settle their liability at a small 
stumpage value was accordingly accepted. 

“Inasmuch as the Government has failed to cancel the entry of Delan 
and as a patent has issued thereon, the legal title is now in Alberts & Co., 
they are still the owners of the land. This title, so far as they are concerned, 
relates back to the date of their deed from Barrett, and they are in conse- 
quence entitled to the timber then growing as a part of the realty. 

“ Therefore, as the title been confirmed, the timber for which the Goy- 
ernment has received payment becomes the property of Alberts & Co., and 
wiry are entitled to the — 7 ent of the money received therefor. 

I therefore recommend that said bill become a law. 

“The pacers referred to are herewith returned. 

“Very respectfull 


= “S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner.” 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Commissioner, your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BISHOP, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 
Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LANDS. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privile; 
The House has amended the Senate bill (S. 2221) for 
settlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, and I 
desire to move that the House insist upon its amendments, 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments to the Senate bill and agree to a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXTRA HOUSE EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 

a privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 
e report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred sundry resolutions, 
leave to report as follows: 

e bill to repeal joint resolution No. 21, March 3, 1893, authorizing the em- 

ployment of clerks by Members and Delegates in Congress, is returned with- 


motion. 
e relief of 


tment of an additional clerk at a 
$2,000 per annum, who shall be capable of to the House and 
who shall perform such other services as may be req under the direc- 
tion of tne Clerk, is herewith returned without 5 8 hag 

The resolution providing for the payment of F. S. Bishop for services per- 
formed in the Clerk’s document room from December 11 to February 
1896, of a sum at the rate of $1,440 per annum is disa; roved, and in lieu the 

our committee recommends that an allowance oi be granted said Bishop 

‘or such services, and submits herewith a resolution to that effect. 

The resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House to employ an assistant 
clerk in the document room at a of $1,200 per annum is disapproved, 
and in lieu es ed yaur committee recommends that the salary of W. P. 
Scott, now employed as assistant bin clerk in said room, be increased 
from 3720 to $1,000 per annum while so employed, and submits herewith a reso- 
lution to that effect. 

The resolution . the payment of . J. A. Miller for services 
rendered as assistant clerk to Committee on from February 15, 1896, 
to March 10, 1896, inclusive, is Bg neste 

The resolution prov: for the payment of $90 to Thomas Adams for sery- 
ices in the document room from March 4. 1895, to December 4, 1895, is approved. 

The resolution the Clerk of the House to pay out of the contin- 
15 7 fund to the widow of 1 9 hed Dalton, deceased, late Postmaster of the 

ouse, the expenses of his late illness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of 
$500, and a further sum une to his for one year, is approved. 

The resolution autho: the Clerk of the House to p out of the contin- 
gent fund to each Member and Delegate for annual cler! 
exceeding the sum of $100 per month, to be certified by them on the Ist day 
of each calendar month in the manner provided in the joint resolution ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, is herewith returned without recommendation. 

—— ALDRIGE; from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following 
resolution: 

"Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the con nt fund, to F. S. Bishop the sum of 
$120, for services performed in the Clerk s document room during the current 


t the Clerk of the House be, and he, is herety: authorized 


iller the sum of 

4150, for services rendered as Committee 
1896, to March 10, 1896, inclusive. 

t the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 


an amount not 


on 
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and directed topay Thomas Adams, for services from March 4 to December 4, 


1895, in the document $90, out of the coni 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of tatives be, and he is 

hereby, s i and ed to pay,out of — t fund, to the 

widow of Lycurgus House, a sum 

equal his salary for one year and the of his last illness and 
said expenses not to exceed the sum 


document room on account of his qualificati 
binding clerk, and is hereby, increased from to $1,000 per annum 
‘hile excess over $720 per annum to be out of the con: 


House; said increase to begin April 1 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I move the adoption of the resolu- 
pes EOR BAYO Seer read. u 

. HARTMAN. riso to a parliamentary inquiry. y un- 
derstanđing is that the Committee on Accounts reports back with- 
out recommendation the resolution authorizing annual clerks for 
members. The adoption of the present motion of the gentleman 
from Ilinois will not, as Iunderstand, prevent us afterwards from 
ad ape o resolution to which I have just referred? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the question on the 
resolutions just read must first be taken, and after that the ques- 
tion would come up as to what should be done with the resolution 
on which they make no recommendation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. When that time comes I desire to move the 
= of the resolution. Therefore I desire a separate vote 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tions as read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What are these resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. A series of resolutions just reported by the 
Clerk. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] so desires, 
base be topoa again. 

. FAIRC D. Iask that they be reported again. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iobject. The rereading of all those resolu- 
tions will take fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I withdrawmy request. [Cries of Vote!” 


Vote!“ 

Me SPEAKER. Unless a separate vote is demanded, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon these resolutions as a whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave just come into the Hall, and I wish to 
inquire whether in the resolutions now pending there is any prop- 
osition 8 allow annual clerk hire to members? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. NORTH WAT. There is not. The resolution in regard to 
annual clerks is reported without any recommendation. 

The question being taken, the resolutions reported favorably by 
the Committee on Accounts were adopted. 


ANNUAL CLERKS FOR MEMBERS, 


was agreed that it 

mendation. In that form the resolution now comes up. 

resolution has not been read, I suggest that the Clerk now read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in tion of this 

resolution I wish a say that it provides for an allowance 

of $100 per month for 

of the House, includi 

have clerks. On the that we shall adjourn by the ist of 

June, or thereabouts, it involves an diture of some $216,000 
remainder of this year, or until the beginning of the next 


for the 

"Er TAWNEY. That is on the theory that every member will 
Ý 2 is on 

draw the full amount? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Ilinois. Yes; as my friend from Minnesota 
suggests, on the theory that every member will draw the full 
amount which would be authorized by the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before making the motion I shall make in a 
moment to lay this resolution on the table, I wish to say that it 
seems to mean 3 time for the adoption of a resolution 
of this character. ere is no di ition, so far as I know, on 
the part of any member of this House, or any member of the 
committee, to withhold from members of the use all the cler- 
ical assistance which they may need. But there is a fitting time 


for all things; and it does seem to me that the adoption of this 
resolution providing clerks for members during the coming vaca- 
tion of Congress would be equivalent to authorizing an additional 
issue of bonds to the amount of $216,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What will be the annual increase of com- 
pensation involved in this resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. That would depend on the time 
when the vacation of Congress may begin; because under the 

isti each member is allowed $100 a month during the 
sessions of Congress. Should adjourn for the present 
session by the 1st of June, that would leave six months of vaca- 
tion (until the first Monday of December next) during which this 
resolution would operate. And on the theory that every Member 
and Delegate will draw the full amount of his stipend under this 
resolution, it will make an expenditure of $216,000 for the remain- 
der of the session. 

Mr. COX. One question I would like to ask the gentleman, 
with his permission, to see if I understand exactly the point—I 
did not catch it clearly and that is, whether the chairmen of com- 
mittees are to be allowed, under this provision, annual clerks in 
addition to the clerks they are now wed under the provisions 
heretofore ted? 


Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. In answer to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, I will state that there are 25 annual clerks of commit- 
tees provided for by law, and in addition to that there are 25 ses- 
sion clerks, also provided for by resolution or otherwise. The 25 
annual clerks draw a salary ranging from two thousand to three 
thousand five hundred Soone por annum, I think, and the session 
Gees have a compensation of $6 per day, amounting to 8180 a 
mon 

Mr. COX. Now, are all of these members of the House who are 
chairmen of committees, and who are entitled to the services of 
these annual clerks, to come within the provisions of the pending 
resolution if adopted? ý 

Mr. ALDRICH of Ilinois. Certainly. It applies to all the 
members, without reservation. 

Mr.COX. And then are all of these clerks made annual by this 
provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Hlinois. No; and in that connection let me 
state that in my judgment before such legislation as this is adopted 
there éught to be an adjustment of compensation allowed by law 
the compensation to the session clerks as compared with the com- 
pensation to the committee clerks. 

Mr. CANNON, Let me ask the gentleman this question: This 
resolution covers the members who are chairmen of committees 
where these committees have session clerks? 

Mr. COX. That is the point. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. It does. It provides that every 
Member and Delegate shall be entitled to the expenditure of this 


sum. 

Mr. CANNON. But it does not cover, I take it, the members 
we me chairmen of committees where the committee clerks are 
ann 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Certainly it does. It makes no ex- 

tion. 

. CANNON. Now, let us distinctly understand this. As I 
understand the answer of the gentleman from Illinois to the ques- 
tion, it is that as to these session clerks, who of course end their 
services when the session terminates, yet every member of a com- 
mittee, including the chairman of it, after the session ends is 
5 remainder of the fiscal year to the services of 
a cler 

Mr. ALDRICH of Ilinois. Les, precisely; and at a compensa- 
tion of $100 per month. 

Mr. BING. Has the gentleman from Illinois conveniently 
at hand the joint resolution R March 3, 1893? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I have not the provision before me. 

I take it, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution is not yet absolutely 
before the House, and in order to bring it before the House for 
consideration, I move that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That motion would not be debatable, and it 
would withdraw the resolution from before the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the gentleman makes that motion I 
want to ask a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Ilinois. Iwill withdraw the motion. Ihave 
no desire to cut off discussion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
Under the resolution we are authorized to pay, or rather Clerk 
of the House is authorized to pay, out of the contingent fund of 
the House to each Member and Delegate, for ann clerk hire, 
an amount not exceeding $100 per month. I call the gentleman’s 
attention to this language: 

To be certified by them on the first day of each calendar month in the 
manner provided in the joint resolution approved March 3, 1898. 


1896. 
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That TENY makes the same 
resolution of March 8, 1893, whic 
And provided further, That . en- ol this resolution shall not apply 
te * who are chairmen of committees entitled under the rules toa 

r. 

There are, as the gentleman said, annual clerks at two thousand 
dollars a year salary and upward, and 25 session clerks at $6 per 
diem. Now, I understand that under this resolution, just as by 
the resolution of 1893, the chairman of a committee, with an an- 
nual clerk or a per diem clerk, can not be and would not be entitled 
to this com tion. 

Mr. D. If the gentleman from Illinois will allow me, 
the express provision of the resolution is that the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives is anthorized to pay, out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House, toeach Member and Delegate,” for annual 
clerk hire, a sum not exceeding 8100 per month. There is an inde- 
pendent 8 and the way that each member is to get his 
clerk hire is by certifying on the first day of each calendar month, 
just in a provided in the joint resolution approved 
ch 3, 1893. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the gentleman does not read the addi- 
tional proviso in the original act. 

Mr. DALZELL. The resolution im in its body nothing 
more than the provision of the resolution of March 3, 1893, that 
relates to the manner in which the Member or Delegate is to cer- 
tify his expenditure on this count. I am only calling attention to 
the fact to show that the gentleman’s proposition is not straight. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; it is. I think the gentleman is mis- 


taken, 

Mr. CANNON. If there be any question about the matter as 
raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] cer- 
tainly I should not vote for this resolution without the proviso. 
And it ought to be amended, if it is to pass,in my judgment, by 
adding to it the words: 
who aro chairmen of ommithecseutitied wader the rules tose annual clerk, 

Several MEMBERS., That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from Mon- 


tana [Mr. HARTMAN]. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. S , I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ALDRICH] to withdraw his motion to lay this 
t being the case, there is nothing 


vision that is covered by the 
provides: 


resolution u the table. 
3 the House, and I therefore move the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

Now, with reference to the time which the House desires to 
consume in debating this question, I am anxious to defer entirely 
to the House. I have no disposition personally to consume more 
than a few moments, and in would be willing to take a vote 
now; but, Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen have come to me this 
morning and have indicated their desire to submit some observa- 
tions against this resolution. They are entitled to be heard as 
much as those who are in favor of it; and in order to test the sense 
of the House I now ask unanimous consent that debate upon this 
resolution be continued for one hour, and that at the expiration 
of that time the previous question may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. er, I will Larin behalf of 
the Committee on Accounts that I will very ch y agree to 
ie BICKLER. M. Speaker, a parliamentary inqui 

2 é A a par! en! z 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it = 


Mr. PICKLER. This is private bill day, and under the regular 

order the pension bills on Calendar come p: I demanded the 

order. Now, my inquiry is as to whether this privileged 
question can di the order? 


The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that that question can not be 
raised after consideration has been had to the extent which has 
taken place u this resolution. 

Mr. PI Well, Imade the demand for the regular order, 


Mr. Speaker 
„5 aoe the gentleman from Illinois presented 
Ww e claim: a privileged report. 
Mr. PICKLER. 5 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will not undertake to pass m the 
uestion whether it would be admissible to-day or not, use 
matter has been di of already, by no objection being 


made. The Chair does not ig foe's means intend to say that it 
would not be privileged at all, but simply that it is too late to con- 
sider the question. 


Mr. PICKLER. Unless you can limit this debate 
Mr. CURTIS of New York (to Mr. PickLER). You can not 


help it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demanded the regular order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, Ihave not surrendered the floor. 
I ask unanimous consent that debate continue for thirty minutes 
upon this resolution, and at the expiration of that time that the 
previous question be considered as ordered on the resolution and 
amendments, ` 


Mr. CANNON. 
the previous question whenever he desires. Suppose you let the 
debate run for thirty minutes or forty minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we allow the de- 
bate to proceed, when it will develop how much time is wanted. 
I think a fair hearing should be granted to everyone desiring to 


be heard upon this pr ition. 
Mr. DOCKERY, That is right, 
Mr. PICKLER. I object, if objection will do 8 s 
The SPEAKER. The Chair then will recognize gentleman 
from e pp HARTMAN], to whom the gentleman from Hli- 
nois has yielded. 
Mr. PICKLER. Ihave called the regular order in the hope of 
getting up these pension bills. Why can not you limit this de- 
ate now? 
Mr. HARTMAN. I move that debate upon this resolution 
Mr. CANNON. That is not in order. 


The pereme. in charge of the bill can move 
e 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois . ALDRICH] 
is in charge of the resolution and has yielded to the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], and the Chair has accorded him 


the floor. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Very well; I will withdraw the proposition 
and proceed to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I will first address m to the resolution in its 
present form. It provides annual clerks to Members and Dele- 
gates. It was my intention, when I prepared this resolution, to 
include within its provisions every Member of this House and 
every Delegate, i tive of whether he was the chairman of a 
committee or not. y idea of that was this: I do not think it 
fair or just, first, to the clerk of a committee, that he should be 
called upon to perform the official work of the committee and 
then, in addition to that, to have added to his burdens the work 
of the individual who happens to be chairman of the committee. 
The second point is that it is not fair to the man who is chairman 
of the committee that he should be compelled to divide the time 
of his clerk with the committee. The time of his clerk ought to 
be the time exclusively of the member in whose employ he is, and 


it is too much to ask that the member divide the time of his clerk 
with the committee. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my friend 


that as I understand it these committee clerks have no business 
to do the work of the chairman of the committee. Their duties 
are with the committee itself. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And in my case, and in many others, I 
have no doubt, we employ stenographers and typewriters person- 
ally,in addition to the committee clerks. We have norightto call 
ris the clerk of a committee to do the work of our Congressional 

istricts. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In other words, then, under the resolution— 
should it be amended as su —the chairman of a committee 
would not have the benefit of a clerk at the expense of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. He would be charged with all the bur- 
densome duties which would devolve upon him by reason of bei 
chairman of that committee, and yet would be deprived here 
the very services that other members, who have less todo and less 
. are provided with at the expense of the Govern- 
men 

Mr. Speaker, that was the reason why I prepared that resolution 
in the present form. I will say this, however, that if it seems to be 
better and Iam not ready to admit it, but if before this discussion 
is closed it appears to me that it is the sense of this House that the 
amendments suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] might be accepted, I will do so; but I do not want it under- 

that I Acorp it at this s of the game, because I have not 
had sufficient information and the House has not had that infor- 
mation yet; and I say that with all due respect to my distinguished 
friend from Illinois. 

Mr. MILES. What is this game“ you are playing? [Laugh- 


ter. 

ih. HARTMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the 
necessity for these clerks. Every member here who has passed 
through one—only one—vacation knows that he requires the serv- 
ices of a clerk as much during vacation as he does through the 
session. I know members, and I know one Delegate upon this 
floor, who receive from 150 to 200 letters per day. tis during 
the session. During the vacation they receive probably half that 
many. Every member here knows that when he goes to his home, 
remote from this city, to spend his vacation where he has the 

ht to spend it, he is compelled to employ assistance at this end 


of the line to transact the business which he must transact in order 


to properly perform his official duties. Any gentleman who does 
not need the assistance of a clerk need not pay him. Some gen- 
tlemen say, ‘‘I have no business during the vacation.” I say to 
any gentleman here who does not have business sufficient to oc- 
ener the services of a clerk in vacation, he does not need toemploy 
a clerk under this resolution. 
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This resolution provides that members shall certify, just as they 


do now, under the joint resolution of March 8, 1893. at resolu- 
tion provides that a member shall certify that he has employed 
and to pay a certain amount not exceeding $100 a month 
toaclerk. There is nothing compulsory about it. I want to ask 
any man here who says that he does not need clerical help during 
vacation whether he can justify himself in standing up here and in- 
sistin; ognina permitting me, who says that Ido n the services 
of a clerk during vacation, from haying one. If there is any dis- 
trict in the United States that does not furnish sufficient business 
to its member to justify the Man Coe of a clerk in the vaca- 
tion, then that is an exception. Ido not believe there are ten such 
districts in the entire United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the member is not obliged to certify if he 
does not reared the clerk, 

Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly you do not need to employ him at 
$100 a month. You can employ him for $25 or $50, and if you do 
not 8 him at all you do not pay him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another question about this. Gen- 
tlemen say that we can not afford to do this at this time. Mr. 
dtr we can always afford in this House and elsewhere to do 
what we believe to be the proper thing to do [applause] and make 
no apologie to anybody new. applause] I want to say, 
Mr. er, that I do not believe there is a constituency in the 
United States composed of men so narrow and selfish that they 
are not willing that their representatives shall have accorded to 
them sufficient aid from the Government of the United States to 

roperly 8 their W tar yo duties upon this floor. 
[Renew Ee) So far as I am concerned, I want it dis- 

inctly understood if I represent that kind of a constituency I 
will consider it an honor to be defeated by them. Ido not want 
to represent a constituency that is composed of that kind of 
ple, and I do not doit. They are perfectly willing to accord to 
me the proper financial aid and assistance from the Treasury of 
the United States to employ and procure the clerical aid neces- 
sary for me to perform my official duties properly. They get the 
benefit of it. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I myself, in the short time of my 8 
service, have paid out over 8700 more in clerk hire than I have 
received from the Government of the United States. Every month 
that check goes to the clerk, and additional money in vacation. 
And in no case, in my mind, has any member of this House re- 
ceived one red cent of the salary that has been accorded to him 
under the joint resolution of March 3, 1893. 

Mr. Speaker, it is simply a cold-blooded question of whether 
this House has the nerve to come up here on the eve of an election 
and vote for what every member here knows he ought to have for 
the proper transaction of his business. I have nothing further to 
say for the present. Pn aie 

. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have been too long a member 
of this House not to understand its present temper. Now, then, 
if the views of the gentleman from Montana are to prevail, I sug- 
gest that it is only fair and just to give us a yea-and-nay vote on 

is proposition. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I have no objection at all to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if the Fifty-second Congress, which passed this resolu- 
tion, gave the minority at that time a yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There was practically no minority. The 
House seemed to be nearly unanimous for the resolution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the House in the Fifty- 
third Congress, in Committee of the Whole, passed this same reso- 
lution by a large majority? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not remember; but that is not material 
to this discussion. The questions to be considered now are, first, 
whether or not annual clerks are necessary, and, second, if the 
necessity be conceded, whether this is an opportune moment to 
make the appropriation. I do not propose at this time to discuss 
the first proposition, as to the necessity for annual clerks. I am 
satisfied that every member has already made up his mind either 
one way or the other. I do propose, however, to address myself 
for a moment to the question of the propriety of making this ex- 

mditure at the present time. Looking at the propositions that 

ve been recently considered at both ends of the Capitol, it would 
seem that nearly all persons have placarded on the lintels of their 
doors,“ Economy, but next door.“ [Laughter.] Everybody pro- 
fesses to favor economy, but a t many desire it to begin with 
their neighbors. peaker, if we are to keep down the appro- 
panong of this Congress, if we are to bring them within the 
imit of the revenues, there must be rigid economy along the 
whole line. an 1 I know of no point in the long list of public ex- 
penditures wh >re it can be more properly applic than to the propo- 
sition now pen ling. For more than one hundred years the mem- 
bers of the Hoase of Representatives have gone without annual 
clerks. In some way they have contrived to transact their busi- 


ness during all that time, and even if these clerks be necessary, 
in view of the unfortunate and stringent condition of the Treasury, 
we should defer the passage of this resolution until a more conven- 
ient season. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it not a fact that in discussing the Ding- 
ley bill, proposed for the pee of raising revenue in the early 
part of this session, you stated on the floor that we had a surplus 
of $260,000,000? [Laughter; applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; and I reiterated that statement on 
this floor last Thursday. We have a surplus in the Treasury, in- 
cluding the gold reserve, of about $270,000,000, but it is a bor- 
rowed surplus, and I trust the gentleman understands the distino- 
tion between that character of surplus and a surplus of current 
revenues. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But you declined to vote for a bill to raise 
more revenue because we had that surplus. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to introduce 
tisan questions, and I do not intend to be betrayed into a partisan 
discussion, for the object of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NORTH- 
WAY] is obvious. It was stated at the outset of this session by the 
gentlemen on both sides of the House that the current revenues 
were not adequate to meet current expenses. That statement 
was made at the opening of the session, when the Secretary of 
the Treasury estimated a surplus of $17,000,000 at the close of 
this fiscal year, and I reiterate it now, with a certain deficiency 
in the current reyenues of about $25,000,000, and there is no par- 
tisanship in the statement. I do not intend that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NortHwAy] shall force me from a nonpartisan 
consideration of this indefensible proposition. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it not a fact that you argued that we did 
not need to increase tariff rates at all, because we had revenue 
enough, and did * not for that reason vote against the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; but if I had known that this Con- 
gress intended to pile up more than $600,000,000 of liabilities, pos- 
sibly I might have taken a different view. Again let me say that 
the surplus in the Treasury is a borrowed surplus, and if we do 
not trench upon it except to meet the necessary expenses of the 
Government it will be unnecessary to increase taxation, if atall, for 
atleast three years. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of gentlemen on both 
sides to another feature of this resolution. If this resolution is 
to be adopted its phraseology should be changed. It is known to 
all that members are paid this clerk hire. ey are made the 
disbursing agents for the clerks, and there has been some news- 
paper criticism in view of this fact. Now, Mr. Speaker, we ought 
to be like Cæsar’s wife, above suspicion; and if any action of this 
kind is to be taken these annual clerks should be put upon the roll, 
and let the money be paid them directly without making the mem- 
bers disbursing agents, and thus perhaps subjecting them to unjust 
suspicion. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman vote for the resolution 
if amended in that way? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will vote for such an amendment; and then 
I will vote against the amended proposition. I suggest in all can- 
dor to the gentleman from Montana that he ought to amend his 

roposition so that the annual clerks shall go on the roll and the 
8 of the House pay them the amounts which may 
be due. this policy is pursued, it will not be in the power of 
an unfriendly critic to put any member of the House under the 
suspicion that he accepted clerk hire and “ pocketed it” himself. 
apg the balance of my time to the chairman. 
. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY]. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this resolution; 
and I do sincerely hope that this Republican House of Represent- 
atives will vote it down. Iam sorry to see that the appearance 
of the distinguished Democrat from Missouri [Mr. PORTRET] A 
the floor in opposition to this resolution has aroused a certain 

artisan feeling on this side of the House, which I think is entirely 
oreign to the discussion. 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman from New Jersey un- 
derstand that with the gentleman from Missouri the question is 
always one of politics? 

Mr. PITNEY. Then Iam glad, as a Republican, to stand here 
and discuss this question without any such feeling. I hope no 
one will accuse me of being anything else than a loyal and faith- 
ful Republican, Such I always have been and always hope to be. 
Iam opposed to this resolution, Mr. Speaker, not because I do not 
think that clerks are necessary for members. I appreciate the 
necessity of assistance of this kind. I felt it last summer, before 
the opening of this Congress, for I paid every month out of my 
own pocket $50 to $75 in clerk hire and other similar expe: 
enable me to perform satisfactorily the duties of the office to which 


I had been elected. I presume 


e case will be as bad or worse 


mses to 
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with me after this session of Congress adjourns. The question is 
not simply whether this clerk hire is nece in the sense that it 
would conduce to a better fulfillment of our dutiesas members of 
Con , but the question is whether it is so urgently necessary 
at this time that we can afford to vote to spend the borrowed 
money that is in the National Treasury for the purpose of aiding 
us in fulfilling our duties. Now, I can not afford to spend this 
money out of my own pocket any better than any other member 
of this House. Iam poorer than most members here. But I do 
say that since we have spent this whole session in holding down 
the appropriations to the very utmost of our ability in order to 
enc: as little as possible upon the borrowed surplus which the 
Treasury contains, we ought not to commit this act of enormous 
inconsistency by voting $216,000 out of the Treasury for this 


5 Mr. Speaker, from the close of the war until the ist day of 
March, 1893, the National Treasury received every year a surplus 
over and above the ordinary amount which was required to pay 
the running expenses of the Government, and for the twenty- 
eight years included in this period the total surplus thus received 
by the public Treasury was about $1,815,000, And yet, sir, 
during all that time the members of the House of Representatives, 
if my information is correct, mana to get along and transact 
their business and the business of their constituents without hay- 
ing the assistance of clerks or paying clerical hire in vacation 
from the National Treasury. If such service was employed at all 
the members paid for it themselves. 

From March 1, 1893, down to the present time there has been 
every year a deficiency of revenues to pay the current ordinary 
expenses of the Government; the deficit for the fiscal year ended 
June 80, 1894, amounting to $69,803,260.58; the deficit for the 
fiscal year 1895 amounting to $42,805,223.18; and for the fiscal Te 
1896 up to the edn i time the deficit amounts to $23,886,793.90, 
and it will probably reach twenty-five or thirty millions of dollars 
by the close of the fiscal year. 

Now, what is our duty to our constituents and to ourselves 
under these circumstances? The Republican majority of the 
House of Representatives was elected, not for the purpose of mag- 
nifying, not for the purpose of demonstrating that state of things; 
we were elected for the purpose of alleviating the condition of the 
country and the condition of the Treasury by every possible 
means in our power. Shall we shrink from the responsibility 
thus =! Serres upon us when it comes to the consideration of ques- 
tions affecting our own personal interests? 

When we met in December—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. We might begin the reduction by cutting 
down our salaries to four thousand. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, do it, to this extent, by paying clerk hire 
2 your own pockets, We can afford to pay it as well as the 
people can. 

r. Speaker, when we met here in December last there were 
but two ways in which we could hope to do the business which 
the country sent us here to do, either by increasing the revenues 
of the Government or by cutting down the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. We have done our e—this Republican House of 

resentatives has done its share—in an effort to increase the 
legitimate and current revenues of the Government in proper 
ways. We passed a bill—not a partisan bill, not a Republican 
bill, but a fair compromise measure—with a view to increasing 
our revenue from the customs. It can not be said that itis our 
fault that it did not become a law. We performed our duty in 

d to it; but since it is not likely to become a law, since that 

ill apparently can not be passed, then it is our duty to take the 
other alternative and do the only thing we can possibly do under 
the circumstances, considering the present state of our revenues, 
and that is to cut down to the lowest possible figure the appro- 
priations. 

Every man knows that from the opening of this Congress until 
now every committee in this House having charge of an appropria- 
tion bill been sng NS voy utmost to keep the expenditures 
of the Government within reach of the revenues by N the 
most rigid economy. You know that your public-building bills, 

our light-house bills, and other bills of a similar character which 
dend to make increased charges on the national revenues have not 
been provided for; the . for such purposes have been 
suspended, not because they were not necessary and legitimate 
objects of public 5 but because at the present time 
the condition of the Treasury is such that it is inexpedient to ap- 
propana the money for them. And yet, with all of our efforts, 

he calculation is made that the appropriations for this session of 
Congress will amount to over $500,000,000. And I donot mean 
to say, Mr. Speaker, that there are any extravagant appropria- 
tions embraced in that sum. I do not believe there are. On the 
contrary, I know there are none. We have the testimony of the 
distinguished Democrat from Missouri . DOCKERY], in his 
repeated comments on the appropriation bills, that they are eco- 
nomical in every respect and that they are framed in a proper 
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irit of economy; and the distinguished gentleman from Texas 

(ar SAYERS], the leader of the minority of the Committee on 
ropriations, bears the same testimony. Yet, in spite of every 
has thus been made, the appropriations for the session 

will exceed $500,000,000. 

Now, in calling attention to these appropriations and in dis- 
cussing this question of the vast extent of our expenditures we 
must not forget, Mr. Speaker, that this is a great country and 
great appropriations must be made, and no ares argument is 
to be drawn from it at the expense of the Republican majority 
on this floor. And when the time comes to make a comparison 
between the appropriations of this Congre and the So 
tions of previous Congresses there must be taken into considera- 
tion and put into the calculation the fact that by reason of the 
recent bond issues of the Administration now in power, made 
necessary by reason of the deficiencies of the revenues, the annual 
interest charges of the Government have been increased to the 
extent of eleven and a half millions of dollars, and the vi be 
ments of the sinking fund have increased two and one-half millions 
of dollars, 3 total increase of $14,000,000 per annum which 
must necessarily be expended on that account. 

But gentlemen say,“ We of this House are not responsible for 
this state of things; we had nothing to do with creating the defi- 
ciency in the revenues.“ That is true, Mr. Speaker, but we shall be 
responsible and will be held responsible by the country if in such 
an emergency we fail to meet our obligations. And the only way 
we can do that is by keeping down the expenditures and by a 
propriating no money for any purpose not necessary and urgently 
necessary. Let us declare before the country that we are willi 
to stand uy that principle and carry it out to its fullest extent. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for one question? 

Mr. PITNEY. 


Yes. 

Mr. COX. I should like to know what kind of service is con- 
templated by the House for these clerks of members to perform 
during the vacation. What is it that they have got to do? 

Mr. PITNEY. Why, I suppose every member knows that. A 
member of the House, in order to properly fulfill the requirements 
of his constituents, must be a businessman. He has a lot of cor- 
respondence to take care of. He has 40, or 50, or 75 letters a day. 
He has many public documents to distribute, and the session is 
so short and the documents are so late in coming that it is after 
the close of the session before the documents can be distributed. 
I am not saying that it is not reasonably necessary. 

Mr. COX. Iam against it. You need not give yourself any 
trouble about that. My question is this: Here is the member at 
home and here is the clerk in Washington, or he may take him 
home with him. Every letter must go under the inspection of 
the member. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Now, you would use that clerk at home to write 
the letters you dictate. Is not that so? 

Mr. P EY. Well, if this resolution goes through, I suppose 
each member will settle, according to his own convenience, the 
baie Ro which he will employ the clerk or use the appropriation. 

. COX. Then, if he keeps the clerk here in Washington, he 
has to send letters back to his clerk telling him what todo. Now, 
I do not see where this work comes in. 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not understand what the gentleman’s in- 
quiry is. I have yielded to him in all courtesy. 

Mr. COX. Iam against the necessity of a clerk in vacation. 

Mr. PITNEY. Then I hope that the gentleman will urge that 
ground tothe best of his meres I am not going to take any posi- 
tion before this House that 1 think is not well founded, and I 
think in my own case a clerk is necessary. I paid one out of my 
own pocket last summer. 
ets Dr If I thought so, I should vote to pay him out of the 

eas 5 x 
Mr. PITNEY. But everyone knows that there is not a busi- 
ness house in the country, or a business man in the country, who 
is not cutting down expenses, who is not doing more work than 
he ought and more than he would under ordinary circumstances, 
in order to save expense. The whole country is feeling the burden 
of the annual and monthly deficit of our revenues. It applies to 
every business enterprise and impairs public confidence, and we, 
as representativesof the le, are bound to use our best efforts. 
If we can not get some other legislative body to agree with us as 
to the way in which the emergency shall be met, if we can not get 
gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol to agree with us on a 
tariff bill, it is our duty to do, as far as we can, the other thing, 
and keep down expenses in order that the deficit shall be as little 
as 


ible. 

ow, gentlemen, I do Boe that these views will find a mse 
in your yotes. We can afford to go without this allowance one 
session longer. We can afford to spend six months more under 
the old St wt Spy Has own clerks and doing our own 
work. Ido not think this House can evade its responsibility to the 
country in this matter. The people will be disappointed with the 
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work of this Congress, not through any failure of ours, but be- 


cause they will, perhaps, have expected us to do some things that 
are impossible. But donot let them be disappointed in this thing. 

Do not let them, after we have refused many and many an ap 
priston as necessary and urgent as this on account of the it 
the public revenues—do not let them have this to charge up 
us, that in our own business as Representatives 


we were not willin g to apply the knife to unn appropria- 
ee AA en aa the other branches of the public service. 
[ AI kIc of Illinois. Mr. S „I that some 
gentleman who is in favor of the bill now. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] to be in con- 
trol of the time in favor of the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to address the house in favor 


of the resolution, and I will ask the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
1 to yield some time to me. 


Mr. . Mr, Speaker, if I can be now, I 
will yield three minutes to the gentleman usetts 
io SPEAKER, 
The SP The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MoRsE] is recognized for three minutes, 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I propose to vote for this resolu- 

tion. I believe it is 5 the approval of my con- 

stituents. I am one s parr) me do ae believe that nents 

of Congress are properly pai assent to a proposition that 

already been made pad from my own experience in four Con- 
, that members need clerks quite as much when 

not in session as they do when it is in session. [Applause.] I 
do not believe that the people of this country, with its vast 
and boundless resources, are 80 „ niggardly, and mean that 
they are not willing to provide their public servants with the nec- 
essary clerical assistance to properly transact their business. 

The gentleman from Missouri . DOCKERY] argues as a rea- 
son why this resolution should 38 that the Treasury is 
empty, and says that the balance in the is a borrowed 
balance; in other words, that the Government, under the Demo- 
cratic Gorman-Wilson tariff bill, has been selling bonds and using 
the proceeds of those bonds to pay the current expenses of this Gov- 
ernment. 


to that nt, that there are less than eleven months more of 
this 3 debt - increasing, wage- cing. i 
ing Democratic Administration. [Laughter and 

eleven months more we will have a Republican A 
Congress will then be convened in extra session immediately after 
March 4 next, and will pass a tariff bill through both Houses of 
Congress that will meet the approval of a Republican President, 
that will give us revenue sufficient for the needs of carrying on 
this t Government without issning bonds; and that revenue 
will be sufficient to furnish the necessary revenue to properly carry 
on this great Government, including clerical assistance to the 

members of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to give one single illustration of the 
fact that the members of this House are not properly paid, which 
Jed many leading „C usetts, 
Democratic and Republican, during the past few to advo- 
cate i ing the pay of members of Congress. My illustrious 
and distinguished ecessor (Governor Long) retired from this 
House because he said he could not afford to stay here. He said 
that it cost him every cent he received for his e in livin 
in this city; and now, Mr. Speaker, =. it —— the people = 
this great country are not willing to properly pay members 

and not willing to pay for this E assistance 
which we actually need in order to discharge our public duties. I 
think not, sir; and for that reason I to vote for this reso- 
lution. ud applause and cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. T . lLyield five minutes to the tleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] if he is here (cries of Vote!” “ Vote!”’], or 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. As they are 
not present, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. „in the five minutes that the gen- 

crave the attention of the House, It is 


. I will be very brief. Some years ago the Senate 
a resolution to pay for clerical assistance for Senators from its 
a and then asked an additional appropriation for 


ference a ition toincrease the annual pay of 
from $1,200 to $1,500 a year. 1 


are not chairmen of committees. That is as far as the Senate has 
gone. The Senators who are chairmen of committees, that is, 
committees t this clerical assistance, 
e Fifty-second Congress to 
enact a law that would give to members of the House clerical 


assistance. 
Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question there? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. £ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do not those Senators who do not have clerks 
as chairmen of committees have such a number of committee 
5 give to each one of them practically a private clerk all 

e time 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, some of them have two, and some com- 
mittees have only one. 

Mr. HEPBURN, And those are annual clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I understand so; annual clerks just like 
our annual clerks. Now, then—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not like our session clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say, further, that this law was en- 
acted in the Fifty-second Congress. We gave clerical assistance 
during the pene to House members, not exceeding $100a month, 


The SPEAKER. 8 will have the kindness to take 
their seats. Gentlemen iring to further converse ought to 
retire to the cloakroom. The House ought to be in order and 
ought to listen. 

Mr. CANNON, I will not tax the House a great while. Now, 
this is a proposition to pay for clerical assistance during the vaca- 
tion, and pay it from contingent fund. H it passes, later on 
you will have to appropriate for the contingent fund. It is com- 
petent to do it and is in our power to do it by a majority vote. A 
similar proposition to this came up in the last that was 
the Fifty-third. It was disc at length, it was adopted by an 
overwhelming majority in the Committee of the Whole, but in 
the House it came to grief on a yea-and-may vote. On consider- 
ing the matter thoroughly at that time, I voted for the provision 
for two reasons. The first was that if there was a necessity for 
clerical aid for the Senate there was an equal necessity for like 
aid in the House. The second was that, in my judgment, it was 
a very just appropriation tomake. Buta majority of the Fifty- 
third Congress, on a roll call, said No.” 

Now the matter comes up again for action at this time. The 
resolution as presented here covers all the members of the House, 
Therein it differs from the Senate provision. The Senate has 
never gone to the length of providing clerical assistance to Sen- 
ators who are chairmen of committees. Now, while I am willing 
to go as far as the Senate seems to have e—and to have gone, 
so far as I can see, without serious criticism from the country—I 
am not willing to go further. Therefore I think this provision 
covering all members should be amended so as to except Repre- 
sentatives who are chairmen of committees having annual clerks, 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is it nota fact that every single Senator of 
the United States is chairman of a committee? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. HARTMAN. How many of them are not? 

Mr. CANNON. A many. 

Mr. HARTMAN. not every Senator of the majority chair- 
man of a committee? 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary i iry. 
roast aise been any division of the time or any agreement as 8 
time 

The SPEAKER. There has been no agreement. The gentle- 
man from Illinois will 5 

Mr. HARTMAN, t I meant to ask the gentleman was 
this: Is not every Senator of the United States belonging to the 
soar tis Aas the chairman of a committee? 

C N. I think not. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I think you will find that he is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will pardon me, in the leg- 
islative bill for the next fiscal year is an item now under consider- 
ation between the two Houses which reads as follows: 

For 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of at 
$1,500 each, $57,000. 8 

Mr. HARTMAN. Thirty-eight is the number of the minority 
in the Senate to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. There are some of the minority Senators that 
are chairmen of committees. Now, I am willing to go as far as 
the Senate has gone. It would seem that the Senate has gone 
that far without serious criticism from the country, and that leg- 
islation, it seems to me, is fairly justified by the ds of the 
public service. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman from: Dlinois, as 
a member of long experience and chairman of a committee, if the 
clerk to his committee is ever able to render him service as an in- 
dividual member of soem er 

Mr. CANNON. I reply that the clerks of the Committee on 
Appropriations never have rendered me any service in my capacity 
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as a tative other than in connection with my duties 
as a member of the committee, to the detriment of the ne pubis 
service; but I manage to get along very comfortably, so 

clerical work is concerned, with the helpt they are able to give me. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How many clerks has your committee? 

Mr. CANNON. It has a clerk and an assistant clerk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the gentleman to state a little 
ps ainly on what ground he 5 his amendment so as 

e the resolution not provide clerks for members who are 
Shonen of committees. 

Mr. CANNON. Committees that have annual clerks. I advo- 
cate it, I say again, for two reasons. First, the Senate (which we 
arraign hereevery session for expending as much for clerical serv- 
ice for one Senator as is expended for five Members of the House) 
has never gone beyond the providing of clerical service for Sena- 
tors who are not chairmen of committees. So far the country 
seems not to have seriously criticised the Senate. When I vote 
on this resolution, as I have said, I am not willing to go sr 
that. If the resolution is amended as I have , then 
content to vote for the amendment and to vote for the een 
in that form as I voted for it in the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, Mr. , I assume, of course, that 
the gentleman holds that the of a committee will be capable 
of rendering the same service as private secretary to the chairman 
of the committee that these cler who are to be provided for will 
render to members who are not chairmen of committees, and I 
can not anded how the gentleman thinks that the clerk of a 
55 be able to do that if he does his duty to the com- 


N Ur. CANNON. Loan not speak for other 3 
chairmen of committees. So far as I am personali as 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations: along very 
comfortably e legare yea opriations, T got along very 
committee, full justice being done at the same time to the work 
of the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Your committee, hovers, has an assist- 


Mr. HENDERSON. oa “the rest of the committees are 
in that way, unless it be the Committee on Ways and 


Mr. Mr. CAN NON. The Committee on Appropriations has a clerk 
and an assistant clerk. 
Mr. BRUMM. And the assistant is also an annual clerk, is he 


not? 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker. 
the gentleman from Tinos [Mr pir: 
two minutes which I last him have gone by. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want one minute more. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I want that minute peg by say that I sym- 
pathized with the t of order made upon provision on the 
general appropriation bill. It was not then in order under the 
rules. I sympathize with this resolution. If the resolution be so 
amended as to meet my judgment, I am willing to vote for it; 
and I hope, if it is to pass, we shall have the courage of our con- 
victions and 3. 


A use. 
j ayers E 4 Illinois rose, 
Cries of “Voter “Vote!”] 
. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield five minutes to my coll 

on the committee, the — 1 hal Missouri [Mr. j 
aker, I shall trespass 
tience of the use, seeing the desire that prevails to 
wish, however, in justice to myself to say that notwith- 
ee doire to treat this as a small matter, I do 
not S it as an im t matter; and the 
statement of a historia nature which has been made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois shows how easy it is to ingraft an expendi- 
ture upon the public moneys of this country by easy stages until 
it grows into what seems to be a necessity and an annual 
appropriation. And inthis way I undertake to say that the A 
propriations of this Congress due to unwholesome growths in the 


, I do not wish to interfere with 
Cannon], but more than the 


on the 


are larger than 1 have been, notwithstanding 
fact that there has been a persistent effort ta keop tham within 
reasonable limits. 


I have se ee Crone witten, L am sure, ~ letters to 
persons in m „ reason why appropria- 
Hons for this thing and that thing could not be had Sid bi te 
that there was a constant deficit in the Treasury of the United 
roe and om deference to that condition of affairs required on 

meray T ions should be down to the lowest 
possible. limit. regard it as theabsolute duty of every Rep- 
resentative on this 3 to pursue that line of conduct. 


Something has been said here with regard to members having 

the “‘ courage” to come up and do what they believe to be ri ight 
So far as I am concerned, I do not think I have ever hesitated at 
all in doing what my judgment approved. I intend to do that in 
this instance. My Ju dgment does not approve of the passage of 
this resolution, and I shall vote against it. 3 
tion to it from the time it was introduced. 8 

well known to those who cared to know it. position to the 
resolution is based y upon the fact that we Pi in front of 
a condition, not a in which we are constantly mug 25 
to make the cloth cover the object when there is a constant : 
ness in the amount of cloth. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was elected to anaes I was elected TEs 
certain prevailing conditions, so far as.clerk hire was concerned. 
understood what those conditions were. I accepted —— 
with that understanding; and so far as I am concerned, especially 
in view of the deficiency in the Treasury which confronts us, I am 
in favor of serving out the entire term for which I was elected upon 
the conditions which prevailed when the election took piace, 
belieye that to be the course which ought to be pursued 
bers of this House; and I sincerely trust that this eee 
be defeated. There is a constant deficit in the Treasury of about 
four and a half millions per month, and I do not ruin Range 
face of that deficit, we can afford to vote for an 
nearly a quarter of a million dollars for ee eee 


solute necessity. I do not so regard the pending 
Mr. S Sr EAs cunt co cay ai ghar AA ec 
merely wanted to state the reasons Irie ceo E y omer 


is resolution not to be adopted by the House; and I trust 
that it will not. [Cries of “Vote!” „Vote!“ 
Mr. BING Mr. , if it bein order, I desire to offer 
an amendment to this 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in order. 
Mr. BINGHAM, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
Sat Spires read as 3 


Fm in eae 8, the words: 
this resolution shall not 


to mem- 
rece ar entitled under the to annual 
clerks.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer a substitute. 
Mr. ge I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Towa 
Mr. HEPBURN. 8 for the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. 3 he is so doubtful 


am sorry 

as to his power to resist — — The adoption of this reso- 

. change his status at all. He can have 

the same regard 8 and for duty under his present 

eee ee “whether this resolution — or not. The resolution 

FE —. plied 

8100 or each month for clerical assistance. o gentleman, 

with his view of the matter, will refuse to accapt this provisian, 

and he will not in any way violate the “contract” that he has 

made with his constituents. But there are other members of this 

House who do not understand that there was a contract of that 

ee ra who believe that their constituents will justify this 
e 

en OR ee aian oE e 1893, allowing to members 

of the Honse clerical assistance during the sessions of Congress 

we were told that members would hear from their 


I have heard nothing of that kind. And I am astonished, 
that resi , to know that there are gentlemen who in 
resolution, who declared it to be unnecessary, W 
did nett a clerk, and who probably were honest in that 

Fi Boned and yet who every month th: 
power to do so have made the n 
Did they find that t 
their earlier „ i 
e 
not 
ennsylvania 


excepti 

second aot That 3 of 8 has no right to 
employ that clerk for his private business. If he requires it of 
him it is an re ee upon the clerk. He is a public offi- 
cer, appointed for a public service, not a private clerk. 

There are some gentlemen, who have been eloquent to-day, who 
have gone further than this, and during the vacations, when not 
chairmen of committees, have compelled the clerks of their com- 
mittees and the messengers to do their work. It looks to 3 
much as if that class of gentlemen | had something of the charac- 
teristics of the ‘‘ whited 

Mr. HOPKINS, Will gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
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Mr, HEPBURN. I will listen to a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the chairman of a committee have 
the appointment of the clerk? 

Mr. HEPBURN. He does, with the approval of the committee, 
under the rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But is it not a fact that the clerk is the per- 
sonal appointee—the friend of the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. BURN. Yes, sir; if the committee ratifies the appoint- 


ment. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is there an instance on record where they have 
not ratified it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, youare asking me something now that 
I do not know. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, my observation, after ten years of ex- 
perience, is that the chairman appoints the clerk, and that he is 
the parsoni appointee, or friend, of the chairman, and does his 
work, 

Now, take the clerk of your committee. What has he to do 
after the House adjourns until the next session of Congress con- 
venes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. He goes to his home—the clerk of my com- 
mittee. He lives nearly a hundred miles distant from me, and I 
will not see him during that interval unless I visit his town. Is 
that an answer to your question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. But he draws his salary, does he not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly; and so do all other employees of 
like character. That is in the contract made with them—a part 
of the understanding when he receives his appointment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. The chairman appoints him be- 
cause he is a friend, and he wants him to do his work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; that is a mistake. I did not appoint 
my clerk in that manner. The annual clerk of the committee 
over which I preside has never yet written a letter or done one 
item of private business for me. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN, I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa three 
minutes longer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that I shall want further 
time. I have said all that I desired to say. I believe this propo- 
sition is right. I think the resolution ought to be Sappien 

But let me say in response to the gentleman from Illinois that 
this clerk provided in the resolution will not serve me, but he 
will serve my constituents. He will not serve me with relation to 
my public business, but will serve my constituents, because doing 
their private business, that eat are accustomed to have members 
do, to the extent that we are called upon to do, and in that manner 
I will be better able to serve my constituents in their wants and 
desires. [4 plause.] It is not a part of my public duty; it is 
because o the relations between us—my attention to so much of 
their private business—that my constituents are willing I should 
have the assistance of a clerk. 

That is all I desired to say upon this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have three minutes yielded to 
me in which I desire to say a few words about the amendment 
which I have offered. 3 

The amendment I propose is that those committees having an 
annual clerk should not come under the provisions of this resolu- 
tion; or, in other words, that chairmen of committees which haye 
annual clerks shall be excluded from its operation. 

It is well for the House to understand, as has been stated in this 
colloquy, that the annual clerk of a committee is designated and 
appointed by the chairman of the committee. I have had the 
honor to be twice chairman of committees in this House having 
annual clerks. I did not act in reference to the then clerk of my 
committee exactly on the plan laid down by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that is, to the extent of not availing myself 
of the services of the clerk during vacation. I have employed his 
services with regard to matters relating to the Congressional dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent; and in respect to mat- 
ters connected with the committee I always used my clerk when 
practicable, in time of vacation. He was my personal selection 
and my personal friend, a man that I knew I could trust with all 
of the committee affairs implicitly. I have, therefore, availed 
myself of his services during the recesses of Congress, because he 
is near me at our home; he is an annual clerk, paid $2,000 a year, 
or 84,000 for a Congress, and yet the sum of his labor in each Con- 

is but eleven months during the sessions. And I now assert 

tif this resolution should pass after the discussion which has 
been had here and the understanding brought about by this de- 
bate every member having an annual clerk will feel, in view of 
the restriction as to the employment of clerical hire for chair- 
men of committees, that he is entitled to the services of that an- 
nual clerk during the vacations of Congress. He gets, as I have 
said, $4,000 for a Congress, and labors for eleyen months, at no 


expense whatever but the mere expense of living here at the time 
that Congress is in session. 

Now, I claim, and submit it to the fair judgment of the House, 
that in view of the fact that the chairman selects the clerk of his 
committee, that legislative courtesy gives him his own selection, 
which is always ratified by the committee, and in view of the fur- 
ther fact that the clerk gets $4,000 for a Congress, and is actually 
employed in committee work but eleven months in the two ses- 
sions—as a matter of fact, in this Fifty-fourth Congress but nine 
months—I claim that the distinction made by my amendment is 
just and equitable. It is a distinction that runs in the Senate, 
as stated by the gentleman from Ilinois e CANNON], and as 
far as the Senate have gone, and I think it is as far as this House 


ought to go at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN of ee sn Would it not be well to have that 
amendment go further, and limit to the vacation the private clerks 
of members who are chairmen of committees having session clerks? 

_Mr. BINGHAM. Gentlemen who have six-dollar-a-day or ses- 
sion clerks come under the eee, of this proposition, and 
during the interval they get their hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Is it only during the interval? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only during the interval Sey get their hun- 
dred dollars. It is a matter of fact known to this House that 
chairmen of committees use their. clerks for their Congressional 
district relations in almost every committee of the House. 

Mr. MAHON, I move an amendment to the amendment, to 
strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. HART- 
MAN] has control of the time on that side. 

Mr. HAR . Lyield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Maine 5 5 1 rl A 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 8 er, whatever may be the opinion 
of the House upon the question as to the desirability or propriet; 
of making an appropriation at this time, I certainly see no justl. 
eee for the amendment proposed by my friend from 
Sylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then wipe out the salary of the clerk during 
the vacation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman proposes to make a marked 
distinction between the service that House shall provide for 
members who are not chairmen of committees and that for those 
members who have chairmanships. Every member of the House 
who is not chairman of a committee will have, under this resolu- 
tion, the full, undivided services of a clerk to attend to the busi- 
ness of his constituents during every month of the year, and the 
amendment assumes that the chairman of a committee shall, in 
some way, obtain the services of the clerk of his committee in a 
way which shall be equivalent to the services which these personal 
clerks give to members who are not chairmen. 

Now, my experience is that the clerk of a committee has some- 
thing else to do than to attend to the private business of the chair- 
man of a committee. He is the clerk of the committee. He has 
not only to attend the sessions of the committee, but he is obliged 
to attend the sessions of subcommittees of that committee. 0 
chairman may obtain some portion of his services at times by 
having the clerk work overtime or when the business of the com- 
mittee is slack; but he does not have and can not have the undi- 
vided services of a clerk, as provided for the other members of 
this House. There are a few committees which have assistant 
clerks. Of course, in those committees the chairman may have a 
better opportunity to obtain service for himself from the commit- 
tee clerks than the chairmen of those committees which have 
only one clerk. But when Co adjourns the clerk of the 
committee must remain here and close up the business of that 
committee. He must remain here so long as there is anythin 
for him to do here—not simply for the chairman, but for the com- 
mittee. He is obliged to come here long before Congress assembles 
to get ready for the session, and I see no reason whatever why a 
member who is i of a committee should be deprived of 
the services of a clerk during those periods when provision was 
made for other members. 

My experience—and I have no doubt itis the experience of every 
chairman (certainly of every chairman of a prominent commit- 
tee)—that not only by virtue of his chairmanship is his corre- 
5 largely increased, but that his private correspondence 
is y inc 

ills, inquiries, and suggestions, as well as calls for information, 
come from all quarters. These are vastly multiplied by the fact 
of his 1 8 8 and of his connection with the public questions 
controlled by his committee. I say in justice to the committee 
that the time of the committee clerks should be devoted to the per- 
formance of the work of the committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. As they always have been. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As they always have been in the past. And 
the chairman of a committee should not be subj to the ne- 
cessity of trying toeke out such assistance as he requires by filching 


enn- 
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from the time which a clerk should be required to give to the 
performance of the duties of the committee, in order to be helped 
out in his private correspondence. And Ido not think that mem- 
bers of Congress in their individual capacity should be discrimi- 
nated one class inst another. This provision for clerks is to 
take care of what I understand to be the constituent business of 
the member. Ifa clerk does his duty to a committee, and espe- 
cially the lar; committees of the House, he will be obliged to 
devote most of his time to the public work, and if he attends to 
any of the business of the chairman he has to work overtime or 
else trench upon the time that is due to the transaction of public 
business. S ies of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr.SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, fromthe beginning of the present 
session, while opposing we in political sentiment, I have been in 
constant sympathy with your policy, when confronted with a 
threatening Treasury deficit, to so far as practical exercise econ- 
omy,and have watched with approving interest how wisely and 
adroitly you have wielded the pruning knife over the Rivers and 
Harbors 8 the Public Buildings and Grounds Committee, 
the Naval Affairs Committee, and the Appropriations Committee, 
and others. By this bold stand for economy the country knows 

ou have lost in 5 e even it may be to the extent of losing 

or the present the highest office in the gift of the American peo- 
ple. The sober second thought of the people, when fully realisme 
the surrounding conditions, will say, Well done, thou good an 
faithful servant,” and the sacrifice of present personal ambition 
upon the altar of present duty will surely reap its just and merited 
reward. [Loud applause. ] . 

Mr. Speaker, I am also in full sympathy with my own clerk and 
the clerk of every other member of this House, and I wish I was 
able to give them $100 per month, but not out of an empty public 
Treasury. I fully 8 the importunities by which members 
are besieged to promote the passage of this resolution and thereby 
give this relief to their clerks. At the same time we ought to be 
at least as brave and manly as the Speaker and follow his example, 
and sacrifice this more or less personal legislation when confronted 
with a deficient Tr when he, by the exercise of such public 
frugality, has hazarded his claims upon the Presidency. 

. Speaker, when we come to 3 closely the purpose 
and objects and, I may add, inwardness of this resolution in a busi- 
nesslike and practical manner, we will be convinced that the 
resolution should be entitled “ To relieve all Congressmen from 
the discharge of any duties during vacation, in order they may 
the more effectively canvass their districts for reelection, or in order 
they may d their summers at some favorite summer resort or 
abroad without molestation from their constituents.” There may 
be some reason for a clerk during the session, but of this I am 
doubtful; but 66 legislative duties every Congress- 
man is capable of discharging the duties appertaining to his office 
without clerical assistance; if he can not, there are at least 1,000 
men in his district as capable and as worthy who would obligate 
to do so for the monthly salary of a Congressman withont clerical 
assistance. As authority for this resolution the other end of the 
Capitol is referred to. The House at the proper time should have 
brought ve Senators to realize thut this was not the time to 
increase the of their annual clerks, and it was a ies of 
legislative co ice in the House submitting to this robbery of 
the people. 

As the spokesman of the Populists to this resolution I am not 
supposed to be the guardian or the director of the majority party of 
the House. If I were I would direct it to vote against this resolu- 
tion. If I were its worst enemy I would persuade it to commit 
suicide by the 8 of this resolution, Which means a gratuity 
of about $215, during the vacation of Congress to our clerks 
in these hard times, panics, and low prices, when to let, to rent, for 
sale is seen everywhere, and the red flag of the auctioneer is upon 
almost every corner and is seen waving over every barnyard and 
house top. It is 17 0 criminally extravagant to give away to 
our clerks this $215,000. I call members’ attention to the fact that 
it is voting away, at present gold prices, 430,800 bushels of wheat, 
861,600 bushels of corn, 51,350 bales of cotton—more wheat, corn, 
and cotton, absolute necessities of human and animal life, than 
10,000 honest farmers can raise by working and delving three 
hundred and sixty-five days in a year. It is your funeral, not 
mine. It is my duty to warn against such extravagance. If I do 
not mistake the now scattering racks floating upon the political 
horizon, their course is in one direction to the accumulation of 
thickening clouds that will culminate in that terrific thunder- 
storm that seems so n to clarify the political and eco- 
nomic atmosphere of this country and restore happiness and pros- 
perity to the people. 

Mr. HART . Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent that 
at 10 minutes after 3 o’clock the previous ä be considered 
as ordered, half of the time intervening to be yielded to the gen- 


tleman from Alabama, to be followed by the gentleman from Iowa 
Ea HENDERSON]. I ask unanimous consent for that arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Pe Ivania pending? 

Mr. HAR N. That may be pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
at 10 minutes past 3 o’clock the previous question shall be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I do not desire to object, if my 
friend from South Carolina wishes to be heard. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have about five minutes. 

Mr. LINNEY. I should like to speak on the subject, but if the 
House does not desire to hear me, I do not care. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Ishall want ten minutes against the 
proposition. ios of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

7 ie SP To whom does the gentleman from IIlinois 
yie 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I tremble for my country. 
[Cries of “Oh!” laughter, and loud and prolonged applause. 

The impatient cries of Vote!” “Vote!” from the Republican 
side of this Chamber which we have heard at every pause in 
this debate are suggestive of the frantic appeals for Votes!“ 
Votes!“ Votes!“ which we will hear from the Republican party 
next November. 

A vote for this resolution is a flagrant violation of your pledges 
a the people and a graye violation of your duty as their represent- 
atives. 

Mr. Speaker, if this is consummated, honest men from lake to 
Gulf and from ocean to ocean will in thunder tones rebuke this 
atrocity. 

I came to this Congress to use my feeble efforts to relieve our 

ple from the distress which prevails throughout our land. 
ee What has brought about that distress? The gold 
standard has done its part, the McKinley high tariff has done its 
part, and billion-dollar Congresses have done their part. I hold 
in my hand an estimate I have made which shows that, taking the 
entire expenses of Government, the Federal expenses, city and 
municipal. they now amount to more than $3,000,000 a day, a 
greater amount than is expended by any other government on 
earth. 5 
: The census of 1 shows that these expenditures were as fol- 
OWS: 


United States Government, inclu tal service deficiencies. $318, 040, 710 
ie "ates and District of umbia, except for public 77,105,911 
e . . o<cwcnscenccecscctpenacemssa 
VVV He 
uni 1 exce; or pubic 00 Es! „ 
Publisschodi eaa a a E A 8 — 139,065, 537 
n TE OE E EE S E OE E P A SE 5,517,183 
"DORAL E n E E E A E E A ieee eee 887, 293, 344 


And to-day these expenditures are one-fourth greater. 

When I look back, Mr. Speaker, at the golden days of prosper- 
ity, of pure, honest Democratic government, that decennium just 
preceding 1861, those golden days of prosperity when the expend- 
itures of our Government—when our entire expenditures were 
little more than one-tenth the amount we expend to-day—— 

Mr. MILES. Has not the gentleman from Alabama always 


considered those silver days? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER. They were golden days of glorious prosperity, 
Mr. Speaker; days which I hope Soe people of land may again 
enjoy; and I believe that the use of the metals that God gave 
us for the purpose for which God gave them to us, and an eco- 
nomical Congress, would bring back those golden days of pros- 

rity. [Applause.] But what do we see now in every city and 
in every street? Marshals’ sales here, sheriffs’ sales 
there; To rent,” To rent,“ To rent,“ For sale,” For sale,” 


“ For sale” placarded on nearly half of the real estate of every city. 
Mr. LACEY. Are not these Democratic days, too? [Laughter.] 
Mr. WHEELER. These are days controlled by a Republican 


House, which is now exceeding in its appropriations any ever 
made before by this or any other Government. 

Already the appropriations for this Congress exceed by $22,000,- 
000 the average appropriations of the two sessions of the last Dem- 
ocratic Congress. 

You have alarmed the country with your eee: You are 
„ Lou are 5 prosperity. Lou are plac- 
ing a yoke upo the labor of this land which is too heavy for it 

bear, and I repeat, Mr. Speaker, when I hear the rumbling 
sounds, the groans of the oppressed people—I tremble— I tremble 
for my beloved country. È Applause] I appeal to this House to 
=~ Lask gentlemen to co r, to reflect. I ask them to recall 


e— 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Begun minutes to the gentle- 
. TALBERT]. 


[Mr ] 
A Mr. Speaker, this is very short notice, but in 
that time I desire to say that I opposed in the 
Fifty-third Congress for the reason that I deemed it unnecessary, 
F ee eee 

; for whenever a le dollar is taken from the taxpayer 
ex that which is y necessary, itis robbery pure and 
sp e, and I desire to call the attention of this House to one phase 
of the question now under discussion that has not been presented 
before. “Members may ag Sg is a small matter; but let me say 
there are 359 members in this House, and during the six months of 
recess the compensation of their clerks will amount to $215,400 at 
$100 per month. 

Now, then, let us see what this would cost the farmers of this 
country, as they pay 80 per cent of all the taxes levied by the 
Government, and then we can see whether it is such a small 
matter to them, the bone and sinew of this country. At 50 cents 
a bushel it would take 430,800 bushels of wheat to pay it. How 
many drops of sweat does it take to pay for that wheat? At 25 
cents a bushel it would take 861,600 bushels of corn to pay it. 
How many furrows would have to be run off to raise this corn, 
up and down the rows, on hot July days? It would take 8,600 
bales of cotton to pay it. Then how many laborers, days, and 
weeks would it take to raise that cotton? 

Now, then, when you view this question from that point I say 
it is an outrage, it is a monstrosity, that now, in addition to giv- 
ing enormous ions to coffee coolers and bounty jumpers, camp 
followers and , you turn around and to pension 
yourselyes [laughter] by voting yourselves $100 a month. This 
is what you are doing when you thus add another burden to the 
already overburden le. Why, sir, a more monstrous Drope 
sition was never made. You say because the Senate has done thi 
that the House must doit. No, sir. Two wrongs do not make a 
right. Let the House do right although the Senate may do wrong. 
a Senate has increased the salaries of its clerks the snug sum 

$68,000. 

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons I desire right here and now to 
enter my protest against any such outrage, against any such mon- 
strosity. For God’s sake do not go further in yon pason legis- 
lation. You have passed hun of pension bills for the classes 
I have described, and mo have appropriated over one-half billion 
during the session of this Congress. not turn around now and 
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as I do. She is as much 3 the people of 
my district as I am. She has been with me seven years. I g 
her here and I take her there, and my experience is the ence 
of almost all of 2 . Gentlemen about the Senate! We 
stood in awe of the Senate fora time, but at last we defied the 
Senate and used our own judgment. Let the House of re- 
a be independent now and use its own judgment. [Ap- 
plause. 

You ofeconomy. This 8 is as rich to-day and richer 
than it ever was in any hour of its life. We are able to do what 
is needed for the interests of the people. General Grant, when 
President, during the great financial crisis that struck the country 
and when expenditures were exceeding receipts, said: Let the 
needed work of the country be done, but stay the hand of legis- 
lation on fortifications and on river and harbor improvements not 
now in process of construction; there is the place to strike.” But 
this country is able now to meet every ac need of the people; 
and if we go ahead and do properly the work of this country it 
will ye the nation to such legislation as will enable us 
to meet all the necessary expenditures of the Government. Iam 
for economy, not mage oe the next House but in my own house; 
and my own house is the Third district of Iowa, under the great 
national roof on which float the Stripes and Stars. My economy 
touches both these homes; and, Arak ei by that, I am willing to 
raise my voice here in favor of this legislation and to record my 
affirmative vote where the people of my district can read it. [Ap- 
plause. Cries of Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’ 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I now ask the previous ques- 
tion, in accordance with an understanding I have had with the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN]. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The PEAKER. The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After „1898.“ in line 8, add: 
“ Providi t the provisions of this resolution shall not apply to members 
who are en of committees entitled under the rules to annual clerks." 


The question s there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois)—ayes 104, noes 83. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. BF nau was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the reso- 


pension 35 and rob the people of 430,000 bushels of wheat, | lution š 
of 861,000 bushels of corn, and of 8,600 bales of cotton, which | “Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, Mr, LINNEY, and others called for 
have been reduced in price by your gold-standard policy until to- | the yeas and nays. 2 : 
day the farmer hardly gets enough to pay the of producing e yeas and nays were ordered. 
his crop. That is the present condition of the le that you are] The ion was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 109, not 
thus proposing to burden still further; and I want to raise my voting 116: as follows: 
hand and my voice against this proposition. I, too, like my dis- i YEAS—190. 
tinguished friend from Alabama, after noticing his trembling, | Acheson, Cooper, Wis. Hooker, en. 
begin to tremble for my country when I see such legislation pro- A Cousins, 5 ps, 
posed. [Laughter and applause. ae een eum, Hu So a 
What are the members doing during the vacation that they can Apsley, > Curtis, Iowa —.— Powers, 
not attend to their work. A great number of them are hardly | Atwood, Cartis, Hurley; Prince, 
ever in their seats here during the session of Congress, and now | Baker N. H. ete Sih a pare 14 
they want to add $100 a month to their salaries in the way of | Barham. Dewitt, Johnson N. ak anerher üg. 
clerks. I hope the resolution will be defeated, as it should be. | Barrett, Dolliver, Joy, Settle, 
[Applanso. b m a =e gl 
> TMAN. Mr. Speaker, after consultation with the | pinch; Downing, Layton, Southard, 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ALDRICH], I have agreed to yield | Bishop. Eddy, $ Spencer, 
ve minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], after a N. v. Evans, Leonard, 8 N 
which I intend to demand the ious question upon the motion | Bontene, rt, 3 Strona x 
folir HENDERSON. Mr, Speaker, I ha the hour Broderick, = Foss”  Mahany Tawney,” 

X; 4 j j ve never seen the hour . ‘Oss, . * 
when I trembled for my country. [Applause.] I am for the reso- | Bull“; Ghee N. v. n Town 
lution and against the amendment. Lappinune: I am for the | Burton, Ohio Grin, . — Van H 
resolution, because it is in the interest of people of this coun- | Calderh Griswold, M ai Voor’ 
try and not in the interest of the Representatives. [Applause] 88 Grow, 1 Wakor, Va. 
I mado that ——- once before on the floor of i House, Chickering, ager. Nebr. Minor, Wis. Warner, 
and the coun never repro any of us who ho Clark, Mo. Harmer, ondell, 
doctrine. There is no salary-grab“ element in this resolu- oon . — Money, Vison, idaho 
tion. This is a proposition to take one of our own boys or girls, Henderson, orse, oodard, 
from among the people of our district, to receive our dictation | Cofin, Hepburn, Newlands, Woodman. 
and write our letters and do the detail work which is required to | Golson, Pia Hicks, San 
po cae in the interest of the people we are sent here to represent. per; 5 ipa ae 

plause. . 

l The clerk of my committee and all the annual clerks of com- ae ae Buck, Mo. — Hadley, 
mittees work as much as they ought to work, and in the same | Allen, Gua K 5 Halterman, 
proponia that members do. The clerk of my committee, the | Andi Coding, Dinsmore, Harrison, 
ittee on the Judiciary, devotes his entire attention to the | Bailey, Tex. Hendrick, 
business of that committee, and in addition I haye a stenographer | Baker, Kans, = Gooper, — AN HeT, Gain. 
and typewriter, the daughter of an old soldier of my district (the | Bell, Calo. Cox, Gardner, Jenkins, 
old oe now in heaven), a girl known to my BO at oe: so an Tek Gibson, Jones, 
that when they come into my office, if I am absent, she knows | Rresfus- Dae Spec Kirkpatrick, 
almost as much about the people and the business of the district Danford, Grout, Kleberg, 
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(Kno McRae, ton, Terry, 
y. = Meyer, Shatroth, . 
| Lacey, iles, 01 Tracey, 
j 1 5 Miller, W. Va. Simp! Turner, 
| Lester, es, Skinner, EP arpa 
| ey, y, Snover, ve 3 
Little. ns, me atson, Ind. 
' Stahle, Watson, Ohio 
Loud, Payne, Stewart, Wis. Wheeler, 
Mahon, Pearson, Stokes, Williams, 
‘McCleary. Perkins, Strait, Wilson, S. C. 
McClure, Pitney, Strowd, N. O. Wood, 
Mech Pugh, 8 Yoakum. 
ca Sh aio, 
on, 
McLaurin, Sayers, Tate, 
4 
NOT VOTING—116, 
Abbot Good i 
Aitken’ Grosvenor, M Tenn. Southwick, 
Arnold, Hanly, McEwan, Spar! 
Arnold, R. I. Hardy, McLachlan, Pe of 
Avery, Hart, MeMillin, Stallings, 
Baker, Md. Hatch, Meiklejohn, Steele, 
Ban Heatwole, Meredith, Stephenson, 
Barney, Heiner, Pa. Milliken, Stewart, N. J. 
Bartholdi, Hemenway, Miner, N. Y. Strode, Nebr, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Henry, Tai Moses, Sulzer, 
Beach. Hermann, Mozley, Th 
Bennett, Hill, M 7. Tracewell, 
Bowers, Howard, Ne Treloar, 
Bromwell, Howe. Noonan, Tucker, 
Burrell, Howell, paws —.— Va. 
Clark, Iowa A G erwood, 
4 A Parker. Wadsworth, 
Cooke, Til. Hull, Pendleton, Walker, Mass, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Price, Walsh, 
Crowley, Johnson, In nigg. Washington, 
Kerr, ey, We n, 
De Armon Kiefer, Ray. White, 
Draper, Lawson, Re burn, Wilber, 
Ellett, Va. Lefever, Richardson, ‘Wilson, Ohio 
Elliott. S. C. E 3 2 
Faris, Linton, Russel], Conn. 
Fischer, Livingston, W. 
Fletcher, Lorimer, Sherman, 
Foote, Maddox, Smith, Mich. 
So the resolution was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Smr of Michigan with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. WIN of Ohio with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

Mr. BRoMWELL with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. Sora. 

Mr. Horr with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. Moses. : 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr, STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. MOMILLIN, 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. Raney with Mr. COWEN. 

For this day: 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. ABBOTT. r 

Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. Tuomas with Mr, SULZER. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. LORMER with Mr. SHAW. ` 

Mr. FISCHER with Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina, 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

On this question: 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York with Mr. CROWLEY, 

Mr. Cannon (for the resolution) with Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee 
(against the resolution). 

. BOUTELLE. Mr. S r, I voted no,“ but desire to 
change the vote to San Applause, 

The SPEAKER. gentleman be so recorded. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Ne Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, and withdraw my 
vote. I voted in the negative on this question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to change my vote from no“ to 
o a * ” 

‘The SPEAKER. The several changes suggested will be made. 

The result of the vote was then announ as above recorded. 
LApplause.] 

motion of Mr. HARTMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the unfinished 
business which the Chair will now lay before the House. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a bill—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for, 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the House should resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, would not the un- 
finished business of last Wednesday, being business on that Cal- 
endar, be first in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not undertake to decide 
that. The Chair thinks it a question that would have to be exam- 
ined, because the committee was acting under a special order. 
But the Chair would suggest that these cases can be reached the 
next time the House goes into Committee of the Whole under the 
special order; and it is possible that it may be reached to-night. 

Mr. PICKLER. The rule, as I understand it, is that the unfin- 
ished business is first in order when the House 3 to tho 
consideration of that class of business in. On Wednesday 
we were acting on the Private Calendar under a special rule; and 
it seems to me that when we go into Committee of the Whole on 
the same Calendar the unfinished business is first in order, and 
the bill before the committee at the time the committee rose on 
Wednesday last would be the unfinished business to be disposed of, 

My object is this, I will state, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That would have to be decided in committee, 
at all events. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
ra of the Whole to consider business on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the rule on this subject. Rule XXIV, clause 6, provides 
that on Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has 
been mo et of, it shall be in order to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole. This unfinished business under the rule is first to 
be ay er of. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right, Mr. Speaker. There are a number 
1 0 bills which have been reported by the Committee of the 

ole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

JOHN KEHL., 

The first business reported by the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl, and to restore him 
to his former rating. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PICKLER, I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. TALBERT. I would ask if this bill has been ly en- 
ossed? If it has not been, I make the point that ha ae d be 

fore action is taken on it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for the purpose of 
engrossment; and the Clerk will report the next bill. 

MRS, HELEN MORRILL CARROLL. 

The next business was the bill (S. 730) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Helen Morrill Carroll, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

MIRIAM v. KENNEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3937) granting a pension 
to Miriam V. Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 


The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that this bill 
should be before its passage. I demand the reading of 
the engr bill. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed, and 
the Clerk will report the next bill. 
MARY F. DAVENPORT. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 75) grant - 
e Committee 


a pension to Mary F. Daven reported from th 
ee ole with CASE alter ge 


5000 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous eigen 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments Be oes from the Committee of the Whole were 
agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
HARRIET WOODBURY, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1229) to pension Harriet 
Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt., reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, this being the case of a remarried 
widow, I make the point that the engrossed bill is not in the 


House. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the reading of 
the engrossed bill? 
Mr. DMAN. I demand the Cacia of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment, 
and the Clerk will report the next bill. 
MARY E. WYSE. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 4913) rmana a pension to Mrs. Mary E. 
Wyse, widow of Lieut. Col. F.O. Wyse. 

n motion of Mr, PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEN. WILLIAM H. MORRIS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension 
to Gen. William H. Morris, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. BACON, 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of the late George B. Bacon, lieutenant-commander, United 
States Navy. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY, 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley. 

On motion of Mr, PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. HINES. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 

ue 25 bill (H. R. 5712) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hines. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a d time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN COMBS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 950) to increase the pen- 
sion of John Combs, reported from the Committee of the ole 
with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY k. HAZLIP, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


p. 
On motion of Mr, PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
5 the bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and reada third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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BYRON COTTON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1022) to increase the = 
sion of Byron Cotton, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with an amendment. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was meee to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SOPHRONIA 8, STOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5996) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was a to, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the oe of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be laid aside for engrossment, 

JULIA H. H. CROSBY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
446) to place the name of Julia H. H. Crosby on the pension roll, 
orted from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were a, to. 
The bill as amended was orde to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
poe aie of the bill was amended as recommended by the com- 
mittee. 
ARMSTEAD M. RAWLINGS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1062) to pension Armstead 
M. Rawlings, of Arkansas, 

Mr. PIC R. ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 
passed. 

MISS JULIETTE BETTS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss 
cA ar Betts, with an amendment from the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous 

The previous question was ordered, an 


uestion. 
under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ORAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension 
to Mary Cray, with an amendment from the Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 


en ed. 
Mr ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from . demands 
the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside to 
be engrossed. 
DAVID MOSTEN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1936) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing inst David Mosten. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is that a Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is a House bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of order against that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina demands 
the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside to 
be engrossed, 

NANCY GENTRY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension 
to N. set Ganr: 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question, 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ELIZABETH T, BEALL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R.3033) to increase the p 
sion of Elizabeth T. Beall, widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late 
colonel First United States Caval 


mended by the Committee of the 


with an amendment recom- 
ole. y 


1896. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The poes question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

THERESA PEEBLES. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4355) to increase the pen- 
sion of Theresa Peebles, of Jefferson County, Ga., with an amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ADA J. SCHWATKA. 

The next business was the bill (8.710) granting a ion to 
Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, 
ee an amendment recommended by the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
— . the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
_ JAMES M’GOWAN. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of 
James McGowan from the charge of desertion. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the same point against 
that as 1 did inst the other. 


The SP. . The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 
EDWARD H. MUNSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Edward H. Munson, late a private in Company H, 
Thirty-second New York Regiment Infantry. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

45 3 Mr. Speaker, I make the same point against 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH M. WILLIAMS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth M. Williams, of Monroe County, Tenn., with an amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH YAZELL. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah 


azell. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 
WILLIAM W. FRENCH. 

The next business was the bill (S. 137) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. French. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof t the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS M. SCOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase 
of Bag to Thomas M. Scott. 
. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 
The penons question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the several 
votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on the table. 
SENATE BILL AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill and con- 
current resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred by the Speaker as follows: 


Concurrent resolution— 
Resolved 5 4 5 Senate (the House Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed 10,000 copies of the report made by Messrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and 
Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, together with all 
the appendixes, maps, plans, and profiles accompanying the same, as sub- 
mit by them; 6.000 of which shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate— 

To the Committee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia 8. Stowell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7895) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain 
tract of land in Valverde County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; and 

A bill (H. R.1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster 
at Lemars, Iowa. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHANNON, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Linney, for five days, on account of sickness in his 


ae Ir. Man ao 
; a. 5 on, for four days, on unt of sickness in his 
amily. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a re- 
print of the bill H. R. 4447. 

EXTENSION OF TIME. 

By unanimous consent, the time of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections No. 3 to file their report in the contested-election 
case-of Yost against Tucker was extended until the 12th of May. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
extend in the RECORD his remarks on the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The Speaker 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) declared the House 
in recess until 8 o’clock p. m., and announ that Mr. HOPKINS 
would preside at the evening session as Speaker pro tempore, 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was 
called to order by Mr. Hopxins, Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read clause 2 of Rule XXVI 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is that the 
special order under which we were operating the oth erday? The 
gentleman says under the special order.“ 

The SP. ore cao No; the motion is the same mo- 
tion as is submit every Friday night, that the House proceed 
to consider business under the rule, 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 51, noes 0. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. There are too few 
here to go into Committee of the Whole to transact business. I 
make the point of order. 

The SP protempore. There is evidently not a quorum 
present at the present time. We can wait a little while and see 
if other members come in. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Before that, if I may be allowed at this junc- 
ture, I desire to make a cw peepee that my only object is to get 
rid of the bills on the Calen: to remove charges of desertion. 
I do not think such bills ought to be passed. I have no objection 
whatever to pension legislation and no desire to block the 
of deserving pension cases on the list, and if the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions will 2 tes to pass over every one 
of the bills as he comes to them to-night on the Calendar that re- 
moves the charge of desertion, and give me that guarantee, to 
show you that I am not in bad faith I am willing to withdraw the 


point of no gaun 

Mr. PI . I suppose the gentleman from South Carolina 
knows of course that these bills do not come from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. We have no jurisdiction of them, and while 
I have no objection, so far as I am 53 concerned, they do 
not come from our committee, and I have no right to make such 
an ee I would be perfectly willing if the House would 
agree to i 
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Mr, TALBERT. 
to do that. I am here not with the intention of any pen- 
sion legislation; but I do think that those bills ought not to be 
Mr. HULL. If that arrangement can be made, will the gentle- 
man withdraw — point of no . 
Mr. TALBER Certainly; if that arrangement can be guar- 


anteed. 

Mr. HULL. As chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 

Ton fectly willing, if the members of the House interested in 

eso bills will — y to it, to adopt that course for to-night. 
Mr. TALBER If the gentleman says that he will agree to 
that I will certainly withdraw the t of no quorum. 

Mr. HULL. I will make my statement to the House that, so 
far as the Committee on Military Affairs is concerned, we are will- 
ing to agree that this night shall be devoted to the consideration 
of pension legislation exc. usively. But there are a number of mem- 
bers here who are interested in these bills removing charges of 
desertion and correcting military records, and I ia no right to 
bind them, although I do not doubt that they will agree to the 


estion made. 
ee for uman Will the gentleman put it in the 
form of a unanimous consent? 
Mr. PIC I al the gentleman will do that. 
will ask unanimous consent, then, that for 


But the House might express its willingness 
blocking an 


Mr. TALBERT. 
to-night no bills shall be taken up and considered for removing 
charges of desertion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from South Carolina that in the consideration of 
the Calendar cases to-night no bills removing charges of desertion 
shall be considered? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That i is with the understanding, of course, 
that these cases retain their places on the Calendar? 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection; 
8 oe uest is granted. 

“TALBERT. Now, with that understanding, while I do not 
not to make some talk at times against anything else I 
o not think | is right, I withdraw the point of no quorum to show 
er in good faith and do not wish to block meritorious pension 
tion. 
the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly VV 

Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair, 
LEVI T. E. aon 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

won it De H ooa and eto. ee the 


ee PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is the bill we had under 
consideration on Wednesday when the committee rose and did not 
finish. There is an amendment , I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Ch: ,l rise toa point of order. How 
is this the first bill on the Calendar for to-night? 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill was pending when we were last in 


committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was the bill last under consideration 
when the committee rose. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But these cases have not been 
cases prior to this. bi bo Bona in the 

The CHAIRMAN. ey have laid aside to be favorably 
the committee 
I understand, then, that the Chair holds this 
bill is the first in order? 

AR tero ia an amm ee paap eee 
that there is an amen ent pending, Chair ‘ormed, 
strike out!“ * and insert thirty. 

Mr. ERD: Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted on this bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iwasnot recognized for debate, but for a point 
of order, when I rose before. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the debate was exhausted on this bill 
EX Sond it was last before the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rose prior to this on a point of order, and did 
not rise to discuss the bill until now. 

— 8 Does the gentleman state another point of 
er 
„ No, sir; I rise now to speak on the merits of 


recommended b 
Mr. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted on this question. 
Mr. ERDMAN. At the last session? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; at the last session. The 
the amendment to strike ont 5 and insert fod 
The amendment was 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. cata that amendment was voted on 
at the last session. 
Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. This bill was considered before, and the amendment to 
re a down. Does this carry $50, or does it 


carry 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
when the committee rose there was pending this motion, to strike 
out “fifty” and insert thirty —that that was the pending ques- 
tion when the committee rose. Of course that is the first question 
now in order. 

Mr. 3 Mr. Chairman, this is the case where the soldier 
was entirely blind, A I remember right. 

Mr. PIC Mr. Chairman, debate is not in order. Debate 
has been exhausted on this bill 

Mr. MILNES. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the vote upon this was 58 on the proposition to make it 
$90, 6 and “Pex 7 i ag Sere because the soldier is entirely blind. 

Chairman, the amendment was voted upon 

at ene Da session. 


The CHAIRMAN, The p resent occupant of the chair is in- 

formed by the Clerk that the committee was dividing, and the 
uestion of no quorum was raised, leaving this motion which the 
bair Sg just put as the pending question at that time. 

OPKINS. My attention was calted to that, because of 
my e having been in charge. My understanding was that 
the committee amendment was voted down, and that the point of 
no quorum Was raised on the bill as it was originally resented, 
at $50; so that the vote to-night is not upon the amen nt, but 
is upon the bill itself at $50. 

LOUDENSLAGER. The RECORD shows, on Batis, 
that the amendment was pending when the roll was c 

Mr. HOPKINS. On the amendment itself? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. On the amendment itself. That is 
the RECORD; so that the Chair is right according to the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has appealed to the Journal, and 

ed to the RECORD, and finds that the statement of the con- 
dition of the case is as the Chair has stated it. 

Mr. BURRELL. Wasit at $50? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the ob ic of no quorum was raised at 
that point. That motion did not prevail for the want of a quorum. 

Mr. MILNES. I demand a 8 

Mr. BURRELL. I demand a quorum now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late. The tion 
now is upon the amendment proposed by the committee, i strike 
out the word member and insert the word private. * 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BURRELL. Iasked for a division on the other amend- 
ment and did not get it. 

The CHAIR The gentleman did not ask for it until after 
the Chair had decided the question. The eee now is, Shall 
this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation? 

The motion was to. 

Accordingly, the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

- CHARLOTTE A. WELTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8152) granting a pension to Charlotte A. Welton. 

The bill was toad, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Interior is hereby authorized 


and directed to place on the pension Mell subject, to the condition and limi- 
tation laws, the namo of Charlotte A. Welton, widow of Lieut. John A. Wel- 


ton, late of Com Indiana Volunteers, and her a 
8 pension she is now receiving. 


ison 


-first 
in lieu of the 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

RD. . Chairman, inasmuch as it was determined 
last Wednesday that the calling for the reading eee 
%%% as determined that må 
oug ow we are an 
inasmuch as the leader who pAr ar Aa A called for the reading of 
the reports last Wednesday is not here to-night, I will ask to have 
the report read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was = as e 
2128992 a pension to Charlotte a Wel 
— ere 
—— offered in support of Wade bait 


1896. 
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en tomar oe ef 1863, at Days Gap, Ala. in the absence of the first lieuten- 
was 


ant and captain Company E, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers, Second Lieu- 
tenant Welton in command of 


home. 
The testimony further discloses that the amputation was carelessly done, 
and that for the want of suitable and proper care the wound never healed 
and continued to grow worse, discharged 5 — continuously, except at inter- 
vals, up to the time of his death. He was wing a pension of Sag dys 
time of his death, and a certificate was su uently issued to his wif 
she continued to draw ee until the i , when she was droppe 


from the pension roll for the reason that ony did not show 
the soldier to have died of the wound mentioned. She su uently applied 
of $8 per month under the law of 1890. o rept- 


sion of $8 per month. 

Your committee, ha nodoubt of the correctness of the foregoing propo- 
sitions, believe this case to be one that calls for the intervention of 
. Sect therefore report the bill back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend this bill by 
striking out of lines 4 and 5 the words ‘‘subject to the condition 
and limitation laws.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike ont the words “subject to the condition and limita- 
tion laws.” 

The amendment was a d to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. airman, I move to insert the word 
„First,“ after the word “of,” in line 6; so that it will read widow 
of First Lieut. John A. Welton.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “of,” insert the word First.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE WILLIAM HODGDON, 


The ee itede ess on the Derme ar aed the bill (H. R. 
3890) ing a pension to rge Wi on. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll at $12 per month, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geor: 
‘William Hodgdon, son of ate W. H 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

5 a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In lines 6 and 7 insert the following words, after the word Hodgdon:” 
“permanently helpless.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SARAH A. BOYD. 
6955 next business on "> Aiaka imee a was the bill (H. R. 
gran a pension to Sarah 
The bill rose! read, as follows: 


aw to place on msion roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. ie hid 
y 


of Boyd, late private Company E, First ent Minnesota Infan 
Volunteers, at the rate of tisper month, in lieu of the rate she is now recone: 
ing from date of her original application. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
the word “ private” and inserting the word ‘ca’ 
S twelve in line 
bpm i the teen in lieu th 
after the word receiving in line 9. 

The amendments were to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THEODORE V. PURDY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3300) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it „That the Secretary hereby, au- 
pe ie ae ee ore rc mat 
a vf on 1 u of the pension he is now recei a sed 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
m a favorable recommendation. 


5 of New Hampshire. Let us have the report. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Why waste time? 


The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9306) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy, having carefully consid- 
ered the same, respectfully ee 

Theodore V. Purdy enlisted November 19, 1862, in Company Firat Michi- 
gan ve Pe and was honorably discharged July 2, 1 

March 18. 1882, soldier filed application alleging catarrh and bronchitis, and 
pension was granted at $4 per month, which was increased to $12 from Sep- 
tember 4, 1800. December E 1890, he oe lication for increase on account 
of paralysis resul: from fever contrac the ser vice, but the claim was 
rejected August 2, 1894, on the ground of no record and no evidence of exist- 
Sere senoede oh: Uni Airos May: Jane, Jar d August, 1864, he 

e reco: ow „June, y, anı was 
— sce ha Hospital, Washington, D O. being treated for fever and reten- 
ion of urine.. 

The soldier’s condition is best indicated by the report of the board of ex- 
amining su ms made February 15, 1893: 

We find the claimant a confirmed invalid—the lower extremities para- 
lyzed, the result of locomotor ataxia. He is helpless in every respect so far 
as movements of the body are concerned. * è *. Theabductor muscles are 
ener re and the adductor muscles bring the knees ther with such 

orce that to relieve the pressure a soft pad or gos hasto po between 
the knees. è + Claimant wears a urinal day and night. He suffers with 
severe cramping that can only be relieved by the hypodermic use of morphia. 
Claimant requires the constant care of a nurse day and night * * + and 


opinion that the soldier's Fab ros condition o e y. The 
medical referee, however, failed to find the pathological sequence," and the 
claim was accordingly rejected. 

The evidence shows that most of the time this man suffers excruciating 
pan; which can be relieved only by injections of morphine, and that his wife 
wearing herself away by her constant attention and desperate efforts to 

obtain a living for both. 
The record of the beneficiary seems to be an excellent one. He partici- 
paea in the pitched battles of the Wilderness, S. lvania, North Anna, 
Sold Harbor, and in all the e ments before poe tat | ns Bie the time 
trace his disa 


he went to the hospital. If he d 3 the service 
he would be entitled to month. He has eee fi to do so be- 
yond a reasonable doubt, but the evidence ly preponderatesin his favor, 
and 1 77 5 to Warrant your commi in recommending the pas- 
e of the 
e therefore ey eet report the bill back to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
GEORGE V. BARNARD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6466) to increase the pension of George V. Barnard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secre of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension now allowed to George V. 


Barnard, late a private of Com E. Ninety-fifth Regiment Ilinois Infan- 
try 8 that he shail be lowed and paid per month. 


f es amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 

Tn line 7, strike ont word “ fifty’ and the word thirty "; 
to make it read 1 ty ae = P 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment 3 by the committee. 

Mr. DEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in 
regard to the amendment. I hope it will not be rei and that 
the bill will remain as it ey, at the rate of $50 a month. 
That soldier, Mr. Barnard, se over three years in theranks and 
is now totally blind. Now, the evidence does not positively estab- 


ous tration, and there is no doubt in my own 
blindness is the result of his military 


bills 
knowing 5 them. Of course this old soldier 
is blind; and of course, as the gentleman says, he can not prove that 
it is due to service origin; and if we had had the report read we 
would have found the reason that this old soldier is to nsioned 
is, that the old sol d citizens at his home have petitioned here 
to increase his pension because he is ina helpless condition. Now, 
without knowing anything about it, without wanting to know 
anything about this case, without having the report spread before 
the House, on this petition for charity, you o it that it is a 
E and a good case to grant a pension. [Cries of Vote!” 
ét 0 * 

Mr. PIOKLER. I only want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania ought not to say we do not know 
re here dein these cases. These reports are printed, and every- 

Pes access to 3 is 5 
éCHAIRMAN, e question is upon eing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. aging 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

pone tert ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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HENDERSON MARPLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
autho: and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe 5 
and restrictions of the pension laws, the name of Henderson Marple. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ roll,” in line 4, and insert the following: 

“The name of Henderson Marple, late a private in Capt. A. J. Hart's Com- 

y, Morgan County Provisional Enrolled Missouri Ttiiitia, at the rate of 

per month: Provided, That said pension shall be paid to Henderson 

le, and no part of said pension be retained by any official of the 

Sed” i by reason of any pension heretofore paid to said Henderson 
Marple.” 


The amendment was agreed to. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. As the report in this case has not been read, I 
want to say that you gentlemen ought really to have heard this 
report. It distinc 7 shows that this soldier was dropped from 
the rolls in 1892 under a Republican Administration, and there is 
no reflection upon that Republican Administration for dropping 
him. So this isa very imperfect report, even as reports go. 
can easily see wey, you do not want the report spread upon the 
record. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The question being taken, the bill as amended was ordered to 
be laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 


MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4354) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the 
late Brig. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B, Carr, United States Vol- 
unteers, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 7 strike out one hun: and insert “seventy-five”; so as to make 
the pension $75 a month. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will allow me a few moments (I promise not to 
occupy longer) that I may state my reasons for believing that this 
bill should be passed as originally introduced and without the 
amendment proposed by the committee. If there ever was a bill 


presented which was entitled to be passed at the fi originally 
roposed, it is this case to pension the widow of Gen. Joseph B. 
bar, He was a general not only in name butin fact. He enlisted 


at the beginning of the war and continued in service until the end. 
His career was one of the most brilliant and successful which the 
annals of the rebellion afford. He participated in about 19 of the 
most important and decisive battles of the war. He died, Ibelieve, 
in the year 1894 or 1895, leaving a widow and one invalid daughter. 
This pension is asked, of course, for the benefit of his widow, 
and the special circumstance which it seems to me should com- 
mend the case to this House or to any patriotic body is the fact 
that the widow for whom the pension is asked shared during the 
entire military career of her husband his burdens and hardshi 
upon the field. She followed him in all his campaigns. She 
nursed the soldiers under his command who were wounded and 
in the hospitals. Thus, from the beginning until the end, she par- 
ticipated in the hardships which he endured. In favor of the 
passage of this bill we have, in addition to the brilliant and glori- 
ous career of General Carr, in addition to what he did in behalf 
of his country, the further reason which I have stated in behalf of 
pensioning this noble and patriotic woman. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee striking out $100 and inserting $75. 
The amendment was agreed to, there Leper, Bae Seg 58, noes 21. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 


DELIA A. MARSH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4283) granting a pension to Delia A, Marsh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Delia 
Marsh, sister of Albert Marsh, who was a corporal-sergeant in Company 
Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension 
the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 
= The vere proceeded to read the following report (by Mr. 

OOLE): 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh, dependent sister of Albert 


E 
B, 
at 


a corporal and sergeant of Company B, Sixty-fourth Regiment of New York 


Volunteers, report as follows: 
opel Bose 3 “Fo: erage with K t record; moo = — — battle of 
vivania, Va., „ received a gunshot woun t thig! 

ee in am atatoa of the leg. Before receiving said wound en a 
ally captured the flag of the Forty-fourth Virginia Volunteers and after- 
wards received a medal of honor” for this brave act. The amputation as 
first made was not successful and a second amputation became necessary. 
The successive amputations and the shock to his system resulting therefrom 
made him a physical and mental wreck, and his pension was increased from 
$ a month, commencing from the date of his harge from the Army in 
1864, until he was receiving a pension of $72 at the time of his death, January 
17, 1895. During the last twenty-five years of his life he received the constant 
care and attention of his sister, who gave up all other work and faithfully 
attended this soldier until he died. 

The evidence before the committee shows that not only did this sister care 
for this soldier at the risk of her life and permanent to her health, 
but that she was often obliged to call upon neighbors in the night to help her 
care for this soldier brother, who at es was violently insane; that in all 
ome Tare she was his devoted friend and attendant, refusing all offers of 
an easier and happier life, and that she sacrificed her life willingly and cheer- 
fully to the care of her . that this long- continued devotion 
and care, with the mental strain, has now made her an invalid. She is 61 
years of and the only property owned by her is a small house, which 
rents for $6 a month, from which taxes, insurance, and have to be 


id. 
The sworn evidence . your committee shows that twice within 
the last year she has been operated upon for cancer, said to be the result of 
blows inflicted upon her by maniacal soldier, and that at best her remain- 
ing years are but few. 
me of the best-known people in 5 Cattaraugus County, N. X., 

where this claimant lives, have submitted affidavits to your committee fully 
substantiating all that has been set forth in this . The soldier never 
married, and no one is now drawing a pension on account of his service. 

In view of all the facts set forth in report, your committee believe that 
this bill is based upon equity and justice and recommend its passage. 


Mr. MILNES (before the reading of the report was concluded), 
Mr. Chairman, I waive the request for the further reading of the 
report. I am satisfied. 

e bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
ORLEINA J. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
mi ganing anincrease of pension to Orleina J. Clark, of Louis- 
e, Ky. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Orleina J. Clark, widow 
the late George W. Clark, a soldier in the war with Mexico, from $8 per 
month to $20 per month, to take effect from the passage of this act. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4721) 
granting an increase of pension to Orleina J. Clark, have considered the same, 
and ay ay report as follows: 

Mrs. kis the widow of the late George W. Clark, ser t noopen A, 
Seventh United States Infantry, and Company F, First United Sta Dem 
goons, in the war with Mexico. 

The soldier died September 24, 1866, and his widow, the beneficiary, has 
been allowed a pension at $8 per month under the Mexican war service pen- 
sion act of January 29, 1887. 

The following is the sworn statement of the claimant, together with the 
certificate of the notary public before whom the affidavit was executed: 

“Tam a granddaughter of William Cloud, whoserved in the Revolutionary 
war under Gen. George Washington, and later was at the battle of New 
Orleans. Iama daughter of John A. Cloud, who fought under General Jack- 
son in the war of 18 

“I was raised on a aeae plantation in Patrick County, Va.,6miles 
from the foot of the Blue Ridge. I married George W. Clark, who served in 
the First Ep re of Dragoons under General Carney, and later in the Sec- 
ond United States Infantry, Company K, under Gene: Riley, and wasordered 
to Fort Wilkins, on Lake Superior, when they were ordered to Mexico. M 
baby was born three months after my husband left, and was 3 years and 
months old when he returned to Jefferson Barracks, Mo. I joined my hus- 
band there with my little children soon after the return. 

“After he was rged he promised me that he would never enlist 
again, so he went into the rail business after leaving Buffalo, N. Y., and 
we went to McMinnville, Tenn., on the Southwestern „and continued 
there until the rebellion broke out in 1861, and in the following fall he went 
into the Quartermaster’s Department in the Federal Army. He had a force 
of 1 hands stationed at White Bluff working on the deep cut 
under General Gillum until the close of the war. I am the first woman that 
ever took the Federal officers into her house at Nashville, Tenn. I took 
Colonel Wood and Captain Tracy, bales to the Sixteenth Ohio, I think, 
out of their camp; they were very ill with hoid fever, and I took them 
both into my house and cared for them until they were able to join their 
command. I opened my house to the officers of the United States Army and 
boarded them until the war closed, and made them feel as much at home asI 
could possibly do under the circumstances, 

“ My youngest daughter, Fannie W. Clark, suffered for seventeen years 
with the most terrible affliction that could befall anyone; she was 


with epileptic fits, and was liable to fall at any time or place. During the 
seventeen years of her affliction she was continuously under medical treat 


ment. 
For fifteen years I have walked the streets of Louisville among the most 


respectable le in order to make an honest, u ht living, and am now 
completel: oton down. For the last six —— — I have not been able to 


o out to do anything toward making a support, and have been very desti- 
12 1 God Í have a great many 8080 friends among the first people 
of Louisville. 
“I served my country faithfully at home with my children while my hus- 
paoa was doing 7 oak in the Arny, and 5 in the name of God, all I ask 
good men ve me an increase in my pension. : 
ae ETa ORLEINA J. CLARK. 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of January, 1898. 

SEAL. J “CORDIE PURDY, N. P., J. 0. 

“T have known Mrs. O. J. Clark for fourteen years, and d all that time 
I have lived within 6 or 8 squares of her. I know her to bea thful, good 


ö ee Bares a ee ee U n a terete Lo ee 1) Da Le eee ee ee 
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woman, who has worked hard to support herself and afflicted daughter, and 
in order to do this she has been compelled to be on the streets in the severest 
weather, both hot and cold, and the consequence is she is now completely 
oe conn 3 . I pray you will grant her petition and give 
crease ion. 
EPA aie “CORDIE PURDY, 


“ Notary Public, Jefferson County, Ky.” 

A petition signed by Asher G. Caruth, W. R. Abbott, B. H. Young, and 40 
otter cltinexs Sp Louisville, Ky., sets forth the claimant is 70 years old and 
very feeble, and that she is a most worthy and deserving woman. 

e passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York eae the reading of the report was 
concluded). Mr, Chairman, I ask that the further reading of the 
rpt be dispensed with. Everybody, I think, is in favor of the 
bi 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I called for the reading of 
the report. I insist that it be read through. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the roading of the popora 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JESSE MMILLAN. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk a bill which I 
ask unanimous consent to have considered now. I dislike to make 
this request to take up a bill out of the regular order, but I think 
when members of the committee hear my statement they will 
ee that I am justified in asking consideration for this bill now. 

is the case of a preacher and an old Federal soldier, who is 
now entirely blind in one eye and nearly so in the other. He is 
destitute and helpless, and the bill is so far down the Calendar 
that I can reach it in no other way, and I do hope that under the 
circumstances no gentleman will object to taking up the case of 
this poor old blind soldier. 

There being no objection, the committee proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse 
McMillan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Jesse 
McMillan, a soldier in Company F, Third Regiment Arkansas Infantry, and 
allow him a pension rated at per month. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifteen “and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twelve”; so as to make the pension $12 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

zoe bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

Mr. TERRY. I thank the Committee of the Whole for its kind- 
ness. 


PHBE M. WOOLLEY PALMETER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1599) nting a pension to Phasbe M. Woolley Palmeter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States 
the name of Phasbe M. Woo ay Palmeter, daughter of Jonathan Woolley, who 
was a soldier and pensioner of the Revolutionary war, at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
WILLIAM H. NESBITT, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4361) to ion William H. Nesbitt. 
The was read, as follows: 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
to place upon the pension rolls the name of William H. N 
h x sion at te of 
5 1 a 7 and to grent him a pension at the rate of $72 
: The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
OWS: 


Insert after the word “hereby,” in the third line, the words“ authorized 
and“; and amend by striking out all after the word *“ Nesbitt,” in the fifth 
line, and insert in lieu thereof the following: late a private in Company F, 


Second Illinois Cavalry, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of pension here- 
tofore granted.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


LUCY A. ALLEN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2969) 12 a pension to Lucy A. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Mrs. ucy A. Allen, widow 
of Capt. William R. Allen, late of Compan ent Kansas Vol- 


C, Third 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month from the 
approval of this act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
MARIA GIBBONS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2405) granting a pension to Maria Gibbons. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Gibbons, widow of 
James Gibbons, late captain of Company B, First Battalion Arkansas State 
Militia, at the rate of per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid that the leader of 
the other side, if he were here, would be very much dissatisfied 
with the riotous way you are proceeding to-night. It is so con- 
trary to what would probably prevail if he were present that I am 
constrained to ask for the reading of the report in my own time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, Oh, why waste so much time? 

The report (by Mr. Kirkpatrick) was read, as follows: d 

Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2405 ganting a 

Maria e maw of James Gibbons, late 


ving carefully examined 
case, ask leave to report the fol- 


lowing: 

In April, 1864, the commanding officer of the District of the Frontier (Gen. 
A. W. Bishop), at Fort Smith, Ark., in order to protect the district from the 
invasion and ‘incursion of rebel hordes and guerrilla bands which infested 
that section of the country, ordered and directed the organization of the 
First Regiment of Arkansas State Militia, and James Gibbons 9 and 
3 en of Company B of that regiment, and entered at once upon 
active duty. 

In an e with guerrilla bands or Confederates about 20 miles from 
Fort Smith, Ark., on May 22, 1864, Capt. James Gibbons received two gun- 
shot wounds in the b and side, and was ponpas to Fort Smith by his 
Thi t icipated in b tion of the Twelfth aa 3 

o en ment was a portion and Four- 
Regi Kansas Latantry Vo 


s y valr 
both testify to Capt. James Gibbons being wounded and having died in gen 
eral nopia at Fort Smith, as before stated. 

1 —.— * hop, then adjutant-general of Arkansas, testified on November 1, 

“ Capt. James Gibbons, of Company B. First Battalion Arkansas State Mili- 
tia, died at Fort Smith on or about May 24, 1864, of wounds received in a skir- 
mish. The tia to which he belon; was organized by the said A. W. Bishop, 
as commander of the post at Fort Smith, Ark., in Apri 1864, acting under 
orders from the commander of the District of the Frontier, Department of 
Arkansas; but what has become of their company rolls affiant can not state. 
I was relieved as commander of the post in May, 1864, and turned over all 
papers pertaining to this militia to my successor, Colonel Judson, Sixth Kan- 
sas Cavalry Volunteers.“ 

Maria Gibbons, the claimant, filed an application for omar June 8, 1866, 
all the facts as stated, and that she was married to Capt. James Gibbons 
ap 3 Ireland, August 30, 1844, and lived with him up to date of his 

en 

Her claim was rejected June 30, 1871, on the ground that the records failed 
to show that Capt. James Gibbons was in the service of the United States or 
that his company was under the command of a United States officer at the 
time he received the wounds from which he died. 

Your committee believe this case a meritorious one. The claimant is now 
very old and in destitute circumstances, being. supported by relatives and 
friends, and is unable to understand why her husband's service should not 
be recognized, when he voluntarily gave up his life in defense of his countr 
and the protection of citizens and property in that locality, and, as he an 
the officers and men with him believed, under direct orders. 

Your committee earnestly recommend that the bill do pass, when amended 
by Pole ot the word thirty,” in line 8, and inserting the word twenty” 

eu thereof. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case states that 
the claimant is not only old and in destitute circumstances, but 
is unable to understand why her husband’s service should not be 
recognized when he voluntarily gave up his life in defense of his 
country and while protecting citizens and property in that local- 
ity. Iam free to confess that I quite agree with her, and yet the 
record shows, and I desire to the attention of the House and 
the country to the fact, that this claim was rejected by a Repub- 
lican Administration. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman, 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was a: to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN EWING, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1837) 
franting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. 
omas Ewing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pisce on the pension 15 ber to the provisions 
on f Ellen Ewing, 


and limitations of the laws, the name o widow of Byt. 
Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing, at the rate of $100 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN, The committee recommend a reduction to 


sda month. 
. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, if it is possible to have order 
in the committee, I would like very much to have the report read 
in this case. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 
Mr. PICKLER. If I can have the attention of the gentleman 
from South Carolina for a few moments, I desire to make a sug- 
estion, The report in this case was made by the gentleman from 
hio [Mr. Layton] and is quite a Ln oo report. Everybod 
knows the record of the services of General Ewing, and I cds 
ask if he would be satisfied with a statement from Mr. Layton, 


which could be made in briefer time than it would take to read 
the report? 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I think we ought to have the report 
read, but I have no objection to a statement from the tleman. 
I will be satisfied with that in place of the reading of the report. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that this is a Senate bill, and simply 
came into my hands as a subcommittee in the ordinary distribu- 
tion of the Senate bills in our committee. 

The bill the Senate unanimonsly without any objection 
for 8100 a month. It came to our committee, and after careful 
inspection and investigation of the facts and precedents in con- 

. nection with bills of this character, we were constrained to reduce 


ices. We are all familiar with it—by re 
a gallant soldier, and a most distingui citizen before the war 
and ever after the war until the time of his death in 1896. He was 
killed by accident, it will probably be remembered, in the streets 
of the city of New York by a street car. He commanded the De- 
partment of Missouri for a long time during the war, and he is 
credited with having saved the city of St. Louis from the rebel 
orces. 


f 

I have received during the short time that I had the bill in 
charge this session, giving it consideration, a large number of 
letters from distinguished citizens of St. Lonis, and members of 
his command, both in St. Louis and Kansas, certifying to the fact. 
eee Rr e ee. ee for distinguished and gallant 
services on the field of e. 5 y : ~ 

His widow also came from an equally distinguished family with 
General Ewing, and 5 she been accustomed to the 
comforts, you may say luxuries of life. She is now quite 
aged. She was his wife long before the war, and since that time 
up to his death. She is about 71 years of age, I think, as I remem- 
ber the testimony, and I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, that that 
testimony discloses the fact that Gen. Thomas Ewing left an in- 
solvent estate, so that this old lady can derive nothing whatever 
from it. For that reason, in eration of his services, after 
careful i tion of the matter, your Committee on Invalid 
Pensions concluded to allow the sum of 875 a month instead of 
$100, as recommended by the Senate bill. Thesu ittee rec- 
ommended to the full committee that amount, and I hope under 
the circumstances that there will be no objection to the bill as 
recommended. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt in the world 
of the truth of every word oe eee from Ohio has uttered. 
Last Friday night I endeav: here, by moves to amend a bill, 
to reduce PE of a widow of a general offcer from fifty to 
forty dollars a month, thereby trying to at some common 
ground on which the officers’ widows should stand, and which we 
will be justified in supporting. It was voted down. I acquiesced 
in it, and, as I understood, there was a kind of tacit agreement of 
the Committee of the Whole that hereafter on Friday nights they 
would establish the grade of $50, because on that evening there 
were several bills passed at $50 per month. I think that is suffi- 
cient, and I think it would be a very good idea to establish that 

I hope that to-night we can succeed in ing upon that 
common level. To that end, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out ‘‘seventy-five” and inserting ' fifty.“ I make that 
motion in good faith. You can vote it up or vote it down, and I 
will submit to what you do. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, allow me a word. 
I hope the amendment offered by my friend from South Carolina 
piz TALBERT] will not prevail, He must have failed to consider 

e great merits of this case of General Ewing and his services. 
Iam sure it is not the intention of this House to cut down the 
amount in as meritorious a case as this. I understand that my 
friend from South Carolina has indicated his entire willi 
that it should go at $75 a month, if the committee so vote. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr, Chairman, I am very glad to learn, though 
I supposed that we all knew it before, that Gen. Thomas Ewing 
came of a very distinguished family. Lam glad also to know that 
his wife came of a very distinguished family; but I did not know 
that this House or this country was e e PANE simply 
because they came of a distingui family. I believe that $50 
a month is enough; and until the thousands and tens of thousands 
of widows of meritorious and brave soldiers throughout this land 
get their pensions of at least $12 a month, I am not in favor of 
granting $50 or $75 a month to some widow simply because she 

longs to a very distinguished family. I ho; t the amend- 
ment of the gentleman South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] will 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, if the rule had prevailed 
here that officers’ widows should be pensioned at 850 a month I 
should gladly vote for the amendment, but having passed one or 
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evening, and many before, grantin 


3 e pposed to reducing the 
at $75 a mon am o to amount 
of the widow of Gen. Thomas Ewing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has any bill passed at $75 to-night? 


pensions 
the case 


Mr. NORTHWAY. We voted that to the widow of General 
Carr. Now,I have known Gen. Thomas Ewing and known of 
him for many years; and while we did not belong to the same 
political party, and while we always fought each other in politics, 
there never was a braver man, never a truer gentleman, never a 
more ble man of my acquaintance than Gen. Tom Ewing, 
of the State of Ohio. And I stand hereto affirm that if the widow 
of my emg on earth should have $75 a month it is the widow of 
Gen. Tom Ewing. Although he had ceased to reside in Ohio and 
had become a resident of New York, yet the name of Thomas 
Ewing is deeply embedded in the affections of the ple of the 
State of Ohio, Republicans and Democrats alike, and I stand here 
to defend him and to say that the pension of his widow should 
not be reduced to $50 a month so long as pensions to widows of 
other men no better or braver, remain at $75 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not probable that $50 a month would keep 
this widow very comfortably during her life? 

Mr. NOR AY. As I have already stated, I should have 
been glad to establish a rule of that kind; but the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, by its vote on many occasions, has established a 
different rule, and I am not in favor of changing the rule now. 

Mr. TALBERT. It is never too late to do good. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio agree that the Committee of the Whole shall establish that 
rule to-night and abide by it hereafter? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. the committee will report that amount 
in these cases, I certainly shall stand by the committee; but Iam 
not willing to make an exception in this case, and I shall vote 
against the amendment. 

Mr, FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I want to heartily indorse 
all that the gentleman from Ohio . NorTHway] has said. I, 
too, knew eue, i ns v. and I one family. For 
six years Gener. wing was my law partner; and I am not goi 
Salon an amendment to be voted on here to reduce Gos casement 
which the committee have awarded to his widow without at least 

rotesting against it because of my personal knowledge both of 

teneral Ewing and also of the present condition of his widow and 
his daughter. This is not only granting a pension to General 
Ewing, but there is an unmarried daughter. By reason of mis- 
fortune, in spite of the distingui career of General Ewing, of 
which we all know, he left an insolvent estate, and his widow and 
daughter have no means of support w. except such as this 
House gives them here to-night. [Cries of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

I want to make one suggestion. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. MILNES] has spoken of 8 ed families. I di 
with him, ess possibly we only iffer as to what he means by 
the words distinguished family.” It so happens that from Rev- 
olutio: imes this country has owed much to certain individ- 
nals and owed also much to certain families, and from good 
stock away back in the Revolutionary time to pig peg time 
see it run down through different branches of the family. 

e not only know of Gen. Tom Ewing, but we know also of the 
father of Tom Ewing, that he was Secretary of the Treasury un- 
der William Henry Harrison and Secretary of the Interior under 
President Tyler, and he himself was a United States Senator. We 
all know General Sherman, who was left an orphan when a small 
boy, and was reared by General Ewing's family side by side with 
Gen. Tom Ewing; and I appeal to this House, with recollections 
of the Shermans and Ewings of this country, not to vote to give 
that widow and that daughter less than $75 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, now this bill passed the Senate 
at 8100 a month. The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported it 
here at $75. It seems to me that when a bill comes in where gen- 
tlemen are personally interested we never can put it high - 
and when it applies to 


2 p £ ? 
le on the outside we can not get it low 
enough. Now, no bill 


n reported for a high amount except 


where there was a record of 3 services of soldier y. 


from New York [Mr. FAICH that we ought to put this at 
$50. Weare not pensioning ty. We can not pension these 
women because they come of a ee Stee family. Plowboys 
who fought the battles of the Union did not generally have any 
very distinguished backing previous to that time, so far as family 


was c š 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe individually that $50 a month is 
sufficient, I do not care how distingui 


I am inclined to say, after hearing the speech of the gentleman 
ui, 


nearly a lace in this country. 

"Mr. MILES. S8 ĩ allow mo to k H a Gener 
on 

Mr. PICKLER. Ves, sir. 

Mr. MILES. I believe you have read this report? _ 


Ee — SS NS ee — ee 


1896. 
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. PICKLER. Yes, 
. MILES. Do you . — in mind that there is a dependent 
daughter here, too? 
erak PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I donot believe, while my sym 
out for them, that we can a whole family. TI 
2 eee eee to do — This committee has 


been criticised in speech after tlemen a 
ht mention here have come up open F e sonia 

— Pensions in to high e eee oka oe 
5 h. I accept that, FF 
to not exceed 850. will vote for the amendment that the gentle- 
man has pr: 


‘oposed. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the committee has made an ar that is absolutely 
without force, unless it be he is in favor of c 
BES E REE SNE OS ee ae eee 


down this 
for the old 


Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the best reason in the world. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman says that that is the best reason 
in the world. Well, now, I will -sug a better method to save 
the money far the old sure- enough h soldier, and that is to keep off 

on rolls the deserters and bounty jumpers. 

tage Pic kl. ER. We have not put any on the rolls. 

Mr. MILES. You have done so on a general ion law. Mr. 
C0000 ctance 1 have in 
vV any longer larger pensions for ed Union soldiers 
than for one who is eee cig out of = ee, 

are refusing to allow us e roll a ro 
onor; and it seems that the „ the estimation 
of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions the more 
he is entitled to a pension. 
Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. I would ndt address the 


committee again on this proposition but for the curious state of 
affairs existing. The Chairman will recollect that on one occa- 
sion some ago I took occasion to criticise certain matters 


that the Aarie on Invalid Pensions had done, a report that 
was made, where a recommendation was made. I undertook to 
do it leniently, and made mention of no names and mentioned no 
committee; but no sooner had I taken my seat than the able 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions arose and attacked 
me in a vigorous and vicious manner, saying I was attacking the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which carefully examined 
these matters, he said, and when it made a report it was entitled 
to some consideration: and now he 1 , and I stand 
here asa poor weak man defending him against himself. [Laug 

ter and applause.] That committee has reported this bill at $i5.a 
month, has written a long in favor of it,and now the mem- 
bers of the committee stand here to o pose themselves and to ask 


this House to op the committee, use they want to revise 
the report moy ve already made. I submit that this is a curi- 
ous way to The gentleman 


ally Repose oe in a committee. 
who is presidi evening as Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole will recollect that he attacked me somewhat vigor- 


ously—— 
eman does not intend his remarks for 


Mr. MILES. The 
the whole committee 

Mr. NORTHWAY. i — only those who are opposed to me; 
cred is 1 The gentleman is with me. 

Chairman, I want the gentleman to give me 
one planar to say—— 

TheCHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NORTH- 
Wax] PEET 

ORTHWAY. Not for a speech. 

Mr. MILES. No, I do not wish to make a speech; but the gen- 
tleman has that kind of amiability which I know will permit me 
to make myself understood by the House, 

Mr. NORTH WAL. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. VVV ing a 
poon of $75 a month for the wiđow of Gen. Thomas ing, I 

esire the minds of members to be disabused in that respect. I 
shall vote cheerfull 3 this . of $75.a month. 

Mr. NORTHWA entleman understood me as criti- 


42 8 that he was opposed to this 
misunderstood me pas 


Mr. MILES. Ithank the gentleman. 

ME BARER or ie we Banada. Will the gentieman from 
Ohio allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New ee pai Is the gentleman in favor of 
granting a pension to the ow of every brigadier-general at the 
rate of $75 a month? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iamnot; I answer the gentleman frankly. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yi to me a moment? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LACEY. If General Ewing, being 
railroad accident had been killed in battle, his widow would hoes 
received only $30 a month. Now, why should she receive by a 


instead of killed by a 


bill of this kind 845 mare month she would under 
general law if her husband had been killed in battle? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iwill try to answer the gentleman. He 
will recollect that I undertook some weeks ago, in remarks which 
I then made, to urge just that question. I wanted to know why 
a private soldier should receive more under a eo ae co bill 
than he would at the Pension Bureau. had su 
criticism the able gentleman from South D Dakota Mr. PICKLER 
and the gentleman who is presiding this evening . HEPBURN 
„went for” me goes eee rate of 250 1 per minute. They 
got on top of me; the the Whole got on top of me, and 
the bill then under 8 was passed, notwithstanding my 
criticism. 

Ishould have been in favor of a uniform rate of $50 a month for 


times voted otherwise. This very night this Com- 
matteo of the Whole has voted to giv 873 to tho widow of a brig- 
adier-general. Now, why should we make a distinction 

the widow of General Ewing? I have just pel hora enough in the 
State of Ohio and par pacae enough in and his fam- 
ily to stand here and say thatitisan invidious dist distinction to give 
the widow of General $75 a month, and then in the next 
breath give the widow of Tom Ewing only $50 a month. I repu- 
diate any such discrimination, I stand to defend the 8 
families. If you give a pension of 875 in one case you should give 
it in the other. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me very strange that 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions should sub- 
scribe to a fav a pension of 875 a month to the widow 
of Gen. Tom i then, because some tleman F the 
floor chooses to sa hat General Ewing is of a distinguished 
ily and that his widow is of a distinguished famil eee for- 
sooth, both of them have had distinguished families that the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions should deem it a 
crime 8 family. and should therefore be 
willing to reduce the of $75, as proposed by his own com- 
mittee, to $50. 

Mr. MILES. You are not surprised at that, are you? 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam There aresome thingsat which 
I would not be surprised; but this is such an extreme case that I 
am surprised, eyen at the action of the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions upon this floor. 

Now, Mr. it is no crime to be of a ed fam- 
ily. I do not believe ‘there is one gentleman here that wants to 
vote a dollar more to the widow of Tom Ewing because she and 
her husband have had distinguished families. The reason which 
induced the committee to report in this case in favor of a pension 
of $75 a month was the distinguished service of Tom Ewing, not 
his ed family. — he di not the less asa 
soldier and a general—his widow is not less worthy of a ion— 
because he was of a distinguished family. Why, Mr. irman, 
it is but a few hours since our worthy friend from’ South Dakota 
advocated on this floor a pension of $100 to the widow of General 
Gekingulahed ets — an distinguished auld thane ate 8 

statesman and a om 
Ewing? And the gentleman was extremely anxious that she 
should have 8100 a month, although she is the representative of a 


. AI ES. A And made a speech in favor of it. 


Mr. BRUMM. Why, therefore, this change? Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, there are widows in this country of distin, officers, 
widows of generals who are $200 a month, and I know 
that there are beneficiaries, possibly of these very who are 
finding fault with some of the pensions gran to-night. [A 
plause.} I understand that this is the case, but of course I Iwill 
not mention names. But they are granted and the beneficiaries 
are willing to accept them for e or their friends, and I 
ask why the chairman of this Committee on Invalid Pensions, at 
this late hour, would attempt now to reduce the pension of Gen. 
Thomas Ewing's widow simply because she is a woman desery- 
ing of a high pension, a distinguished lady, the descendant of a 
distinguished family, and her husband also a distinguished man? 


Is thata reason for opposing a pension? I do not understand 
such consistency as that. 

— — . Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wo: 


Now, since the 


Mr. BRUMM 8 deny it, sir. 
Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, you did, anyway. 
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2 
Mr. BRUMM. I deny it. I say it is not true. 
Mr. PICKLER. Well, you have done it. 
Mr. BRUMM. It is not so. Ipermit no man to say that I mis- 
represented him knowingly. I may have been in error, but I 


never misrepresent any man. 
Mr, PICKLER. Well, Ithink you knew that you were in error. 


Mr. BRUMM. I knew nothing of the kind. I simply stated 
facts which were well known to this committee. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Did you not vote a on of 8100 a month 
for the widow of General Gresham and advocate it on this floor? 

Mr. PICKLER. I did. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That is precisely what the gentleman from 


Birra an a has said. 
Mr. PICKLER. But this is not a parallel case at all with the 
Gresham claim. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Why not? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, I gave you the reasons. Look up 
my speech in the RECORD and you will find them. This very 
debate to-night illustrates the difficulty the Pensions Committee 
has in these matters. It has become the custom lately to accuse 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of inconsistency in these 

rts. I have had to take the floor more frequently than I 
desired upon that very account. When the gentleman from Ohio 
is not interested in a bill himself, he takes the committee to task 
for putting the rate of pension too high. Now, he attacks the 
committee to-night, when he is interested in a special case, because 
the committee will not put the pension high enough, and because 
I wish to p it lower than he does, 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Iwasnotattacking the gentleman for that, 
I was onl suggesting the inconsistency of the proceedings. 

Mr. PIC R. Just as another gentleman, who always criti- 
cises the action of the Pensions Committee for pene pension too 
high, moved to-night toraise our report from what the committee 
recommended, because the case was one from his own State. 

Now, I want to state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
he knows I did not object to anything on the ground he suggests— 
that I did not object to the pension in the Ewing case, or to any 
amount that has been named in connection with it, Sany be- 
cause they are of a distinguished family. On the contrary, I am 
very proud of that. But because a man is of good family and 
his wife is of a distinguished family, that is no reason for grant- 


ing a high Borge 
. BRUMM. Lou signed a report in favor of $75 a month, 
did you not? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I did not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, you favored it. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I did not. I never did favor it. 

Mr. BRUMM (continuing). Well, you have favored even larger 

sums in other cases, and why do you see proper to change your 
views now after this bill has been reported, and try and reduce it? 

Mr. PICKLER. I can only repeat that I never did favor that 
sum in this case. That is the reason I object to it. I do not think 
it is right, and I think it ought to be reduced, and that is another 
reason why I have to take the floor oftener than I like to in these 
cases. Weare compelled to protect the action of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MILES] very well knows, 
as he has made his thrusts at me in connection with this matter, 
that he, with his Democratic colleagues, is always in favor of the 
highest kind of pensions. I have protested and constantly refused 
in every one of these cases to put the widow of a general officer at 
a higher rate than $50, except in the case of the widow of General 
Gresham. I have already said that I regard that as the most ex- 

tional case that we had before the committee. All the others, 
I think, 15755 fairly stand upon another but an equal footing. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I will not yield any further. 

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. PICKLER. In a moment, Judge. I want to except Judge 
LAYTON from the statement in regard to his colleagues on that 
committee. 

Mr. LAYTON. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And I withdraw, as far as you 
are concerned, the charge of favoring these high pensions. 

Mr. MILES. Do not let him withdraw his charge as to the rest 
of us, for we are decorated with it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe $50 ought to keep, comfortably, any 
widow of any officer. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. How about the daughter? 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I submit that I have as much sympathy 
with the daughter of a soldier as anybody else; but the Govern- 
ment never yet has adopted the policy of granting a pension to the 
widow of a soldier and at the same time pensioning the daughter. 
It is a provision of oyar pension law that we have on the statute 
books that there can be but one pension for one service at the same 


time. Now, we can not pension the widow and pension the 
daughter at the same time. 
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Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield for a question? 

Mr. PI R. No; I can not yield now. The gentleman 
from New York had his time. I was just desiring to say that 
while I have not taken the initiative here, as chairman of the 
committee, because the majority of my committee disagree with 
me on this question, while I haye not moved to reduce these pen- 
sions, although I fought them in the committee, yet when the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] or anyone else moyes 
to amend a bill here in a way that I believe to be right, I think I 
have the right as an individual to exercise my individual judg- 
ment as a member of this Committee of the ole, and vote to 
reduce, where I think we have reported too high an amount. 

The widow of a brigadier-general can get $30 under the general 
law. Of course where an increase is recommended you can 
scarcely recommend any intermediate amount between thirty and 
fifty dollars; so if we recommend any advance we have generally 
recommended $50, but there is no rule as to that, and above that I 
am opposed to going. Iam glad that this motion has been made 
here. This was a distinguished general, but the trouble is about 
all these cases that we so many distinguished men in that war, 
and we have so 5 distinguished widows now, and gentlemen 
like the gentleman from Ohio get up here and speak in favor of 
them. Iadmire the earnestness of the gentleman from Ohio. I 
have never attacked him. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You have not, eh? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I take it all back if I did. I do not attack 
anybody. Iam a little emphatic once in a While, but I have no 
malice against anybody, I assure you. The trouble is that we have 
these same speeches before the committee, and gentlemen come 
down here and preach about distinguished families, and they show 
the distinguished records of these soldiers, and they almost com- 
pel us to report these bills at a high rate. Itis illustrated herein 
the committee to-night. Just as soon as you get the case of a gen- 
eral or a general's widow from the State of one of these gentle- 
men we can not get the rate high enough to suit them; but let a 
case come from any other State, and they are all on their feet 
criticising the Committee on Invalid Pensions for putting the 
rate so high. That is the position we are in. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this motion will 2 at 850. As far as I am individ- 
ually concerned, I believe that is enough in all these cases. [Cries 
of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I merely rise to 
call the attention of this committee to the fact that there are some 
slight indications that the mouth disease has again become epi- 
demic, [Laughter.] I sincerely hope that the mind of everyone 
here is made up by this time, and I hope that in order to convince 
everybody else that we are not afflicted in the way that I mention 
everybody will keep still and let us have a vote. [Cries of Vote!“ 


“Vote!” 

The C MAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina . TALBERT] to amend the com- 
rater? amendment by striking out seventy-five“ and inserting 

The ‘question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 63 


noes 60. 

Mr. LAYTON. Let us have tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Layton 
and Mr. TALBERT. 

The eee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, 
noes 67. 

1 the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
-five ” and insert 1 

The C RMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] moves to strike out “seventy-five” and insert sixty.“ 
You who favor the adoption of that motion will say ‘‘aye”—— 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or 
two. I want to express my surprise in at gentlemen on this 
floor who get up here and shed cro e, hypocritical tears over 
the widows of officers, when they do not open their mouths in 
the interest of the widows of common soldiers, I want to say 
that is a sad commentary upon this House, Democrats especially. 
I must say, gentlemen, that nothing that the Republicans 
ever surprises me [laughter], but I am N that distin- 
guished Democrats when they have an opportunity of regulating 
and grading pensions of widows of officers at $50 will get up here 
like oat-fed horses, and walk between the tellers and be counted, 
voting in favor of $75 a month when they have never been known 
to open their mouths in the interest of the common soldiers. I 
want to say that while I do not agree with the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I believe he is an 
honest, upright, conscientious man, although he is a little ex- 
treme upon pensions. I want to say that I was glad to see him 


